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rinted asa public document. If the Senator chooses to object, 
it is his privilege. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will withdraw the objection if the Sen- 
ator puts it upon the ground he has just stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the order is made. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will also allow to be included in the matter which he has 
asked to have printed an article from the Boston Journal of Edu- 
cation, by the editor, Dr. A. E. Winship. 

Mr. HOAR. On what subject? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. On the schools in New Mexico. I ask 
that it may be inserted in connection with the matter that has 
been ordered printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro ee The Senator from North Da- | 
kota asks that the paper which he sends to the desk from the 
Boston Educational Journal be printed as a document with the 
papers which have been authorized to be printed at the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is a short article. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 


APPRAISERS’ STORE BUILDING AT BOSTON. 


Mr. LODGE. I present a letter from George H. Lyman, col- 
lector for the port of Boston, and also a letter from George W. 
Maher, assistant supervising special agent of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, relative to the construction of an appraisers’ store building at 
the port of Boston. I move that the paper be printed as adocument 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 16364) granting an increase of pension to Patrick | 





rney; 

A bill (H. R. 16423) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
B. Abbott; and 

A bill (H. R. 12771) granting a pension to William Kenny. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7338) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in the State of 
Arkansas, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5369) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Allen, reported it with an amendment, and submitted | 
a report thereon. 

Mr. SIMON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7844) granting a pension to Alonzo Pend- 
land, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the biil (H. R. 8005) granting a pension to Samantha A. 
Newcomb, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 159) granting to the New York | 
and New Jersey Railroad Company the right to construct and | 
operate an underground railway under land owned by the United | 
States in the city of New York, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Public Buildings and | 
Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by | 
Mr. Spooner on the 10th instant, proposing to extend the limit | 
of cost of the post-office, court-house, and: custom-house at Su- | 
perior, Wis., intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- | 
priation bill, submitted a favorable report thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 7841) to authorize the Secre- 

tary of the Interior to prescribe rules and regulations for the 
rocurement of clay or gumboin the Indian Territory from lands 
longing to either of the Five Civilized Tribes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

. bill (S. 7342) granting an increase of pension to Electa Allen; 











an 

A bill (S. 7348) granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Tuttle (with the ans paper). 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
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severally read twice by their titles, and referred to {he Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7844) granting a pension to Ephraim Confare; 

A bill (S. 7345) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Sherfy (with the accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 7346) granting a pension to Lydia E. Jackson (with 
the accompanying papers). 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 7347) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah F. McCune; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7348) to correct the military 
record of Scott Swann; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURTON (for Mr. MITCHELL) introduced a bill (S. 7349) 
to establish a life-saving station at or near the entrance to Tilla- 
mook Bay, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (8.7350) authorizing the purchase 
of sites for buildings for the accommodation of the Interior, Treas- 
ury, and War Departments of the United States, the District of 
Columbia, and for other public purposes, in connection with re- 
moving the Botanic Gaelen fence and improving the grounds, 
together with the development and encouragement of ramie fiber, 
silk, and flax preparation and manufacture and their production 
and profitable home market in the United States, under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of the Treasury; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 168) for the print- 
ing of additional copies of certain public documents for distribu- 
tion to libraries; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $8,000 for the construction of a telephone, cable, or tele- 
graph line from the mainland forming the eastern side of Green 
Bay, Wisconsin, across Death’s Door to the Plum Island life-saving 


| station, and from the said Plum Island life-saving station to 


Washington Island, Wisconsin, intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 7142) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; 


| which were ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $10,482.80 to be paid to the legal representative of the estate 
of Samuel Lee, deceased, for the claim for pay and allowances 
made by reason of the election of said Lee to the Forty-seventh 
Congress, intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committeé on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment granting to the government 
of Porto Rico the submerged lands underlying the harbor areas 
and navigable streams of the island of Porto Rico and of the 
islands adjacent thereto, intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MASON submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$400,000 in payment to the Brazos River Channel and Dock Com- 
pany for the jetties built by said company at the mouth of the 
Brazos River, Texas, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $4,926.67 to be paid to the ownersof the Norwegian steamship 
Nicaragua as compensation for damage by reason of the rescue 
of an American citizen and the consequent quarantine of said 
ship at Mobile, Ala., in 1894, intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. LODGE, it was 


Ordered, That Clara E. Daniels be allowed to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate the papers in the case of Senate bill No. 5931, Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, first session, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 
Mr. QUAY. Isubmita resolution for which I ask immediate 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas House bill 12543, to enable the people of Oklahoma, Arizona, and 
New Mexico to form constitutions and State governments and be admitted 
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into the Union on an equa footing with the original States, has been under 
discussion in the Senate since the 10th day of December last and must fail 
unless voted upon at an early date: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that a date and hour prior to 
he 2d of March next should be fixed fora final vote upon the bill and all 
amendments that are pending or may be offered thereto. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the resolution go over unéer the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, it goes 
over under the rule. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 
On motion of Mr. NELSON, it was 


Ordered, That 500 copies of the bill (8S. 569) to establish the Department | 


of Commerce and Labor, as agreed to by both Houses of Congress, be 
printed in bill form for the use of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2052) making Chester, Pa., a subport of entry 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 6714) for the relief of Alexander S. Rosenthal 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. PETTUS. I ask leave to have presently considered House 
bill 16915, for the building of a bridge. 

Mr. QUAY. 1 feel it to be my duty, for the present, to object 
to the bill the consideration of which is asked by the Senator from 
Alabama. I will withdraw the objection, I will say to the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, in a few moments. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- | 


vania. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate now proceed to the con- | 


sideration of what is known as the omnibus statehood bill 
The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is before the Senate 


Mr. QUAY. Now I withdraw my objection to the request of | 


the Senator from Alabama. 
CONECUH RIVER BRIDGE, IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. PETTUS. Iask that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 16915) authorizing the commissioners’ 
court of Escambia County, Ala., to construct a bridge across 
Conecuh River at or near a point known as McGowans Ferry, 
in said county and State. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES JONES. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate while I request unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 12508) granting an increase of pension to James 
Jones. There are some reasons why, if I could explain them, it 
is necessary that the bill should be passed. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 


amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘late,’’ to insert ‘first 
lieutenant and; ”’ so as to make the bill read: 


De it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Jones, late first lien- | 
tenant and quartermaster, Sixty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer In- | 


fantry, and pay hima pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read the third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I feel it to be my duty to object to 
the consideration of any other bill. The Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] is anxious to proceed to the consideration of the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. S$ EWART. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. QUAY. [I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside so that the Senate may proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 


| the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 15804) making 
| appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
| dian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 


Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for 
other purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask that the bill may be read for action on 
the amendments in the first instance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
asks that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that it 
| be read for amendment, and that the committee amendments 
shall first receive consideration. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committtee on Indian Affairs was, under the head of ‘* Cur- 
rent and Contingent Expenses,’’ on page 1, line 12, to reduce the 
number of agents of Indian affairs from 37 to 27. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 4, to strike out: 

At the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency, Okla., $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to line 12 on page 2. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to move a formal amendment in line 
12. Before the word ‘‘hundred,’’ I move to strike out ‘ five’”’ 
and insert ‘‘ six,’’ so as to make the clause read: 

At the Crow Creek Agency, 8. Dak., $1,600. 

The ‘‘ five’’ is a mistake. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, on page 2, after line 20, 
| to strike out: 

At the Fort Berthold Agency, N. Dak., $1,500. 


| The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 4, to strike out: 
| At the Kiowa Agency, Okla., $1,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 6, to strike out: 
At the Klamath Agency, Oreg., $1,200. 


| The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, line 15, before the word 
| *‘Agency,”’ to strike out ‘‘ Mission Tulle’’ and insert ‘‘ Mission- 
Tule;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
At the Mission-Tule Agency, Cal., $1,600. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 4, to strike out: 
At the Ponca, Pawnee, Otoe, and Oakland Agency, Okla., $1,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 2, to strike out: 
At the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha Agency, Kans., $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 12, to strike out: 
At the Sisseton Agency, 8. Dak., $1,500. 


Mr. STEWART. The committee wishes to have lines 12 and 
| 13 on page 4 stand. I therefore ask that the amendment be dis- 
agreed to. 
“The amendment was rejected. “ 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 20, to strike out: 
At the Umatilla Agency, Oreg., $1,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 5, to strike out: 
At the White Earth Agency, Minn., $1,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 2, to strike out: 
At the Yankton, 8. Dak , Agency, $1,600. 


Mr. STEWART. The committee wishes to retain lines 3 and 4, 
and I ask that this amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 5, to reduce the total 
appropriation for current and contingent expenses at Indian agen- 
cies from $58,800 to $44,300. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The total will have to be cor- 
rected. 

Mr. STEWART. It will have to be corrected to correspond 
with the amendments which have been made. The clerks will 
be allowed to do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The clerks will make the necessary corrections in the totals. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 7, before the word 
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‘‘inspection,”’ to insert ‘‘ negotiation; ’’ so as to make the clause 


read: 

For traveling expenses of eight Indian inspectors, at $3 per day when actu- 
ally employed on duty in the field, exclusive of transportation and sleeping-car 
fare, in lieu of all other expenses now authorized by law, and for incidental 
expenses of negotiation, inspection, and investigation, including telegraphing 
and expenses of going to and going from the seat of government, and while 
remaining there under orders and direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
for a period not to exceed twenty days, $12,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 15, after the word 
** dollars,’’ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That when it becomes necessary to make large per capita pay- 
ments to Indians, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior, is hereby authorized to require any disbursing 
officer of the Indian Department to file a special bond in such amount as may 
be necessary to make such payment in one installment, the expenses in- 
curred in procuring such special bond to be paid by the United States from 
this appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to line 7, on page 12. 

Mr. CLAPP. At this point I desire to offer an amendment, 
which, I understand from the chief clerk of the General Land 
Office, the Secretary of the Interior requests. The letter has not 
yet arrived. edie 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Minnesota that the Senate made an order that the 
committee amendments should be first considered and that 
the Senator withhold the amendment for the present. 

Mr. CLAPP. With the consent of the chairman, this will be 
offered as a committee amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Before we get through with the reading of 
the bill the letter will probably arrive. 

Mr. CLAPP. All right. ‘ ; 

Mr. STEWART. Let it lie over until we get through with the 
committee amendments. 

Mr. CLAPP. Very well. 


CORPORATIONS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me | 
out of order to submit a report from a committee? 

Mr. STEWART. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. From the Committee on Territories I re- 
port back Senate bill 6139, which the House has passed with 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and I move that the 
Senate disagree to the House amendmentand ask for a conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 
makes a report from the Committee on Territories, which will be 
stated. 

Mr. QUAY. I rise for information, to ask the Senator from In- | 
diana what is the nature of this bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is a bill to provide for the organization 
of private corporations in the district of Alaska. 

Mr. QUAY. I do not recollect receiving any notice of a meet- 
ing of the committee to consider the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think perhaps that criticism is well 
made. It was a measure on which a subcommittee was appointed, | 
and they drafted the bill, and it was considered very carefully and | 
at great length at the last session. The House has simply stricken | 
out the bill which the Senate passed and has adopted a substitute | 
of itsown. That is the state itisin. If the Senator from Penn- | 
sylvania has any objection, of course I will withdraw the report. | 

Mr. QUAY. Iwill not object. I understand very distinctly | 
that the minority on that committee have no rights which the 
majority are bound to respect. I have no doubt at all that the 
Senator from Indiana is acting in conformity with what would 
have been the unanimous conclusion of the committee if a meet- 
ing had been called, but I suggest that in a case of that kind it | 
would be proper to call the committee and submit the question 
to them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I withdraw the report at the present time. 
In reference to the Senator saying that the minority have no | 
rights which the majority are bound to respect, I call the Sena- | 
tor’s attention to his own language on the floor of the Senate | 
when he moved to discharge the committee of which he is a mem- 
ber; that the minority desired no further information on a very 
important subject; and that if that was an insult to the commit- 
tee it was one which the minority condoned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the report withdrawn? 

Mr. QUAY. No; I ask the Senator not to withdraw the re- 
report. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes,I will. I prefer to do it in the regn- | 
lar way. If they donot get this law up there, it is not the fault | 
| 








of the majority of the committee. 


Mr. QUAY. It is certainly not the fault of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. I agree that it shall go through, as far as I am | 
concerned, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 16804) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, 
under the subhead *‘ Kickapoos in Kansas,’’ on page 14, line 6, 
before the word ‘‘ cents,’’ to strike out ‘‘ sixty-six thousand five 
hundred and fifty-four dollars and forty-three ’’ and insert ** sixty- 
five thousand eight hundred and seventy-eight dollars and seventy- 
seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For interest on $65,878.77, at 5 percent per annum, for educational and 


wT To 


other beneficial purposes, per treaty of May 18, 1854; $3,327.72. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page /4, line 14, before the word 
‘*is,’’ to strike out ‘‘ representative of one deceased Kickapoo In- 
dian, the settlement of whose estate ’’ and insert ‘* representatives 
of two deceased Kickapoo Indians, the settlement of whose es- 
tates; ’’ inline 21, after the word ‘‘cents,’’ to insert *‘ each, $675.66;” 
and in line 24, before the word “cents,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three 
thousand six hundred and sixty-five dollars and fifty-five’’ and 
insert ‘‘ four thousand and three dollars and thirty-eight;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

This amount to enable the President of the United States to pay the legal 
representatives of two deceased Kickapoo Indians, the settlement of whose 
estates is desired, under the provisions of section 2 of the act of August 4, 1886, 
such sum as may be the proportion of the $100,000 provided for said tribe for 
education and other beneficial purposes, per treaty of May 18, 1854, not ex- 
ceeding $337.83 each, $675.66; in all, $4,003.38. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Spokanes,”’ on 
page 23, line 13, before the word ‘‘ agreement,’ to strike out 
** said; ’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ agreement,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘ with said Indians dated March 18, 1887, and ratified by act 
of Congress approved July 13, 1892;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For pay of a blacksmith and carpenter to do necessary work and to in 
struct the said Indians in those trades, $1,000 each, per sixth article of agree- 
ment with said Indians dated March 18, 1887, and ratified by act of Congress 
approved July 13, 1892, $2,000. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous 
supports and gratuities,’’ on page 25, line 6, before the word 





| *‘and,”’ to strike out ‘‘ subsistence ”’ and insert ‘‘ support; ’’ so as 
| to make the clause read: 


For supportand civilization of the Apaches, Kiowas, Comanches, Wichitas, 
and affiliated bands who have been collected in the reservations set apart for 
their use and occupation, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 14, before the word 
‘**and,”’ to strike out ‘‘ subsistence ’’ and insert ‘‘ support;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of the Arapahoes and Cheyennes who have 
been collected on the reservations set apart for their use and occupation, 
$50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 20, after the name 
** Arizona,’’ to strike out ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘or;’’ and in the 
same line, after the name ‘‘ New Mexico,”’ to insert: 

Provided, That the unexpended balance for the fiscal year 1893 is hereby 
appropriated and made available for 1904; 

So as to make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of the ee and other Indians in Arizona 
and New Mexico who have been or may be collected on reservations in Ari- 
zona or New Nexico: Provided, That the unexpended balance for the fiscal 
year 1893 is hereby appropriated and made available for 1904, $225,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 2, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to 
pay, per capita, to the Mexican Kickapoo Indians in Oklahoma entitled 
thereto the sum of $33,443.82 now in the Treasury of the United States to their 
credit, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, in line 1, after the word 
‘**dollars,’’ to insert: 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to 
lease at a fair rental 20acresof land, or so much thereof as may be aecessary 


| of the tract now occupied by the Shebits Indians, for the use of the Utah anc 


Eastern Copper Company in the erection and operation of a smelter: Pro- 
vided, however, That the consent of three-fourths of the adult male Indians 
is obtained therefor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous,”’ 
on page 33, after line 21, to insert: 


In pursuance of the provisions of section 26 of an act to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other 
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purposes, approved March 1, 1901, there is hereby awarded, as a final deter- 
mination thereof, on the so-called “loyal Creek claims” named in said sec- 
tion 26, the sum of $1,200,000, and the same is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasusy not otherwise appropriated, and made immediately 
available. And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to pay, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to the loyal Creek In- 
dians and freedmen named in articles 3 and 4 of the treaty with the Creek 
Nation of Indians of June 14, 1865, the said sum of $1,200,000, to be paid to such 
Indians and freedmen only whose names appear on the list of awards made 
in their behalf by W. B. Hazen and F. A. Field, as commissioners on behalf 
of the United States to ascertain the losses of said Indians and freedmen as 
provided in said articles 3 and 4; and such payments shall be made in propor- 
tion of the awardsas set out in said list, and shall be in full settlement and sat- 
isfaction of all claims under said articles 3 and 4: Provided, however, That if 
any of said loyal Creek Indians or freedmen whose names.are on said list of 
awards shall have died, then the amount or amourts due such deceased per- 
son or persons, respectively, shall be paid to their heirs or legal representa- 
tives: And provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to first withhold from the amount herein 
appropriated ond pay to 8. W. Peel, of Bentonville, Ark., the attorney of said 
I 










loyal Cre« and freedmen, a sum equal to 10 per cent of the amount herein 
appropriated, as provided by written contracts between the said 8. W. Peel 
and the claimants herein, the same to be payment in full for all legal and 


other services rendered by him, or those employed by him, and for all dis- 
bursements and other expenditures had by him in behalf of said claimants 
in pursuance of said contract. And further, said Secretary is authorized and 
directed to pay to David M. Rodge,a Creek Indian, of Tulsa, in the Creek Na- 
tion, a sum equal to 5 per cent of the amount herein appropriated, which pay- 
ment shall be in full for all claims of every kind made by said David M. 
Hodge, or by those claiming under him, by reason of any engagement, agree- 
ment, or understanding had between him and said loyal Creek Indians. 


Mr. QUARLES. I ask that that amendment relating to the 
Creek Indians may be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made in the 
absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs was, on page 35, after line 17, to 
insert: 


For personal and traveling expenses of the three judges of the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw citizenship court, $5.00, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary; for one clerk to each of said Andges, to be appointed by them, respec- 
tively, at $100 per month each, $3,000; for traveling expenses of said clerks, 
the reporter, and the bailiff of said court, not to exceed $3 per day each, 
$1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary; in all, $10,100, to be immedi- 
ately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 2, to insert: 


The Supreme Court of the United States may transfer to the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw citizenship court the papers in the cases of Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw citizenship appealed from the United States courts in the Indian Terri- 
tory to the Supreme Court during the year 1898. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 8, to insert: 


That all causes transferred under section 31 of the act of Congress of July 
1, 1902, entitled “An act to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other purposes,” to the citizen 
ship court for the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations provided in said act shall 
be tried and determined under the provisions of section 32 of said act and 
disposed of the same as if appealed to such court under the provisions of sec- 
tion 32 of the said act: Provided, That upon the final determination of cases 
within the jurisdiction of said citizenship court, said court may fix the fees 
and compensation of the attorneys employed in said cases on behalf of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw nations; and such determination shall be made irre- 
ive of any contract between said attorneys and said nations, or either 
of them, unless the same shall have received the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior. And the existence of the Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship 
court is hereby extended until December 31, 1904. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 17, to insert: 


Section 68 of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the allot- 
ment of the lands of the Cherokee Nation, for the disposition of town sites 
therein, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1902, shall be so construed 
as to give the Eastern Cherokees, so called, including those in the Cherokee 
Nation and those who remained east of the Mississippi River, acting together 
or as two bodies, as they may be advised, the status of a band or bands, as 
the case may be, for all the purposes of said section: Provided, That the pros- 
ecution of such suit on the part of the Eastern Cherokees shall be through 
attorneys properly employed, their compensation for services rendered in 
relation to such claim to be fixed by the Court of Claims upon the termina- 
tion of such suit; and said section shall be further so construed as to require 
that both the Cherokee Nation and said Eastern Cherokees, so called, shall 
be made parties to any suit which may be instituted against the United 
States under said section upon the claim mentioned in House of Representa- 
tives Executive Document No. 309 of the second session of the Fifty-seventh 
Con ; and if said claim shall be sustained in whole or in part the Court 
of Claims, subject to the right of appeal named in said section, shall be au- 
thorized to render a judgment in favor of the rightful claimant, and also to 
determine as between the different claimants, to whom the judgment so 
rendered in equity belongs, either wholiy or in part, and shall be required to 
determine whether, for the purpose of participating in said claim, the Chero- 
kee Indians who remained east of the Mississippi River constitute a pars of 
the Cherokee Nation or of the Eastern Cherokees, so called, as the case 
may be. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on e 89, line 11, after the word 
“Indians” to insert ‘‘and so forth;” and in line 17, before 
the word “thousand,” to strike out “‘ twenty-four’ and insert 
‘* forty; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of Feb- 
ruary 8, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to Indians, etc.,”. such Indian reservations as in his judgment are 
advantageous for agricultural and grazing purposes to be surveyed or resur- 


veyed, for the purposes of said act, and to complete the allotment of the 
que, including the ayy tr - work incident thereto in the field, and 
delivery of trust patents, so 


as allotments shall have been selected under 
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said act, $40,200. That the sum of $20,000 dollars, or so much thereof as is 
necessary, is hereby appropriated, to be immediately available, for the pur- 
pose of aiding indigent full-blood Mississippi Choctaws to remove to the In- 
dian Territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 11, after the words 
**Pine Ridge,’ to strike out ‘‘ Indian Reservation’’ and insert 
** and Standing Rock Indian reservations; ’’ and in line 16, after 
the words ‘* Pine Ridge,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Indian Reservation ”’ and 
insert ‘‘ and Standing Rock Indian reservations;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


For survey of lands within the Pine Ridge and Standing Rock Indian res- 
ervations, 8. Dak., and for examination in the field of surveys, the sum of 
$17,000, to be immediately available, and for clerical work and _ stationery in 
the office of the surveyor-general required on surveys within the Pine Ridge 
and Standing Rock Indian reservations, 8. Dak., the sum of $3,200; in all, the 
sum of $20,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, line 25, to insert: 


That the principal chief of the Quapaw tribe, with the consent of the tribal 
council, may sell the surplus tract of 160 acres of Quapaw land heretofore set 
apart for school purposes, and the Secretary of the Interior is directed to pay 
out the proceeds of such sale, per capita, to the Quapaw people. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 5, to insert: 


That all lands of the former Fort Hall Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Idaho, within 5 miles of the boundary line of the town of Pocatello offered 
for sale at public auction on and after July 17, 1902, in accordance with the 
provisions of the act of Congress of June 6, 1900 (31 Stats., p. 672), and the 
proclamation of the President of May 7, 1902, thereunder, and which remain 
unsold after such offering, shall be subject to entry under and in accordance 
with the provisions of section 5 of said act, applicable to lands outside of the 
boundaries of such 5-mile limit, and at the prices therein fixed for such lands 
outside such limits, at a time and in accordance with regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That the improvements 
made by certain Indians upon the following-described lands, namely: Lot 
section 1, and the southeast quarter of the northeast re section 18, an 
the southeast quarter of the northwest quarter and the northwest quarter 
of the southwest quarter of section 8, in township 7 south, range 85 east, and 
the east half of the southeast quarter of section 21, township 6 south, ran 
34 east, and which have heretofore been appraised, shall be paid for at the 
said appraised value, at the time of and by the person making entry of the 
respective tracts upon which such improvements are situated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was on page 42, line 18, after the word 
‘‘dollars,”’ to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Interior shall forthwith send 
an inspector to obtain the consent of the Uintah and White River Ute Indians 
to an allotment of their lands as directed by tho act of May 27, 1902, and if 
their consent, as therein provided, can not be obtained by June 1, 1908, then 
the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be allotted to each of said Uintah 
and White River Ute Indians the quantity and character of land named and 
described in said act: And provided further, That the grazing lands to be set 
apart for the use of the Uintah, White River Utes, and other Indians, as pro- 
vided by public resolution No. 31, of June 19, 1902, be confined to the 
lands south of the Strawberry River on said Uintah Reservation, and shall 
not exceed 250,000 acres: And provided further, That the time for opening the 
unallotted lands te public entry on said Uintah Reservation, as provided b 
the act of May 27, 1902, be, and the same is hereby, extended to October 1, 1902. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 20, to insert: 


That so much of the act of June 7, 1897, entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations wi various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pu 2s, as reserved from 
location and entry under the mining laws of the United States lands within 
the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in the State of Utah, containing gil- 
sonite, asphaltum, elaterite, or other like substances, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed, and all of such lands are hereby opened for exploration 
location, and entry under the mineral-land laws of the United States; all 
discoveries and locations of any such mineral lands made _ by qualified - 
sons prior to January 1, 1891, not previously discovered and located, who duty 
recorded notices of such discoveries and locations either in*the State 
of Colorado or in the office of the county recorder of Uintah County, Utah, 
shall have all the force and effect accorded by law to locations of mining 
claims upon the public domain; all such locations may hereafter be per- 
fected and patents shall be issued therefor upon compliance with the re- 
quirements of said mineral-land laws: Provided, That the owners of such lo- 
cations shall relocate their roepocare claims and record thesamein the office 
of the county recorder of Uintah County, Utah, within ninety days after the 
passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was,on page 44, after line 22, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to nego- 
tiate with the Weeminuchi Ute tribe of Indians for the relinquishment of 
their right of occupancy to the United States to the tract of land known as 
the Mesa Verde—a part of the reservation of said tribe—situate in the county 
of Montezuma, in the State of Colorado; the said tract to include and cover 
the ruins and prehistoric remains situate therein, and the sum of $500 is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to defray the expenses of such negotiation. And the Secretary of 
the Interior shall report to the next session of Congress the terms and condi- 
tions upon which the said tribe of Indians will relinquish to the Uuited States 
their right of occupancy to said tract of land. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 11, to strike 
out: 

To maintain at the city of Omaha, Nebr., in the discretion of the pr yee’ A 


of the Interior, a warehouse for the receipt, storage, and shipping of 
for the Indian service, $10,000. 


Mr. MILLARD. Iask that the amendment of the committee 
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to strike out the clause, from line 12 to line 15, inclusive, in rela- 


tion to the Government warehouse at Omaha, Nebr., may be dis- 


agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs recom- 
mends that the provision be stricken out, and the same recommen- 
dation was made last year 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that the amendment be 
passed over until after the reading of the bill has been finished. 

Mr. MILLARD. That is satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be passed 
over for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs was, on page 45, after line 19, to 
insert: 

To establish and maintain at the city of San Francisco, Cal., in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, a warehouse for the receipt, storage, 
and shipping of goods for the Indian Service, $10,000, to be immediate sly 
available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 47, 
** Mission Indians,”’ to insert: 


And for the removalof such Indians to such purchased tract or tracts of 
land, and for acquiring, distributing, and developing water for the use of 
such Indians, and for the purchase of such buil ding. material, agricultural 
implements, harness, wagons and horses, subsistence supplies, and other nec- 
essaries as may be required to properly establish such Indians in their new 
locations. 


So as to make the clause read: 


That any part of the $100,000 for the removal and support of the Mission 

Indians in California, appropriate d by the act of May 27, 1902, making appro- 
priations for the Indian Service for the fiscal year 1903, not needed for the 
yurposes specified in that act, may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
nterior, be used for the pure hase of other tracts of land in California upon 
which to locate said Mission Indians and for the removal of such Indians to 
such purchased tract or tracts of land, and for acquiring, distributing, and 
developing water for the use of such Indians, and for the purchase of such 
building materials, agricultural implements, harness, wagons and horses, 
subsistence supplies, and other necessaries as may be required to properly 
establish such Indians in their new locations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 8, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to use $200 of the $100,000 
appropriated for the removal a wrt of the Mission Indians in Califor- 
nia by the act of May 27, 1902 the current and 


appr priations for 
contingent expenses of the India 1ent for the fiscal year 1908, to pay 
the expenses incurred by the 


n created by said act, this being in 
addition to any other sums auth 


for that pury 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 17, to insert: 
That the sum of $2,918.05, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is here- 
by appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not 


line 2, after the words 





CPP 
nak 

n De part 
commissl 


rized 





08e, 





otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the American Surety Company of New 
York, a corporation duly organized and existing under and by virtue of the 
laws of the State of New York for the purpose of giving bonds and under- 
takings required by law, to indemnify said company in the amount or 
amounts it may actually be required to disburse or expend by the final de- 


yurt, srtakings on a 





cree of the proper c r two separate und ppeal, 


as 











damages and costs assess ainst and for the value of the use and occupa- 
tion of real property occ by the defendants, who are Mission Indians of 
California, in the suits en 1. Downey Harvey, administrator, and others, 
v. Allejandro Barker hers, and J. Downey Harvey, administrator, and 
others, v. Jose Que\ thers, ich suits were appealed from the deci- 
sion of the superior court of the cow of San Diego, State of California, to 
the supreme court of California, and to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, by direction of the Attorney-General of the United States, being 


cases Nos. 209 and 210, respectively, in the October term, 1900, of the latter 
court; also to include costs in any suit ~ may be pending or that may here- 
after be instituted to determine the li ity under such undertakings: Pro 
vided, That no payments shall be mad hereunder until proper vouchers 
evidencing the expenditures by said c ompany inder said und —_ vkings shall 
have been presented to and approved by the S« cretary of the Interior: P) 
vided further, That if it shall be shown to the satisfaction of the Secre tary of 
the Interior that said nn rican Surety Company has been reimburse dor in 
demnified, then the money here *b y appropriated, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, shall be paid, in whole or in part, to the persons who heen re- 
imbursed or indemnified the said company, as the interests of such persons 
may appear. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 4, to insert: 

To pay the persons who compile <i and indexed the two volumes of the 
treaties, laws, Executive orders, etc., relating to Indian affairs, under Sen- 
ate resolution of May 20, 102, 5,000, which sum may be expended as addi 
tional pay or compensation to any officer or employee of the United States, 
to be immediately available, and to be paid only upon vouchers signed by 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 24, to insert: 
of s ndaries of the Northern Chey- 











For the payment ettlers within the bou 


enne Indian Reservation, Mont. for improvements upon certain lands sit- 
uated therein, $2.95: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall 
and does, in his discretion, ratify and approve, under the provisions of sec- 


TSaS8 


ved July a. 40 Stats 
under by United Stat 


tion ot the Indian approp en act n 
and 597), the agreement ente red in 








» pp. 506 
Inspector 





James ‘Me Laughlin with the settle it rithin the boundaries of said 
reservation, submitted by “him to the ary of the Interior with his 
report dated January 16, 1901, and shal ifter investigation, that the im 
provements of said settlers remain intact and in good condition: And 
provided further, That the settlers shall remove immediately from the reser 


vation upon the 


ments, as ratified and approved by the Secretar y of the Interior. 
The amendment was agreed to, 


| sum of $100, advanced by him as attorney's fees, 


The 
To pay S 


next amendment was, on page 50, after line 18, to ins¢ wt 
W. Campbell, Indian agent at the La Pointe Agency, Wis., the 
and the furthe r sum = 
$111.91, paid by him as interest on money borrowed to pay e mploye es of the 
agency, both at the request of the Interior Department; in all, $211.91. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 25, to insert: 

To pay Reuben Perry, superintendent of the Lac du Flambeau Boarding 
Sc ‘h ool, Wisconsin, the sum of $57.90, paid by him for attorney's fees in de- 
g suit in the circuit court of Oneida County, Wis., by direction of the 
‘tary of the Interior, $57.90. 


fendin 


pec\»re 


The amendment was agreed to, 









The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 5, to insert 

For payment to Huff Jones, of Oconto, Wis., his heirs or legal representa 
tives, the sum of $1,226.39, in full for money expended ran agi 
with William T. Richardson, United States Indian agent at Green Bay, Wis., 
in November, 1872, for shanties, stables, roads, and supply road construc i 
by him upon such Indian reservation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 13, to insert 

, For payment to Peter La Blanc, a Sisseton Indian, who Lim the v 
( » United States during the war of the rebellion $1.4 , 
be nar th eaeeneeemen yunt which was paid each of thes Wal , 
Medawakanton, and Wahpakoota scouts and soldiers not parties to the 
ment between the United States and the Sisseton and Wahpeton of 
Dakota and Sioux Indians on the 12th day of September, 1889 the 4 
ap] priated by Congress by the acts of March 3, 1891, March 3, 189 { 
March 2, 1895, which amount he did not receive by reason of his name being 
omitte ‘4 ‘from the rolls. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after li 2, to insert: 

To reimburse William G. Malin, Indian agent for the Sac and F } 


of Indians in Iowa, court costs. sherif 
fees) paid by him in obtainin 


nors in the district court of Tama County, 


for certain expenses (« ; 
g the appointment of guardians for 
lowa, $190.48, to 1 








| available. 


ayment of the sums, according to their respective agree- | 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 9, to insert: 


That the accounting officers of the Treasury are heraby author | and 
directed to allow W. H. Code, spec al agent, etc., the sum of $239.35 irv 
and traveling expenses as shown by vouchers 1, 2,4,and 5 of his cash int 
for the second fractional second quarter 1902, the said amount havi1 I 
disallowed in the settlement of his accounts by the acc ng offi f the 
Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 18, to insert: 





























That the accounting officers if the Treasury be, and they are hereb 
rected to pay, fromany*money in the Tre asury notother ipprop “d, to 
the executor or administrator of the estate of Eli Ayres, de 1. lat <auf 
man County, Tex., the sum 158.46, the same to bein fu rall 

1and made by the said Eli Ayres in his lifet 

the President of the United States to appr lee 

a Ayres from certain Chickasaw India1 ta ; h 
purchas $ were made in « ilformity with the terms o b x i the 
Un ted States and the Chickasaw Nation of India ry 24, 1834, and 
which said land so purchased was stibsequently sold and erw “dl 
of by the United States: Provided, That such payment urther operate 
to forever quict the titles to all such lands in said Stat Mi ip! 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 10, to insert: 

For the payment to Andrew John, delegate of the Seneca Nation of New 
York Indians, for expenses incurred in attending to the hn f t - 
tion before Congress in accordance with the resolutior he Se a n 
of Indians, the sum of $550), to be paid from the funds of said nat f Indians 
now, or that may hereafter be, in the Treasury of the I Stat 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 17, to insert 

That the Secretary of ths i reby autho ind dire d to 
pay: out of any money in tl ging O1 c Nat to 
William M. a iger the si n full for ynal 
to said n ition, under an act « ) l t 1 appl 
May 25, 1991 E secretary « l and < 
to pay, out of in tl l t Y 
the Cherokee Nation, two Cl 1 M. Sp 
for $1,500 each and payable to him or on } r r l “\ 

id nation, under an act he national council of said na 

ber 9, 1899, together v th interest on said ra 
ment according to the tenor and effect of said warran < 
Mr. DUBOIS. I oan to have a clerical error ected in tl 


amendment which has just been stated, and I call the attention 





of the chairman of the committee to it. Beginni n line ( 
page 54, 1 move to transpose the words ‘‘ tog with interest 
on said warrants to the time of payment ac: to tl ! 

| and effect of said warrants’ to the end of the clause, on line 9 
page 54, where they should properly come in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will i ) 
modified in the absence of objection. The question n th 
tion of the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amend 
the Committee on Indi: an Affairs was, on page 54, after line 9, to 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is I by t i 
such manner as he may deem best, cash, t 19.72 a half 
of section 3, township 11 north, range 2 east of t Indiatr idian erved 
for agency and school purposes by article 2 of the agreement of June 21. 1891, 
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ratified and confirmed by act of Congress approved March 3, 1898 (27 Stats.., 
p. 557), the proceeds of the sale of said tract of land to be applied and used 
for enlarging the school plant of the Absentee Shawnee Indi 

Training School, Oklahoma, so as to provide school facilities for such chil- 


dren of the Mexican Kickapoo, Absentee Shawnee, and Citizen Band of Pot- | 
tawatomie Indians as are at present, or may hereafter be, without such Gov- | 


ernment educational advantages 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Support of 
schools,”’ on page 55, line 7, after the word *‘ sites,’’ to strike out 
‘*‘or additions thereto;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For construction, purchase, lease, and repair of school buildings, and sew- 
erage, water supply, and lighting plants, and purchase of school sites,and im- 
provement of buildings and grounds, $250,000; in all, $1,490,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 21, after the word 
*‘dollars,”’ to insert ‘‘for auxiliary water supply, $5,000, to be 
imme Jiately available;’’ in line 24, after the word ‘ dollars,’’ to 
insert ** to be immediately available;’’ and in line 25, before the 
word *‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘* fifty-three ”’ 
eight; *’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the support and education of 200 Indian pupilsat Chamberlain, 8. Dak., 
$33,400; for pay of superintendent of said school, $1,600; for general repairs 
and improvements, $2,200; for auxiliary water supply, $5,000, to be imme- 
diatels ailable; for additional buildings and improvements to complete 
plant, $16,000, to be immediately available; in all, $55,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 12, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ and transportation, sixty-five ’’ and 
insert ‘‘sixty-two;’’ in line 14, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to 
strike out ** three’’ and insert ‘‘ four;’’ in the same line, after the 
word ‘* dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ to be immediately available;’’ and in 
line 23, before the word ‘thousand,’ to strike out ‘* seventy- 
eight ’’ and insert ‘* seventy-six;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

For support and education of 375 Indian pupils at The Riggs Institute, 
Fiandreau, 8. Dak., $62,625; for general repairs and improvements, $4,000, to 
be immediately available; for pay of superintendent of said school, $1,800; 


for 2 lavatories, $2,000; for coal storeroom, $1,500; for amount for brick in- | 
shops, $2,500, in addition to $4,000 heretofore appropriated; for | 


dustrial 
amoul 






for brick office and warehouse, $2,000, in addition to $4,000 heretofore 


~ < priated, which two items are hereby made immediately available; in 
all, 76,425. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 21, after the word 
** Colorado,”’ to strike out *‘ at $167 per annum each;’’ on page 59, 
after the word ‘ dollars,’’ to insert *‘ for the construction of a 
building to be used as a mess hall and for employees’ quarters, 
$24.000;”’ and in line 4, before the word ** thousand,’’ to strike out 
** fifty-three ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-seven; ”’ 
clause read: 

Support and education of 200 Indian pape at the Indian school at Grand 
Junction, Colo., $38,400; pay of superintendent at said school, $1,600; general 
repairs and improvements, $4,500; heating and ventilating, $7,625; shops 
building, $6,000; for the construction of a building to be used as a mess hall 
and for employees’ quarters, $24,000; in all, $77,125. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 1, after the word 
‘*Kansas,’’ to strke out “ for transportation of pupils to and from 
said school;’’ in line 2, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out 
‘thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five,’’ and in line 7, after the word 
‘*‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ for erection of barns, purchase of farm 
implements and necessary work teams, $8,000, to be immediately 
available;’’ and in line 11, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike 
out ‘forty-eight’? and insert ‘“‘fifty-one;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For support and education of 750 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Haskell 
Institute, lawrence, Kans., $125,250; for pay of superintendent at said school, 
$2,250; for tile’draining farm, $5,000; for fire escapes, $1,500; for extending 
sewer, $1.600; for erection of barns, perenese farm implements and neces- 
sary work teams, $8,000; to be immediately available; for general repairs and 
improvements, $8,000; in all, $151,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 16, before the word 
‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ four ’’ and insert ‘‘ plant, seven;’’ in 
the same line, after the word ‘dollars,’ to strike out ‘‘no part 
of which sum shall be used in installing any electric plant,’’ and 
in line 19, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ** forty- 
nine ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For support and education of 700 Indian pupils at the Indian school at 
Phoenix, Ariz., $116,900: for general repairs and improvements, $12,000; for 
pay of superintendent at said school, $2,250; addition to hospital, $3,000; for 
cold storage, $5,000; electric-lighting plant, $7,000; water system, $7,500; in all, 
$152,650. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 62, line 22, after the word 
“‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘* to be immediately available,’’ and in line 24, 
after the word ‘‘land,’’ to insert *‘ with perpetual water right for 
the irrigation thereof;*’ so as to make the clause read: 

‘or support and education of 225 Indian pupils, Rapid City, S. Dak., $37,575; 
pay of superintendent, $1600; for general repairs and improvements, 








$2.40; for water plant, $6,000; for additional buildings and improvements to 
complete plai.c, $16,000, to be immediately available; for the purchase of ad- 


an Industrial | 


and insert ‘* fifty- | 


so as to make the | 


ditional land with perpetual water right for the irrigation thereof, not ex- 
ceeding 162 acres, $11,745, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 63, line 16, after the word 
**dollars,’’ to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That so much of said amounts as may be necessary in the judg- 
ment of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may be used for the education 


and support of pupils and eee to the plant at the Indian school, Perris, 
Cal., which is hereby consolidated with the Indian school, Riverside, Cal. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 63, line 23, after the word 
‘**Oregon,”’ to strike out ‘‘and for transportation of pupils to and 
from said school;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For support and education of 550 pupils at the Indian school, Salem, Oreg., 
$91,850; for pay of superintendent at said school, $2,000; for barn, $2.500; for 
dairy building, $2,000; for extension to water system, deep wells and tank, 
$3,000; for general repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, $106,350. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 66, after line 4, to insert: 


That for the purposes of establishing an Indian agricultural school at or 
near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of North Dakota, for the purchase of 
a suitable site and necessary farming land, to be selected by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior 
for the erection of buildings and other improvements to adapt said school 
to the purpose of an Indian agricultural farm and stock-raising school, the 
sum of $100,000 be, and the same hereby is, saprocemsed: Provided, That only 
eligible Indian boys shall be admitted to this school, and that the course of 
instruction shall include principally practical instruction in farming, stock 
raising, and kindred pursuits. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, after line 17, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to ex- 
pend a sum not exceeding $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
out of the trust funds now in the United States Treasury to the credit of the 
Otoe and Missouri Indians, for the purpose of erecting a school plant for the 
Otoe Indians on their reservation in Oklahoma; that this amount become 
immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 10, to insert: 

That no ration shall be withheld from any Indian entitled thereto under 
any treaty with the Uniled States by reason of the fact_that the child or 
children of such Indian may be in attendance uponany school other than a 
Government school. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not desire to delay the prog- 
ress of the bill by discussing this amendment. It is clearly gen- 
eral legislation, I think. It is an alteration of existing law. It 
is new legislation and general legislation, and I make the point 
of order against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of order. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs was, on page 68, line 25, after 
the word ‘‘ Provided,”’ to insert: 

That supplies may be purchased, contracts let, and labor employed for 
the construction of artesian wells, ditches, and other works for irrigation, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, without advertising as here- 
inbefore provided: And provided further. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
a new section the following: 

Sec. 8. That the tribal government of the Seminole Nation shall not con 
tinue longer than March 4, 1906: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior 
shall furnish the principal chief with blank deeds necessary for all convey- 
ances mentioned in the agreement with the Seminole Nation contained in the 
act of July 1, 1898 (30 Stat., p. 567), as soon as practicable and without wait- 
ing for the dissolution of the tribal government, and said principal ghief shall 
execute and deliver said deeds to the Indian allottees and purchasers of town 
lots as required by said act,and the deeds for allotment, when duly executed 
and approved, shall be recorded in the office of the Dawes Commission prior 
to delivery and without expense to the allotteo until further legislation by 
Congress, and such records shall have like effect as other public records: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior is authorizec to sell all 
lots in the town site of Wewoka remaining unsold after the delivery of the 
deeds referred to in said act insuch manneras he may deem best, and the 
homestead referred to in said act shall be inalienable during the lifetime of 
the allottee, not exceeding twenty-one years from the date of the deed for 
the allotment. A separate deed shall be issued for said homestead, and dur- 
ing the time the same is held by the allottee it shall not be liable for any debt 
contracted by the owner thereof. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I notice this section says 
the tribal government shall not continue longer than 1906, but 
it says the deeds shall be delivered to the principal chief and 
executed earlier than that. I would be glad if the chairman or 
some member of the Indian Affairs Committee would inform me 
as to this provision. 

Mr. STEWART. It is recommended by the Secretary of the 

| Interior, in order to be prepared for the new condition. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iunderstand by that that the allotment is 
in actual process now? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And that the allotments will be made and 
the deeds will be ready for delivery at a time prior to the cesga- 

| tion of tribal relations? 


The Chair sustains the point 


ro 
in, 


after line 19, to insert as 








1903. 





Mr. STEWART. They will not be delivered until the tribal 
relation ceases. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It does not say so here. It says: 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall furnish the principal chief with 
blank deeds necessary for all conveyances mentioned in the agreement with 
the Seminole Nation contained in the act of July 1, 1898 (30 Stat., p. 567), as 
soon as practicable and without waiting for the dissolution of the tribal gov- 
ernment, and said principal chief shall execute and deliver said deeds to the 
Indian allottees and purchasers of town lots as required by said act, etc. 


I have here from the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. QUARLES. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. QUARLES. I will say for his information that this pro- 
vision is necessary in the case of the Seminoles, because we have 
no treaty stipulation with them which would terminate their 
tribal relations. 
other of the Five Civilized Tribes, providing that the tribal govern- 
ment shali cease on this same day. So it was deemed not only 
wise but necessary 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. QUARLES. 
object. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I inferred as much as that, but the point 
of my inquiry is this: It appears by this section that the allot- 
ments will probably, and almost certainly, be completed at an 





It makes it uniform. 


To make it uniform. That is the prime 


earlier date than that at which the tribal relations will cease, be- | 
I rose to | 


cause it seems to say so on the face of the section. 
procure some information on that question. It is pertinent to 
-the matter now before the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. You want to know why they proceed to have 
the deeds made, etc.? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is not just exactly the point. The 
section provides for the termination of the tribal relations on a 
day absolute and certain. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And before that time, the section says, 
deeds shall be furnished to the principal chief, who may distribute 
them to the allottees. Therefore I infer that the allotments are 


Je have treaty stipulations with each of the | .. f 
We have tr aty I | directed to issue patents in fee, severally. to John Nestell, William F. Dietrich, 
| Mabel R. Given, William E. Pedrick, Thomas F. 
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now proceeding and that the allotments will be made necessarily | 


before the date of the cessation of the tribal relation. 

Mr. STEWART. On reflection, I recall that that is the inten- 
tion—before the tribal relations cease. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is the suggestion of the Depart- 
ment, as the chairman will remember. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 1 know. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The time is complete to cover the 
whole arrangement. The reason the provision for terminating 


| sum of $500, or as much thereof as may be ne 





21 


83 
the Committee on Indian Affairs was, on page 73, after line 19, 
to insert as anew section the following: 


Sec. 9. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to issue a fee-simple patent to Harriet Aungie. a Yankton In- 


| dian, for the lands heretofore allotted to her in South Dakota, to wit: The 


southeast quarter and the southwest quarter of section 30, township 95 north, 
range 63 west of the fifth principal meridian, and all restrictions as to the 
sale, incumbrance, or taxation of said lands are hereby removed 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


| directed to issue a patent in fee to Lawrence Johnson, a citizen Pottawat- 


Mr. STEWART. There is a full explanation in a letter which | 


omie allottee, for the lands heretofore allotted to him in Oklahoma, to wit: 
The north half of the northeast quarter of section 27, township 10 north, 
range 3 east, of the Indian meridian, and all restrictions as to the sale, incum- 
brance, or taxation of said lands are hereby removed. 

That Tah ko we ah, Kiowa allottee No. 618,and Kome ta me ah, Kiowa 
allottee No. 621, to whom trust patents have been issued containing restric 
tions upon alienation, may each sell and convey not exceeding one-half of her 
allotment, but such conveyance shall be subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and when so approved shall convey a full title to the 
purchaser, the same asifa final patent without restriction had been issued 
to the allottee. 

That the Secretary 6f the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and 


Woodard, George W.Con- 
over, Ben. Roache, Rudolph Fisher ( whose Indian nameis Asewaynah), Louis 
Bentz, and Emmet Cox, members of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache tribes 
of Indians, for the lands heretofore allotted to them, respectively, in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and all restrictions as to the sale, incumbrance, or 
taxation of said lands are hereby removed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 
a new section the following: 


Sec. 10. That that portion of the act of Congress approved March 8, 
(31 Stat., p. 1065), entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the cr 


75, after line 5, to insert as 





and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
| stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1902, and for other purposes,” which reads as follows: “That on and after 
July 1, 1901, any person desiring to trade with the Indians on said reservation 
| shall, upon establishing the fact to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of 


Indian Affairs that he is a proper person to engage in such trade, be 
ted to doso under such rules and regulations as the Con 
Affairs may prescribe for the protection of said Indians,” 
and extended so as to apply to all Indian reservations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
a new section the foliowing: 

Sec, 11. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in th 
United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be repaid 
from the funds accruing to the credit of the Indians hereinafter named, the 
‘essary, to defray the expenses 

tiating with the Red Lake and Pembina bands of 
ng on the Red Lake Indian Reservation in the State 


permit- 
missioner of Indian 
is hereby amended 


~ 
‘ 


5, after line 21, to insert as 


of an Indian agent in nex 
Chippewa Indians, belong 


| of Minnesota, for the ratification of the following 


“That the Secretary of the Interior is he by authorized to sell, subject to 


| the homestead laws of the United States, to the highest bidder at public auc- 
| tion, in tracts not to exceed 100 acres to each individual, all that part of the 
ted Lake Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota lying westerly of the 
range line between ranges 38 and 3) west of the fifth principal meridian, ap- 
proximating 256,000 acres. And the land shall be a r not less than $4 per 
acre, and shall be sold upon the following terms: O fifth of the price bid 


the tribal relation is put in this bill is that there was no time fixed | 


in the agreement made with the Seminoles, as there was with the 
other nations, as to when it should cease. This supplies by law 
what was an omission made at the time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have been so informed by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. and I make no objection to the section. 

Mr. STEWART. This proceeding goes on as in the other 
cases. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So that the allotments will certainly be 
concluded before that time? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; as in the other cases. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. How long does the Senator think before 
the time? Will they be completed this year or next year? 

Mr. STEWART. In 1906 they must be. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I know they must be before that time, 
but this section plainly contemplates that it will be before that 


time. 

Mr. STEWART. It will be. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senator to give me his estimate 
as to how long before that time. 

Mr. STEWART. It is hoped to get through with them in the 
next two years or less, if they can. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or less? 

Mr. STEWART. That is the hope. They are struggling to 
get through with them as soon as they can. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The allotments have practically 
been made now. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The allotments have practically been made 
now? 

Mr. STEWART. Most of them have been. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So the only thing the chief would have to 
do would be to deliver the deeds? That is the important point of 
the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of 


| land shall inure to the purchaser, nor any 


therefor to be paid at the time the bid is made, and the 
chase price of said land to be paid in five equal annual installments. payment 
to be made to the receiver of the United States land oflice for the district in 
which said land may be situated. 

“And in case any perenne fails to make such annual payment when 
due, or within sixty days thereafter, all rights in and to the land covered 
by his or her purchase shall at once cease,and any payments made shall 
thereupon be forfeited, and the Secretary of the Int« 
declare such forfeiture by reoffering such land for sale 


balance of the pur- 


rior shall thereupon 

And no title to said 
aatent issued to the purchaser, 
until the purchaser or his or her heirs shall have resided upon, improved, 
and cultivated said land for the full term of five years, without any commu 


| tation of time, and shall have in all respects complied with the terms and 


| to be paid to those thus removing in proportion to their respec 


| of 160 acres each o 


| therefrom to the diminished Red Lake 


provisions of the homestead laws of the United States: Provided. That such 
purchaser shall make his final proof conformable to the homestead laws 
within six years from the date of the sale; that aliens who have declared 
their intention to become citizens of the United States may become pur- 
chasers under this act, but before making final proof and acquiring title 
must take out their full naturalization papers: Provided, That sections 16 and 
36 of each township are hereby excepted from the provisions of this act and 
are hereby panied to the State of Minnesota for school purposes 

“All of the Indians residing upon the tract above described shall remove 
Reservation within six months after 
the ratification of this act; and there is hereby appropriated from the pro- 
ceeds of said sale the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
tive lmprove 
ments, which payment to said Red Lake Indians shall be in full of all im- 
provements which they will abandon, and also for the removal within the 
diminished reservation of their dead from where they are now buried on the 
tract above described. The proceeds of said lands, as realized from time to 
time, shall be paid into the United States Treasury to the credit of the In 
dians belonging on said Red Lake Reservation. 

“Of the amount realized from the sale of said lands the sunt of $300,000 shall 
be paid in cash, per capita, share and share alike, to each man, woman, and 
child belonging on said Red Lake Indian Reservation within ninet 
after the sale herein provided for, and the remainder of the proceeds of the 
sale of said lands shall be paid in cash, per capita, in 15 annual instalime 
the first installment to be paid in the month of October of the year following 
that in which the payment of the $300,000 is made. 

“In consideration of the Indians hereinafter referred to ratifying this act, 
the said Indians shall possess their diminished reservation independent of all 
other bands of Chippewa Indians, and shall be entitled to allotments thereon 

} either agricultural or pine land, the different classes of 
»propriated as equitably as possible among the allottees. And 
lis act or its acceptance by said Indians shall be construed to 


y days 





nts, 


land to be a] 
nothing in t 


deprive the said Indians of any benefits to which they are entitled under ex- 
isting treaties or agreements not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, 

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby vested with full power and author- 
ity to make such rules and regulations as to the time of notice, manner of 














ther matters incident to the carrying out of the provisions of this 
act as he may deem necessary, and with authority to continue making sales 
of sa and until all of said land shall have been sold. The register and re- 
; . 


veiver shall receive the usual fees for making final proof under this act 














This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its ratification by 
the Ked Lake and Pembina bands of Chippewa Indians belonging on the Red 
Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, a majority of the male 
ad f said Indians assenting thereto, and the evidence thereof to be made 
by t proclamation of the President to the effect that this act has been duly 
ratified. And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to submit this 
act to said Indians for ratification as early as is practicable.” 


d to. 


on page 79, af 


ndment was agre 
amendment was, 


The am 


The next ter line 19, to insert 









as a new section the following: 

Sec. 12. That jurisdict legal and equitable, be, and is hereby, conferred 
upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claims of the Chippewa | 
Indians of Lake Su and the Mississippi for certain sums of money 
claimed by said | ins to be due them under the several treaties dating 
from 1537 1 ho, 9 h sums have been covered into the Treasury of the 
United States at various times since the year 1848, and that said action shall 
be entitled * The ¢ ppewas of Lake Superior and the Mississippi: nst The 
United States,’ if brought jointly,and if brought separately shall b nti tled 

The Chippewas of Lake Superior against The United States,” or “ The 
Chippewas « » Mississippi against The United States,” and may be insti 
tuted by said Indi ans in aid court by a petition filed and veri fied, under cath, 
by any attorney authorized to represent said Chippewas of Lake Superior 
and by any attorney authorized to represent said Chippew: 8 of me Missis- 
sippi, to which action or actions the United States shall be made de idants. | 

To hear and deter? the clair s of the Chippewa Indiar sof Lak LyX 
rior and the Mississippi for ain sums of money claimed by said Indians 


to be due them under the s veral treaties prior to 1863, in the difference in 





value between coin and the currency ] uid to said Indians during the yea 

from 1863 to 1864 l said action shall be entitled ** The Chippewas 
of Lake Superi issippi against ‘The United States,” if } l 
jointly, and if b ly shail be ent itled ** The Chippewas of Lake 
Superior agains ! stes,”" or “The Chippewas of the Mississippi 
against The United States,” and may be instituted by said Indians in said 
court by a petition filed and verified under oath by any attorney authorized 
to represent said Chippewas of Lake Superior and said Chippewas of the 


Mississippi, or 
made defendan 

And to hear and determin 
kee Nation, ari y under t 


First. Wi 


ver; to such action or actions the United Stat 





» Delaware Indians in the Chero 
tatement: 
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| Claims may, in its discretion, 


| of said actions provided for herein; 








ENATE. 


FEBRUARY 14, 


shall be paid to them by the United States for said lands, in which negotia- 
tions the said Indians may be represented by the att orneys by this act 
authorized to represent them in the courts, whose compensation shall not 
exceed 15 per cent of the amount whic ‘he may be allowed to said Indians after 
ded: ucting the set-off herein provided: that said action may be commenced 
by the Confederated Bands of Ute Settee by petitions filed'in the said court 
by Josiah M. Vale, Courtland C. Clements, Kie Oldham, William C. Sheiley, 
Adair Wilson, and William S. I ae ly, the attor neys née 1med in the contracts 
between said Indians and said attorneys on file in the office of the Comimis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, bearing date November 7, 1896, Cctober 31, 1896, and 
July 1, 1897, w ho are auth. rized to represent said Indians in said action, the 
said petition to be verified under oat} by. either of said attorneys, to which 
action the U n 1ited States shall be made defendants. 

That the Attorney-General is hereby ai rected to appear and defend each 
that the petition in each case shall be 
filed in said court within one year from the date of the passage of this ac t. 
and the United States shall answer to each of said petitions within sixty day 
from the date of the filing of the same unless the time for pleading shall . 

enlarged by the court; that either party to each said actions may appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and such cases, both in the Court 
of Claims and in the Supreme Court, shall be preferred cases and advanced 
on the dockets of the courts above mentioned, and shall be heard and deter- 
mii ned as early as practicable. The judgment of said Court of Claims, or of 





e 1e Supreme Court, if appeal istaken thereto, shall be final and conclusive 


3 to the rights of all parties interested 

That at the time of rendering judgment in e ac h case the Court of Claims 
shall, as part of its findings and as a part of such judgment, fix and enter of 
record proper allowances for expenses and compensation to representatives 
ant fees to counsel and attorneys, which may be paid direct to the persons 
entitled thereto as soon as there is any money in the Treasury available for 
the payment of such judgment, the fees to attorneys and counsel not to ex- 
ceed in each case 15 per cent of the amount of the judgment: Provided, That 
in cases appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States the Court of 
] increase the allowances for cost and fees 
therein 


Mr. RAWL INS. Mr. President, I think I will make a point of 


order on the amendment, that it is new legislation, beginning 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah will 





| state his point of order. 


3; shall be | 


| 83 with the words 


Mr. RAWLINS. That it is new legislation, beginning on page 
‘and to hear and determine all claims and 
demands of the White River Utes.’’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
point of order apply? 
Mr. RAWLINS. 


To what does the Senator’s 


The point to which I refer begins with the 


third line on page 83 and extends down to the end of the section. 


h i States received the sum of $286,742.15, or any 
part thereof, from the sé f lands of the Delaware Indians under the treaties 
of 1860 and 1861, in gold « 

Second. If so, was the United States under obligation to pay the said In- 
dians in gold coin the interest and principal of the said sum of $286,742.15, or 
any part thereof 

Third if so, did the United States p: y the said Indians the principal and | 


; 


gold coin; and if so, what was 
mds or currency paid to said Indians 
several payments were made to said Indians 


interest, or any part thereof, in anythiny but 
th differen: ein value between the b 
and gold coin at the time the 
out of the fund aforesaid? 


Fourth. If so, did said Indians make objection to paymess in anything 
but gold coin, and did said Indians voluntarily waive their right to payment 
me goid coin without objecting to the receipt of bonds or currency? 

fth. If no waiver was made by said Indians, is the United States still 


obliged t » pay said Indians such difference 
cipal and interest, 
obligation to pay and the currency 
pa i to said In« is . . 

And said act may be brought by = pemee Indians (residing 


in value between gold coin, prin- 
* any part thereof, which the United States was under 
value of the money or bonds actually 





in the 








Cherokee Nation), and shall be entitled *‘ » De laware Indians against The 
United States,’ and shall be instituted by petition, duly verified by such 
member of said Delaware Indian tribe as is authorized to represent them, or 





ume orneys employed by said Delaware Indians, or 
ve, to which action the United States shall be mad 
defendants: Prov That any sums that may be found due said Ds 
Indians in the final adjudication of such suit shall, 
paid to said Delaware tribe of Indians as said tribe in council shal t, 
except so much as the court shall, upon the rendition of any judgment under 
the provisions of this act, allow for the paymentof the proper fees, expenses, 
and comp wwation to ti 


+ ,e 
Lie ¢ 


by any of 
by their 






represel 


maware 





» representatives of said Delawares and the counsel 
and attorneys of record, whose several interests therein shall be determined 
by the cou 





And t hearend determine all claims and demands of the White River 
Utes, Southern Utes, Uncompahgre Utes, Tabeyuache, Muache, Capote, 
Weeminuche, Yampa, Grand River, and Uinta bands of Ute Indians, known 





also as the Confederated Bands of Ute Indians of Colorado, as defined in the 
treaty of March 2, 1868, ai ae agreement ratified by Congress and said Indians 
of June 15, 1880, against the Unit ie Ste tes arising under treaties and agree- 
ments with the United Stat es ratified by Congress, including any i 
claims arising from the use of lands for the occupation of railroads and other | 
public highways or public uses not herein excepted from the jurisdiction | 
conferred by t act, and all demands on tl © part of the United States an 
claims a; d Indians growing out of tre ty obligations and agreemen 
ratified by Congress except judgments of the Court of Claims for depreda- | 
tions com: Litt “l by said Indians and the capitalized annuity and interest | 
thereon here after provided to be set off against the compensation to said | 
Indians for ce tain timber and forest reservations; but outhading the claims | 
of said h dians to compensation for lands embraced within the White River | 
Plateau Timber and Land Reserve, set apart to the United States under Exe- | 
sutive order and proclamation of the President dated October 16, 1891, and 
the Battlement Nesa ee t Reserve, setapart to the United States under 
Executive order and the proclamation of the President December 24, 1892; 
against the compensation for said reservations which may hereafter be | 
allowed and paid to said Indians there shall be set off the sum of $1,250,000, 
| 
| 
| 















rainst 








being an amount of money sufficient at 4 per cent to produce annually $50,000, 
together with the interest arising on said fund, annually paid to said Indians | 
pe r capita in cash under t! 2© PTOV isions of section 5 of the “act to accept and | 
atify theagreement submitted by the Confederated Bands of Ute _—— in | 
Colorado for the sale of their reservation in said State, and for other pur- 
poses, and to make the necessary appropriation for « ‘arry ring out the same,” 
approved June 15, 1880, which sum and the annuity arising therefrom shall | 
not enter into or form a part of any set-off to be offered by the United States | 
in the action herein provided for; and the Secretary of the Interior shall 
report to Congress at its next session the acreage and character of the lands | 
embraced -vithin the said reservation, classifying the same as mineral, agri- 
cultural, timber, and stone lands, and shall report the estimated value of each | 
class of said lands peracre, and he shall immediately enter into negotiations 
with said Indians for the purpose of agreeing upon the compensation which 


and all | 


| line 3, 


| considerable matter which precedes it. Itr 


Mr. SPOONER. We can not hear the Senator from Utah. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Utah raises 
the point of order that the amendment is general legislation from 

3, page 83, through to the end of the section, at the bottom 
of page 86. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is no more legislation than 
sally commences on 
page 79 with section 12. Itisapartof section 12. I do not think 
the point of order lies oe a portion of the section. 

With regard to the matter against which the point of order has 


| been made, I think the ‘portion relating to the Utes, providing 


when appropriated, be | 


that they may bring a suit in the Court of Claims, is just as meri- 
torious as the other suits that are authorized to be brought by 
section 12, one of which is the Chippewa Indians of Lake Supe- 
rior and the Mississippi, and another the claim of the Delaware 
Indians in the Cherokee Nation. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I withdraw my point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah with- 
draws his point of order. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee inserting a new section as section 12 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish whens the attention of the Senator 
who has charge of the bill to the first clause of section 12, on page 
79. The section confers surisdi tion, legal oa equitable, upon 
the Court of Claims to hear and determine a number of.entirely 
distinct and different claims. 

Mr.STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it might be more clearly worded. If 
agreeable to the Senator, I move to insert, after the word ‘‘claims,’’ 
in line 21, page 79, the words ‘‘ as follows;’’ so as to read: 

That jurisdiction, legal and equitable, be, and is hereby, conferred upon 
the Court of Claims, as follows. 

Mr. STEWART. That is an improvement. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is all right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, in line 14, page 80,1 move to insert the 
word ‘‘and’’ before ‘* To;’’ so as to read: 

And to hear and determine the claims of the Chippe 
Superior and the Mississippi, etc. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; that is an improvement. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is less likelihood of confusion with that 


wa Indians of Lake 


| change. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 86, after line 22, to insert as 
a new section the following: 

Src. 13. That any one or more of the registers and receivers of the United 


States land offices in the State of Kansas upon whom were imposed the re- 
sponsibility of making sale and disposal of the Osage ceded, Osage trust, and 
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Osage diminished reserve land, in said State, under the treaty of Septem- 
ber 29, 1865, between the United States and the Osage Indians, and the acts 
of Congress for carrying said treaty into effect, may bring suit in the Court 
of Claims against the Osage Nation and the United States to determine the 
claim of the plaintiff or plaintiffs for commissions or compensation for the 
sale of said lands or any service or duty connected therewith. And the said 
court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine said cause and to render 
judgment thereon on the merits; and the Attorney-General shali appear on 

half of the United States and the Osage Nation, and either party feeling 
aggrieved at the decision of the Court of Claims may appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and the final judgment in such case shall deter- 
mine the rights of all such registers and receivers similarly situated. Said 
Osage Nation may also appear in said suit by an attorney omeeree with the 
authority of said nation. The Court of Claims shall have full authority, by 
proper orders and process, to make parties to any such suit all persons whose 
presence in the litigation it may deem necessary or proper to the final deter- 
mination of the matter in controversy. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to know if it would not be 
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more grammatical to use the word ‘‘was’’ in line 25 than the | 


word ‘* were.’’ 

Mr. STEWART. I think it would be. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It would then read “ upon whom 
was imposed the responsibility.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment will be stated. 


At the bottom of page 86? 
Yes; and in the third line of the 


The amendment to the amend- 


2185 


tion of the Indians in the State of Minnesota, approved January 14, 1889,’ 
approved June 27, 1902." 

The sum of $90,000 to be reimbursed to the United States out of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of the timber upon said lands, $40,000 of whichshall be imme- 
diately available. 

Mr. STEWART. I think it would be more satisfactory if the 
letter of the Secretary of the Interior were printed and if the 
amendment should go over with the bill. I presume there will 
be no objection to that course. 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly there can not be any objection to the 
amendment. The Secretary recommends it. He can not goon 
with the work unless the appropriation is made, and itis work that 
has been already directed by the act referred to. It is the open- 
ing of this reservation 

Mr. STEWART. I shall not object to its consideration at this 
time. I merely made the suggestion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think it would be better to let the amend- 
ment go over with the rest of the bill, It can not possibly expe- 
dite the matter to consider it this afternoon. 

Mr. CLAPP. I know the committee are anxious to get through 
with the bill; but I will let it go over until Monday. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Anyhow the provision would not become 
effective before the bill passes, so that the anxiety of the people 
could not be gratified before the bill itself could be passed, and 


| therefore no time would be gained by disposing of it to-day. 


The Secretary. On page 86, line 25, before “ imposed,”’ strike | c \ ' 
| consideration of the statehood bill and I will not press the amend- 


out ‘‘ were ’’ and insert ‘‘ was.”’ 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
line 12, was passed over. 
Mr. STEWART. Let that amendment be disagreed to. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SecrETARY. The committee propose to strike out line 12 
to line 15, inclusive, on page 45, in the following words: 


The amendment on page 45, | 


Mr. CLAPP. Idonot want to be an obstructionist tothe further 
ment to-day. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Thatisright. 
the discussion of that measure. 

Mr. STEWART. Leg the letter of the Secretary of the Interior 


I am anxious myself to push 


| be sent to the desk and printed. 


To maintain at the city of Omaha, Nebr., in the discretion of the Secretary | 


of the Interior, a warehouse for the receipt, storage, and shipping of goods 
for the Indian Service, $10,000. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. STEWART. On page 2, the amendment striking out lines 
21 and 22 should be disagreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The SECRETARY, 
following words: 
At the Fort Berthold Agency, N. Dak., $1,500. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLAPP. I understood that the committee would 
ize the amendment I now offer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
ments completed? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lopax] is not in his chair. Hemadea point of order awhile 
ago on one of the committee amendments. 


Theamendment will be stated. 
On page 2, strike out lines 21 and 22 in the 


author- 


Are the committee amend- 


[ should be glad to | 


have that stand over until some subsequent consideration of the | 
] 


question on the point of order by the Senate. 
that the amendment was out of order. I should like to be heard 
upon that question for a moment, perhaps. I am not sure that I 
shall, but I should like to reserve whatever rights I have until 
the bill comes again before the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. In reference to the amendment which the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP] wishes to propose,I will 
state that the letter is not here and there are some little matters 
to be considered about it. 

Mr. CLAPP. The letter is here. 

Mr. STEWART. I think we might as well let it go over until 
Monday. There are matters in the bill that have to go over any- 
way. However, I have no objection to its being heard now. 
have not had time to look at it. 

Mr. CLAPP. It would take so much time on Monday, that is 
all. 


The Chair ruled ' 


I | 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The bill is going over until Monday any- | 


way. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill is to go over anyway. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Icall the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that there is a special order for 3 o’clock, and it lacks 
only a few minutes of 3. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. STEWART. Thenif we goon with the bill we may be able 
to dispose of the whole measure. I have no objection tothe Sena- 
tor from Minnesota offering his amendment now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
offers an amendment which will be read. 

The SkoretTary. On page 12, after line 7, insert: 

For cor veriae. examining, appraising, logging, andselling the pine timber 
upon the ceded lands of the Chippewa Indian reservations in Minnesota, under 


the provisions of the act approved January 14, 1889, as amended by the act 
entitled “An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act for the relief and civiliza- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objecti: 


m the 











proposed amendment and letter accompanying it will be printed. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 1 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Senate. 

Sir: I inclose a copy of a letter of the 9th instant from the Commissioner 
| of the General Land Office to the Department, wherein he has recommended 

that an estimate of $90,000 be submitted “* For surveying, examining, apprais- 
ing, logging, and selling the pine timber upon the ceded lands of the Chip- 
pewa Indian Reservation in Minnesota, under the provisions of the act ap 
—_— January 14, 1889, as amended by the act of June 27, 1902, to be reim 
yursed to the United States out of the proceeds of the sale of the tim! 
upon said lands, $40,000 of which shall be immediately available.” 

It appears from his report that it is essential that the appropr m b 
|} made, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in a letter of the 10th instant, 
| copy herewith, has expressed his concurrence in the recommendati the 

Commissioner of the General Land Office and has, in turn, re« mended 
the submission of such estimates to the Congress. 

In view of the recommendations and of the apparent necessities of the 
case, I have the honor to recommend that an item of $20.00 for the purposes 
and in the form suggested above be inserted in the pending Indiar ~pro- 
priation bill : 

Very respectfully, E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secreta 


Mr. QUAY. [offer an amendment, which I understand the 

chairman of the committee does not object to. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not know that I have any object 
[ will hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 

the Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 37, line 10, after the word “ dollars,” 

insert: 


I 


ion to 


it. 


Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall be applied only to 
the expenses incident to the survey, platting, and appraisement of town sites 
heretofore segregated or now in process of segregation, and not to any new 
addition to any town site heretofore established or s egated, and 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The questi 
the amendment. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. QUAY. 


nis on agreeing to 
To what provision is 
The town-site provision. I wi 


this an amendment? 


ll state in explana- 


| tion that the understanding, I think, of the Interior D partment 
and the Committee on Indian Affairs is that the segregation of 
town sites in the Indian Territory shall now cease. That tion 
of the Curtis law providing for the establishment of towns along 
the railroads was intended to apply to the towns theretofore 


The order for 3 o’clock has been withdrawn. | 


founded by the Indians, and it has served its purpose. 
Now, as I understand it, its provisions are being used by specu- 


| lators, who are locating sites along the railroads at the expense of 
theGovernment. That is tosay,a number of individuals, finding 
an eligible site for a town lot, jump the Indian allotments under 
the town-site law, and, at an expense of $5,900 or $6.000 or $7,000 
to the Government of the United States, have a town laid ont, 


with its streets and alleys and lots surveyed, and put their im- 
provements upon it, and under the Curtis law, having improved 
it, they obtain the property of the Indians at 50 per cent of its 
valuation. That is about the status. 


The appropriation was reduced by the Committee on Indian 


Affairs to $25,000 with the understanding that that sort of prac- 
ice would cease, but I think it is better that the intention of the 


t 
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Senate, the Department, and the Committee on Indian Affairs 
should be distinctly expressed by this amendment, to which I 
understand the chairman does not object. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I would rather have the matter go over 
until Monday with the rest. 

Mr. QUAY. Ifthere is any reason for the amendment going 
over—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Although the explanation of the Senator 
has a virtuous aspect and is no doubt entirely correct and ade- 
quate, still I do not altogether understand this matter, and every- 
thing in relation to the Indians and the Indian Territory, with the 
prospect of statehood down there, is of consequence. Ido not see 
that anything can be injured by letting the amendment lie over 
until Monday. I am not strenuous about this matter, and if it is 
disagreeable to the Senator I will not object to its present consid- 
eration. 

Mr. QUAY. Notatall. The Senator indicates a deep interest 
in the question of statehood for the Indian Territory, and if it 
is going to facilitate the final disposition of the very interesting 
measure now before the Senate the amendment can go over of 
course. I do not object *o its going over until Monday. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam glad to hear the expression on the 
art of the Senator that he is willing to have statehood for the 
ndian Territory. 

Mr. QUAY. Under certain limitations, I have no objection 

to it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am for it without limitation—a single 
State of Oklahoma and Indian Territory without strings. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Nevada is through—— 

Mr. STEWART. Iask that the bill may lie over, and I will 
ask the Senate to take it up in the morning hour on Monday. 


SAFE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iask the Senate to proceed, by unanimous 
consent, to the consideration of the bill (S. 7301) to further pro- 
vide for the safe-keeping of public money, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside for 
that purpose? 

Mr, ALDRICH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate in full for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
objects. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I was going to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island if he would explain the bill. 
change in the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
Senator from Arkansas would withdraw his objection. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I hope the Senator from Arkansas 
will withdraw his objection sufficiently to allow the Senator from 
Rhode Island to make an explanation. 

Mr. BERRY. I have no objection to the Senator making an 
explanation, but I do not think the bill ought to pass without 
some kind of discussion. I want to look at it and see what is in 
it. I do not think we can pass it this evening in view of the 
special order, but I will withdraw my objection for the present, 
until the Senator can make an explanation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no desire to press the bill upon the 
consideration of the Senate unduly. It has been very carefully 
considered. Of course I should be very glad to discuss any of its 
provisions with the Senator. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not suppose we have time this evening to 
have the explanation or the discussion that I think it ought to 
have. I want to look at the bill and examine it further. I never 
saw it until I heard it read at the desk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the bill going over. It 
has been very carefully considered by the Finance Committee. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to look at it before I agree to its consid- 
eration. I want to know what is in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the bill going over. I 
give notice that I shall callit up at some time when the Senator 
from Arkansas is present. 

REVENUE FOR PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 

Mr. LODGE. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 15702) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act tem- 
porarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for 
other purposes,”’ approved March 8, 1902. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 
The Secretary read the bill. 


That is my request. 
The bill will be read to the 


Is there objection to the pres- 








I see that it makes some | 


I should be very glad to explain the bill if the | 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I did not understand for what 
bill consideration is asked. 

Mr. LODGE. The Philippine tariff bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I object, Mr. President. 

Mr. LODGE. I trust the Senator will withhold his objection 
until the committee amendments are adopted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And then interpose the objection? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. I trust the Senator will allow the bill to 
be perfected and then it can go over if he so desires. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am heartily in favor of the 
immediate consideration of the bill, but I am just as heartily op- 
posed to the amendments of the committee; and I wish to say to 
the Senator from Massachusetts at this time that I shall oppose 
the amendments increasing the tariff duties, as recommended by 
the committee, from 25 to 50 per cent. 

Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that I agree 
with him as to the amount of reduction which ought to be made, 
but if the Senate amendments are not adopted the bill can not 
pass. I prefer to take the bill with a partial reduction rather 
than to lose the bill by trying to get what I know will give rise 
to so much opposition and debate as will make it impossible at 
this session to pass it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not know by what warrant the Senator 
says the bill can not pass unless the duty is increased from 25 to 
50 per cent on certain articles, as recommended by the committee. 
It is now perfectly apparent to everybody that we have a condi- 
tion of distress in the Philippine Islands that is largely due to the 
fact that for the products of those islands they have no market, 
and = owe it to that people—our own, as they are—to give them 
a market. 

This is a matter about which I feel most keenly. The Senator 
will remember when the bill was passed providing that the tariff 
should be 75 per cent of the Dingley rates on products coming 
into this country from the Philippine Islands, I then wanted to 
put it down to 25 per cent. I wanted to put it down to 25 per 
cent because the information I then had as to the situation in the 
Philippine Islands led me to believe that there could not be any 


Is there objection to the pres- 


| prosperity in those islands unless the people there were given a 


market for their products, and this is the only country which can 
give them a market for their products. 

What was then predicted has come to pass. They have poverty 
and suffering and need help. If we put the duty at 50 per cent 
we do it in the face of the recommendations of Governor Taft 
and of everybody else who is charged with the responsibility of 
government in the Philippine Islands. Our experiment of goy- 
ernment there will be an absolute failure, in my judgment, unless 
we make conditions there which will admit of prosperity; and I 
want, whenever this matter is taken up, to discuss that proposition. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the House of Representatives sent 
to the Senate a bill, which has just been read, which reduces the 
duty, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] has stated, on all 
articles produced in the Philippine Islands to 25 per cent of exist- 
ing rates. Personally, I am in favor of that reduction. The 
committee has amended that House proposition so as to admit to 
this country all the products of the Philippine Islands entirely 
free of duty, except sugar and tobacco. On those articles the 
amendment provides for half the existing rates, instead of three- 
fourths, as at present collected. 

Mr. President, when I said what I did, I spoke, I think, with 
knowledge in regard to the opposition to reducing thé duty on 
sugar and tobacco, the only two articles on which duties are re- 
tained, below 50 per cent of the present rates. I am certain that 
if we seek to retain the House proposition, it will lead to such a 
protracted debate that the bill will be lost. " 

Mr. President, the situation in business in the Philippine Islands 
is extremely bad. The measure that is most needed there is that 
which provides for giving them a stable currency. Their cur- 
rency is now in acondition of chaos. The lowering of our duties 
will undoubtedly help them in their export trade. 

At this stage of the session it is not a question of whether we 
can get a little more or less reduction, but to get the best pos- 
sible. The complete failure of these two bills would be, in my 
judgment, an act of absolute cruelty to the people of those islands. 
I should like to get a 75 per cent reduction; but rather than lose 
the bill I will compromise on 50 per cent on sugar and tobacco. 

Those bills are both of essential importance to the people of 
those islands, and I hope the Senate, before this session concludes, 
will pass both bills and enable them to become law before the 4th 
of March. 

I can Only say to the Senator from Ohio that I hope he will be 
willing to do what I have done, and at a sacrifice of his own per- 
sonal opinion get the best we can at this time in the reduction of 
the tariff; make everything free, except sugar and tobacco, ana 
lower the duty on them 50 per cent. 
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I am sure, Mr. President, that that is the most immediate and 
direct way to giving some help to the business interests of the 
Philippine Islands, and they need it very much indeed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, when I am satisfied that that 
is the best we can do I shall then be willing to vote for the bill, 
but I should vote for it under protest and with a feeling that I had 
not voted for the kind of legislation we ought to enact if I were 
to support a bill that provides for the imposition of 50 per cent 
of the Dingley rates upon any of the products of the Philippine 
Islands coming into this country. If we are going out into 
the sea to take in acquisitions of territory of this character we 
must do it with the understanding that they become our posses- 
sions and that we become responsible not only for their govern- 


ment, but for their prosperity as well, and that we must treat | 


them accordingly. ; 
I believe we ought to treat them as our own; not as foreigners. 
I have looked into this matter enough, and if there were time I 


should be glad to go into it at length to satisfy me that there is ' hat h 
| Spain the Philippine Islands produced 400,000 tons of sugar. 


no danger to any interest in this country from opening our mar- 
kets to the Filipinos; and if there were it would be only from 
the competition of one part of our country with another part. If 
we were to admit all of their sugar and all of their tobacco here 


absolutely free of duty, in my judgment we would not be doing | ws ase é > " L 
| with a million of Chinese or half-breeds which they have, they 


anything more than we ought to do. Sars 
If it comes to the point where, on account of these objecting 
industries, we can not treat our own as our own should be treated, 


I shall move that we have absolute free trade between the United | 


States and the Philippine Islands. 
In that country they will have this year, I am told, not more 


than 10,000 tons of sugar, the poverty and distress being such | 
| me. 


that production of that article is reduced to that pitiable result. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I think the Senator from Ohio is mistaken 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 
Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will pardon me just a mo- 





| ment, my information is that it will be quite a number of years, 


| Islands. 





when he says that the reduction of the tariff as proposed will | 


interfere with no industry in this country. 
tation of sugar from the Philippine Islands is now exceedingly 


It is true the impor- | 


small; but the Senator will bear in mind that the testimony taken | 


before the Philippines Committee is that there are in the neigh- 
borhood of 8,000,000 acres of Philippine soil that is as well adapted 
to the raising of sugar as is the soil of the Hawaiian Islands or 


| 
| 


the island of Cuba; and with the land laws that are in force | 


there now, with the opportunities for the great exploiting cor- 
porations to get possession of the lands by the thousands of acres, 
I will venture the assertion that, if this bill becomes a law, within 
less than ten years the local sugar industry of the United States 


will be practically wiped out; that the sugar-cane industry of | 


Louisiana and the beet-sugar industry of the State of the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], of the State of Colorado, and of 
other beet-sugar raising States, in ten years will be wiped out on 
account of the immense area of that Philippine territory that 
may be used for the cultivation of sugar. 

It is for that reason that I oppose this bill. I prefer the bill as 
it is proposed to be amended, because it does yet keep up some 
barrier against the sugar of those islands as their production may 
be increased; but I am opposed to the reduction of the tariff to 
any extent beyond what it now is for the same reason that the 


Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] would oppose the reduc- | 


tion of the tariff upon articles which his State produces, and for 
the same reason that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] 
would oppose the reduction of the tariff upon articles which his 
State produces. 

I knew very well that these great industrial questions were 
bound to arise, and before our country is flooded with the prod- 
ucts of those islands the proposition is to open the door wide so 
that they can come in without opposition. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me a question? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. From what the Senator says I infer that 
the Senator is not in favor of a tariff for revenue only. Is that 
correct? 


Mr. PATTERSON. As long as protection, whatever its phase 


may be, is the controlling economic position of this country, I | 
propose to stand for the protection of the products of my own sec- | 


tion, whatever my attitude may be upon the question of the tariff 
as a broad, general proposition. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not at all share the ap- 
prehensions of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patterson]. If I 
did, I might possibly dislike the idea I am advocating, for I do 
not want to do any injury to the industries of this country. 
the present there is no danger of that. 

My information is that the total product of sugar, for instance, 
in the Philippine Islands for any year has been not in excess of 
about 60,000 tons, and that this year it will nov exceed 10,000 tons. 


For | 





necessarily, in view of existing conditions, before they can pro- 
duce any great amount of sugar in the Philippine Islands. When 
the great increase that the Senator apprehends will come does 
come, those who come after us can legislate for the Philippine 
What they want and need now is a market in which to 
sell the products which they have; and we ought to give it to 
them. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That would be closing the stable door after 
the horse had been stolen. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I yield to both of them. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator what he ought to 
know, and what he probably does know, that before our war with 


Mr. FORAKER. Not for export. 

Mr. TELLER. For export. 

Mr. President, those islands can produce all the sugar that we 
want to use and a great deal more, and with their cheap labor, 


will put our American sugar growers on a par with that class of 


| laborers. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, Iam glad to see the Senator 
from Colorado is apprehensive about the protection of American 
industries. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Ohio need not throw that at 


Mr. FORAKER. No; I do not. 

Mr. TELLER. I have myself always been a protectionist. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iunderstand and appreciate that fact. 

Mr. TELLER. But I insist that protection shall apply to the 


| people of the West as well as it does to the people of the East. 


Mr. FORAKER. I was not throwing anything at the Senator. 
I was simply saying that I was glad to see that he favors the pro- 
tection of American industry. But, Mr. President, it is an 
American industry that you find in an American possession, 
wherever it may be.. If we are going to hold the Philippine 
Islands, I want the Philippine Islands to have prosperity. What 
is produced in the Philippine Islands is an American production, 
and we should protect and develop it the same as any other pro- 
duction of any other part of our country. We should not bar 
them out of our market as to their natural products and drive 
them into something that is not natural to them as an industry. 
They must live; and they must prosper, or all we do is failure. 

When Senators talk about sugar, they should remember that 
we consume in this country two and half million tons per annum. 
Of that amount we produce in this country and in all our posses- 
sions less than a thousand tons. We must have a million and a 
half tons from some place; and why not have this million and a 
half tons from our own people, instead of getting it from Ger- 
many or from some other country, as we are doing to-day? 

I believein giving to the people of the Philippine Islands—who 
are to-day in distress more than for any other reason because they 
have no market in which to sell their products—the American 
market on reasonable terms. 

I would not favor putting any duty on their products coming 
into this country, except only to furnish revenue for the support 
of their government. It is because their government needs reve- 
nue that I am willing that we may impose some duty on goods 
coming into this country, which duty is to be collected for the 
benefit of that government. Otherwise I should be in favor of 
treating their products just as we treat the products of any other 
part of our country. The policy of protection has been protec- 
tion against the products of foreign countries. We have never had 
protection against the products of our own country—one State or 


| section against another—and I hope we never shall. 


I understand the bill is now going over, and therefore I shall 
not prolong my remarks. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion, with his permission. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator speaks of the Philippine 
Islands being ‘‘ our territory.’’ DoI understand by that that the 
Senator is now ready to proclaim that it is his policy to hold the 
Philippine Islands forever, or, as I understood the position of 
the Senator to be at the last session of Congress, to hold them 
until they are ready for self-government? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, according to the judgment of 
the Senator from Colorado as to the capacity of that people, that 
would be forever, as he has told us time and time again. 


I have said that I want to hold the Philippine Islands until they 
are capable of self-government and until we shall have discharged 
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all the obligations which we undertook in the treaty of peace with | with and that it be printed in the RECORD, so that order will be 


Spain, and that will be so long in the future that it is a matter 
we need not now consider. The Philippine Islands will be our 
possession through many years to come, as every Senator here 
knows, and it is idle to discuss whether or not we shall ever part 
company with them. 
of the United States. We are responsible for the government of 
the Philippine Islands, and we are responsible for the conditions 
industrially that obtain there in so far as legislation may have to 
do with those conditions. Let us attend now to the duties of the 
present and leave those of the future to our successors. 

Mr. CARMACK. 
discussion of this matter, except to say that, so far as I am con- 


cerned, I should be entirely willing for this bill to be now con- 


sidered and to be very soon voted upon. 


I want to say, however, that, in my judgment, this reduction 


of 50 per cent would be absolutely without any value whatever 
to the people of the Philippine Islands, and that if it had been of 
any value, it would be impossible to pass it through this Senate 
or through this Congress. It is a notorious fact that we are per- 
mitted to pass the bill in its present shape only because Mr. 
Oxnard has decided that he is willing for it to be passed in this 
hape; and Mr. Oxnard did not consent for it to be passed in this 
shape until after he had decided that it would not do him any 
harm or would not do the Filipinos any good. Consequently I 


bill passes in this form or not. 


we shall have to present. 

[ want to suggest to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], 
when he says we must legislate with a view to benefit the people 
of the Philippine Islands, that, in my judgment, the time will 
never come when this Congress will be infiuenced by any such 
motive. It will legislate from the narrowest point of view and 
for the selfish interests of a few people in the United States with- 
out any reference whatever to the welfare of the people of the 
Philippine Islands. I do not think I have seen any indication 
whatever on the part of those who are most responsible for Phil- 
ippine legislation of any real desire to promote the welfare of the 
Filipinos. It is always some desire to get some advantage for 
somebody in the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have here an extract from a 
newspaper published at Habana which I want to have printed in 
the REcORD in connection with this debate. It touches on the 
question of the reduction of the duty on sugar. It is short, and 


I will indicate what I desire to have printed. The article sets 
‘ 


forth the opinion of the editor of one of the leading newspapers | 


in the island of Cuba. I desire to use it, and I want to have it 
in the REcorD so that Senators may see it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the paper which he sends to the desk may be printed in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. Is the article long? 

Mr. TELLER. No; itis not long. 

Mr. HOAR. If it is not long,I think it ought to be read. Ido 
not like the precedent of printing newspaper articles in the Rec- 
ORD without reading. 

Mr. TELLER. Ihaveno objection toits beingread. We have, 
however, been in the habit of putting such things in the Recorp, 
depending upon the sense of propriety of the Senator presenting 
them as to their contents. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not the slightest doubt of the Senator’s 
soundness of judgment in such a thing. 
that. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the article be read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, before the reading 
takes place, I wish to advise the Senate that when it is concluded 
I shall ask that the memorial exercises, which were set for this 
afternoon in relation to the deaths of several members of the other 
House, may take place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read. 

TheS scretary proceeded to read the article submitted by Mr. 
TELLER. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I suggest, as the reading 
so far as it has progressed has indicated the scope of this article, 
that it may go in the Recorp without further reading if that be 
agreeable to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. It is agreeable to me, but the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] asked that the article be read. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ihave spoken to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts in regard to dispensing with its further reading. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection. 
Senate should know the purport of the article. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objettion 
to the request that the further reading of the article be dispensed 


We know they are ours now, a possession | 


Mr. President, I do not care to go into any | 


|} m 


I am willing myself for the bill to | 
be considered and for the Senate to vote on it with very little de- | 
bate after voting on probably two or three amendments, which | 


I hope he understands | 


it j , . | duction of cane st 
think that it is a matter of very small consequence whether this | 


| made, 
The article is as follows: 
QUESTIONS OF THE DAY. 


Atarecent meeting of a local committee of the Planters’ Society Sefior 
Garcia made a speech in which he gave the usual outline of the plans of the 
society. 

The following is what he had to say about the outlook for the sugar in- 
dustry in Cuba: 

‘It is almost sure that in the coming September the Brussels convention 

will be put in force, to which all have now agreed except Russia, and this 
will cause a reduction in the production of beet sugar. If to this be added 
the approbation of the reciprocity treaty with the United States by the 
American Senate, we shall acquire a greater benefitthan that represented b 
the small reduction of 20 per cent granted to Cuban sugar, a benefit to whic 
those who discuss the treaty here have not given their attention. 
“The great danger for Cuban sugar is not the German, Belgian, or Javan 
duct; our great enemy is American beet sugar. If the production of beet 
r continues to increase in the United States, our prospects are seriously 
threatened, and therefore anything that directly or indirectly tends to pre- 
vent the increase of the same favors us, and we ought to acceptit. This is 
what occurs with the treaty, because the 20 per cent concession, small as it is, 
weakens the protectionist wall, only behind which can the American beet 
men and capitalists fight us, and they, fearing the consequences of distant 
| but probable undermining of the wall, hesitate to-day about giving to an in- 
| dustry which may disappear to-morrow, crushed by our competition, the 
1etary resources it needs for its increase and development. This is the 
‘et of the fierce opposition which has been made in the American Con- 
gress, 

‘Returning now to the effects of the treaty, if the Brussels convention 
causes a reduction in the production of beet sugar, an increase in the pro- 
rar will be of necessity caused, and it is probable that this 
| increase will take place in Cuba more than in other places, owing to the 
favorable conditions existing here for the cultivation of the cane; above all, 
if the commercial treaty favors our products in the American market. 
There are, moreover, at present two factors which favor this increase; the 
| foreign capital which is being invested in lands for the cultivation of cane 

and theopening of the Central Railroad, which facilitates the exploitation of 
virgin distri which up to now have remained abandoned through the lack 
of communication. If for all these reasons the production increases and we 
| do not prepare in time, we are certain to find ourselves enveloped in a dan- 
} gerous crisis here. 

* You will ask, How can an event be prejudicial which in itself means pros- 
perity and abundance? We have plenty of land, as there are two-thirds of 
the country waiting for the cultivator. Machinery: It is now a question of 
a few months to put upa mill which can grind 200,000 sacks of sugar. Money: 
With the profits being made there will be money enough. Ways of commu- 
nication: We have along the existing railroads alone and in the districts ad- 
joining the ports enough land to produce 3,000,000 or 4,000,000 tons. But what 
we want is labor; and if we do not study the matter and prepare for the 
difficulty in time we shall be faced with a grave prob!em. 

“ With the existing supply of labor in Cuba double the amountof cane can 
be cultivated that can be grown, and if we devote ourselves to planting with- 
out bearing in mind that the day willarrive for grinding we will find our- 
selves with the crisis upon us 

‘** According to my calculations the cultivation of the cane costsas much as 
| togatheritin. To keep a cane field in good orderand to make the necessury 
annual plantings costs in the Cienfuegos districts $1 for every 100 arrobas 
of cane, and we all know that to cut and convey the cane to the mill costs 
the same. But, and this is the question, the cultivation lasts eight months 
| and the crop four, and if the cultivator pays the same amount in wages as 
the gatherer it is obvious that double the number o* men must be employed 
by the latter. Ifthe number of men for the gathering in of the cane and the 
| men necessary for the manufacture of the sugar, transport, etc., be added, 
| it becomes clear that the time may arrive when we may have twice as much 
» in our fields as we can grind; and even if this condition does not come 

to pass, if the production of cane increases and the number of hands does not 
| increase with it, labor will become dearer in direct ratio to the increase, and 
the profits of the planter will diminish in proport.on.” 

For this reason Sefior Garcia recommends that steps be taken to provide 







































| for the transport of immigrants,so that when the time comes we may have 


all the laborers we may require. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made by the 
Senator from Colorado, and the bill goes over. . 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
B. F. BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 569) to establish 
the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

THE RIO GRANDE RIVER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United States, and 
calls the attention of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to 
it. The message will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To the Senate: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accom- 
panying papers, in regard to the equitable distribution of the waters of the 
Rio Grande, called for by the Senate resolution of June 6, 1902. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Waite Hovwss, February 14, 1908. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the 


| Senator desire of the message? 


I only desired that the | 


Mr. TELLER. Let it be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| committee? 
Mr. TELLER. No,1 think not. It is for the information of 
outside people, and not particularly for this body, 


Shall it be referred to any 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be printed 
and lie on the table. 
HENRY L. M’CALLA. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of Henry L. 
McCalla. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside, and that the bill named by him be now considered. Is 
there objection? : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the. bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, with an amendment in 
line 7, after the word ‘‘ discharge,”’ to insert: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is ksreby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of dishonorable dismissal against 
Henry L. McCalla, late captain of Company G, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, and grant him an honorable discharge: Provided, That no pay, 
bounty, or other emolument shall become due or payable by virtue of the 
passage of this act. 

The amendment were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. ~ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
disagreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
16842) making appropriations for the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904, and for other purposes; asks a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. McCirary, Mr. Burkett, and Mr. BENTON man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE BURKE. 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I believe a time this after- 
noon was set for eulogies on Mr. BuRKE of Texas, late a member 
of the House of Representatives. The Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
CuLBERSON] has sent word to me that he is sick and unable to 
be here, and that he desires that the memorial services be post- 
poned until a week from to-day. In his behalf I ask unanimous 
consent that the order made for this afternoon with regard to the 
death of Representative BURKE may be postponed until next Sat- 
urday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that the order heretofore made with re- 

rd to eulogies upon the late Representative BuRKE, from the 

tate of Texas, be postponed until one week from to-day. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES) ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RUSSELL. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I ask that there 
be laid before the Senate the resolutions from the House of Rep- 
resentatives relating to the death of Hon. CHARLES A. RUSSELL, 
late a Representative from the State of Connecticut. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions of the House 
of Representatives will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 25, 1903. 

Resolved, That, in pursuance of the special order heretofore otepted, the 
House proceed to pay tribute to the memory of Hon. CHARLES A. Russe, 
late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of Connecticut. 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- 

, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a faithful and distin- 
ished public servant, the House, at the conclusion of the memorial proceed- 
of this day, shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and is nena, instructed to send a copy of 
these resolutions to the family of the deceased. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I present the reso- 
lutions which I send to the desk, and ask for their adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. CHARLES A. RUSSELL, late a Representative from 
the State of Connecticut. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That as an additiona) mark of respect the Senate, at the conclu- 
sion of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, CHaRLES ADDISON 
Resse_L, who represented the Third Congressional district of 
Connecticut for sixteen years, a period exceeding in length of 


service that of any predecessor, died at his home in Killingly, 
Conn., on the 23d day of October, 1902. I speak of him to-day as 
an honored colleague and a much-loved friend. 

Mr. RUSSELL was born in Worcester, Mass., March 2, 1852. 
His father, Isaiah Dunster Russell, was a merchant of that city, 
and his mother was Nancy M. cena Russell. His ances- 
try was of the best, being a descendant through his father of 
Isaiah Dunster, who was the first president of Harvard College, 
and through his mother of Benning Wentworth, who, in the early 
history of that State, was governor of New Hampshire. His 
great-grandfather, Jason Russell, was killed on the 19th of April, 
1775, in his own doorway, by the British on their retreat from 
Lexington and Concord. Thus by heredity he united in his char- 
acter scholarly attainment, civic tendency, and patriotic ardor. 

Mr. RUSSELL’s parents were not rich, neither were they poor. 
His advantages were only those of the well-born New England 
boy, whose future is to be fixed by self-effort. Energy, determi- 
nation, and aspiration are the chief characteristics of such boys, 
and these first manifested themselves in the case of young Rus- 
SELL when he became a carrier of morning newspapers. 

It is impossible to fully and justly analyze the effect of early 
surroundings upon life and character, and no one may even now 
clearly see how much of the future man was due to the daily 
work of the carrier boy, who, in the pure New England atmos- 
phere and mid the peculiar New England environments, faith- 
fully, morning by morning, delivered the papers along his route, 
year in and year out, thereby earning the first money for self- 
support and development. There was in that work the element 
of faithfulness which so marked his whole career. 

He had the ordinary educational advantages which the place of 
his birth afforded. He entered the high school; prepared for col- 
lege; was matriculated at Yale, and graduated in 1873. After 
graduation he engaged in newspaper work, becoming a member 
of the editorial staff of the Worcester Press; was also connected 
with the Worcester Spy, and was correspondent for New York 
and Boston daily papers. 

On May.14, 1879, Mr. RusseLL married Miss Ella Frances 
Sayles, daughter of Sabin L. Sayles, a prominent woolen manu- 
facturer of Killingly, Conn. A most hearty and generous wel- 
come was extended by Connecticut tothe young man from Massa- 
chusetts, and from the very day he togk up his residence in our 
State he was thought of only as a Connecticut man; he soon at- 
tracted the attention and confidence of the people. In 1881 and 
1882 he was a member of the governor’s staff, and then chosen to 
the legislature. In 1885 he was elected secretary of state, and in 
1886 was nominated and elected to Congress. He served as Rep- 
resentative eight successive terms, and had been enthusiastically 
renominated for a ninth. 

I need not speak in detail of his career in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. He constantly grew in the estimation of his associ- 
ates until at the time of his death I think I may say without 
qualification that no member was more respected, trusted, hon- 
ored, or loved than he. His colleagues relied upon his sound 
judgment and his clear perception of what was best for the coun- 
try and the people. He never assumed to be a leader, and yet he 
was in the truest and best sense a real leader. He never posed 
for admiration or applause, but he was a man of unwavering 
purpose, ever going straight forward to accomplishment. Real 
leadership is seldom achieved by mere eloquence or oratory. The 
orator gains applause, but does not often influence greatly the 
judgment of his hearers. 

Thorough and complete understanding of problems and policies, 
an honest, unflinching, confidence-inspiring purpose, constitute 
the qualities which make up real leadership. These characteris- 
tics Mr. RUSSELL possessed in an eminent degree. When men 
were in doubt they turned to him, because they knew that he had 
mastered both the principles and the details involved in proposed 
legislation; they knew him to be unselfish and true, and for these 
reasons they followed him. In times of uncertainty and danger, 
of complication and embarrassment, they sought his advice and 
direction. It was in critical situations that hisinfluence was most 
marked. 

When the sea is smooth and the wind is fair almost any sea- 
man can sail the ship, but in the storm, amid billows and break- 
ers, the skillful pilot must take the helm. His colleagues recog- 
nized in Mr. Russe. a skillful pilot; many a time he brought - 
the ship safely through the storm. Still he wasa most modest 
man; he never thrust himself to the front; he was unassuming, 
retiring, but never distrustful of himself. His speeches did not 
occupy a large space in the RecorpD, and when, all tooinfrequently, 


he did speak there was no suggestion of self-consciousness or self- 
seeking in what he said; he spoke as he thought, with devision, 
directness, and force. What he said carried conviction and for- 
mulated opinion in others. 

He was arare man. It is difficult to single out from the many 
estimable gifts of his mind and heart one more conspicuous thaa 
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another. If I might venture to do so, I would say that the most 
striking quality with which he was endowed was that of faith- 
fulness—faithfulness to his work, his duty, his constituents, his 
country, his friends, his family. It is hard to tell just what it is 
in a man that makes others love him. There must be more than 
mere attractiveness to produce friendshipand love. I have never 
known a man more beloved by those who knew him than Mr. 
RvusseE.u. I tried in his lifetime, and have tried since his death 
to determine what it was in him that brought about such uni- 
versal affection for him, and I think it was more than anything 
else this quality of faithfulness of which I have spoken. In the 
closing book of the New Testament may be found the injunction, 
which rings with inspiration, ‘‘ Be ye faithful unto death.”’ It 
seems to me that Mr. RussELu during all his life, and even to his 
latest hours, perfectly fulfilled this command. 

During the last session of Congress which he attended, friends 
marked with apprehension the steady, stealthy footsteps of the 
disease to which he finally succumbed, but he never faltered in 
his work; sometimes it seemed as if he were staggering to his 
fall, but with unusual courage braced himself to goon. When 
compelled at last to relinquish his toil here and seek rest else- 
where, he insisted, while on his way to the train which was to 
bear him finally away from the scene of his labors, upon stopping 
to do a departmental service for a friend who was not a constitu- 
ent. Thistouchingincident illustrates his faithfulness as scarcely 
anything else could. He entered Congress a youthful man; he 
left it inthe prime of his life, when it seemed as if greater honors 
and opportunities for usefulness were just ahead of him, as if he 
could not be spared by his district, his State, his country, his 
friends, or his loved ones, and yet his was a rounded and, as we 
look at it now, a complete life. 

To live truly and nobly and to die beloved—what more can there 
be to that which we call life? And,after all, if our faith is not 
misplaced, his life has but begun. We part from dying friends 
with sad and breaking hearts; but why should we? With the as- 
surance that this brief stay here is but preliminary to a better, 
happier, and grander life, why should we mourn when the spirit 
leaves the body? Our hearts do not break when we part with 
friends who set sail for a foreign country, from which we have no 
reason to expect their return. We realize, indeed, that we shall 
see their faces no more, but we cherish them in our hearts as still 
living, still enjoying, still doing; that we may thus cherish the 
friends who have passed from our sight into a new world makes 
life worth living and shuts out despair. 

Parting with my colleague, my comrade, and my dear friend, I 
repeat the words of David when he mourned for Jonathan: ‘* Very 
pleasant hast thou been unto me; thy love to me was wonderful, 
passing the love of woman;’’ and I hold fast to my faith that he 
still lives, that he still loves me as I love him. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, it seems to me proper that I should 
drop a modest flower on the grave of Mr. RussE.1, for through 
his entire public life we were intimate friends. Here in Wash- 
ington we lived at the same hotel, in adjoining rooms. I have 
been a guest at his home. I have been associated with him in po- 
litical campaigns. The last summer of his life he was my near 
neighbor at the seashore, where he was striving to regain strength 
and health. I thought that the contest there was an unequal one 
and that he would be vanquished, but he was patient, courage- 
ous, and hopeful. 

Mr. President, it is a pathetic picture, that of a man compara- 
tively young, who had been strong and vigorous, fighting a battle 
for life. Shortly after, Mr. Russet died. It undoubtedly oc- 
cured to most of us who were his friends that his death was pre- 
mature. But wasit? The speech just made by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] answers that question. It was not 
premature. The true measure of life is not length of years. It 
is achievements accomplished in the years which God gives us. 

William McKinley did not reach the three score years and ten, 
but he was a soldier, a statesman, a member of the National 
House of Representatives, governor of his State, President of the 
Republic. He was, living beloved, and dying mourned by more 
men and more women than ever loved or mourned any other 
man. Was not that life a rounded one? 

A few days since in this Chamber memorial exercises were held 
over one of our late colleagues, the Senator from Michigan, Mr. 
MeMillan. Read those eulogies—evidently sincere, in no sense 
exaggerated—and then tell me, Was not that life complete? 

Judged by that standard, the life of CHARLES A. RUSSELL was 
in no sense a failure. He had the affection and confidence of his 
people. He served them in their assembly, was their secretary of 
state, was elected by them nine times to the National House of 
Representatives. In that great body, where competition and 
rivalry are always intense, where one wears only what one wins 
and never any more, he secured a conspicuous position and was 
recognized as a man of strength and power. He served on many 


important committees, and at the time of his death was a mem- 
ber of the ‘‘ Ways and Means.’’ He was regarded asan authority 
on all questions of revenue. He was constant in his attendance 
on the House and in committee, and the natural result of that 
followed—he was a potent factor in legislation. 

He was a good debater. He never wasted words, never talked 
to the galleries, but his speeches were always made to the subject 
under discussion—concise, logical, forcible—and they commanded 
the attention of the House. As a platform orator, he was grace- 
ful in manner, agreeable in presence, with a pleasant voice, with 
convictions and ever the courage of them, honest and forcible in 
utterance, and he invariably commanded the confidence and at- 
tention of his audiences. 

As a citizen of Connecticut he early gained the confidence and 
affection of his fellow-citizens to a most extraordinary degree, 
regardless of party affiliations, though he himself was a strong 
party man. He favored by precept and example everything cal- 
culated to promote the public welfare, to elevate and improve the 
condition of the people, to promote religion, education, and tem- 
perance. 

In his own home he was delightful, sunny, cheerful, loving his 
fireside better than any other place in the world. He was a de- 
voted husband, an affectionate and indulgent father. Death has 
made that home desolate indeed. 

Mr. President, such sad experiences as these, coming upon us 
so frequently, ought to admonish each one of us. God’s ways are 
not ours. Each one of us is to cross ‘‘ The Covered Bridge” at 
His will, not our own. We have left to us submission to that Di- 
vine will and the duty of honest, constant, vigilant endeavor for 
every day the dear Lord gives us. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, Mr. Russe. and I entered Con- 
gress at the same time. He was a native of my State and there 
received his early education. He graduated at Yale soon after I 
graduated from Harvard. We had, therefore, many associations 
in common when we first met in Washington, and the friendship 
then formed was never broken. Mycontemporaryin age and in 
public service, his untimely death was to me a very personal 
sorrow, but the sense of personal loss, however deep, is, on an 
occasion like this, overshadowed by that of the larger loss which 
has come to the State and nation which Mr. RUSSELL served so 
faithfully, so well, and with so much distinction. 

He brought to his public service strong character, high princi- 
ples, the thorough education of one of our great universities, and 
the practical training which came from the management of a 
large industry in a great industrial community. 

Sir Henry Taylor’s familiar aphorism that ‘* The world knows 
nothing of its greatest men”’ is one of those cheerful falsehoods 
in which failure finds consolation. But there is much truth in 
the modified proposition that the world often knows too little of its 
most useful men. This is especially the case in public life when 
a man is quiet and modest as Mr. RUSSELL always was, and pos- 
sesses slight aptitude, if not positive distaste, for the arts of self- 
advertisement. It is an ancient saying that if you can make the 
songs of a nation it matters not who makes their laws, and it too 
often happens that song and speech and writings obscure the 
labors of those who, with toil and diligence at once incessant and 
obscure, build up the statutes which embody a nation’s policy 
and which touch the business and prosperity of all the men and 
women who dwell within her borders. 

Mr. RUSSELL’s work, for which he deserves not only remem- 
brance but the gratitude of the country and of his own State, was 
essentially that of a lawmaker. For sixteen years he represented 
in Congress a district composed of a substantial and prosperous 
New England population; a district with varied industries which 
demanded the constant and faithful watchfulness of one who 
thoroughly understood them. He guarded those interests jeal- 
ously, yet without losing sight of the broader relationship which 
a Representative in Congress bears to districts and States other 
than his own. At the time of his death he had been for many 
years an influential member of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and while a member of that committee he bore a conspicuous part 
in framing the tariff law which is now upon the statute book and 
under which the country has enjoyed a prosperity and witnessed 
an expansion of trade such as it has never known before. 

Just how much of the effectiveness of that measure is due to 
his painstaking labor and clear intelligence it is hard to say, for 
the work of a committee is done behind closed doors. That 
which we surely know is that Mr. RussELL was the trusted lieu- 
tenant of Mr. Dingley, who leaned upon him in those days of har- 
assing responsibility more heavily perhaps than upon any other 
man. Mr. RUSSELL was in a peculiar sense the representative of 
New England at that period. The industries of Massachusetts, I 


know, turned to him as fréely as the industries of his own State. 
They found in him a willing, patient, and never-tiring friend. 
He labored day by day and night by night upon dry schedules 
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and wearying statistics without complaint, and in the full knowl- 
edge that the work he performed had in it for him no personal 
gain and little opportunity for the reputation which glitters in 
the newspapers and that his only lasting reward must be the con- 
sciousness of duty done. 3 

He was not an orator, and made no pretense of being one. He 
could state a proposition clearly and effectively. His sincerity 
carried conviction, and he was satisfied with that. The higher 
flights of oratory he never undertook, and the merely superficial 
fame that comes to a ready and attractive public speaker he never 
sought. He was content if he could see the measures he advo- 
cated meet with success, no matter whether he received individual 
credit or not. His public service was thus marked by an unsel- 
fishness which is by no means common. The influence he exerted 
quietly in a body where unobtrusive helpfulness counts for much 
was very great indeed. He was looked up to by his associates as 
a wise and safe adviser, with great strength of character and a 
fine capacity for accomplishing results. 

He was an educated man of business. He had the breadth of 
view which is fostered by a college training, and the practical 
sense which comes from business experience. He understood 
well the true relationship of business to public affairs. Although 
he bad been so long in public life he really stood at the threshold 
of what promised to be a continued career of ever-broadening use- 
fulness. His death was premature for his country and his 
friends, for he was in the fullness of his powers and we all hoped 
and believed that larger fields of achievement and a wider fame 
were opening before him. 

The country has lost in him an honorable, able, skillful, and 
laborious legislator, the State of Connecticut a distinguished and 
faithful representative, and those who knew him a beloved and 
honored friend. 





Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, it is proper that the 
Senate should lay aside the ordinary public duties, nc matter how 
important or pressing they may be, for the purpose of paying a 
last tribute of respect to the memory of one who has been a faith- 
ful. capable, and honored public servant, and to place upon the 
record of the proceedings of this body, to last until ‘‘ time shall 
be no more,’’ our sense of the public loss in the death of such a 
man. 

If it was ever true that the good which men do is “‘ oft’ interred 
with their bones,’’ it is not so now. The example of a good man 
lives after him, and long after he ceases to take a part amongst 
his fellowmen the good he did during his life will be effective 
for good and valuable to those who are to follow him. 

I believe that men grow better, more benevolent, more unself- 
ish, and more public-spirited with the spread of intelligence 
and the advancement of civilization and enlightenment. The 
distrust of and hostility toward each other which characterized 
men and nations in past ages, which embarrassed and hampered 
all advancement and intercourse, have happily been largely broken 
down, and the result is that we are rapidly approaching the time 
dreamed of by poets, in which it will be said that— 

The war-drum throbb’d no longer, and the battle-flags were furl’d 
In the Parliament of man, the Federation of the world. 

Mr. Russe. and I differed as widely as possible in our ideas of 
governmental policy. We lived in sections of the country remote 
from each other. We each doubtless had something of the prej- 
udices which naturally sprung from our environments, but it is 
a pleasure to me now to say that in all my intercourse with him 
I always found in him such sterling worth in his private life and 
public work as commanded my great respect and admiration. 

He was tenacious of his opinions, certainly, but this was be- 
cause they were the honest convictions of a deliberate and strong 
judgment, arrived at after careful consideration; and while I did 
not always agree to his conclusions, I knew he was sincere in his 
beliefs. While he held his convictions as strongly as any man, he 
was always tolerant of the opinions of those who differed from 
him, because he believed firmly in the great natural right of all 
men to think and speak for themselves on all questions and to 
follow the dictates of their own judgments and consciences. 

It is well for us individually, as well as a nation, and for the 
future of mankind, that this spirit of toleration of freedom of 
thought and speech should have so strong a hold as it has on the 
great body of the American people; for this mutual regard for 
the honest convictions which characterizes those who differ will 
— advance the cause of truth and honest investigation in 
any field of human thought. 

ere ran in his veins the blood of men who were eminent in 
their day as leaders of thought and of men, and he, by his private 
life and public career, added luster to his family history. Though 
he was comparatively a young man he had accomplished much; 
he had, in fact, but just reached the prime and vigor of his intel- 
lectual strength, and if he had been permitted to fill out his full 
three score years and ten his whole life would doubtless have been 
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full of usefulness. That which must come to us all has come to 
him. His work is ended; his career is closed, and his friends 
have the satisfaction of knowing that he did his full duty and did 
it well. 


Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, the story of the well-rounded life 
of CHARLES A. RUSSELL, which has been so eloquently described 
by my distinguished friend from Connecticut, I will not attempt 
to follow. But I will try to pay in a few words a brief tribute to 
the memory of a man whom I knew in my younger days and in 
these later days. 

He and I were students together at Yale—he an upper classman, 
Ian under one. Naturally upper classmen do not associate very 
much with under classmen; but I knew him then well, and the 
acquaintance which we formed at that time he and I kept up to 
the time of his death. I came to the Fiftieth Congress not a new 
member, because I had been in the Forty-eighth Congress, and 
he and I renewed in the Fiftieth Congress the friendship we had 
formed in youth. It was always a pleasure to me to meet him. 
I admired his ability, and I admired his character, for, as has been 
so well said by the Senator from Connecticut, he was always 
faithful. He was a man on whom one could rely in every way, 
and when he said that he would do a thing he always did it. The 
best tribute I think that can be paid to his memory is to say that 
he was faithful. 

Representing a district of great and diversified industries, he 
knew what it was to deal with different matters and large meas- 
ures, and how well he did this is best answered by the result of 
his work. He possessed qualitied which singled him out among 
men to do these things. He had not only extraordinary ability 
but unusual qualifications for the responsibilities that were 
thrown upon him. 

He was attractive in manner, cheerful in disposition, and en- 
dowed with great perseverance. He possessed a kindness of 
heart which brought to him many friends and helped him in per- 
forming the duties which he did so well. He was for more than 
sixteen years a member of the House of Representatives, and 
Connecticut and the people of the United States will miss his 
services to-day. He added another to the distinguished names 
which are on the roll of honor which Connecticut has furnished 
to the history of this country. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I can not permit this occasion 
to pass without joining the Senator from Connecticut and others 
in paying a brief tribute of respect to the memory of CHARLES 
A. RUSSELL, with whom it was my good fortune to be so long as- 
sociated in the House of Representatives and to whom I became 
strongly attached during the years of our service together in that 
body. 

I met Mr. RussE.LL to know him for the first time when he took 
his seat in the National House of Representatives in 1887 asa 
member of the Fiftieth Congress from the State of Connecticut. 
I served with him continuously from that time until 1895, a period 
of eight years, when my connection with that body terminated, 
and during those years of daily association I necessarily came to 
know him well, and formed an attachment for him for his manly 
virtues and admirable traits of character which will remain with 
me a pleasing memory to the end. 

He entered the House unheralded, although he had held many 
positions of trust and responsibility in his State, and took the 
places assigned him on committees without criticism or com- 
plaint, and set to work in the conscientious performance of every 
duty committed to his charge, whether of trifling or great con- 
cern, with an intelligence and fidelity which insured the success 
which readily awaited him. He never sought to exploit himself 
or inclined his head to catch, if possible, the echoes of popular ap- 
plause. To all these things he was apparently indifferent, solicit- 
ous only for the approval of his own conscience and the commen- 
dation of his best judgment. 

Modest, unobtrusive, and retiring, he always seemed devoted 
to and absorbed in the work he had in hand, with no other thonght 
than to reach such a result as would advance the interests of his 
State and the weal of his country. To my mind he was an ideal 
public servant, sinking self and exalting only the great principles 
of his political faith. He builded his public life on the only sure 
and enduring foundation—personal integrity and fidelity to duty. 

Step by step, cautiously, but surely, without brag or bluster, 
he made his way from an humble beginning to a commanding 
position on the Committee on Ways and Means, where his busi- 
ness training, clear discernment, and sound judgment contributed 
in no small degree to that legislation the fruits of which the 
nation is now gathering in suchabundance. But higher and more 


enduring than these, by his daily bearing in private and public 
life he made his way to the respect and confidence of the House, 
and by his genial, lovable nature he made his way to the heartg 
of all his associates, where his memory will be forever enshrined, 








2192 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 14, 





Mr. ALDRICH. 


Mr. President, circumstances made me en- 
tirely familiar with the life and public services of Mr. Russe... 
The district which he represented so long and so well adjoins 


Rhode Island on the west. I became familiar with the character 


of the people of the district—an ideal, prosperous New England 
community—as the early years of my boyhood were spent in the 
town in which Mr. Russe. lived. I was naturally interested in 


the young man who sixteen years ago came to Washington as 
their Representative. My acquaintance with him, which com- 
menced at that time, led toa friendship which continued until 
his death. 

Early in his service in the House Mr. RussELL was placed upon 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and representing as we did 
similar communities and with a service on similar committees, 
we naturally had conferences on public questions. I learned to 
admire the qualities which distinguished Mr. RussELL among his 
associates, his fidelity to principle: his industry, which never 
tired; his devotion to the interests of his people and to the coun- 
try, which were never questioned. 

The two men who were most conspicuous in the Committee of 
Ways and Means of the House of Representatives in the prepara- 
tion of the great tariff act of 1897 have now passed away. To 
what extent his unremitting labors in this connection were re- 
sponsible for his final breaking down of health no man can tell. 
He brought to the labors of those long, weary months of prepara- 
tion an intelligent knowledge and appreciation of vast numbers of 
important questions involved in the work of tariff revision. 

He had at all times the full confidence of his associates. 

Through these and similar associations I came to know Mr. 





| fidence. 


RUSSELL well, and I have never known in public life a more thor- | 


ough and absolute devotion to the highest ideals of public service 
than were to be found in the late Representative from Connec- 
ticut. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, as there are other 
eulogies to follow, I ask that the further consideration of the reso- 
lutions which I introduced may be passed by for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SALMON, 


Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I desire to call up the resolutions 
of the House of Representatives in relaticn to the death of Hon. 
JosHua 8. SALMON, late a Representative from the State of New 


ersey. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 8, 19038. 

Resolved, That, in pursuance of the special order heretofore adopted, the 
House proceed to pay tribute to the memory of Hon. JosHua 8. SALMON, late 
a member of the House of Representatives from the State of New Jersey. 

Resolved, That asa particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities asa faithful and distin- 
guished public servant, the House, at the conclusion of the memorial pro- 
ceedings of this day, shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and is hereby, instructed to send a copy of 
these resolutions to the family of the deceased. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I send 
to the desk, and ask for their adoption. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
offers resolutions which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of the Hon. Josuua 8. SALMON,a Representative from the 
State of New Jersey. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
fitting tributes be paid to his memory. : 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect at the conclusion of these exer- 
cises the Senate do adjourn. 


Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, the Hon. Josuua S. SALMON, a 
Representative from the old Fourth district of New Jersey, to 
whose memory we devote this hour, was an exemplification of 
American manhood. He was the type of man of which this coun- 
try is made and the type which has made this country great. 
His sphere of activity was limited, but he exhausted almost all it 
had to offer. 

He was born near Mount Olive, in the county of Morris, Feb- 
ruary 2, 1846, where his family had been settled for more than a 
century. His ancestors were of sturdy Scotch origin, one branch 
coming to this country as early as 1640. Mr. SaLMon was edu- 
cated in the schools surrounding his home, and after passing suc- 


from the Albany Law School with a degree of bachelor of laws in 
1873. After remaining in the law office of Charles E. Schofield, 


| turity of his life, when oy 
| ability, much yet remained, 


the practice of his profession. He retained his principal office in 
Boonton until the time of his death. 

Mr. SALMON was eminently qualified for the practice of law. 
His address was pleasing, his voice clear and agreeable, his man- 
ner gentle, and yet there was a reserve of strength that impressed 
but did not disturb those who met him. He was a careful man 
and made most of hisopportunities. He did not waste his time, but 
studied his profession, and as a practitioner met with the success 


| that always attends abilities of which he was possessed. He was 
| counsel in a number of important cases in New Jersey and at- 


tracted considerable attention in several which he won. 

From the time of his admission to the bar Mr. SALMON took an 
interest in the politics of his county. In 1876 he was elected to 
the city council and was retained in that office for six years. In 
1877 he was elected to the State legislature. From 1880 to 1893 he 
was counsel to the board of chosen freeholders of Morris County, 
and he was also counsel for a number of townships in Morris 
County. He was the Democratic candidate for State senator in 
1883, but was unsuccessful. 

He was nominated by the Democrats of the Fourth Congres- 
sional district October 6, and was elected to the Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress. He was again elected to the Fifty-seventh, but died on 
May 6, 1902, in the prime of his life. 

Mr. SALMON was beloved by everyone who knew him in his 
native town and the surrounding country. Generous and char- 
itable, he stood high in the social and business circles of the city 
and county and was a devout and earnest communicant of the 
Presbyterian Church. He was a man in whom everyone had con- 
His open frankness, calm, impressive manner, resource- 
fulness, and tact invited people to call upon him for guidance. 

While true to party principles he was never prejudiced or bitter 
in discussion with hisopponents; modest and retiring, yet strong 
and persistent when he thought he was in the right. 

His work in the House of Representatives was good, as has been 
testified to by his colleagues, and was earnest and faithful in all 
mattersintrustedto him. Hecarefully investigated allsubjects of 
public interest before acting upon his judgment. He was the 
type of careful man of which this country has many and of which 
it is proud. 

He sleeps, Mr. President, among the historic hills of Morris 
County, and the people of Morris County and of the Fourth Con- 
gressional district mourn his loss. 


Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President, the flag which floats so often 
at half-mast over the halls of Congress, the vacant chairs in either 
Chamber, made so by the Great Reaper, the half-finished work 
which falls from the hands made nerveless by death, all remind us 
of the forcefulness of the exclamation of Burke, What shadows 
we are and what shadows we pursue! 

Mr. SALMON is an exemplification of this. He fell in the ma- 
his training, his acquirements, his 
had his life been spared, of useful- 


| ness to his country. Born, educated, reared, and dying as he did, 


in a single county of New Jersey, truly and fitly he represented 
the sentiments of the people of his section. 

Our lives are shaped and our characters are molded by the 
environments which surround us, and so Mr. SALMON, coming 
from an ancestry which runs back for a period of more than a 
hundred years in the honored State of New Jersey, naturally, 
inevitably, imperceptibly,it may be, had imbibed the sentiments of 
that State, and his character was formed upon its high ideals of 
moral integrity, and as such he moved and lived amongst his 

veople. 

’ He was a modest man. Hemadenoattempt atdisplay. There 
was nothing spectacular or dramatic in his life. He never at- 
tempted to carve his name high upon the shaft of fame. Yet in 
his walk he was faithful to his private and public duties. He per- 
formed conscientiously and well whatever was assigned to him; 
and after all it is upon such a life and such lives as Mr. SaLMoNn 
led that the country must rely for its welfare, for its honor, for its 
security. 

He was beloved by his neighbors. He was spoken of as a good 
man and as a friend of the people: and having performed his work 
in an unostentatious way, it is fitting that his mortal remains 
should rest in the beautiful hills of Morris County. N. J. 

The approaching spring will soon cover those hills with a fresh 
verdure, and nature will bring forth from the trees and shrubs 


| the buds and flowers which perfume the air; but none of these 


will be more beautiful or more lovely than the memory of Mr. 
SaLmon, which is enshrined in the hearts of his friends and neigh- 


| bors at Boonton. 
cessfully through them he finished his education by graduating | 


Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I make the same request as that 


| made by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLattT], that the 


of Jersey City, for some time he returned to his home and began ' resolutions may be temporarily laid aside for the present. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered in the | tracted the personal attention of Horace Greeley, who advanced 
absence of objection. him to a position on the editorial staff. 
MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CUMMINGS. Then he fell again into the editorial line as the managing editor 


’ : of the Naw York Sun, under Charles A. Dana. When the mob 
Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions from | threatened to wreck the Tribune building in the draft riots of 


the House of Representatives in commemoration of Hon. AMOs | 1363, it would have done so had it not been for CummINGs. The 
J. CumMMINGS, late a Representative from the State of New York, | remarkable facility of this man to adapt himself to all circum- 
be now laid before the Senate. s stances captured and dispersed that crowd of raving lunatics. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Then he joined the Army during the civil war as a soldier in 
Senate the resolutions referred to by the Senator from New York, | a New Jersey regiment. At the battle of Chancellorsville, when 
which will be read. ; his battery had been taken and the regiment was on the run, ho 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: seized from the dying color bearer the colors, and rushing back 
In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 29, 1902. with them alone shamed the regiment, so that they followed him 
Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended in order that | and recaptured the battery, for which he received the thanks of 
an opportunity may be given for tributes to the memory of Hon, Amos J- | Congress and a medal, which was the ornament that he loved best 
CUMMINGS, late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of all during the whole of his life. 


of New York. L ‘ 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- He became not only facile with the pen, but developed as a 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities ane Cietaguenes E | speaker and turned to the platform; his party wanted him in its 
ate ee campaigns; the dinner tables of the metropolis found that he was 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. a charming addition to the after-dinner speaking. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, instructed to send a copy of Here you have this varied career. He entered Congress; he was 


Cass reeees tee many oF the Gecenasn. : : there for fifteen years, and he so impressed himself upon his asso- 
Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I | cjates that he received the extraordinary honor, very few times 


send to the desk. . ’ granted, of being awarded a public funeral on the floor of the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions submitted by | House. 

the Senator from New York will be read. It was my good fortune to know CumMMINGs from his early be- 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: ginnings down to the day of his death. I often wonder what are 


 ahehaed tein ie heare =a. Coop seas and poctvand, sor- | the influences and environments that most make up a character 
row 0 e death of the Hon, AMos J. CUMMINGS, » a Representative from os \ “ : Seeded arid “2 
the State of New York. or shape a career. CUMMINGS never had any settled purpose for 
Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that | any career, but he just dropped into his ideal of the hour and 
ae txthajp be geld to hia NT putes pene Wen tit Ric ont then marched on with it and its adherents so long as he felt that 
tesolved, at Senators be permitte } . . ase - . 
character of Amos J. CUMMINGS. his line of duty was just there. : 
Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate, at the conclu- The wonder is that this roving young printer, under 16 years of 


sion of these ceremonies, do adjourn. age, falling into all sorts of associations everywhere, this youth 


. 43. | Of 17, @ comrade with those wild adventurers of every nationality 
oink iene ee see, | oe ee mang BOR. bee __ | who were without character, without any regard for. law, inter- 


a : ; , ; ae : national or national, or morality, or anything else, as were his 
joined im - tribute — “_ = _—— ar s 7 nay ey otecom = | associates in the Walker expedition; going through the civil war 
rie de seat T aaah aot lan @ is foe ion adi cman without while still so young—that in all of these associations and all of 
ot cine sat a shable eae as Caen the vournal of the | these temptations the real fiber of manhood, which was the hered- 
aoa ee : Pe for a oe the best men who ever | XY of two generations of clergymen, left him at the end un- 
served in the House of Tatunsentadtoes--t man of singular career touched by any = the oe which must have surrounded 
: : —e : young man under suc : ances, 

and of most varied experiences, one of those original geniuses ee See eee ~ oe , 
whe esldonl Seahe & Gane and therefore the success of one of The character and career of Amos J. CUMMINGS was not formed 
them is all the more remarkable and commendable in the parsonage, nor in the composing room, nor in the associa- 

There are very few Americans who never. at any period in tions with his friends, the printers, nor with the adventurers in 
their lives, had a desire to accumulate a fortune, but Amos J. . > the ae nor with his re 99 the Army. They were built 
Cummines was one of them. He seemed to be, during all his | PY the Overmastering influence of two men of extraordinary 
active career, a child of impulse and of circumstance. He acted enarian —— _ worshiped—one Horace Greeley, the other 
many parts, but such was his genius, his power of concentration, eae ee 

is 


. _ 7 ce decal : No proper appreciation of the life and services, of the ability 
and ability, that in each part he forged to the front and made and character of Horace Greeley has ever been written. There 


| 
| 
| 
was a time, and fortunately for Mr. Cummrnas he was then on the 
Tribune staff and learning from the great master, when there 
brought up and had the training which comes in the home of a | came every day from the Tribune office a newspaper with edito- 
village pastor, and yet so restless was his spirit that it could not | rials written by that pen which influenced the judgment of mil- 
brook the restraints of home or of school and he became an ap- lions, which controlled the action of parties, and dominated the 





himself conspicuous. A brief review of what he did will exhibit 
these peculiarities. 
His father and his grandfather were both clergymen. He was 


prentice in the composing room of a newspaper. legislation of the country. 

As soon as he had learned his trad; the roving spirit would no| The most guileless man I ever knew, the most simple, the most 
longer let him remain at home. and it was one of the recollections | Credulous, the most unworldly, and yet with a pen in his hand 
of his life that he had set type in every State in the Union. This | the strongest and wisest, was Horace Greeley. One can imagine 
gave him, long before he came of age, a wonderful knowledge of | the influence of such a character upon such an impressionable 
the country and a remarkable acquaintance with the people of the | Youth and one of such a make-up as AMos J. CUMMINGs. 
different States of the Republic. I have seen many a deathbed in my life; I have witnessed life 

Happening to be at Mobile when General Walker started upon | £° out under conditions that were sad or sweet, hopeful or de- 
his expedition for the conquest of Nicaragua, this restless spirit | pairing. I never but once saw a man die of a broken heart, and 
was at once captured by the adventurer and the adventure. We | 2ever do I wish to see such a tragedy again. 
shall never know whether Walker was a buccaneer, a pirate, a I made a speech with Mr. Greeley in his Presidential campaign, 
patriot, or what. We only know he started with 61 men to cap- | just beforeits close. We spoke from the same platform, and both 
ture the friendly Republic of Nicaragua. of us knew that he was to be beaten. We returned to his home, 

It is one of the evidences of the enormous advance of this coun- | and he was jeered on the train and at the depot when we arrived. 
try in a recognition of international rights and of how far an | I was with him one day shortly before his death. We went into 
American citizen can go in violation of those rights that the | his study. It was littered with those famous caricatures of Nast, 
expedition of Walker, widely advertised, the recruiting known | representing him as the embodiment of all that was evil or vile 
at Washington and everywhere else, was permitted to start for | in expression or practice in life. 
the purpose of making an assault upon the integrity and inde- Mr. Greeley glanced them over, and then he said: ‘‘ My life is a 
pendence of a friendly power. That could not happen to-day | failure; I never have sought to accumulate fortune; I never have 
under any conditions. It would be suppressed at once. The | cared for fame; but I did want to leave a monument of what I had 
expedition ended, of course, at last in disaster. But in it were a | done for my fellow-men, in lifting them up, in doing away with 
multitude of extraordinary experiences which would form a | the curse of slavery and the curse of rum; but here I am so cari- 
romance if AMos CUMMINGS ever had the time to write of | catured and misrepresented to my countrymen that the slave will 
them. always look upon me as having been one of his owners, and re- 

When he came back to New York he entered the composing | form will believe mea fraud.”’ Then, his head falling upon his 
room of the New York Tribune, In a short time he had at- | desk, he burst into uncontrollable sobs. The brain that had done 
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such splendid work snapped. He was soon after taken to an asy- 
lum, where he died. His heart literally broke at the moment 
when he bowed his head upon his desk. 


and it is only by labor and energy, only by determination and 
character that the debt which the world owes to everyone is 
collected. But asI stood beside the bier of my old friend, AMos 


Another man who subsequently had influence on the life and | J. Cumminas, as I looked over his life as a printer, an editor, an 
in molding the work and character of Amos J. CUMMINGS was | author, a soldier, and a statesman, and then contemplated his 


Charles A. Dana. Mr. Dana was of an entirely different type 
from Horace Greeley, a man of large and broad culture, of wide 
reading and extensive travel, of experience in literature and in 
the world—a man of the world, familiar with the public men of 
all nations and of the great writers of all countries and of all 
times—not only an editor, but himself a writer of eminence in 
other walks of literature. He possessed the quality beyond any 
newspaper man I have ever known of compressing in a sentence 
an article which filled a column; of putting in one paragraph a 


by its length; but in a paragraph it became the quotable truth 
for every newspaper in the country, and was often reproduced 
as a condensed expression in the platform of a party. 

Through the whole of Amos J. CUMMINGS’s subsequent career 
we see the influence of these two great men, about whom he was 
always talking and who were his idols. The tremendous, rush- 
ing, resistless, Niagara forces of Horace Greeley were in the im- 
pulses which moved him; but at the same time in the articles 
that came from his pen you could see the results of the criticism 


and teaching which he received while he was editor of the Sun | 


from his master, Charles A. Dana. 

Mr. CuMMINGS became a member of the House of Representa- 
tives at that moment when there seemed to have come like an 
inspiration, and almost in an hour, the idea to the people of the 
United States and to Congress that we must have a powerful 
Navy. It had been seen by American statesmen fora generation 
thatsuch a Navy must be built, but the spirit of economy had re- 
sisted it always as unnecessary because of the strength of our 
isolation. But the first year that CUMMINGS was in Congress this 
idea suddenly and almost as an electric spark permeated the whole 
Republic. It caught at once upon a mind which had been trained 
and a life which had been ledas had thatof ourfriend. Hesecured 
a position upon the Naval Committee. He was during most of 
his career in the party of the opposition, and yet the Navy, as it 
is to-day, owes much to the consistent, persistent, able, and patri- 
otic support of this Representative from New York. 

He had one other aim, one other absorption, and that was with 
him always. He became a member early in life of the Typo- 
graphical Union. I have been, from my occupation and associ- 
ations necessarily a student of and brought into intimate contact 
with labor organizations. One of the best labor organizations in 
the world, full of beneficence, commanding the respect of every- 
body, and doing infinite good for its own members, is the one 
with which I was most closely brought in contact formany years 
as president of the New York Central Railway Company—the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers. Alongside of them isthe 
Typographical Union, of whom I have had much knowledge, 
though not business relations. 

As a member, a lecturer, and an associate in this body, Cum- 
MINGS became familiar with the ideas underlying labor unions, 
with the best purposes which they had, and with that which was 
best which could be accomplished by voluntary efforts, or which 
should be enacted into legislation. Muchof the legislation on the 
statute books of the United States for the last fifteen years in 
behalf of labor owes its position there to the intelligent efforts of 
this labor man and exponent, in its best and highest sense, of 
labor. 

Mr. CumMINGS cultivated the faculty—which very few hard- 
working men possess—of always having plenty of time for any- 
thing. Plenty of time for play, for excursions, for social enjoy- 
ment with those he loved and who loved him, plenty of time to 
appear at the banquet hall where the occasion was patriotic or 
purely social, or for the advancement of some special purpose, 
and plenty of time to deliver an address, which was in the next 
day’s paper one of the features of the evening. He could do be- 
yond most men I have ever met that most difficult task of amus- 
ing a crowd which is assembled under such conditions late in the 
evening, and at the same time through the fun, joke, and story of 
weaving a thread of pregnant truths which left an impress which 
did not die with the flowers of the feast. 

In standing beside the open grave of a friend one thought often 
occurs to me in later years, and that is: What does the world owe 
this man and how much of the debt has he collected? The world 
owes to every man a living, —— he has the industry and 
determination to collect it. The world owes to every man more 
pleasure than pain; more good than bad; more gain than loss; 
more happiness than sorrow; more success than failure; more 
love than hate; more friends than enemies; but it rests with the 
man himself whether he collects that debt, for the world holds 
fast to the good things which it possesses and lets free the bad; 





inner life in his home and among his friends, I felt that in his 
sixty-one years of varied activities he had collected the debt 
which the world owed him; that he had to his account a large 
credit of fame, of good wishes, and of loving regrets, and that he 
found a large credit to his account in the great book of life when 
he joined the majority. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. Mr. President, my voice has never 


| been heard on this floor in eulogium of the dead; but the life of our 
thought which, expanded by others, would have been dissipated | 


departed friend, Hon. AMos J. CumminGs, exhibits so much of 
interest, and he was withal so universally beloved and respected, 
not only by his friends and associates, but as well by those op- 
posed to him politically, that I can not refrain from availing my- 
self of this opportunity of paying a simple tribute of respect to 
his memory and expressing admiration of his superior qualities. 

Mr. President, the man who, in the face of poverty and all that 
is implied in that inexorable term, carves out for himself in the 
short span of sixty-one years so distinctive a position in the 
national view as that attained by Mr. Cummings, deserves the 
highest tributes that tongues can paint or imaginations can con- 
ceive. He left the priceless legacy of a good name, an enviable 
record of achievement, a wealth of good deeds happily and effi- 
ciently accomplished; and for me to recur to them briefly to-day 
can but sight emphasis to their immortal effect upon human 
kind. 

Others upon this floor and in the coordinate branch of this 


| national legislative body have recited the record of this man in 


terms specific and appropriate, so that it becomes unnecessary for 
me to indulge in repetition, but I do desire on this occasion to 
touch upon those pronounced characteristics which stood out in 


| his personality like promontories upon a rocky shore. 


Mr. Cummiyas throughout his life was a fighter. His was the 
typical struggle for existence. From his boyhood he fought 
through the conditions which obstruct material advancement, 
through wars, through political campaigns, through legislative 
contests, until the mortal combat in which he was finally worsted, 
only to eventually win the trophy of a lease upon the life eternal, 
equipped by the rich experience of a life here well spent. He 
fought with Walker in Nicaragua. He fought in the civil war 
in the Twenty-sixth New Jersey Volunteer Regiment, of which he 
became, through conscientious and valorous service, its sergeant- 
major, and at Fredericksburg and Chancellorsville, for excep- 
tional gallantry, in which he braved a storm of bullets as he has 
since braved storms of ballots, he received a medal of honor and 
the thanks of Congress. 

He fought his way into prominence in the field of journalism 
until, having attracted the attention of Mr. Greeley, he was placed 
in charge of the New York Weekly Tribune, and later became 
the managing editor of the New York Evening Sun. He fought 
through many a term in Congress and conducted his defensive 
and offensive campaign in the House of Representatives with a 
vigor, a fairness, and a sweetness of temper that inspired the ad- 
miration and respect of all his colleagues. It is a rare quality, 
Mr. President, which admits of a man engaging in desperate po- 
litical and legislative combat and emerging with clean Rents and 
aserene temper. It is a quality that stands out conspicuously in 
his life career. He was, moreover, a large man in his aggressive- 
ness. Many atime has his strong battle-ax been wielded against 
his political associates when his consistent mind placed him at 
honest variance with their views, but in none of his contests did 
he inspire enmity; his attitude invariably bespoke respect. 

And then, Mr. President, he was a lover. He loved his family, 
his friends, and, in fact, all humanity, with an ardor seldom 
ear His career is punctuated at every stage with a record 
of kind deeds, glorious performances, in the interest of the weaker 
brother. One of his eulogizers refers touchingly to his love for 
the lower orders of life—the birds, the flowers, the trees, the beau- 
ties of nature. These characteristics, Mr. President, denote the 
large man; the man whose love embraces not only those near to 
him, but extends throughout the length and breadth of the ocean 
of humanity, and then takes in as well all animate life, so that 
his emotions vibrate to the tune of the universe. He is the man, 
Mr. President, whose life is attuned to the divine and whose 
thoughts and acts ring with the music of the stars. 

They tell us that he was an omnivorous reader; that he was a 
scholar, a littérateur; that his mind was stored with the good, 
the sublime things in classical art. This accounts for his splen- 
did genius as a journalist, a debater, and an orator. He never 
touched a subject that he did not illumine. He never addressed 
an audience that he did not enlighten. 
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Consider these three qualities that I have referred to so casually 
to-day—the qualities of the fighter, the lover, and the cultured 
intellect; all wrought out by his indomitable will and aggression. 
Could any man be better equipped to achieve lasting results? 
Could any man leave a better, a more pure, a more exalted record 
of a life well spent? 

He died after reaching the maximum of usefulness, the pin- 
nacle of accomplishment, with the love, respect, and emulation 
of his fellow-men. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CRUMP. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I ask to have laid before the 
Senate the resolutions of the House of Representatives on the 
death of Hon. Rousseau O. Crump, late a Representative from the 
State of Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of Representatives will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 26, 1902. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now s nded that pperte- 
nity may be given for tribute to the memory of Hon. Bovesmav O. CRUMP, 
late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public 
servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall 
stand adjourged. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy ot these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which 


I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read the 


resolutions submitted by the Senator from Michigan. 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of the Hon. RoussEAu O. Crump, late a Representative 
from the State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
fitting tribute may be paid to the private and public virtues of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the Senate, at the conclusion 
of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


The resolutions of the House 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, for the second time during this | 


Congress the State of Michigan has been called upon to mourn 
the loss of a Representative in the National Congress, and we 
ause a moment to-day in the midst of the pressing duties inci- 
ent to the closing hours of this session to pay tribute to the mem- 
ory of RoussEau O. Crump, late a Representative in Congress from 
the Tenth district in Michigan. He was born in New York in 
1843, of English parentage, and died in 1902 at the age of 59 years. 
His entire life was devoted to business pursuits, and in 1881, 
after making ventures in Minnesota and other Western States, he 
settled in Bay City, Mich., which continued to be his home until 
the day of his death. He at once launched upon the business of 
manufacturing, and pursuing that vocation steadily for twenty 
ears, accumulating a moderate fortune, he acquired a practical 
owledge of affairs which served him well in the performance 
of the then unforeseen duties of after years. His business in- 
terests and occupation necessarily brought him in daily contact 
with the laboring people, of whom he was a large employer, and 
nothing more forceful exemplifies his kindly spirit and generosity 
than the fact that while the relations between capital and labor 
have sometimes been strained, such was his generous treatment 
of his men, and such their confidence in him, in his integrity and 
fair dealing, that he never had a strike in his factories. It was 
said of him that he was known throughout all northern Michigan 
as one of the fairest dealers with labor. 

His men believed in him, and felt and realized that whatever 
their wages, their employer was dealing as liberally with them as 
the business would permit. It is probable the hold he thus 
acquired and retained upon the laboring people suggested his 
candidacy for ae office, and the belief was that the laboring 
penee not only of his own city, but of the district, would give 

im their united and enthusiastic support. In this calculation 
there was no mistake. He was elected alderman in his own ward 
for four years, twice chosen mayor of his home city, followed by 
anelection to Congress from the Tenth Senasenienal district, com- 
posed of 15 counties, for four consecutive terms. These expres- 
sions of confidence evidence the hold he had upon his people, which 
he retained until the hourof his death. He redeemed the district 
from the domination of the opposition and held it with an ever- 
increasing majority. 

Going with him through his district in several campaigns in 
which he was engaged, I was always impressed with the evi- 
dences on we of the attachment of the plain le, and 
they followed with an abiding faith in his integrity of pur- 


pose and his goodness of heart. He was a member of many fra- 
ternal organizations, in all of which he was ever faithful to his 
obligations, and held an enviable position and proved himself 
worthy of all confidence. He was a Republican in his political 
faith, and while others at times were swept off their feet by pub- 
lic clamor, he steadily adhered to his party faith, never faltering 
or deviating from the line of his convictions. By his death the 
district he represented has lost a faithful public servant and his 
associates a valuable friend. I can not more fittingly close this 
brief tribute than by quoting the words of his pastor on the occa- 
sion of his funeral. Mr. Patchell said: 

Weare here so by away what is left of one whom we knewasaman. I 
use the term advisedly, for it covers a creation of our God. We knew him 
last week as one who commanded the respect of the community for his up- 
rightness, his nobility. The newspapers and his political friends knew him 
in public life better than I do, and he compelled their respect because 
he wasa man. Only yesterday a sympathizing friend said, “If a man went 
to R. O. CRump and asked for a special favor and the latter could not grant 
it, his very refusal would be couched in such terms (and to refuse at all was 
evidently so hard for him) that one went away feeling that to have received 
that refusal were better than not to have asked at all.” 

Mr. CRUMP was a conspicuous man, too, for his home relations. He loved 
his home. It was his palace, the strength of his life. It was there that he 
found his greatest consolation, there that he found the inspiration and his 
strength todo. He wasa man among men, but was the —— when mak- 
ing those nearest to him happy. His last thoughts were of his home, and his 
favorite song was ‘“‘ Home, Sweet Home.” 

To the melody of that song his soul reposes to-day in its eternal 


home, 


Mr. ALGER. Mr. President, it was my good fortune to know, 
quite ane, RovussEAu O. Crump, former member of Con- 
gress from the Tenth district of my State. 

He was one of those quiet, unostentatious, sterling men, who 
pursued his course in life with a firmness and a singleness of pur- 
pose that always brings success. His word and his bond were 
alike—always good. 

He had the confidence of the people of his State and district, as 
shown by his election to Congress. By his energy he assisted 
very largely in the development of his State. 

He was what America boasts of most—a self-made man. 

When a man enters life’s battle, lives uprightly, fills his allotted 
place with integrity, with force, with due regard for those with 
whom he associates, who puts forth his every energy to make 
himself useful to the State during that life, he has filled its meas- 
ure to the brim 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I move the adop- 
tion of the several resolutions which have been considered this 
afternoon. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, Feb- 
ruary 16, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 14, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couprn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read, corrected, and 
approved. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the sundry civil bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. TAwnry in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of House bill 17202, the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. The reading of the bill has been completed. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent to return to page 24 to offer an amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 24 of the bill to offer an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 11, page 24, amend by inserting the follow- 


ing: ‘“ Mukilteo, Wash.: For the construction of a lizght-house and fog signal 
station at Mukilteo Point, near the city of Everett, Wash., $22,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Washington? [Aftera pause.} The Chair hears 
none, 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, reserving the point of order, 
I want to ask the gentleman if this item has been authorized? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It has, and was signed by the 
President on January 9. 

Mr. CANNON. Then it is not subject toa point of order. I 
would be glad if the gentleman would state where the light- 
honse is. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is near the city of Everett, 
about 2 miles from the city. Itis very strongly recommended by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CANNON. Thas is north of Seattle? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And on the Sound? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And how large a city is it? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. About 20,000 people. 

Mr. CANNON. And the light is really a necessity? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is a very great necessity. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to page 18, line 10, for the purpose of offering the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 18 for the purpose of offering an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 10, page 18, insert ‘‘ Richmond, Va., t-office: For acquiring 
by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise the Shaffer property adjoining the 
present post-office, the sum of $100,000 in addition to the sum of §75,000 
already appropriated.” 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
allow me, as I want to make haste with the bill, the Committee 
on Appropriations did not include this item. It was an item 
which appeared in the last omnibus public building bill. In the 
hurry of reading the provision it seemed to us that it was not 
authorized, but upon a subsequent reading of the whole pro- 
vision, in my judgment, it is authorized. If we had given that 
careful attention to it that really, perhaps, we ought to have, I 
am satisfied .the bill would have carried the item. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to return to page 18? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in line 13 on page 14, I desire 
to correct the total. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment sent 
to the desk by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“twelve thousand and five.” 


Mr. CANNON. Since this item was inserted in the bill there 
has come to us a supplementary estimate correcting a mistake. 
This item is to cover rent being paid at Los Angeles for Govern- 
ment officials; and the Department was in error in sending the es- 
timate for the smaller amount. 

The amendment of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RicHARDSON] desires now to call attention to his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
call up the amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers the 
amendment which the Clerk will read. [A pause.] The Chair 
will state that the draft of the amendment was given to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee last evening and has not been returned 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the amend 
ment is published in the Rgecorp this morning; but I desire to 
offer it now in a modified form, so as to put a limitation upon the 
appropriation, if the Chair still holds that the amendment as 
originally offered is not in order. But before doing that, I wish 
to say that I have before me in print the existing law on the sub- 
ject embraced in the amendment, and I am inclined to the opin- 
ion that that portion of my amendment which was objec to 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], and which the Chair 
held to be a change of existing law, is substantially the law now. 
In other words, the clause in my amendment upon -which the 
point of order was made is almost a literal copy of the existing 
statute. If the Chair will refer to section 94 of the printing law 
of 1895, and compare the language of that section with the lan- 
guage used in the amendment, he will find that the amendment 
I offered is not cbnoxious to the rule, for the reason assigned by 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 14, 


the gentleman from Illinois. I ask the Chair to take the amend- 
ment which I have sent to the desk and observe the language, 
while I will read the language of the existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the modified 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not desire to offer my 
amendment in a modified form if the Chair will hold that the 
amendment in its original form as I offered it is not obnoxious to 
the rule. I ask the Chair to keep his eye on the lan e of the 
amendment, while I read from the provision which is at present 
a part of the existing law, as embraced in section 94 of the act of 
1895: 

Sec. 9%. No head of any executive department, or of any bureau, branch, 
or office of the Government shall cause to be printed, nor shall the Public 
Printer print any document or matter, except that which isauthorized by law 
and necessary to the public business; and executive officers, before transmit- 
ting their annual reports, shall carefully examine the same and all accompa- 
nying documents, and exclude therefrom all matter, including engravings, 
maps, drawings, and illustrations, except such as they shall certify in their 
letters transmitting such reports, are necessary, and relate entirely to the 
transaction of the public business. 

That language, it will be observed, is almost identical with the 
portion of my amendment to which the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Mann] took exception. 

Or that is necessary, and relates entirely to the transaction of the public 
business. 

The section which I have just read has been the law since 1895. 
In drafting my amendment at the Printing Office yesterday morn- 
ing the former foreman of the Printing Office, now the chief 
clerk, at my request, inserted substantially, and in some respects 
verbatim, the provision of the present law, and then I added the 
latter part of the amendment, in order to prevent the abuse which 
I think exists. 

I will send the law to the Chair and call his attention to sec- 
tion 94. In my judgment, he will find that in the amendment 
this section is not modified to any extent that will make the 
amendment obnoxious to the rule. I simply want to invoke the 
judgment of the Chair again this morning as to the question 
whether the amendment which I offered yesterday is against the 
rule. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield to the gentle- 
man if he wishes. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman still has the floor—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I thought the gentleman 
wanted to ask me a question. 

Mr. MANN. No; I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I wanted to 
address the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 


from Tennessee to hold that his amendment is still pending? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The amendment was held 


‘ , | over at tue request of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to 
In line 14, page 13, strike out “nine thousand and seven "and insert 


be considered at the close of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of 
order was sustained and that then the amendment was with- 
drawn for the purpose of modifying it so as to meet the ruling of 
the Chair. If thatis the case, the amendment is not now pend- 
ing before the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. MANN] insists that the amendment is excluded, I shall 
have to offeritinamodifiedform. ButI think the gentleman must 
see that my amendment as originally offered does not make any 
change of existing law—no radical change, at any rate. Hence I 
thought he would not insist on his point of order this morning. 
I leave him to say whether he does or not. I know that the 
amendment is necessary. If the gentleman will pardon me just 
a minute, I would say that this amendment has the approval of 
all of the operatives in the Government Printing Office, from the 
Public Printer all the way down through the most intelligent as- 
sistants he has there, and they feel the amendment is necessary. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. MayI ask the gentleman ex- 
actly how his present amendment adds to this existing law? 

Mr. RIC DSON of Tennessee. It does not add to that sec- 
tion, that part of it that I read, but it goes on to provide an addi- 
tional safeguard in the way of the exclusion of illustrations and 
pictures from these annual reports and the reports of officers. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the present law provide that no document 
ordered printed by Congress shall contain any illustration unless 
the order for printing so ifies? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; I do not think it con- 
tains that. I think it relates to departments more particularly 
Mr MANN? 

Mr. . Then it would absolutely prohibit the publica- 
tion of any illustration in any document printed by Congress. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that the documents we publish are regulated 
somewhat by the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. MANN. Ido not wish to be misunderstood or to misun- 
derstand the gentleman. As I understand, when a report is sent 
to Congress and laid before the House by the Speaker, without 
any order from Congress, without objection, it is ordered, re- 
ferred, and printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is the rule now. 

Mr. MANN. But under this change no illustration of any 
sort, map or picture of any kind, could be printed unless the 
House should specifically pass an order requiring the map or 

illustration to be printed. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not think that is in the | 


amendment. It must be certified by the head of a department. 

Mr. MANN. I call the gentleman’s attention to the language: 

Whenever any document or report containing an illustration shall be 
ordered printed by Congress such illustration shall not be printed unless the 
order to print so specifies. 

That is the very first language in the gentleman’s amendment. 
It makes no difference who certifies to it, it makes no difference 
if each department of the Government has certified that it is 
necessary to public business, it can not be printed, because there is 
no way of having Congress order the illustrations to be printed. 
The Speaker can not order it done when he refers it. The only 
way to do would be to have it presented to the House as a matter 
of privilege, and I know of no way of having that done, although 
the gentleman may. It seems to me that that is a very wide 
change in the policy of the Government in reference to printing. 
This would forbid the printing of a map of any kind, any illus- 
tration or any document ordered printed by Congress, practicall 
not theoretically, but 
= whether the amendment is still pending upon the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


In the opinion of the Chair the amend- 


ment is not before the committee. The Chair sustained the point | 


of order. 

Mr. MANN. That is the way I understood it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I offer it in the mod- 
ified form, so as to make a limitation upon this appropriation, 
and I hope the House will adopt it. If we like it, we can con- 
tinue it in the next appropriation bill. I ask the Clerk to report 
it as modified, so as to bring it within the limitation. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment as 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ioe line s on 158 aa the ee . aan an - 
Sita iiewe ee 

“Whenever any document or report containing illustrations shall be or- 
dered printed by Con such illustrations shall not be printed unless the 


order to print so specifies; and the heads of the Executive Departments, and 
the heads of bureaus, not connected with the departments, before trans- 


mitting their annual reports to Congress, shall cause the sume to be carefully | 


examined, and shall exclude therefrom all matters, including engravings, 
maps, drawings, and illustrations, except such as they shall certify in their 
letters transmitting such reports to be necessary and relate entirely to the 
transaction of public business; and in no case shall the Public Printer per- 
mit the insertion in any document, report, or other Governinent publication, 
except those emanating from the Patent Office, of any diagram, photo- 

ravures, half tone, or other picture or illustration, unless express authoriza- 

ion has been given in writing, with the reason therefor, by the head of the 
executive department by which such document, report, or publication is 
issued; and if the same is issued by any bureau or division not immediately 
under and a part of any executive department, then such authorization 
therefor must be first given by the Secretary of the Interior.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, upon the amendment as just re- 
ported I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to hear the gentleman on the pointof order. Ithink it has always 
been held that you may limit money when you appropriate it for 
current appropriations. 

Mr.MANN. Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt about that; and 
if the language used by the gentleman does in fact restrict his 
amendment to this appropriation, I suppose it would be in order; 


but as to pretending to so restrict it he changes the law in various | 


respects, a thing he can not do under the guise of a restriction. 
It is no restriction upon an appropriation, for instance, to say that 
the Smithsonian Institution, which now has authority under the 
law to make certain publications, can not hereafter make a publi- 
cation until that report has been submitted to the Secretary of the 
Interior. That is a change of law, not a restriction upon an ap- 
propriation. 

ost of these other provisions, while he calls them restrictions 
upon appropriations, are, in fact, changes of existing law. It is 
true he the right to offer an amendment restricting an appro- 


priation, but he has no right in restricting the appropriation to 


| appropriation and be a limitation alone upon it. 





y 
ractically would. Mr. Chairman, may I | 








| tify, under my amendment the illustrations will be printed. 
| object is simply to serve the public good. 


| interest in it. 





set out a law or provisions of new law which change existing 
law, and it seems to me that the amendment, even with the pur- 
ported restriction, is still subject to the point of order and is in 
violation of the order that they can not change the existing law 
in an appropriation bill. 

The gentleman himself has cited the law upon the subject 
quite fully. The law is on the statute books making specific re- 
quirements in reference to what shall and shall not be printed. 
This is not a restriction upon the appropriation; it is a positive 
change of law, and if it goes into effect it will not be held here- 
after to be a mere restriction upon this appropriation, but will 
be a part of the permanent law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is better prepared to speak on that point 
than I am; but as I understand it, it would only apply to this 
I will ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if I am not correct 
in that? 

Mr. CANNON. Iunderstand that under the rule it is quite 
common for Congress to make any limitation it sees proper touch- 
ing the expenditure of this money, because we may withhold 
appropriations entirely. If we can do that, then we can say upon 
what terms we will grant appropriations. In other words, the 
greater includes the less. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not see that I can say 
anything further. This is purely a limitation upon the appro- 
priation for this year, and as I understand the general rule stated 
by the gentleman from Illinois, we have a right to put that limi- 
tation upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. In what respect does the gentleman from 
Tennessee claim that this amendment is any more of a limitation 
than the existiug law with respect to the printing of these dia- 
grams and maps and photographs? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The latter portion of the 
amendment that I offer is not in the law asit is at present. There 
isa further limitation there, and it is intended to correct the very 
abuse to which I referred in my remarks yesterday afternoon. If 


| the Director of the Mint can printa report of 150 pages and use 50 of 
| those pages for pictures, it seems to me that that is such an abuse 


of the privilege as ought to be stopped. Now, he has done that, 
and he claims, I suppose, that it is done within the letter of the 
law, for I will not presume that the Director or any other officer 
will deliberately violate the law. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that in a great 
many of the reports it would be far better to leave out the read- 
ing matter and print oniy the illustrations? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If that is the case, then we 
ought to abolish the report, because pictures do not always speak. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman could not say that to the New 
York Journal and some of the other papers that publish so many 
illustrations, and effectively, too. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Of course that is facetious. 
We all know that it is not necessary to go into the matter of illns- 
trations and cartoons in order to make a report. We want the 
report. We do not need the pictures. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if the illustrations are necessary, I will say 
in further answer to the gentleman that it is no trouble for the 
head of the department so to certify, and when he does so cer- 
My 
I do not believe that a 
bureau officer should have the right to tax the Government more 


| than 33 per cent of the cost of printing his report for inserting in 


it useless pictures. That is all I want to stop. I have no other 
We can cut down the amount of the public print- 
ing very largely by adopting this amendment. Under all! the 
usages and customs obtaining here and the law as I understandit, 
a mere limitation upon an appropriation is always in order. 

I am content for the Chair to rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, the amend- 
ment is not necessarily a limitation upon the appropriation for 
public printing. If the heads of the departments certify the ne- 
cessity for printing the matter which is now published, concern- 
ing which the gentleman from Tennessee objects, it would be 
published as now, and in that case there would be no limitation. 
The same publications could be made under this amendiuunt, if 
it is adopted, that are now made. It proposes to give authority 
to the heads of departments to restrict the expenditure of this 
money by eliminating or not printing certain things specified in 
the amendment, but it is discretionary with the heads of depart- 
ments whether these things shall be printed or not. Therefore 
the amendment proposed would be only a conditional limitation, 
and, in the opinon of the Chair, that is not sufficient. The limi- 
tation must be an absolute limitation, not a conditional one, to 
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take the amendment out of the rule whichisinvoked. The Chair | 


is also of the opinion that the latter part of the amendment is new 
legislation, changing existing law; and it not being such a limi- 
tation as the rule contemplates, the Chair thinks the amendment 


FEBRUARY 14, 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous 


| consent that the time of the gentleman may be extended five 


in the modified form is not in order, and sustains the point of | 


order. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


| tended five minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, I shall not | 


appeal from the ruling of the Chair, but I do think that this great | 


abuse ought to be remedied, and I have done my duty in attempt- 
ing to do that. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman will still be able to remedy 
it efficiently in other ways, where it can properly be amended. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman will sug- 
gest any way, I should like to avail myself of it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word of the bill. I do this simply to avail myself of the op- 
portunity, Mr. Chairman, of explaining a little more fully the 


little controversy. I was apprehensive that under a misunder- 
standing of the facts it might have appeared to some gentlemen 
that the committee had erred in adopting that amendment. 
Briefly, Mr. Chairman, the War Department strongly recom- 
mended that amendment in order that it may complete the ar- 
rangement which it has already been authorized tomake to carry 
out the sale of the military reservation at Indianapolis and to 
purchase additional ground in that vicinity upon which to locate 
an Army post. The only question at issue is the probable under- 
valuation or overvaluation from the standpoint of the purchaser 
of the land to be bought. 


My colleague from Indiana suggested that the appraisement for | 


purposes of taxation showed such a variance between the assessed 
value and what the Government is to pay for this land that prob- 
ably the whole authorization ought yet to be denied. 
man, Indiana is not alone in having low valuations for purposes 
of assessment. Under our State law the assessors fix the valua- 
tion of realty for taxation purposes once in each six years—the ist 


minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Indiana be ex- 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The question I was about to ask my 
colleague is whether he is prepared to state to this House the 
value of that tract of land. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iam prepared to state upon information 
received from citizens of my home who are in a position to know, 
from the statements made in the public press of all party papers 


| in Indianapolis, made since the circular letter was issued, that,in 


my judgment its valuation is not too high. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 


| & question. 
amendment which I offered on yesterday which occasioned some | 


| boards; it was the same board sent out twice. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. Let me say, just a moment, 
that this land is situated within about 8 miles of the center of 
Indianapolis, a city of about 200,000 population. The land is 
reached by interurban railways, with rural free-delivery facili- 
ties. The gentleman will appreciate that land can not be had 
under these favorable conditions at a very low price. Now I 
yield to my friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman to say 
yesterday afternoon that there had been two boards sent out by 
the War Department to ascertain the valuation of this property. 
I would like to know if there was a disagreement between the 
two boards. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Perhaps I was in error in saying two 
I wish to submit 


| a telegram which I have just received, signed by several different 


Mr. Chair- | 


real estate firms of Indianapolis, all reputable gentlemen and 


leading business men, in which they make the statement that 


| 


‘the price asked for Lawrence site is not above market price.’’ 
The ‘‘ Lawrence site ’’ mentioned is the land now being discussed. 


day of ‘April being the date upon which that valuation is fixed. | The telegram is as follows: 


My recollection is, and I have verified it by calling upon some of | 


my colleagues, who agree with me, that the date upon which this 
present valuation was fixed was six years ago. The approaching 
April 1, that is to say, next April, a new assessment will be made. 
Six years ago lands in the rural sections were very low in value, 
and taking into account their low valuation for assessment, it 
would not be unreasonable to find a rather low valuation at the 
end of the six-year period. 

I am in a small degree familiar with the lands of that vicinity. 
I know that since this valuation was fixed interurban railways 
have penetrated that section of the county, and that the improve- 
ments incident to such enterprises have occasioned an increase in 
the valuation of realestate. I have but little doubt but what the 
next assessment, on April ist, will show a higher rate of valua- 
tion upon farming lands in that vicinity than that which now 
rests upon the assessor’s book. This land has been selected not 
by Congress nor by me, but by the War Department. Itis true the 
Government pays a little more than individuals pay for the same 


property, and in view of the general low valuation that occurred | 


six years ago, in view of the increase on account of interurban 
railways and rural free delivery, etc., I do not believe the Gov- 
ernment is paying an exorbitant price for this land, and I trust 
the members of the House will realize that the Government is 
always obliged to pay a little more than private individuals. 
And as the Department has executed its options in the usual way, 


taking into view all the circumstances which led to the fixation of | 


values, I can see no criticism to be now entertained. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to his colleague? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the RECORD on yester- 
day shows a statement of my colleague [Mr. ZENoR] that this 
land is appraised at probably half its value. I understand my 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


Will the gentleman allow me to | 
| for the Army post. 





colleague, the gentleman from the district [Mr. OVERSTREET], | 


to state that these gentlemen comprising the firm, from whose 
letter Mr. ZENoR quoted, are reputable and reliable citizens. If 
that is true it makes a bad record. I would like to ask my col- 
league what is the value of the land? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. My information, gathered from talks 
with acquaintances of mine at Indianapolis and from the state- 
ments of the public press, which have been made since the circu- 
lar letter has been issued, lead me to believe that the value fixed 
by the Government is not out of reason. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentleman 
one other question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 





INDIANAPOLIS, IND., February 14, 1903. 
Hon. JESSE OVERSTREET: 


The undersigned real estate dealers of Indianapolis hereby certify that the 
United States is not being held up. The price asked for Lawrence site is not 
above market price. 

James E. Cruse; I. N. Richie; W. E. Stevens; The Central Trust 
Co.; Fieber & Reilly, H. W.Craft, manager; real estate depart- 
ment, John Worcher & Bro.; John T. Spann & Co.; Gregory 
& Appel; C. F. Sales & Co.; W. E. Mick & Co.; Wm. Gordon; 
John M. Todd. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday afternoon the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. ZENOR] made a statement coming from 
letters which I thought were going to be printed in the REcorD 
as a part of his remarks. They were not. I hold the letters in 
my hand. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] stated 
that these letters were circular letters. They are not circular 
letters, but written directly to Mr. ZENor, and I wish to read 
them or have them read as a part of my. remarks. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The same letter was sent to a great many 
people, and that is why I referred to them as circular letters. 

Mr. SIMS. Thegentleman has just stated that he believes from 


| all the information he can obtain that this land is worth $100 an 


acre, the price asked. Now, in one of these letters is included a 
newspaper advertisement of land at private sale, and I will read it: 

Real estate adjoining the Army post section; 160-acre farm, as good as any 
bought by the Government. Will sell this at $50 per acre. Willsome one 
who advocates the Government’s purchase at $100 per acre please buy this? 

CHAS. M. CROSS & CO., 19} N. Meridian. 

So it appears that land is being advertised for sale adjoining 
this land at private sale at one-half the price intended to be given 
I state in all seriousness, and I have no inter- 
est in this except as a Representative, that when it is proposed to 
pay twice as much for land as a citizen owning it offers to take 
at private sale, it is a shocking state of affairs and such a state of 
affairs as this House ought not to readily accept. In the same 
letter is contained the assessed valuation of these tracts for 
which we are to pay $180,900. The assessed valuation is only 
$55,778.17. Will the gentleman from Indiana, or anyone, admit 
that the assessed valution by a sworn officer is less than one-third 
of the actual value. Now, I was surprised that under this state 
of facts the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ZENoR] should with- 
draw his point of order. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Is it not a fact that the farm the gentleman 
has referred to for sale at $50 an acre is one-half of it swamp? 

Mr. SIMS. I have read all there is about it in the advertise- 
ment. It says ‘‘as good as any bought by the Government,’ and 
it is offered at private sale at $50 an acre. When the law was 

authorizing the sale of the arsenal it authorized the invest- 

ment of the fund arising from sale in lands for an Army post 








1903. 





and I am satisfied that this whole 1,853 acres can be obtained for 


$154,000, the up-set price of the Government sale. In view of 
these facts why should we give the additional amount? I ask 
that these two letters and these figures be printed as a part of my 


remarks. I do not want to take up longer the time of the 
House. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 


mous consent to print the papers he refers to in the Rrecorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pzase.] The Chair hears none. 
The following are the letters and paper referred to: 


RALSTON & CAMDEN, 143 EAST MARKET, 
Indianapolis, Ind,, February 7, 1903. 
Hon. W. T. ZENOoR, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Str: We hand you an important document copied from the assess- 
or’s book of our county. Please scan itcarefully. Ina short time, we under- 
stand, you will be called upon to vote an appropriation of $150,000 in addition 
to the $154,000 already voted to purchase some cheap, rough, hilly, clay land, 
much of it in its wild state of cultivation, in this county for the new Army 
post. We have made a synopsis of 2,377.99 acres in the sections in which the 
Army post is to be located. This shows an average assessed value of $30.43 
per acre. The Army post is to take 1,833 acres out of this, which 1,833 acres 
we do not know, but on the same valuations of $30.43 per acre the appraised 
value will be $55,778.19. This is what the Government is asked $180,900 for, 
and thesum of $125,121.81 over and above the assessed valuation of this ground. 
Will you support such an appropriation to purchase such undesirable ground 
at such a eillicuious high price? Some of the improvements are assessed as 
follows, so you can see it is not a progressive neighborhood: $50, $50, $25, $100, 


$150, $350, $800, $250, etc. 
Yours, respectfully, RALSTON & CAMDEN. 
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Co oe le a ciidaahintehongeenoal 24 800. 00 
EE hata ks Sudithiwns ccawdecssrexaconénwnceet 6 210. 00 
Os CIRC Baie ce ven tiitinnbdwandap abidend accacesdanecnend 83.05 1, 100. 00 
EE Ee 49.5 1, 660. 00 
i, Ee a ne ot ad ah sabe Sede aieiesamed Geeainens 80 1,000.00 
Fb SE ihabane ctincde cgsédnbdve<uvétidesinebedceeiaaeel 12.35 870. 00 

i ihiecasincentes cetinbcnaditibtiansnendiiaeemaios | 1,833 55, 778.19 
1,833 acres cost the Government . ...... .......c0 coccccccwcccce cencce $180, 900. 00 
ob ner iicnc inos coenaneaknenegimavewunageceseaions 5, 778. 19 


The Government pays $125,121.81 more than the assessed value. 


RALSTON & CAMDEN, 143 EAst MARKET, 
Indianapolis, Ind., February 11, 1903. 
Hon. W. T. Zenon, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sir: It seems by the dispatches from Washington that the letter of 
information which we sent you on the 7th instant concerning the Army post 
was questioned as to its accuracy. What we gave you was taken from the 
assessor's office. The township assessor of this township says that these lands 
are appraised at over one-half their value. We will refer toa piece of ground 
now owned by A. L. Witty, as noted in the slip sent you, containing 74.23 
acres, appraised at $1,560. his land is in the Army-post site, and was pur- 
chased by Mr. Witty in August, 1900, from the Blount, heirs for the sum of 
$1,700, which is about $23 per acre. (See Deed Record Book 37, p. 113, in the re- 
corder’s office of Marion County, Ind.) Thecontract for the sale of this land 
ome hands of a reputable real-estate agent in this city and can be pro- 

uced. 

Asa further proof of our correctness in our statements, see inclosed ad- 
vertisement of a farm now advertised in this neighborhood, taken from to- 
Gay's Indianapolis News: 

‘REAL ESTATE.—Adjoining Army-post section; 160-acre farm, as good as 
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any bought by the Government; will sell this at $50 per acre. Will some one 
who advocates the Government's purchase at $100 per acre please buy this? 
“CHAS. M. CROSS & CO., 
19} North Meridian.” 


We are positive the price asked for the Army-post site is from $70,000 to 
$90,000 more than it is worth, and we produce these facts to substantiate our 
former information; and if the people that are urging the purchase of this 
ground are sure the Government is getting a bargain, we invite them to 
produce facts to substantiate their claim. 

Yours, respectfully, RALSTON & CAMDEN. 

Mr.STEELE. Mr. Chairman,I have been familiar with this 
land, having passed through it or near to it,asI have for the past 
forty years every time I have gone to the capital city from my 
home. The very near vicinity of it is not only reached by what 
is known as the Big Four Railroad, but by a great interurban 
railroad. As stated a while ago by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. OVERSTREET], the appraisement of all lands in Indiana are 
made every six years. I think it was six years ago that an ap- 
praisement was made of our land, and immediately after the first 
year when our lands were assessed at their full value for taxation, 
whereas it had been assessed at a two-thirds valuation for taxation. 
The appraisement, it is fair to say, was made low. 

Now, I have sold within the last five years a tract of land that 
was assessed at $25 an acre for $30 an acre. I can not buy that 
land, nor can any land be bought in my county, or within the four 
townships where this is to-day, for $75 an acre, on account of the 
increased value of land in that vicinity. It isso all over the State. 

Four years ago, when we came to buy land in the county in 
which Danville, Ill., is situated, as the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] knows, on which to establish a National Soldiers’ 
Home, the Board of Managers thereof made every effort to buy 
land suitable for the purpose at as low a price as possible, and 
the price at that time for lands in that vicinity were all the 
way from $100 to $200 per acre, farm lands, while just over 
the line in Indiana, about 6 or 8 miles away, lands fully as good 
in quality for agricultural purposes were selling at from $50 to 
$125 less. In other words, until within two or three years lands 
in Indiana were selling at very low prices, while to-day it is 
worth from $50 to $150 per acre—good farm land that could have 
been bought four years ago for $40 to $60. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I should like to ask my colleague one 
question. He says that he knows this land—has passed through 
it continually for forty years. What does he say is the fair cash 
value of the land? 

Mr. STEELE. My opinion is that its fair cash value would be 
$75 or $80 an acre if you could buy it in one tract from a single 
individual; but when you undertake to buy from 50 or 60 differ- 
ent people, of course there is very great difficulty in consum- 
mating a purchase. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
acre as about right? 

Mr. STEELE. I would not suppose it could be bought at any 
less than $100, and I do not think there would have been any 
difficulty here about this purchase but for the action of the real 
estate men whose letter the gentleman from Tennessee has read. 
If they had been able to sell the land on another side of Indian- 
apolis, where goes the drainage of the city, there would have 
been no question of this kind raised. I have no doubt that they 
themselves put the advertisement just read in the papers and had 
it sent here in order to raise a rumpus about it. 

Mr. ZENOR. Does not my friend know that somebody had an 
option on this land prior to these negotiations? 

Mr. STEELE. I donot; and I donot believe we would have 
heard anything about this matter if it had not been for those 
** kickers.’’ 

Mr. ZENOR. I recollect that some years ago an effort was 
made to purchase land for the Government here in the city of 
Washington, and its value was estimated at $25,000. The com- 
mittee reported that as the value, but subsequently that land was 
offered for $16,000, and did not find a purchaser at that price. 

Mr. STEELE. On this subject I submit, with the leave of the 
House, the following telegrams received this morning: 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., Febraury 11, 1903 
Hon. R. W. Mrers, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 


From personal observations and information gathered this morning from 
persons familiar with and reliable in judgment, would value the landasa 
whole at eighty to one hundred dollars per acre. The uses for which it will 
be purchased will make the broken and bluff part of it, possibly, of greatest 
—, I consider an Army post of very great value to the State wherever 
ocated. 


Then my colleague regards $100 an 


WINFRED T. DURBIN. 


INDIANAPOLIS, IND., February 14, 1903. 
Hon. Rost. W. Mrers, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 


The land for Army post worth from ninety to one hundred dollars per 
acre, Stand by the post. 
W. T. TAYLOR. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachsetts. I offer the amendment which 


I send to the desk. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


——— asks unanimous consent to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. My amendment is on the 
subject-matter already pending—the same question to which the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricnarpson] offered his amend- 
ment. We have not yet left that provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GILLETT} offers an amendment on page 153. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Provided, That no part of the appropriation herein made for printing and 
binding shall be used for any illustrations or any engravings in any docu- 
ment or report ordered printed by Congress ess the order to print ex- 
pressly authorizes the same; nor in ony document or report of any execu- 
tive department or Government establishment until the head of the executive 
department or Government establishment shall certify in the letter trans- 
mitting such report that the illustration is necessary and relates entirely to 
the transaction of the public business. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not see why it is neces- 
sary that unanimous consent should be had. We went back in 
the bill by agreement to the point where the gentleman from 
Tennessee offered his amendment. That amendment was ruled 
out of order by the Chair. Since then we have not left that part 
of the bill. There has been debate by unanimous consent, but we 
are still at the spot to which we recurred by unanimous consent, 
and I offer this amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
the last motion made in the Committee of the Whole was by the 
gentleman from Indiana, who moved to strike out the last word. 
Whether that motion was in order or not makes no difference, 
because no point of order was made upon it; and the debate was 
had on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana to strike out 
the last word, which effectually disposes of the claim of my es- 
teemed friend from Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. According to the understanding of the 
Chair, when the committee returned last evening to the place in 
the bill where the gentleman from Tennessee desired to offer his 
amendment, it was agreed that the amendment should be passed 
over 
modifying it. The gentlemen from Tennessee [Mr. ns 
has this morning offered his amendment in a modified form, an 
it has been ruled out on a point of order. In the opinion of the 
Chair it will require the unanimous consent of the Committee of 
the Whole to return again to that portion of the bill. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Then I offer thisamendment 
as a new section of the bill. 

Mr.MANN. UponthatI makea point of order, that the amend- 
ment is not germane to any provision of the bill. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. This is an oa samen bill, 
and the amendment proposed is to limit the whole appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the amendment 
in the form of a new section is germane to the bill. It relates to 
the publication and distribution of public documents. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I raise this point of order, 
that the amendment was not “illustrated,” and the Clerk was 
not able to read it so that we could catch fully its purport. 
Probably if there had been some ‘‘illustration’’ drawn by my 
esteemed friend to go with that amendment we could have caught 
its purport easier. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts will be again read. 

The Clerk again read the proposed amendment of Mr. GrLLetr 
of Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. In 
the opinion of the Chair this amendment as drawn is a limitation 
upon the appropriation made by this bill for the printing of pub- 
lic documents. It certainly limits the appropriation in so far as 
the appropriation can be used for the publication of documents 
that are published by authority of Congress. 

Mr. MANN. I do not desire to detain the House more than a 
moment. The provision offered by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts is mostly the present law. The amendment proposes no 
changes from the present law except the provision that hereafter 
no public document which is ordered printed by the House (which 
means the annual reports that come before the House) shall con- 
tain any illustration of any sort whatever, unless the order for 
printing so specifies. That is the only change which the amend- 
ment proposes in the existing law. Of course there will be no 
order specifying that the illustrations be printed. Under the 
practice and rules of the House it is impracticable to make such 
an order. The usual order made by the House is made by the 
Speaker, practically, without objection on the part of the mem- 
bers of the House. I have no doubt that the illustration of books 
has become to a certain extent abused, but in my opinion it would 


be far better for us to restrict the unlimited publication of lan- 
guage often devoid of thought, which appears in the CoNGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD by unanimous consent, and continue to print 
some of the useful illustrations that appear in the public docu- 
ments of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, what would be said of a book or magazine to- 
day which published an article capable of being properly illus- 
trated and which contained no illustrations? Some of the mem- 
bers of the House examine the reports. I am afraid that my es- 
teemed friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] never examines 
the reports except to criticise. I know that, for myself, I often 
obtain most valuable information from some of the illustrations, 
and, to my mind, the illustrations in most of the documents are 
worth more than the reading matter. They give a better idea. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] yesterday re- 
ferred to the picture of a lamp post before the Philadelphia mint. 
I do not know what was in the picture, but I dare say that the 
picture was a picture of the new Philadelphia mint. It would be 
described at great length in a report to Congress, when a picture 
of it would contain all the information that lengthy language 
would contain. If it is the desire of the House to prohibit any 
future illustrations of the reports which are cohen printed by 
Congress, then that amendment ought to prevail; otherwise it 
ought not to prevail. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman,I do not 
care to debate this but for a moment. I quite agree with the 
gentleman from Illinois that if we could suppress the useless lan- 
guage which isoften used in the House it would be much better, 
and if the gentleman will draft an amendment accomplishing 
that end I will heartily support it. 

Mr. MANN. All the gentleman needs to do is to object to 
unanimous consent which is granted here every day. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Chairman, he 
speaks of the illustrations as useful. I simply wish to show to 
the House just this one document, the report of the Boundary 
Commission on the boundary between the United States and 
Mexico. Here isa volume containing nothing but pictures of 
that size, each picture having upon it as its central feature one 
boundary post. The first one is marked No. 1 and the last one is 
marked No. 258, all practically just alike, differing somewhat in 








nding negotiation between members for the purpose of | the mountains or villages or cats and dogs and horses that are 


put in to make it a pretty picture. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield fora 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. What would such a bookas that be worth now, 
if we had it printed a hundred years ago containing illustrations 
of the boundary line between Alaska and the United States. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why, it would not be worth 
anything. 

Mr. LACEY. It would locate every corner stone. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It would not locate a single 
stone, because you can not by this picture tell whereitis. It is 
simply the picture of a monument. 

r. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if my friend will allow me, I 
will suggest that that line was never surveyed, so that it would 
be like the picture of a hole. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think 
that we all know that this is a great abuse and that it ought to 
be checked, and I think this amendment will check it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr.Chairman, justaword. The gefitleman has 
given one illustration of the effect of pictures. I simply call the 
| attention of members to the illustrations in the morning Post, as 
| showing the effect at times and the propriety and applicability of 
| illustrations. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. é 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill and amendments to the House with 
the recommendation that the amendments be adopted, and that 
the bill as amended be passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Tawney, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 17202, the sundry 
civil bill, and had instructed him to report the same back to the 
House with sundry amendments, with the recommendation that 
the amendments be adopted and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded upon any one of 
the amendments? 

Mr. ZENOR. Iask for a separate vote on the amendment at 
the end of line 10, on page 112, 











The SPEAKER. The Clerk will take note of this amendment. 
Is a separate vote demanded upon any otheramendment? If not, 
the Chair will submit all the other amendments in gross, except- 
ing the one designated by the gentleman from Indiana. The 
question is on agreeing to those amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment to 


which the gentleman from Indiana calls the attention of the 
ouse. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 10, on page 112, insert: 

“For additional amount necessary for purchase of land for a military post 
at or near Indianapolis, Ind., and for necessary expenses incident to the ap- 
praisal and sale of the arsenal property in said city, $30,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary.” 

= SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to this amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that he was 
in doubt, and he would ask the House to divide. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 54. 

Mr. ZENOR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, the 
Speaker announced 30 members rising, a sufficient number. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the other side. 

The other side being taken, there were 104 members opposing 
the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Accordingly, more than one-fifth seconding the demand, the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the amendment above reported; and 
there were—yeas 125, nays 86, answered “‘ present’’ 11, not voting 
129, as follows: 
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YEAS—125. 
Alexander, Draper, Ketcham, Robinson, Ind. 
Allen, Me. Emerson, Lacey, Ryan, 
Aplin, Esch, Lawrence, Schirm, 
Bates, Evans, Lessler, Scott, 
Boreing, Fletcher, Long, Shattuc, 
Boutel Fordney, Loudenslager, Shelden, 
Bowersock, Foss, Lovering, Showalter, 
Brandegee, Foster, Vt. McCall, Sibley, 
Gaines, W. Va. McCleary, Skiles, 
Brick, Gardner, Mich. McClellan, Smith, Ml 
Bromwell, Gibson, McLachlan, Smith, lowa 
Broussard, Gill, Mahon, Smith, H.C 
Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, Southard, 
Brownlow, Gillett, Mass. Martin, Southwick, 
Burk, Pa. Graff, Mercer Sperry, 
Burleigh, Griffith, Metcalf, Steele, 
Calder Grosvenor, Miers, Ind. Sulloway, 
Cannon, Hamilton, Miller, Sutherland, 
Capron, ax: Minor, Tawney, 
Cassel, Hedge, Mondell, Taylor, Ala. 
Conner, Hemenway, Moody Tompkins, N. Y. 
Coombs, — Mo Van Voorhis, 
Corliss, Hill, Mudd, Vreeland, 
Cousins, Hitt, Otjen, Wadsworth, 
Cromer, Holliday, Overstreet, arner, 
Crowley, Howell, Palmer, Watson, 
Crum er, Hull, Payne, Williams, Il. 
, Irwin, Pearre, ‘oods, 
Dalzell, Jack, Powers, Mass. Wright. 
Darr ‘gh, Jenkins, ince, 
Dick, Jones, Wash, Reeder, 
Dovener, Kahn, be 
NAYS—86. 
Allen, Ky Flood, McAndrews, Small, 
Bankhead, Gardner, Mass. McCulloch, Smith, Ky. 
Bartlett, Gilbert, McLain, Snodgrass, 
Bell, Gordon, Maddox Snook, 
Bellamy, Green, Pa. Maynard, Spight, 
Belmont, Greene, Mass, Moon, Stark, 
Billmeyer, Griggs, Neville, Stewart, N. J. 
Bowie, Haskins, Padgett, Sulzer, 
Brantley, Henry, Tex. Pierce, Talbert, 
Brundidge, Hooker, Pou, ate, 
Bur Johnson, Randell, Tex Thayer, 
Burleson, Kehoe, Reid, Thomas, Iowa 
Candler, Kitchin, Claude kKhea, Thomas, N.C 
Cassingham, Kitchin, Wm. W. Richardson, Ala. Trimble, 
Clayton, Kluttz, Rixey, Underwood, 
Cochran, Lamb, Rucker, White, 
Currier, Latimer, Russell, Wiley, 
Davis, Fla. Lester, Scarborough, Williams, Miss, 
Dinsmore, Lever, Shackleford, Wooten, 
Feely, Lewis, Ga. Shallenberger, Zenor. 
eT: Little, Sheppard, 
Fleming, Loud, Sims, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—1L 
Adamson, Dayton, Livingston, Warnock, 
Ball, Tex. Fox, Mann, Weeks. 
Bishop, Hopkins, Tirrell, 
NOT VOTING—1Q&. 
Acheson, Blakeney, Clark, Davey, La. 
Adams, Bristow, Connell, Davidson, 
Babcock, Bull Conry, De Armond, 
Ball, Del. Burke, 8. Dak. Cooney, Deemer, 
ey, Burkett, Cooper, Tex. Dougherty, 
0 Burnett, Cooper, Wis. Douglas, 
Beidler, Burton, Cowherd, Driscoll, 
Benton, Butler, Mo Creamer, Dwight, 
Bingham, Butler, Pa Cushman, Eddy, 
ok Caldwell, Edwards, 
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Elliott, Jackson, Md, om, Sherman, 
Fitzgerald, Jett, Mutchler, Slayden, 
Flanagan, Jones, Va. Naphen, Smith, S. W. 
Foerderer, vy, Needham, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Foster, Dl. Kern, Nevin, Sparkman, 
Fowler, Kleberg, Newlands, Stephens, Tex. 
Gaines, Tenn. Knapp, Norton Stevens, Minn, 
Gardner, N. J. Knox, Olmsted, Stewart, N. ¥. 
Glass, Kyle, Parker, Storra, 
Glenn, Landis, Patterson, Pa. Swann, 
Goldfogle, Lassiter, Patterson, Tenn. Swanson, 
Gooch, Lewis, Pa, Perkins, Tayler, Ohio . 
raham, Lindsay, Powers, Me. Thompson, 
Grow, Littauer, Pugsiey Tompkins, Ohio 
Hanbury, Littlefield, Ransdell, La. Vandiver, 
Haugen, Lloyd, Reeves, Wachter, 
Heatwole, McDermott, Richardson, Tenn. Wanger, 
Henry, Conn. McRae, Robb, Wheeler, 
Henry, Miss. Mahoney, Robertson, La. Wilson, 
Hildebrant, Meyer, Robinson, Nebr. Young. 
Howard, Mickey, Ruppert, 
Hughes, Morgan, Selby, 
Jackson, Kans, Morris, Shafroth, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RuPPERT. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 

Mr. DeEMER with Mr. MuTCHLER. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. ELLiorr. 

Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. Conry. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. Storm with Mr. RanspELL of Louisiana. 
Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rosrnson of Nebraska, 
Mr. MrLuerR with Mr. Epwarps. 

Mr. Buu. with Mr. WILson. 

Mr. KYLE with Mr. GLENN, until Wednesday next. 
For this day: 

Mr. Youna with Mr. Benton. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. Doue.Las with Mr. NaPHEN. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. Dr ARMOND. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. Liypsay. 

Mr. MorRELL with Mr. Sevpy. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. CREAMER. 

Mr. DAvipsoNn with Mr. KLEBERG. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. McDeRmortT, 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SWANn. 

Mr. DrIsco.L. with Mr. Burnett. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. FirzGERA.p. 

Mr. Knapp with Mr. GoLpFoGLe. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. McRaeg. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Puas.iry. 
Mr. CONNELL with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. NEwLanps. 

Mr. Dwieut with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. Cooney. 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. LassITER. 

Mr. NEVIN with Mr. Kern. 

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. Mickry. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. Patrerson of Tennessee, 
Mr. LirTavEerR with Mr. MAHONEY. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. Luoyp. 

Mr. LANpIs with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. Jackson of Kansas. 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Howarp. 
Mr. HeEATWOLE with Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, 
Mr. HauGEN with Mr. Guass. 

Mr. Grow with Mr. FLANAGAN. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. DouGHERTY. 

Mr. FoOERDERER with Mr. Coorrer of Texas. 

Mr. Eppy with Mr. But.Ler of Missouri. 

Mr. BurRKE of South Dakota with Mr. CALDWELL. 
Mr. BisHorp with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

Mr. Bau of Delaware with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. STEWART of New York with Mr. Rogertson of Louisiana, 
Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. Ross. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Joy with Mr. CowHErp. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania with Mr. Bau of Texas. 
Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. Goocn. 
Mr. MANN with Mr. Jerr. 

Mr. HuGuHes with Mr. Ricuarpson of Tennessee. 
Mr. Hansury with Mr. Gatngs of Tennessee. 
Mr. Fow.er with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 






































Yio neemen aie miei sliinteine ob MENTE. 
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Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. CLARK. The bill was read, as follows: 
Mr. BuRTON with Mr. VANDIVER. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


"he SPRAK ; ses Ty a ‘ and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin Peale, late of 
The SPEAKER, The question is now on the engrossment and Company G, One hundred and eighteenth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 


third reading of the bill. and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and receiving. 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
passed. | follows: 
On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote | In line 7, before the word “ Pennsylvania,” insert the word “Regiment.” 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. | The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
1 ation. 
Mr.SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve able recommendation 


itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration ‘ ; ae Ue — , 
of bills on the Private Calendar under the special order for to-day. | The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 


PRIVATE CALENDAR, 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves | 16353) granting an increase of pension to William F. Ritchie. 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House The bill was read, as follows: 


for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under the Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
special rule authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


mm 43 ae : . i ‘ and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William F. Ritchie, late of 
The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. Company F, Eighty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the | him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
Whole House, Mr. Capron in the chair. | The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole | mendation. 
House for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar | WILLIAM T. MOORE. 


r s special rule, : Jerk wi ’ 1e first bi . : “ : 
under the special rule, and the Clerk will report the first bill. | The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


MARCUS L. VERMILLION. | 8187) granting a pension to William T. Moore. 
na tht _ ¥ £ 3: 
The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | aw bill a ate ne Senos ° tine Patertor 3 oy ee 
ED, snide tenn sutlt, Deine 3 “ ey sa 95 | te it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
13772) granting an increase of pension to Marcus L. Vermillion. | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
The bill was read, as follows: | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William T. Moore, late of 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | Company H, Eighty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | @ pension at the rate of $50 per month. 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcus L. Vermillion, late | The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
of Company G, Nineteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay follows: 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | }O4OWS: 

‘ | ‘ z ” “ ” : $ Sa LAT 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, | In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
: os “ . > | “seventeen.” 

as follows: In the same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “‘in lieu of 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Nineteenth” and insert in lieu thereof the | that he is now receiving.” . : : 
word OE chteenth.” ro sei am Ghavest Gh Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
In line § strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word | William T. Moore. 


“twenty-four.” The amendments were agreed to. 
The amendments were agreed to. : ; The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | able recommendation. 
able recommendation. JOHN BROWN. 
JAMES M. CARTMILL. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 16756) granting an increase of pension to John Brown. 
14448) granting a pension to James M. Cartmill. | The bill was read, as follows: 
The bill was read, as follows: Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Brown, late of Com- 
pany G, Fourth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James M. Cartmill, 
late of Companies I and E, First Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri 


Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | of Representatives: During the present session of this Congress 
follows: I introduced a bill (H. R. 17856) for the erection of an equestrian 


In line 6 strike out the words “Iand E” and insert in lieu thereof the statue at Wilmington, N. C., to the memory of Maj. Gen. Robert 
words “ E and I.” Howe, of the American Revolution. I can not expect, in the clos- 
nn ane : + out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word | jng hours of this session, when the congested state of the Calen- 

enty-four. g . . > . 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “‘in lieu of that he | 44T. will preclude the consideration of many important measures, 
is now receiving.” which are entitled to precedence, to secure the adoption of this 
5 Anas Se oa so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | resolution, but a a = as - = attention of the country 

ames Ca nll. : . : Ps 
: any of the incidents of the life and character of this remarkable 

The amendments were agreed to. ws : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- aan eet ae next Congress will be possessed of suffi- 
able recommendation. JESSIE V. CLUXTON Mr. Chairman, in this centennial era, when we are commemorat- 

Se ee ing the important events which have made this Government a 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | great and powerful nation and enabled it to attain a century's 
9274) granting a pension to Jessie V. Cluxton. growth, we should notalone seek to celebrate its material advance- 

The bill was read, as follows: ment, but should at least endeavor to perpetuate in some enduring 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | form the memories of the great men whose wisdom and valor 
authorized and ane to _~ on = pension oo. sub po - = proven - contributed so powerfully toward making the American Revolu- 

imitati > pens ws, the name assie V. Cluxton, dau r . ae 
or john V Cluxton, lage frst lieutenant of Company F, Righty-eighth Regi. | tion successful, and thereby establishing the first great represent- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per | ative government that has ever been vouchsafed to mankind. 





month. Carlyle has truly said that hero worship exists forever and 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | everywhere; not loyalty alone; it extends from divine admira- 
follows: tion to the lowest practical regions of life, and yet hero worship 
In line 6, before the word “ daughter,” insert the words “helpless and de- | has never been a salient feature in the character of the average 
pendent.’ silos ona itieieluane sane American citizen. A government whose basic principles are 
In line 7, before the word ‘‘ Company,” strike out the word “of.” liberty and equality, and whose powers are not derived by divine 
a in ties Datei out the word “‘thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word inheritance and centered in a single individual, but emanate 


from the free consent of the people governed, has in it dogmas 

amentmentn soveoaneet 60. to be laid aside with a favor- which tend to lessen reverence, yet it can never suppress the 

ble rec dation natural and eaten feeling of veneration for that which is 

2 cummins smets truly t, for the true hero, be he philosopher, poet, priest, 
™ ; man of letters, warrior, or ruler. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. There has always existed among all people and in all ages a 

14439) granting an increase of pension to Franklin Peale. special admiration for the warrior whose deeds of daring have 








eas) 
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worked good for his people, and the American oe form no 
exception to this universal rule. The fame of Washington, the 
general, embalmed forever in the hearts of his countrymen, has 
been further perpetuated in statues of bronze and marble, that 
future generations may emulate his virtues and be inspired by 
his patriotic example. But few indeed of the great generals who 
aided Washington by their counsel, who shared his confidence, 
and who won glory and renown on many of the fields of battle 
which secured our independence, have been honored by their 
countrymen. Major-Generals Howe, Baron Steuben, Lincoln, 
Schuyler, and others performed their part in the great struggle 
equally with Washington, and achieved renown and fame ex- 
celled only by their leader. Some of them were leaders in the 
movement originating and precipitating the Revolution, and all 
prominent in consummating it with their sword and their talent. 
The Government, then an experiment, has become a Government 
respected and honored as the equal of the oldest and most perma- 
nent and stable governments of the world. 

It is but just and proper then that these great generals should 


at least be remembered by a posterity which has reaped untold | 
It is with the view of res- | 
nearly all appointments to office and almost as much power in the 


blessings from their patriotic efforts. ; 
cuing from the oblivion into which it has fallen the life and 


services of one who possessed more eminently, if possible, the con- | 


fidence of General Washington than any of his compeers that 
your speaker has offered this resolution to have Congress erect a 
monument to his memory in the city of Wilmington, near which 
he was born and lies buried. 


Among the brilliant men of the Revolutionary period who have | 
not been accorded the praise to which their patriotic services en- | 


title them stands Maj. Gen. Robert Howe, of Brunswick, N. C. 


Of his early history little is preserved save that which is handed | 


down by tradition in the vicinity of his birth. He was born 
in the precinct of Clarendon in the year 1732 in the present limits 
of Brunswick County, N. C. 
a well-educated, influential, and wealthy rice planter, who re- 


sided at his palatial home on the Cape Fear River and spent | 


his summers on the coast near the city of Wilmington. Like 
the Southern gentlemen of that day,and for generations after- 
wards, this home was the seat of hospitality and refinement, and 
in this atmosphere of culture Robert Howe was partially reared. 
His grandfather had come over to America with the Yeamans 
colony in 1665, which was planted first on Old Town Creek, but 
afterwards moved to Charleston, S.C. His father, Job Howe, 
came to the Cape Fear region from Charleston with Col. Maurice 
Moore, his kinsman, who assumed charge of the lands of Sir John 
Yeaman abandoned in 1690. 

Robert Howe was connected by blood and marriage with the 
best families in North and South Carolina. He was the lineal 
descendant of Sir John Yeamans, and was the grandson of Mary 
Moore, the daughter of James Moore, the governor of the two 
Carolinas in 1670. At an early age, as was the custom in those 
days among gentlemen of wealth, Robert was sent by his father 
to England, and there had the advantage of the social life of the 
best London circles, and received he benefits of a solid and re- 
fined English education. He spent a good number of years in 
Europe, and did not return until a short time previous to his 
father’s death, which occurred at his summer home on the coast 
in the year 1748. It appears from the will of his father, recorded 
in New Hanover County, that Robert had two brothers and two 
sisters, and although they lived in that vicinity, on fine plantations 
devised to each, yet in the early part of this century the name of 
Howe became entirely extinct, and is no longer found except oc- 
casionally among a few old family servants, negroes, who to-day 
alone retain the name. 

In 1763 we find Robert Howe settled on his rice plantation at 
the mouth of Old Town Creek, the site of the first English settle- 
ment under Sir John Yeamans. He lived, like his father, in afflu- 
ence, with his broad acres around him, his slaves, his library 
well stored with the best books of the day, which was always an 
indispensable requisite to the well-furnished home of the south- 
ern country gentleman. At that day the English Government 
had a well-fortified post at the mouth of the Cape Fear River, 
known then and ever afterwards as Fort Johnston. Robert had 
an ambition to lead a military life. The royal Governor Tryon 
had partaken of his hospitality and had formed an attachment 
for him. A vacancy occurring in the position of commandant of 
the fort, he was appointed to it by the governor. In a letter 
dated July 29, 1766, at Old Brunswick, addressed to'the Right 
Hon. Lord Burrington, secretary of war, Governor Tryon says: 

Capt. John Dalrymple, commandant of Fort Johnston, in this province, 
died the 13th instant fh said fort. As the above command was from His 


Majesty, I have issued a new one to Robert Howe, a gentleman of this prov- 
ince, to succeed him. * * * , 


This is the first act of a public nature recorded of Robert Howe, 
and it was doubtless this appointment and the exercise of its 
duties that gave him a taste for the military life he was afterwards 





He was the son of Job Howe, | 


| 


| 
| 
| 


to lead. He held the position for a few years and was succeeded 
by John Abraham Collet. It was about this time that Robert 
met, wooed, and won the heart and hand of Sarah Grange, the 
daughter of Thomas Grange, a respectable planter on the Upper 
Cape Fear River, and they were afterwards married; and although 
they lived happily together for a number of years, they became, 
for some reason, eventually estranged and were afterwards peace- 
ably separated, as appears from a deed providing for her support, 
772. They were never reunited. 
He of- 


recorded in the year 1772. 
In January, 1772, Robert Howe entered political life. 

fered himself as a candidate from Brunswick County for the gen- 
eral assembly of the province, which was to meet that year in 
November, and was duly elected by the people. Josiah Martin 
was then governor of the province, having about two years pre- 
viously succeeded Governor Tryon. Governor Martin was not 
so suave as Tryon, and was not generally popular. He was a 
man ofa firm and obstinate disposition, and by his indomitable 
will doubtless widened the breech and precipitated the conflict 
which was soon to follow between the people and the Crown. The 
royal governors in colonial times were invested with the most 
absolute and arbitrary powers. They had entire control over 


regulation of the elections themselves, and had also the right to 
convene, prorogue, and dissolve the assemblies at pleasure. Soon 
after the assembly met and organized Robert Howe introduced a 
resolution to regulate the elections and to have triennial meet- 
ings of the legislature. This bill was aimed at the curtailment 
of the governor’s prerogatives, and was defeated through the in- 
strumentality of the governor and his council, and a short timo 
afterwards the governor dissolved the assembly. But by the res- 
olution itself was exhibited a bold and fearless spirit in its au- 
thor, which characterized him through life and was a faculty so 
necessary to fit him for the important. part he was soon to play 
in the history of that momentous period. 

A like spirit of opposition to the encroachments of the Crown 
and its officers had begun to prevail in the other colonies. Josiah 
Quincy, of Massachusetts, was prominent as a leader in the 
movement. He set out for a voyage through the Southern colo- 
nies for the purpose of having a conference with the Whig lead- 
ers. While on this expedition, on the 29th of March, 1773, 
Quincy paid a visit to Cornelius Harnett at Hilton, in the old man- 
sion formerly standing there. Of this visit tradition informs us 
with some details. It is said that Mr. Quincy had no previous 
acquaintance with Harnett. On arriving at Harnett’s residence 
he asked to be accommodated with a night’s lodging, which was 
cordially granted him by his hospitable host. After supper, think- 
ing Harnett might be a Tory, and it would be unsafe to advert to 
any political topic, Quincy specially avoided it, but in the course 
of the conversation, Harnett ascertaining in some way the cause 
of Quincy’s appearance in the South, immediately began to ex- 
press his views very positively and boldly concerning the tyran- 
nical and oppressive course of the King toward his colonies. It 
is said that Quincy was so greatly surprised at finding Harnett 
so much in accord with his own views that he could not with- 
stand embracing him upon discovering such a kindred spirit. 

The whole night was spent in conversation, and the next morn- 
ing, upon Harnett saying to Quincy—which Quincy already 
knew—that in the immediate vicinity was a bold, intelligent, and 
determined man in full sympathy with their own views, Robert 
Howe, he was sent for and repaired thither without delay; and 
then and there, at Hilton, on the Cape Fear River, these three 
men, closeted together in the deepest of deliberation, concocted 
and agreed upon the scheme for the American Revolution. While 
on this journey Mr. Quincy kept a diary of the events of the day, 
and it is quite interesting to note the estimate of Howe by this 
sagacious and discerning patriot and of the incidents of this visit. 
In Quincy’s Memoirs he records: 

March 26, 1773.—Spent most of the day in public and private conversation 
with Col. Robert Howe, a leader and active member of the general assembly 
Fine natural parts, great feeling, pure and elegant diction, with much per- 
suasive eloquence, a Crown officer with a lucrative post, a staunch Whig and 
colonist. I received much information in provincial politics and great pleas- 
ure from his relation. Zealous in the cause of America, he relished the pro- 
nosed Continental correspondence, promised to promote it, and write to me 

y the first oppottunity. J 

March 28.—Yesterday was a most delightful day. Fort Johnston is as de- 
lightful a situation. The commander, Col. Robert Howe, is a happy com- 
pound of the man of sense and sentiment with the man of the world, the 
sword, and the senate. 

March 30.—Spent the night at Mr. Harnett’s. Robert Howe, Harnett, and 
myself made the social triumvirate of the evening. The plan of Continental 
correspondence highly relished, much wished for, and resolved upon as 
proper to be pursued. 

Well might Hilton be termed the birthplace and cradle of 
American liberty, as it was so fitly termed by Vice-President 
Henry Wilson in a speech from the portico of this building, de- 
liveredin 1872. On departing from the Cape Fear region, Quincy 
bade his friend Howe adieu, each hoping to meet again and 
pledging each other to urge on the cause of independence, 
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Captain Howe giving to Mr. Quincy a letter of introduction to 
Governor Tryon, who had then become governor of New York. 

The legislature of 1772 was dissolved by Governor Martin in 
the early spring, as he desired to have members elected who 
would support his administration. But, notwithstanding the op- 
position fomented by the governor against him, Robert Howe 
was again returned to the assembly, which met the same year at 
Newbern on December 4. At this session the speaker of the 
house of commons laid before that body letters from several 
provinces requesting the appointment of a committee to inquire 
into the encroachments of England upon the liberties of the 
American people. The house passed a resolution— 

That such example was worthy of imitation, by which means communi- 


cation and concert would be established one Se colonies, and that they 
will atall times be ready to exert their efforts to preserve and defend their 
rights. 


The committee was appointed, and after the speaker’s name, as 
chairman, stands next in order the names of Robert Howe and 
Cornelius Harnett. It was chiefly through the influence and ex- 
ertion of these two men that this committee was chosen, and thus 
was recorded the first act of a legislative character that led to 
the Revolution. 

During this session the house had passed an act prohibiting 
the sheriffs from collecting that portion of the poll tax devoted 
to the payment of the public debt. The governor commanded 
the sheriffs to enforce the collection, and a direct clash arose be- 
tween the legislative and executive branches of the government. 
The judicial branch was silent, as the courts were closed. The 
governor forbade the further meeting of the assembly. 'Where- 
upon among the Whig leaders it was decided to call a general 
congress to meet at Newbern August 20. 1774. 

The governor called upon the council to concert measures to 
prevent the election of members as delegates to this meeting of 
the congress, but the people were thoroughly excited, and in 
spite of the governor’s strenuous efforts to the contrary the con- 
gress assembled at Newbern on the 25th of August, pursuant to 
the call. Among the delegates sent was Robert Howe, of Bruns- 
wick County, and his learning and eloquence were felt in this 
body. Among the many important resolutions passed were those 
claiming the right of a citizen to trial by a jury of his vicinage, 
and denounced the sending of Americans to England for trial in 
criminal cases, and that no subject should be taxed without rep- 
resentation. They approved of the conduct of the people of 
Massachusetts, and resolved not to import tea or any British 
manufacture, or export their own products to Great Britain un- 
less their grievances were redressed. On the 11th of February, 

775, Colonel Harvey called another congress to meet at New- 
bern on the 8d of April. As a delegate to this congress and also 
to the general assembly, which was to meet at the same time, 
Robert Howe was again elected from Brunswick County. 

Governor Martin issued his proclamation against the assem- 
bling of this congress, and finding his voice unheeded, on the 
morning of the meeting of the assembly he issued another proc- 
lamation commanding them to desist from the proposed conven- 
tion. But men determined on the attainment of the liberty for 
which they were striving would brook no opposition, and the con- 
vention was held in the very face of the governor. Governor 
Martin still persevered in his course. On the meeting of the 
assembly he went before that body and addressed them at length. 
He told them that he looked with horror on the proceedings of 
some of the colonies; that the meetings and committees had in- 
jured the rights of the Crown and insulted its officers; that they 
were in duty bound to prevent the meeting of the congress; that 
it should be the care of the assembly to lead back the people to 
their allegiance; that Parliament was at that very time deliber- 
ating for the good of America, and they should await the result. 

The assembly did not like the tone of the governor’s address 
and immediately proceeded to the appointment of a committee to 
reply to it. Robert Howe, for his uliar fitness, was selected 
as its chairman. On the 7th of April. Robert Howe wrote and re- 
ported an address which, as a justification for the action of his 
people, as well as a refutation of the charges of the governor, 
stamps him asa clear, forcible, and logical writer, than whom the 
colonies had no superior. Captain Howe said: 


That they contemplated with horror the condition of America, involved in 
difficulties and distressed by invasions of ancient rights and immunities. In 
this way the colonies had been driven to measures which, however extraor- 
dinary, were still warranted by wecuney. The appointment of committees 
in counties and towns had been adopted to resist unconstitutional encroach- 
ments, and the assembly was convinced that no step had been taken in that 
direction which was not salutary and proper. It was not to be controverted 
that all British subjects had the right of assembling and petitioning for a re- 
dress of grievances, and any attempt todenv or abridge this privilege was in 
direct conflict with the constitution. It was the least of their desires to pre- 
vent the objects and session of the provincial con, then in session, or to 
join his excellency in his injurious epithets in its ent. 


They further stated: 


That they would gladly aid in the establishment of a proper courtsystem, 
but declined any provisions for Fort Johnston. 


This reply was so very distasteful to the governor that the 
next day he dissolved the assembly, and this was the last held 
under royal auspices in North Carolina. 

Captain Howe returned to his home, and as the clouds of war 
were gathering thick and lowering over his country he immedi- 
ately began to prepare for action. Having no trained soldiers 
he employed himself drilling the people and training them to 
arms. While thus engaged the governor issued a violent procla- 
mation at Fort Johnston on the 16th June, 1775, against the 
people of the colony. A meeting of the district committee of 
safety was held at the court-house in Wilmington on the 20th 
June, with delegates present from Brunswick, Bladen, Onslow, 
Duplin, and New Hanover counties. Robert Howe appeared as 
a member from Brunswick. 

Immediately a committee was appointed, with Robert Howe as 
chairman, to answer the proclamation which was ordered to be 
published. Captain Howe prepared the address, which, like his 
former addresses, was a masterly production. He said among 
other things: 

In order to mentee the pernicious influence of the said proclamation, we 
do unanimously resolve, that in our opinion his excellency Josiah Martin, 
esq., hath by the said proclamation, and by the whole tenor of his conduct 
since these unhappy disputes between Great Britain and the colonies, dis- 
covered himself to be any enemy to the happiness of this colony in particular, 
and to the freedom, rights, and privileges of America in general. And in re- 
ply to Lord North’s resolution, introduced into Parliament, concerning 
America, which his excellency alluded to, “ Resolved, That this was a low 


base, flagitious, and wicked attempt to entrap America into slavery, and 
which they ought to reject with contempt w it deserves.” 


News of the battle of Lexington and Bunker Hill had now 
reached the Cape Fear, and the people began to prepare with in- 
creased exertions for the emergency. It became apparent that as 
Fort Johnston was the key tothe entire Cape Fear country it must 
be held by the colonies, and on the 18th of May, after due prepa- 
ration, Col. John Ashe, in command of a body of troops, among 
whom was Captain Howe, attacked, set fire to, and partially 
een Fort Johnston, right under the English fleet then in the 

rbor. 

About this time, also, another meeting of congress was called 
for August 21, 1775, at Hillsboro. Thither Robert Howe again 
went as the chosen delegate from Brunswick County. The meet- 
ing of this congress was alike denounced by Governor Martin 
from his eg of refuge on a British man-of-war. But the con- 
gress, to his denunciation, voted to bear their part of the expense 
of a Continental army, and organized one of their own by provid- 
ing for the immediate formation of two regiments of 500 men 
each, and appointed James Moore as colonel of the first and Robert 
Howe as colonel of the second regiment. By this same congress, 
on September 8, Colonel Howe was also appointed one of a com- 
mittee, with William Hooper as chairman, to prepare an address 
to the people of the British Empire, declaring the views of the 
body as to the existing state of affairs. This was the last act of a 
civil nature in which Colonel Howe was engaged until the close 
of that great struggle which was to terminate in the establish- 
ment of the greatest constitutional republic the world has ever 
seen. 

Colonel Howe, as we have seen, was prominent in every step 
which led to the Revolution. He was ever ready, with his broad 
and liberal views, to advance the cause of his country. He had 
with his pen, by his persuasive eloquence on the hustings, and his 
debates in the legislative halls, as well as his votes, shown him- 
self a true statesman, born as it were for the occasion. But it is 
not for us to regard him alone as a statesman, for he was great 
as a soldier. No sooner had the Hillsboro congress adjourned 
than Colonel Howe be to form his regiment and continued 
training his soldiers. this he was engaged when he was in- 
formed of the efforts of Lord Dunmore to raise an army at Nor- 
folk, and of his emissaries to incite an insurrection among the 
slaves in the Albemarle region of North Carolina. He imme- 
diately, in December, 1775, proceeded with his regiment to Nor- 
fork to engage the British and to rescue his people from the 
threatened insurrection. He arrived at Norfolk on the 11th of De- 
cember, two days after the skirmish between Lord Dunmore and 
the Virginia troops at Great Bridge, but found that Lord Dun- 
more had only withdrawn to Norfolk and was then in possession 
of the town. Colonel Howe, being the officer of highest rank, as- 
sumed command of the American troops, and, an engagement 
ensuing, drove Lord Dunmore and his entire force from the 
country, and on the 14th of December took possession of the city. 

Lord ore on retreating betook himself to the British 
fleet, and on January 1, 1776, attempted to recapture the city. 
He opened a severe bombardment on the town from the fleet, and 
with such terrible results that nine-tenths of all the houses were 
reduced to ashes, and the fire raged for several weeks. But 
Colonel Howe s y repelled the assault, and Lord Dun- 
more retired from the country. 

At this point Colonel Howe remained until after the ist of 














March, when, for his gallantry and good conduct, he was pro- 
moted by the Continental Congress to the rank of brigadier-gen- 


eral in the Continental Army and ordered to the Southern Depart- 
ment, under Maj. Gen. Charles Lee. , 

On May 4, 1776, the State congress, through its ident, ad- 
dressed General Howe, and returned to him a vote of thanks ‘‘ for 
his manly, generous, and war-like conduct in these unhappy times, 
and more especially for the reputation our troops acquired under 
his command.” General Howe thus endeared himself to his own 
countrymen, but had become exceedingly obnoxious to the Brit- 
ish. 

So great was this aversion that on the 5th day of May, 1776, Sir 
Henry Clinton, then in command, issued a proclamation against 
committees and congresses, and invited oo? ore to return to 
the royal standard, and offered and promi pardon to all the 

ople of North Carolina who would submit, ‘except Robert 
one and Cornelius Harnett.’’ On the 12th of the same month 
Cornwallis, sent by Sir Henry Clinton, with 900 men ravaged and 
burned General Howe’s plantation at Old Town Creek and took 
away a few bullocks and a number of slaves. Maj. Gen. Charles 
Lee was now on his way to take charge of the military affairs in the 
South. While in North Carolina he was joined by General Howe 
and the two North Carolina regiments under Col. James Moore 
and Alex. Martin, the latter appointed to succeed General Howe, 
promoted. 

These two regiments arrived at Charleston on June 11, 1776, 
and these, under the command of General Howe, participated in 
the brilliant victories of Forts Sullivan and Moultrie, which oc- 
curred on the 28th of June. At this battle the Americans had 
only one-tenth as many guns as wére brought to bear on them, 
oa. yet they won the day. Of the soldiers General Lee said: 
**No men ever behaved better or ever could behave better.” 
Here the North Carolina troops fought with conspicuous bravery 
and added new laurels to their own fame and that of their com- 
mander. 

General Lee, in a report of the battle made to Edmond Pendle- 
ton, of the Virginia convention, said: 

I know not which troops I have the greatest reason to be pleased with, 
Muhlenberg’s Virginians, or the North Carolina troops. They are both 
equally alert, zealous, and spirited. 

During the month of July, General Lee, with General Howe 
and Colonel Moultrie, left Charleston for an expedition against 
Florida, but when they arrived at Savannah General Lee was re- 
called by General Washington, and in October following Howe 
was placed in command of the southern department, with head- 
quarters at Charleston. In retaliation for incursions from Flor- 
ida, General Howe, at the head of 2,000 Americans, militia from 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia, attempted the 
capture of St. Augustine. He met with little opposition before 
he reached the St. Marys River, where the British had erected a 
fort called Soar in compliment to the governor of the province. 
On the approach of Howe they destroyed the fort and, after some 
slight skirmishing, retreated toward St. Augustine. But the 
Americans were driven back from Florida by a plague of fever 
which swept away nearly one-fourth of their number and ren- 
dered their retreat absolutely necessary. 

It was while at Charleston that occurred the dispute between 
Colonel Gadsden and General Howe, which led to the duel be- 
tween them on the 20th of August, 1778. The dispute arose out 
of a conflict of authority between the States and the Continental 
Congress—a question of conflict of authority which agitated and 
seriously affected the Confederacy in the late civil war, and which 
was never clearly and permanently settled in the United States 
between the States and the General Government until the 
adoption of the Constitution. As the duel was an episode in 
his life of so remarkable a character and our historians have been 
so inaccurate in their references to it, I deem it of so much in- 
terest as to here give a detailed statement of it, taken from an 
account of the duel in the South Carolinian and American Gazette, 
dated September 3, 1778, three or four days after its occurrence. 


“On the 29th October, 1776, General Howe published in his orders the pro- 
motion of Colonels Gadsden and Moultrie, and assigned them to their respec- 
tive commands. 

On the 23d of A 1777, General Gadsden resigned his command into 
the hands of Gen Howe. General Howe sent the resignation to Co 
with a letter explaining it, and Congress, e009 ting it without comment 
wounded Colonel Gadsden’s feelin ‘0 letter lone] Gadsden replied 
in an open letter to Congress. This letter was the cause of the duel. Gen- 
eral Howe says that about four months before the date of his letter, that is, 
about the Ist of May, after he had been about six months in uadapewe com- 
mand of the post, General Gadsden d to know by what right he com- 
manded, and claimed that he himself was the natura] comman: in South 
Carolina. General Howe explained to him his right, and showed the error 
into which General Gadsden fallen respecting claims of right. General 
Howe replied “that as he had no doubt respecting his own right he would 
express none, but if the other desired it he would communicate those doubts 
to Congress as his,” and this was assented to. 

Ata ors interview a few days afterwards General Howe was led 
to believe that General Gadsden was now satisfied as to his right, and the 
letter was not written. One day in August they met at the house of Presi- 
dent Lowndes, and General Gadsden inquired whether the letter had been 
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written as ed, and on General Howe replying in the negative, and givin 
his reasons for not having done so, General Gadsden said the matter Sieatl 
be brought before the South Carolina assembly. Shortly afterwards a mo- 
tion was made by William Henry Drayton inquiring into the nature of Gen- 
eral Howe's command in that State. This motion was promptly rejected 

and General Gadsden immediately resigned his commission into General 
Howe's hands. General Gadsden gavean explanation of the matter and says: 

“On the lith of August I received by the General's aid-de-camp a long 
expostulatory letter, with a demand for satisfaction at the close unless I 
made him reparation for the expressions I had made use of relative to him 
in my letter of the 4th of July. I wrote for an answer next morning that I 
was ready to give him any satisfaction he thought proper, when and where 
he pleased; that I thought him the aggressor in having wrote such an unnec- 
essary detail of that matter in it, — my principal objection, and espe- 
cially for not letting me, whom it so nearly concerned, have a copy of it; and 
that he had nobody to blame but himself; that 1 never saw his d 
had such immediate effect, for ten months after the date of it. 

‘Three letters from him and two from me passed before the matter camo 
toa point. In his he gave me assurance that he did not mean in anything he 
said to reflect upon or injure me, and as to the breach of promise I accused 
him of he declared he really understood me as he had set forth; so that if 
there was a fault, his understanding and not his integrity was to blame; and 
had he imagined I wished to see his letter he should most cheerfully have 
sentit to me; that he had not the least wish toconcealit from me. My friends, 
Colonels Elliott and Horry, who were the only ones who had the least hint of 


etail, which 


the affair from me, seemed to think this a great occasion, and required some 
notice or apology on my side, and our friend, Colonel Pinckney, who was the 
General's second, appeared to be of the same opinion. But I, looking upon 
it only as personal and private to me, and whereas the expressions of me he 
particularly referred to related to the manner of a public act, I determined 


to make no concessions, but to meet him in any manner he pleased.” 
Accordingly on the 3vth of August the hostile meeting took place, and the 


following account given of it: “After the generals met and courteously sa- 
luted each other, General Howe desired his second to ame his friends, in 
case he should fall, that it was his earnest request that they should not pros- 


ecute General Gadsden beyond the formality of a trial, and General Gadsden 
desired both the seconds to acquaint his friend in case he should fal!, that he 
entirely forgave General Howe and earnestly begged them not to prosecute 
him, and he particularly enjoined Colonel Pinckney to charge his son not to 
intermeddle in the affair at all. General Howe's second then stepped off the 
distance then fixed upen by him and Colonel Elliott—18 short paces—and the 
generals being placed, Colonel Elliott said: 

“Gentlemen, we have marked out your distance, leaving you toact as you 
please, not doubting but that, as this is an affair of honor, you will act conse- 
quently with the strictest rules of honor.’ General Howe then said to Gen- 


eral Gadsden, ‘Fire, sir... General Gadsden said, ‘Do you fire first?’ General 
Howe replied, ‘We will both fire together.’ General Gadsden made no an- 
swer, but both pocemntes. There was a pause for a few seconds, and General 
Howe said with a smile, ‘Why will not you fire, General Gadsden?’ Gen- 
eral Gadsden replied, ‘You brought me out, General Howe, to this ball play 
and — to begin the entertainment.’ General Howe fired and missed. 
General Gadsden after a short interval fired his pistol over his left arm 
about at right angles from General Howe, and then called out to General 


Howe to fireagain. General Howe smiled, and at the same time dropping 
pe hands with his pistol in it said, ‘No, General Gadsden, I can not after 

3. 

General Gadsden’s second said he was glad to see so much honor in the 
generals; that he did not think General Gadsden could have made a hand- 
somer apology or General Howe have shown a higher sense of honor than in 
acting as he had done. Then General Gadsden went wp to him and said, 
‘** Now, General Howe, I will mention to you what I could not before, as my 
letter was a public one, and the words contained in it seemed to me proper, 
and as yours was a private one, the parts in it which, in the opinion of my 
friends, left an opening for an apology I could not take notice of; but I told 
my friends in the carriage before I came on the ground that I intended to 
receive your fire, and though I may, perhaps, talk this matter over again, I 
assure you I shall never in future make. use of any harsh expressions con- 
cerning you.” General Howesaidthat it was very agreeable to him that the 
matter terminated in this way, and that he was happy that he had missed 
him. General Gadsden’s second said he hoped that the difference that had 
caused this duel might now subside and be left on that spot. The generals, 
then, in token of this reconciliation shook hands and parted. 


We rarely see such chivalry displayed in the duel; and although 
it isintended forthe healing of wounded honor among gentlemen, 
yet as a practice to be condemned, if it must be resorted to, no 
finer example could be given of what ought to be observed as the 
rules of the code. General Gadsden was wrong in this matter, 
but, as it is said, ‘“‘ he was gloriously wrong,’’ and General Howe 
was completely vindicated. 

The unfortunate but gifted Major André, of the British army, 
who was afterwards executed as aspy, wrote a humorous account 
of this duel in 18 stanzas, set to the tune of Yankee Doodle, which 
was published as one of the humors of that day. It is thus given: 


ON THE AFFAIR BETWEEN THE REBEL GENERALS HOWE AND GADSDEN. 
CHARLESTON, 8. C., September 1, 1778. 
We are favored with the following authentic accountof the affair of honor 
which ppocase on the 13th of August,1778. Eleven o’clock was the hour ap- 
»inted for Generals H. and G. to meet. Accordingly, about ten minutes 
fore 1l—but hold! It is too good a story to be told in simple prose. 


It was on Mr. Percy’s land, 
At + Rugeley’s corner, 

Great H. and G. met, sword in hand, 
Upon a point of honor. 


Chorus: Yankee doodle, doodle doo, ete, 


G. went before with Colonel E., 
Together ina corriagss 

On horseback followed H. and P. 
Asif to steal a marriage. 


On chosen ground they now alight, 
For battle duly harnessed; 

A shady place, and out of sight, 
It shew'd they were in earnest. 


They met, and in the usual way 

th hat in hand saluted; 

Which was, no doubt, to shew how they 
Like gentlemen disputed. 
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And then they both together made 
This honest declaration, 

That they came there, by honor led, 
And not by inclination. 


That if they fought, *twas not because 
Of rancour, spite, or passion; 

But only to obey the laws 
Of custom and the fashion. 


The pistols, then, before their eyes 
Were fairly primed and loaded; 

H. wished, his did G. likewise, 
The customs were exploded. 


But as they now had gone so far 
In such a bloody business, 

For action straight they both prepare 
With mutual forgiveness. 


But lest their courage should exceed 
The bounds of moderation, 

Between the seconds ‘twas agreed 
To fix them each a station. 


The distance stepp’d by Colonel P. 

Was only eight short spaces; 
“Now, gentlemen,” says Colonel E., 

“Be sure to keep your places.” 

Quoth H. to G., “Sir, please to fire;” 
Quoth G., ‘No, pray begin, sir;” 

And truly we must needs admire 
The temper they were in, sir. 


“We'll fire both at once,” said H.; 

And so they both presented; 

No answer was returned by G., 
But silence, sir, consented. 

They paused awhile, these gallant foes, 
By turns politely grinning: 

‘Till, after many cons and pros, 
H. made a brisk beginning. 


H. missed his mark, but not his aim; 
The shot was well directed. 

It saved them both from hurt and shame; 
What more could be expected? 


Then G., to show he meant no harm, 
But hated jars and jangles, 
His pistol fired across his arm 
From H., almost at angles. 
H. now was called upon by G. 
To fire another shot, sir; 
He smiled and, “After that,” quoth he, 
“No, truly I can not, sir.” 


Such honor did they both display 
They highly were commended; 
And thus, in short, this gallant fray 
Without mischance was ended. 
No fresh dispute, we may suppose, 
Will e’er by them be started; 
And now the chiefs, no longer foes, 
Shook hands, and so they parted. 
Chorus: Yankee Doodle, doodle doo, etc. 


After this encounter and toward the close of December, 1778, 
we find General Howe at Savannah, Ga., sent by General Wash- 
ington to command the defenses around that town, to prevent the 
threatened attack of the British. On arriving he immediately 
bestowed as much labor on the fortification as he could com- 
mand men and means to give. But Governor Houston, of 
Georgia, denied his right to command at that post, as the gov- 
ernor himself claimed to be commander in chief and entitled to 
precedence of rank on Georgia soil. But General Howe as com- 
mander of the Continental forces under Washington could not 
concede this to the State authorities. He deemed it his duty to 
point out to the legislature of Georgia and to the governor, in 
the strongest expressions of which he was master, the want of 
proper defenses, and asked for men to throw up the fortifications. 

But owing to this friction between Governor Houston and Gen- 
eral Howe over the precedence to command the legislature refused 
to take any action whatever. Governor Houston still continued 
to dispute his right to command; and when the British force 
sailed in the river Savannah was without means of defense. 
General Howe, having under him ~—7 about 900 men, without 
fortifications, was unable to prevent the landing of the British 
force, nearly four times as large, with heavy guns and ammuni- 
tion, and consisting of thirty-five hundred men, under Colonel 
Campbell, from New York, and a like number, under General 
Prevost, from St. Augustine, among whom was the regiment of 
royalists, chiefly from North Carolina, under the command of 
Col. John Hamilton, of Halifax. 

The North Carolina Continentals here fought face to face 
against their brothers, the Loyalists. A battle took place, with 
great loss of life, the Continental troops being attacked both in 
the flank and front by so -— an excess in numbers that, notwith- 
standing the bravery and gallantry with which the Continentals 
fought, they were driven from their position, and the British 
carried the eae The valor and patriotism of the Americans could 
not prevail over the immense number of the British. General 
Howe incurred here the resentment of Governor Houston over 
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this dispute as to whether the State or Continental authorities had 
the right to control and direct the management of the affairs of 
war, but this disaster showed how necessary it was to concede 
this power to the Continental Congress, as it was through the 
want of the cooperation of Governor Houston, or, rather, his 
opposition, coupled with the paucity of numbers of the Americans, 
that led to the defeat at Savannah. But the whole conduct of 
the battle showed in General Howe the highest marks of general- 
ship. 

After this, at the instance of Governor Houston, a court-martial, 
presided over by Maj. Gen. Baron Steuben as president, with 
Brigadier-Generals Knox and others, was ordered to investigate 
the conduct of General Howe on the charges of having sacrificed 
the Georgia troops and leaving the country exposed, but the court 
held him not guilty, and,in the language of the court, *‘ We do 
acquit him of both charges with the highest honor.’’ In the early 
part of the year 1779 General Howe was transferred to the North, 
and on the 15th of July was ordered against Verplancks Point, sub- 
sequently to Ridgfield. He also cooperated with General Wayne 
in his attack on Stony Point on the Hudson. 

About this time the city of New York was evacuated by the 
Americans, and the British under Sir Henry Clinton took posses- 
sion. The American Army withdrew into the interior of the 
State. The position of West Point, on the Hudson, was consid- 
ered by General Washington as the key to the Army’s position. 
And so great was Washington’s confidence in the military ability 
and courage of General Howe that to him was intrusted the com- 
mand of that department, and on the 15th of May, 1780, he was 
instructed by Washington to increase his rank and file to 2,500 
men, if not now that large, from General Clinton’s New York 
Militia. General Clinton was then governor of that State and 
commander in chief of the militia. Howe was soon joined by 
part of Clinton’s brigade and latterly by a division of the Con- 
necticut troops, when he was ordered by General Washington to 
dismiss the militia, having then 2,500 Continental troops. 

General Clinton doubtless took offense at the dismissal of his 
State militia, and immediately began with Benedict Arnold and 
others to plot for the removal of General Howe. General Arnold 
made immediate application for the position, whether then with 
a treasonable design we can only conjecture, but he alleged 
‘*that his wound would not allow him to remain in the field,”’ 
and that was his ostensible reason for seeking the appointment. 
Arnold secured the influence of Mr. Robert R. Livingston, then a 
member of Congress from New York, to assist him. Mr. Living- 
ston wrote to General Washington on the 22d day of June, 1780, 
and stated that General Howe (probably on account of his dis- 
missal of the New York militia), would not inspire the confidence 
in them essential for engaging their efficient service, and said ‘‘If 
I might presume so far, I should beg leave to submit to Your Ex- 
cellency whether this post might not be safely confided to Gen- 
eral Arnold, who is the favorite of the militia, and who will 
agree perfectly with our governor.”’ 

On the 30th of June General Arnold visited the camp at West 
Point. General Howe wrote that day to General Washington, 
‘*T have taken General Arnold round our works, and he has my 
opinion of them and of many other matters. Ihave long wished 
to give it to you, but I could not convey it by letter.”” General 
Howe had always, to a most extraordinary degree, enjoyed Gen- 
eral Washington’s esteem and confidence, and upon the solicita- 
tion for the appointment of Arnold he refused to make it, except 
that General Howe might prefer to resume his position in the line 
of the army. General Howe signifying his preference, General 
Washington acceded tothe importunities of Arnold’s friends, and 
on the 3d day of August, 1780, Major-General Arnold was ordered 
to take command of West Point and its dependencies. And 
scarcely a month passed before Arnold was guilty of his base 
treachery and Major André was captured. The result is well 
known. He wastried by a court-martial, of which General Howe 
was a conspicuous member, and was convicted and hung. 

General Howe was then placed in command of a division on 
the east side of the Hudson, where he remained until January 10, 
1781. At this time a mutiny broke out among the Pennsylvania 
troops, and by order of General Washington he was sent with 
five battalions to quell the disturbance. A similar occurrence 
took place in the New Jersey line on the 22d, and General Wash- 
ington dispatched General Howe to Ringwood, in that State, to 
quell the mutiny there. Both of these missions were performed 
with great owe ayes and a few of the leaders having been so 
8 ily and fairly tried, condemned, and executed that a vote of 
thanks was returned by General Washington, in behalf of the 
country, to General Howe and his troops, and Congress likewise 

resolutions thanking him for these services. 

On the 2ist of July, 1781, while still in New York, he was or- 
dered to reconnoiter the enemy’s position at King’s Bridge, which 
task was are carcy entirely to the satisfaction of General Wash- 
ington. e long struggle of America for freedom was now 
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drawing to aclose. Lord Cornwallis, finding it impossible longer 
to withstand the aggressive movement of the Americans, sur- 
rendered his sword to Washington on the 19th of October, 1781, 
at Yorktown. And on the 18th of the following month Major 
Craig and his forces left the Cape Fear, and with him disappeared 
the last vestige of British dominion in North Carolina. Gen- 
eral Howe still remained in the service of the Government. The 
Continental Congress was in session in Philadelphia in June, 1783. 
Owing to the failure of Congress to levy revenue, which was due 
to the want of power, a defect in the Articles of Confederation, 
the Congress, while in session, was attacked by a clamorous mob 
and compelled to disperse. 

For their protection, General Howe was sent with five battalions 
to suppress the mob. This was successfully accomplished, and 
was the last act performed by him of importance while in the 
Army. Soon afterwards he was mustered out of the service, 
holding then the rank of major-general of the Continental Army. 
On September 23, 1783, Congress passed a resolution of thanks to 
General Howe and the officers and soldiers of his command. 
Before retiring from the Army he took an active interest in form- 
ing the Order of the Cincinnati, and was one of the general officers 
designated at the Cantonment of the American Army June 19, 
1783, to establish that society, and he was the first officer of the 
North Carolina Chapter which he afterwards formed. 

He had given six years’ continued service to his country, and 
during all that time he never asked or accepted one moment’s re- 
cess. To use his own language: ‘“‘ For this service I have sacri- 
ficed all other considerations, however interesting, endearing, or 
heartfelt they might have been.’’ In the spring of 1785 he re- 
turned to his home on the Cape Fear, ripe with honors and the 
gratitude of his country. At Fayetteville he was received with 
public ovation, and the popular homage extended him was un- 
paralleled in that day, except in the single instance of that given 
to George Washington. He immediately applied himself to his 
former occupation of tilling the soil, but was not long allowed to 
remain quiet at his home. During the summer of the year 1785 
he was elected by his people to represent them in the legislature, 
where he took his seat at Newbern on the 19th of November. 

On the 17th of March, 1786, he was sent to select a site for a light- 
house on the Cape Fear River, and, with Mr. Benjamin Smith and 
the commissioners of pilotage, fixed the location at Baldhead. 
Again during this year he was a candidate for the legislature 
from Brunswick. At this time in North Carolina the judiciary 
wasin great disrepute. At Wilmingtona court was being held by 
Judges Spencer, Ashe,and Williams. In the words of Mr. Archi- 
bald McLean, a brilliant lawyer of that day, ‘‘ the most shameful 


partiality disgraced the bench.’’ The question of the extent of | 


pardon which should be granted to the Loyalists, who had lately 
been in arms against the Continentals, or adhering to the British, 
giving them aid and comfort, was greatly agitated among the 
eople, especially in reference to the confiscation acts. General 
towe, being a man of broad and liberal culture, favored magna- 
nimity and advocated the restoration of the Loyalists to their 
property rights and granting generalamnesty. He warred against 
proscription, which filled the air. Hemet with violent opposition 
at the polls from the narrow-minded and illiberal. 
In a letter written by Archibald McLean to James Iredell on 
the 3d of August, 1786, he says: 


General Howe will, I believe, be returned from Brunswick, though op- 
posed with great assiduity. He openly avows the most liberal principles 
and execrates the judges and other officers. 


Notwithstanding the opposition he was triumphantly elected, 
thus establishing the fact that the conservative spirit existed and 
was in the ascendency among the people of North Carolina even 
in that day, and for which they have ever been and are still justly 
renowned. 

The legislature was to convene at Fayetteville on the 18th of No- 
vember, 1786. General Howe set out for the capital, and on his 
way was takensick. He stopped at the residence of Gen. Thomas 
Clark, his old friend and comrade in arms, on the Cape Fear 
River. He became ill, and there continued in declining health 
until he died. On the 14th of December, 1786, Judge Alfred Moore, 
one of the associate justices of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, wrote to James Iredell that ‘‘ General Howe is at the very 
verge of the grave; it is supposed that he will die in a few days; 
he has only got as far as General Clark’s.’’ A few days after- 
wards he expired, at the age of 56 years, and was buried on Grange 
Farm, now a portion of Columbus County, N. C. 

Not even a stone marks his last resting place, and nothing but 
a small hillock exists to show that even a grave was ever there. 
What a commentary upon the gratitude of his countrymen! 

Thus ended the career of one who did more to bring about the 
crisis which caused the Revolution than any one man in North 
Carolina. 

He was possessed of versatile talents. He was the life of social 
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gatherings. On these occasions it is said of him that his imagi- 
nation fascinated, his repartee overpowered, and his conversation 
was enlivened by strains of exquisite raillery. 

He was of noble impulses and liberal views. He was an eloquent 
speaker and logical debater. He was a power in politics snl was 
great as a soldier, and having attained the highest rank in the 
American Army, he is easily distinguished as the greatest man 
North Carolina furnished to the American Revolution, and one of 
the most aggressive leaders for liberty and independence in all 
the colonies, in the preservation of whose fame every American 
citizen should take a just pride, and the American Congress should 
cheerfully erect a monument to make the name of Robert Howe 
immortal, that his example may be emulated by all future genera- 
tions. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was fead, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE M, DUFFY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
804) granting an increase of pension to George M. Duffy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George M. Duffy, late 
of Company K, Eleventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELIZA WENDE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 4155) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Wende. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Wende, widow of Rich- 
ard Wende, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment United States Artillery, and 
spay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Company” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Battery.” } 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventeen” and insert in lieu thereof the 
the word “twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIAS G, RUTHERFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 16789) granting an increase of pension to E. G. Rutherford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of E. G. Rutherford, late of 
Company H, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

= line 6 strike out the letter “‘E” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
oe ias.”’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Elias G. Rutherford.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM W. DOWNS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16538) granting an increase of pension to William Downs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Downs, late of 
Company A, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, 
Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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: The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
lollows: 


In line 6, after the word “ William,” insert the letter “ W.” 
i = line 9 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
thirty.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Downs.” 
The amendments were agreed to. : 3 . 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
DANIEL VAN WIE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10691) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Van Wie. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the —— roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Van Wie, late of 
Company E, Seventy-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
hima pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. ; 
JOSEPH FELDHAUSEN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10922) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Feldhausen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Feldhausen, late of 
Company H, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 


a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

in line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FLORENCE M. STOUT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16859) granting a pension to Florence M. Stout. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Florence M. Stout, widow 
of William H. B. Stont, late of Company B, First Battalion Nebraska Cav- 
airy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ second lieutenant.” 

In line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the words “‘ Veteran Volun- 
teer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ fifteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ALBERT W. THOMPSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16717) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert W. Thompson, late 
of ae G, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment ‘Yew York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay hima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “is;" and in same line, before the word 
“hereby,” insert the word “is.” . , 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. x 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 








” 


JOHN BURKE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16856) granting a pension to John Burke. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Burke, of Company CO, 


Twenty-seventh Regiment Iowa Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of thirty dollars per month in lieu of that he is now recei ‘ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter ““C” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “‘E,” 

In line 7, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In same line strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John Burke.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


REUBEN VERMILLION. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 14378) granting a pension 
to Reuben Vermillion. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Reuben Vermillion on the pen- 
sion roll at $20 per month. Said Reuben Vermillion was a veteran of the 
civil war, “yay D, Seventy-fourth Volunteer Regiment, organized in 
August, 1862, in Missouri. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 


: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ——— and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Reuben Vermillion, late of Company A, 
Webster Counts, Missouri, Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
THOMAS B. FAUGHT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6876) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas B. Faught. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed, from and after the date of the passage of this act, 
to pay to Thomas B. Faught, of Lawrence County, State of South Dakota, of 
Company G, Fourth Dlinois Cavalry, a pension of $50 per month, instead of 
$30 per month, which he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

. Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas B. Faught, late of Company G, 
Fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ANTON SAUTHOFF., 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16752) granting a pension to Anton Sauthoff. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension ave the name of Anton Sauthoff, late of Com- 
pany D, Cape Girardeau Missouri Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “Girardeau,” insert the word “‘ Battalion.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


REBECCA RANDOLPH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
18713) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Randolph. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca Randolph, widow 
of Alonzo T. Randolph, late of Company H, One hundred and forty-eighth 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company K, One hundredth New York 


Volunteer Infamtry, and pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of the 
pension she is now Sessiving. » 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, before the words “ New York,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 8, before the words “ New York,” insert the word “‘ Regiment.” 

In line 9 strike out the words “of twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “at the rate of twelve.” 

a ae out the words “the pension” and insert in lieu thereof the 
wo “ . 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
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ELLEN A. PLUMLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12871) granting a pension to Ellen A. Plumley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen A. Plumley, widow of 
Samuel I. Plumley, late of Company G, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery,and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out “‘twenty,” in line 8, and insert ‘‘eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . . , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM J. JUBB. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 
15768) granting an increase of pension to William J. Jubb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William J. Jubb, late of Com- 
pany A, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- | 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARY H. TALCOTT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 15842) granting a pension | 
to Mary M. Talcott. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary M. Talcott, formerly 
the wife of Col. George Nelson Macy, Twentieth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and § and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Mary H. Talcott, former widow of Geo N. Macy, late lieutenant- | 
colonel Twentieth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer antry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mary H. Tal- | 
cott.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


FRANKLIN CHASE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 699 
granting an increase of pension to Franklin Chase. ; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin Chase, late 
of Company E, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HARRIET HATCH, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1043) | 
granting an increase of pension to Harriet Hatch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- | 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet Hatch, widow 
of Albion L. Hatch, late of Company F, Twenty-fourth Regiment Maine | 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in | 
lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death 
of Cassie R. Hatch, blind and dependent child of said Albion L. Hatch, the 
additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CHARLES W. COLBY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1166) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles W. Colby. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles W. Colby, late of 
Company G, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


THOMAS J. GEORGE. 


The next business was the bill (S, 1194) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. George. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas J. George, late of 
Company D, Fourth Westmont Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and major, 
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Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
HILAS D. DAVIS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1873) granting an increase of 
pension to Hilas D. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hilas D. Davis, late of Com- 
pany K, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SARAH B. BARGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2114) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah B. Barger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah B. Barger, widow of 
| Benjamin F. Barger, late major, Thirty-third Regiment Ohio ¥ 


olunteer In- 
fantry,and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she 
> g, an & r month additional on account of the minor child 
of the said Benjamin F.. Barger until he reaches the age of 16 years. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SARAH J. WARREN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
2270) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. Warren. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Warren, widow of 


| Thaddeus S. Warren, late of Company E, Second Regiment Pennsylvania 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN T. DEWEESE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
3912) granting an increase of pension to John T. Deweese. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John T. Deweese, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ALMAN J. HOUSTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4023) 
granting an increase of pension to Alman J. Houston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alman J. Houston, late of 
Company D. Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JAMES O’NEIL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4140) 
granting an increase of pension to James O’ Neil. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

te it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James O'Neil, late second 
lieutenant Company E, Twenty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

OSCAR H. PRINK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4239) granting an increase of pension to Oscar H. Prink. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oscar H. Prink, late of 
Company E, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
DANIEL G. TOWLE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4305) granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. Towle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisiong 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel G. Towle, late captain 
Company E, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $3) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

ORLANDO 8. OSBORN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4656) 
granting an increase of pension to Orlando 8. Osborn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


know that there is suchathing. The people know nothing about 
these reports. 
Mr. GIBSON. I call the gentleman’s attention to the report 


| on this bill. 


Mr. TALBERT. Iknow, but you do not putit into the Recorp. 
I think it better to have a report, but whether you do or not, these 
bills ought to be read. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will say to the gentleman that these bills have 


| all passed the Senate, and have been considered by the House com- 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- | 


visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orlando 8. Osborn, 
late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
EPHRAIM CUNNINGHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4702) | 


granting an increase of pension to Ephraim Cunningham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ephraim Cunningham, late 
of Company F’, Fourteonth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry,and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
CASSIUS B. FISHER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4854) granting an increase of pension to Cassius B. Fisher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cassius B. Fisher, late of 
Company K, Third Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

GEORGE J. CHENEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
5508) granting an increase of pension to George J. Cheney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pas laws, the name of George J. Cheney, late of 
Company A, Twentieth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOSEPH TWYCROSS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 5610) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Twycross. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Twycross, late of 
Company G, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 

a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman,I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

"The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is it not customary to have the bill read a 
third time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman 
that the committee is simply considering these bills and laying 
them aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr, TALBERT. Are these Senate bills, most of them? 

The CHAIRMAN. Senate bills, all of them, that are being 
considered at this present moment. 

Mr. TALBERT. Are there no reports to any of them? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a report in the case of every bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. I thought there were no reports to any of 
them. I have not heard any of the reports read. It seems to 
me we are going along here in a tremendous hurry, without 
much consideration. 

Mr. GIBSON. I call theattention of the gentleman from South 
Carolina to the fact that we are in Committee of the Whole, and 
when we get into the House the bills are read twice before ing. 

Mr. TALBERT. I was aware of that, but I wished to know if 
there were no reports to any of these bills. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The reports are all on file. 

Mr. GIBSON. There are reports to all of them. 

Mr. TALBERT. I just asked for information. I think you 
had better read one just once in awhile, so that the public will 


mittee. _ 

Mr. TALBERT. But the bills are not even read. I am afraid 
this thing will fall through and the poor soldier not get anything. 
They will not think you are doing your duty. I only want to see 


| it done properly. I think there are too few here to pass these 





things in this way. I just ask the Chairman to count to see how 
many there are here, to see if we have a quorum. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to find out whether there is a quorum. 
I make the point that there is no quorum present to pass these 
bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina makes 
the point that there is no quorum present. The Chair will count. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that a great many members are 
now in the restaurant getting their luncheon. 

Mr. GIBSON. ILhopethe gentleman will withdraw the request. 
The members are in the building, but they are now in the res- 
taurant. 

Mr. TALBERT. I withdraw the point of no quorum, pro- 
vided you read a report or two. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. We will, after a while. 

Mr. TALBERT. Putina report or two and let us. have the 
bill read. Do not let us go on in such a hurry. We will fall 
down and spill the milk if we do not look out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that no bill is pre- 
sented which does not have a report accompanying it, and the 
report is at the disposition of any member of the committee who 
desires to hear it read. Every one of them is on file. The Clerk 
will report the next bill. 


JULIA A. JORDAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 5786) 
granting a pension to Julia A. Jordan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia A. Jordan, dependent 
mother of Frank H. Jordan, late captain Company E, Ninety-first Regiment 
5 Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per 
month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


JOHN A. BARCUS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 5841) 
granting an increase of pension to John A. Barcus, 

The bi!l was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. Barcus, late of 
Company A, One hund andeighty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay hini a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HENRY L. DAVENPORT. « 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5952) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry L. Davenport. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ponece laws, the name of Henry L. Davenport, late 
of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment or yy Volunteer Infantry, an pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELIZA LITTLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6026) 
granting an increase of pension to Eliza Little. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Little, widow of Ed- 
ward H. Little, late captain Company H, —— Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pensior at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

CHARLES H. BARNES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6050) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Barnes. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles H. Barnes, late of 
Company F, Fifty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HATTIE CONNELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6107) 
granting an increase of pension to Hattie Connell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hattie Connell, widow of 
John P. Connell, late second lieutenant Company G, Sixth Regiment Con- 
necticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
NANNIE CUSHMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6219) 
granting an increase of pension to Nannie Cushman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nannie Cushman, widow 
of Charles H. Cushman, late commander, United States Navy,and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 





The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
CHARLES C. CHESLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6262) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles C. Chesley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


8. JOSIE HILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6452) 
granting a pension to S. Josie Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 8. Josie Hill, widow of 
David Hill, late captain Company F, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month ms per month additional on account of each of the minor children 
of the said David Hill until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
ALONZO GILBERT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6465) 
granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Gilbert. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo Gilbert, late of 
Company K, One hundred and tenth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLARD A, JACKSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6466) 
granting an increase of pension to Willard A. Jackson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Willard A. Jackson, late of 


| Company A, Seventeenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the oye roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles C. Chesley, late 
second lieutenant Company F, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

RACHEL E, BULLARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6263) 
granting a pension to Rachel E. Bullard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the panos laws, the name of Rachel E. Bullard, widow | 


of Edmund E. Bullar¢ 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Light Artillery, and Company C, Elev- 
enth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her at the rate of $8 
per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
LUTHER D. GODDARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
6326) granting an increase of pension to Luther D. Goddard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Luther D. Goddard, late of 
Company D, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY A. NOYES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6329) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Noyes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Noyes, widow of 
Edward Noyes, late of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Maine olunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ANN A. HERSUM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6422) 
granting an increase of a to Ann A. Hersum. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann A. Hersum, widow of 
George L. Hersum, late second lieutenant Company A, Fifth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


, alias Charles Howard, late of Company A, First | 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 dollars per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CAROLINE W. BIXBY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6500) 
granting an increase of pension to Caroline W. Bixby. 

‘The bill was read. as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aut borized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
anc limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline W. Bixby, widow 
of Daniel P. Bixby, late of Company L, First Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ANNA C. BINGHAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1680) granting a pension to Anna C. Bingham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place the name of Anna C. Bingham, widow 0 
Lafayette Bingham, lieutenant-colonel Ninety-second Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, on the pension roll at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


| follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

‘* That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Anna C. Bingham, widow of Lafayette 
Bingham, late lieutenant-colonel Ninety-second Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ble recommendation. 


SARAH E, GIFFORD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6442) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. Gifford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. Gifford, widow of 
Obed H. Gifford, late first lieutenant Company G, Second Regiment Rhode 
Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word ‘“‘Company” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “Companies K and.” 

In line 8, after thg word “Infantry,” insert the words ‘“‘and carpenter's 
mate, United States e 

In same line strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“seventeen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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JOHN W. COPLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11122) granting an increase of pension to John W. Copley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof John W. Copley, late of Com- 
pany H, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


me Reed strike out the word ‘‘Company” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word *“*Companies.”’ 

In the same line, before the word “ Fourteenth,” insert the words “and C.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments. were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSEPH H. LUDLUM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13046) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. Ludlum. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph H. Ludlum, late of 
Company A, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per monsh in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JULIAETTA ROWLING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16427) granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta Rowling. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


Charles J. Rowling, a private in Company C, Thirty-seventh Illinois Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
now receiving. Incase of the death of the helpless imbecile child, George 
Rowling, on account of whom the pension of Juliaetta Rowling is increased, 
she shall continue to receive pension at $12 per month from and after the 
death of the said helpless child. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 


as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the words “‘a private.” 


In line 7 strike out the word “in” and insert in lieu thereof the words | 


“ late of.” 
In same line, before the word “Illinois,” insert the word ‘‘ Regiment.” 
In same line, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word “Volunteer.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “four.” 


In same line, after the word ‘“‘month,” insert the words “‘and $2 per month | 
I 


” 


additional for each of the minor children of said soldier. 
Strike out all of lines 9, 10, 11, 12, and 18 and insert in lieu thereof the fo! 


lowing: “of that sheis now receiving: Provided, however, That in the event | 


of the death of the helpless child, George Rowling, on whose account the 

ension of Juliaetta Rowling is increased, the pension of said Juliaetta Row- 
fin shall continue only at the rate of §8 per month from and after the date 
of death of said helpless child.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HENRY H. WINDES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11958) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. Windes. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
H. Windes, late of | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Company G, Forty-seventh Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of Company G, Forty-seventh” and all of 
line 7 and insert in lieu thereof the words “scout and guide, United States 
Volunteers, and.” y 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

In line 9 strike out all after the word “ month.” . 
ae the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Henry H. 

indes.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. : 3 f 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
MABEL A. WOOLSEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10505) granting a pension to Mabel A. Woolsey, daughter of Har- 
vey Woolsey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll abies to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mabel . Woolsey, daughter 
of Harvey Woolsey, late soldier in Company D, Seventh Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and te pay her a pension at the rate of giz per month. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

* line 6, before the word “daughter,” insert the words ‘helpless and de- 
pendent.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “soldier in” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “of.” 

In line 7, after the word “Seventh,” insert the word “* Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “to.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mabel A. 
Woolsey.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation, 
BENJAMIN F. HUGHES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16754) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Hughes. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Hughes, late a 
private in Company L, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Ea Hine 6 strike out the words “a private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
wor *o we 
. In =e line strike out the letter “‘L” and insert in lieu thereof the 

etter “F.” 

E line 8 strike out the word “twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : é f 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MILTON D. WELLS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


: ' | 15696) granting an increase of pension to Milton D. Wells. 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Juliaetta Rowling, widow of | ) 8 &. P 


The bill was‘read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton D. Wells, late first 

li utenant, One hundred and twenty-first Ohio Volunteer infantry, and pay 

him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in hcaof that he is now receiving. 
The following committee amendments were read: 


In line 6, after the word “lieutenant,” insert “and quartermaster.” 
In line 7, after the words ‘‘ Twenty-first,” insert ‘‘ Regiment.” 
In line 8 strike out “fifty ’ and insert “thirty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
VISA C. MORRILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6969) for the relief of Visa C. Morrill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Mrs. Visa C. Morrill, widow of Col. John 


| Morrill, a ——— at the rate of $50 per month from and after the passage of 


this act in lieu of any pension which she may now receive. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


, Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
owin 


- That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


| directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 


of the pension laws, the name of Visa C. Morrill, widow of John Morrill, late 
colonel Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay hera pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a ptnsion to Visa C. Mor- 


} rill.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CATHERINE A, SAWDY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2913) granting a pension to Catherine A. Sawdy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine A. Sawdy, de- 

vendent mother of Henry J. Sawdy, late of Company I, First Regiment 
ichigan Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Catherine” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Catharine.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“ first lieutenant.” 

In same line, after the word ‘‘ Michigan,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

aa —_ 8 strike out the word “seventeen” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘“‘twelve.”’ 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine A. Sawdy.” . ” 


The amendments were agreed to. 











The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARTHA MADDOX, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17043) granting an increase of pension to Martha Maddox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha Maddox, widow of 
Samuel Maddox, late corporal of Company G, One hundred and sixteenth 
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “corporal.” 

In line 7, before the words “ United States,” insert the word “‘ Regiment.” 

ae 9 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight.” 

a Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Martha Mad- 
ox.”* 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


NELLIE A, BATCHELDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1519) granting a pension to Nellie A. Batchelder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Nellie A. 
Batchelder, widow of First Lieut. Winfield 8. Batchelder, late of Company 
H, of the One hundred and eighteenth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers in the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension 4" TP to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws,the name of Nellie A. Batchelder, widow of Winfield 
§$. Batchelder, late first lieutenant Company H, One hundred and eighteenth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

PHILIP KROHN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4066) granting an increase of pension to Philip Krohn, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, eect to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip Krohn, late of 
Company G, Fifth New York Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word “is.” 

In same line, before the word “hereby,” insert the word ‘“‘is.”’ 

In line 6, before the word ** Company,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

In same line, after the word “ Fifth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In same line, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word * Volunteer.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES GARLAND, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6065) granting an increase of pension to James Garland, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Garland, late of the 
United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 4 strike out the word “upon” and insert “on.” 

ge 6, after the word “the,” insert “ United States steamships Active 
and Marcy.” 

In line 8 strike out “twenty-five” and insert “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES M, WALKER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2911) granting a pension to Charles M. Walker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized aud directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles M. Walker, late of 
Company I, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of Company I” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ unassigned.” 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


DEBORAH J. FOGLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4734) granting a pension to Deborah J. Fogle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to place on the pension roll the name of Deborah 
J. Fogle, of Terra Alta, W. Va., widow of James B. Fogle, late first lieuten- 
ant of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment of West Virginia Volunteer Infan- 
try, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and allow 
her a pension of $20 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Deborah J. Fogle, widow of James B. Fogle, 
late of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favyor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES E. WALLACE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
4740) granting an increase of pension to J. E. Wallace. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed, subject to the rules and limitations of the pension 
laws, to pay to J. E. Wallace, late a private in Company M, Twelfth Rezi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of the one he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of James E. Wallace, late of Company M, Twelfth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
| of s24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
| Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
| James E. Wallace.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 
| The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


THEODORE BURI, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 13701) granting a pension 
te Theodore Buri. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theodore Buri, late of Com- 
pany B, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, befors the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word a twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





| 

JOHN C, SAUTTER. 

| The next business was the bill (H. R. 16786) granting an in- 

crease of pension to John C. Sauther. 

| The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. Sauther, late of 
Company K, Fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “‘Sauther” and insert in lieu thereof the w 
“Sautter.” ; 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” ; : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Sautter.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; ; : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


rd 
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FRANK E. HILLS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 14788) granting a pension 
to Frank E. Hills. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension-laws, the name of Frank E. Hills, late of Com- 
pany D, One hundredth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 5 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Frank E. Hills.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MILTON C, NORTON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 15403) granting an increase 
of pension to Milton C. Norton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton C. Norton, late of 
Company A, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 





JAMES HARRISON. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 16419) granting a pension 
to James Harrison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Harrison, late of Com- 
pany C, Forty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 


| rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recviving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


| follows: 


In line 6, before the word “Ohio, insert the word “* Regiment.” . 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James Harrison.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

OLIVER W. KILE, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 16857) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver H. Kile. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver H. Kile, late of Com- 
pany B, Ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 


| the rate of $59 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
WILLIAM M. HATTERY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 15404) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Hattery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William M. Hattery, late of 
Company A, Forty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

FRANK STAFFORD. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 15915) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank Stoppard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the ae roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank Stoppard, late of 
Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Stoppard” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Stafford.” : , wa 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Stafford.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

BYRON C, KNAPP. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 7433) granting an increase 
of pension to B. C. Knapp. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of B. C. Knapp, late a soldier 
of First Minnesota Volunteer Infantry and a sergeant of Sixteenth United 
States Infantry, und pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Byron C. Knapp. late of Company B, Second Battalion, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that he is now Foe ata 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Byron C. Knapp.” 


The amendments were agreed to. ; ‘ 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


In line 6 strike out the letter “‘ H.”’ andinsert in lieu thereof the letter ““W.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver W. Kile.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MICHAEL HOWE, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 16784) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael Howe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pronase 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael Howe, late private 


e 


of Company G, Twentieth Wisconsin Volunteers, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ private.” 

In same line, after the word “Twentieth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


RICHARD G. HANSCOM. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 16787) granting an in- 
crease of pension to R. G. Hanscom, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of R. G. Hanscom, late of 
Company I, Second Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In ~— strike out the letter ‘‘R’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
*“ Richard.” 

In line 7, before the word ‘‘ Cavalry,” insert the word “Volunteer.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “ A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Richard G. Hanscom.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


KATHINKA SICHEL, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 17133) granting a pension 
to Kathinka Sichel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kathinka Sichel, widow 
of Maurice Sichel, late first lieutenant, Fifty-second Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words ‘first lieutenant” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘ regimental quartermaster.” 

a oes 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN GRAHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16048) granting a pension to John Graham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the alo laws, the name of John Graham, late of Com- 
pany I, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he 
is now receivin : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John Graham.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CHARLES STRONG 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15619) granting an increase of pension to Charles Strong. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to ‘place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of C harles Strong, late of Com- 
~~ D, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment, and Company C, ‘orty-seventh 

egiment, New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now Sooeldine. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


cue line6, after the words ‘‘ Charles Strong,” insert the words “ alias William 
rk 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 


Charles Strong, alias William Clark.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM KING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12841) granting a pension to William King. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 





and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William King, late acting | 


third assistant engineer ranking with midshipman, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 
In line 7, after the word “* midshipman,” 
Navy.” 


insert the words “ United States 


In the same line strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the | 


word “twenty-four.” , 

In line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he is 
now receiving.”’ . 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William King.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CAROLINE SCHAEFER, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17093) granting a pension to Caroline Schaefer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline Schaefer, widow | 
of Vincent Schaefer, late of Company E, First Regiment Arkansas Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

ies 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN KEEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14929) granting a pension to John Keen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Keen, late of Com- 
pany K, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant.” 


| and limitations of the pension laws, t 
| Companies I and D, First Vermont Regiment Volunteers, and pay him a 





In line 7, before the word “‘ Volunteer,” insert the word ‘“‘ Reserve.” 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words ‘in lieu of that he is 
now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John Keen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ' 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

LEROY N. BUELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16667) granting an increase of pension to Leroy N. Buell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leroy N. Buell, late of Com 
pany D, Thirty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and C ompany 

Forty- eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “Company D, Thirty-ninth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and.’ 
: — one 9 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

en 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN H, AMADON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16000) granting an increase of pension to John A. Amadon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
16 name of John A. Amadon, late of 


pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ A” andinsert in lieu ther eof the le ‘tter ‘a 

In same line, after the word ‘ ‘First,” ‘insert the word * ‘Regime nt.’ 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Regiment Volunteers” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words * Volunteer Heavy Artillery.” 

In same line, after the word “pension,” insert the words “‘at the rate.” 

In same line strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word *“ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “ 
John H. Amadon.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to 


JOHN FULLERTON, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15440) granting an increase of pension to John Fullerton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension ro! ibject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of John Fullerton, late second 
lieutenant of Company E, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 


is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word ‘“‘Company,” strike out the word “of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

JULIA A, STILWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6724) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. Stilwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia Stilwell, widow of 
Joseph A. Stilwell, late surgeon Twenty- second Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

OLIVER W. NEWTON, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5586) granting a pension to Oliver W. Newton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inte aiey be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver W. Newton, helpless 
child of Francis L. Newton, late Company E, Fiftieth New York Volunteer 
Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “helpless,” insert the words 
son.” 


“and dependent 
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In same line strike out the word “ child.” : 3 
In line 7, before the word “ New York,” insert the word “ Regiment.’ 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM H. TRITES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16929) granting an increase of pension to William H. Trites. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pons roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name William H. Trites, late of 
Company C, Twenty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
fc yllows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” insert the word “ captain.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

COLLINS W. WIGHT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16785) granting an increase of pension to Collins W. Wright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, =e to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Collins W. Wright, late 
of Company B, New Hampshire Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 
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In line 6 strike out the word “‘ Wright” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“Wight.” 

In the same line, before the words ‘‘ New Hampshire,” insert the words 
“First Regiment.” : 

In line 7, before the word “ Heavy,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
Collins W. Wight.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George F. Howe, alias Har- 
rington, late of Company L, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MERRITT YOUNG. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 532) 
granting an increase of pension to Merritt Young. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Merritt Young, late of Com- 
pany C, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


LYMAN MATTHEWS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1128) 
granting an increase of pension to Lyman Matthews. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the persionroll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lyman Matthews, late of 
Company E, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


THOMAS DOYLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8S. 1738) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Doyle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Doyle, late first lieu- 
tenant and adjutant First Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, 


| and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
| recelving. 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
WILLIAM J. CHITWOOD. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6018) 
granting an increase of pension to William J. Chitwood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


ELBERT CHITTUM. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1914) 
granting an increase of pension to Elbert Chittum., 
The bill was read. as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elbert Chittum, late of Com- 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William J. Chitwood, late of | 


Company A, Eighty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $i2 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
ALICE F. SMALLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6370) 
granting a pension to Alice F. Smalley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


Amos P. Smalley, late of Company G, Second Regiment Missouri State Mili 
tia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 per month 


and $2 per month additional on account of each of the minor children of said | 


Amos P. Smalley until they reach the age of 16 years. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | : : 
: , ; “™ | granting a pension to Mary A. Everts. 


follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight.” 
The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The bill as amended was ordered t6 be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
SARAH C, MERRELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7003) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah C. Merrell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah C. Merrell, widow of 
Micah R. Merrell, late first lieutenant Company C, Tenth Regiment Minne- 
sota Volunteer Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $17 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

GEORGE F. HOWE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 14) 
granting an increase of pension to George F, Howe, alias 
Harrington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 





pany F, Ninetieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN M. DRAKE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1939) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Drake. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Drake, late captain 
Company D, First Regiment Oregon Volunteer Cavalry, and lieutenant- 
colonel First Regiment Oregon Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 


) : 1 \ ! ject s | at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice F. Smalley, widow of | 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MARY A. EVERTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2007) 


The bill was read, as follows: . 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the ‘name of Mary A. Everts, widow of 
George Everts, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


WILLIAM KEPLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2111) 
granting an increase of pension to William Kepler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sionsand limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Kepler, late of 
Company C, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARGARET A, MUNSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2130) 
granting a pension to Margaret A. Munson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


; 
: 
z 
§ 
7 
4 
; 
E 












1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 






2217 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret A. Munson, widow The bill was read, as follows: 


of John A. Munson, late of Company D, Twenty-seventh Regiment Connecti- 
cut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ANDREW J. PENNEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2256) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Pennel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Pennel, late of 
ae, F, Ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SARAH J, SNOOK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2259) 
granting a pension to Sarah J. Snook. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Snook, widow of 
John Snook, late of Company H, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ROSE O. CRUMMETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2302) 
granting a pension to Rose O. Crummett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rose O. Crummett, widow 
of George E. Crummett, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and second lieutenant Company L, First Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JAMES A. CAPEN. 


1im a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- | 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ardenia Dillon, widow of 
William P. Dillon, late captain Company D, Sixth and One hundred and 
forty-sixth Regiments Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 


the rate of §20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 

mendation. 
ISRAEL V. HOAG, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2799) 
granting an increase of pension to Israel V. Hows. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Israel V. Hoag, late of Cap- 
tain Palmer's independent company, Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 


| pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

BERTHOLD FERNOW. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2936) 
granting an increase of pension to Berthold Fernow, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Berthold Fernow, lxte 
second lieutenant Company I, Third Regiment United States Colored Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2363) | 


granting an increase of pension to James A. Capen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James A. Capen, late of 
Company B, Seventh Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

RICHARD A. LARIMER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2439) 
granting an increase of pension to Richard A. Larimer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
Company C, Twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


GEORGE W. M’COMB. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
2591) granting an increase of pension to George W. McComb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. McComb, late of 
Company I, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and Company 
K, Eighth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ISRAEL F. BARNES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
2596) granting an increase of pension to Israel F. Barnes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Israel F. Barnes, late of 
Company D, Twenty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recelving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ARDENIA DILLON, 


The uext business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2626) 
granting an increase of pension to Ardenia Dillon. 


SAMUEL J. BOYER. 

The uext business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2974) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. Boyer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel J. Boyer, late 
of Company G, Nineteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

LEONARD A. NORTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3081) 
granting an increase of pension to Leonard A. Norton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leonard A. Norton, late of 
Company L, First Regiment Maryland Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

CHARLES W. SCHERZER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3249) 


| granting an increase of pension to Charles W. Scherzer. 


A. Larimer, late of | 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles W. Scherzer, late 
of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and Company 
M, Twenty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM H. H. BOUSLOUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3405) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. H. Bouslough. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. H. Bouslough, 
late of Company _D, Thirty-eighth Regiment, and Company F, One hundred 
and sixty-ninth Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieuof that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM H. SHAW, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the till (5. 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Shaw. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Shaw, late of 
Company H, One hundred and forty-second Regiment Pennsylvania V >lun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in Leu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


3542) 








: 

4 
e 
fF 
{2 
£3 
f 


2218 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 14, 


(i 


JOHN P. TRAVIS. 


granting an increase of pension to John P. Travis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John P. Travis, late of Com- | 
pany D, Fourteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN P. POST, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3573) 
granting an increase of pension to John P. Post. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the poncen laws, the name of John P: Post, late second 
lieutenant Company C, Fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, war with Mex- 
ico, and colonel Eighth Regiment Mlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HENRY R. BENNETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. | 


3574) granting an increase of pension to Henry R. Bennett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry R. Bennett, late of 
Company B, Twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ALPHONSO T. GOULD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3608) | 


granting an increase of pension to Alphonso T. Gould. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the = laws, the name of Alphonso T. Gould, 
late of Company D, Forty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

FRANK E. FREEMAN, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3632) 
granting an increase of pension to Frank E. Freeman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank E. Freeman, late of | 


Battery B, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
SIMEON DFNO. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3645) 
granting an increase of pension to Simeon Deno. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Simeon Deno, late of Com- 
pany K, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

TIMOTHY LOUGHLIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4134) granting an increase of pension to Timothy Loughlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Timothy Loughlin, 
late of Convpanies I and B, Ninety-ninth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN 8S. MILAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4359) granting an increase of pension to John S. Milam. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 8. Milam, late of 
Captain Ford's detachment, Third Regiment United States Dragoons, war 
with Mexico, and first lieutenant Company D, First Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


| Fourteenth Battery, O 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3568) mendation. 


OLIVER G. WRIGHT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4607) 
granting an increase of pension to Oliver G. Wright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the peagon laws, the name of Oliver G. Wright, late of 

1io Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


BETSEY JONES, 


The next business was the bill (S. 4752) granting an increase of 
| pension to Betsey Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Betsey Jones, widow of Joseph 
Jones, late chaplain Twentieth Regiment ——e Volunteer Infantry, and 
| pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 
recelving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


FRANK A, OLNEY. 
The next business was the bill (S. 4806) granting an increase of 





pension to Frank A. Olney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pamcen roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank A. Olney, late of 
Company K, Fortieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and Company 
A, Forty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


EMMA D. GOSLIN. 


| The next business was the bill (S. 5020) granting a pension to 
Emma D. Goslin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma D. Goslin, widow 
of Asher Goslin, late surgeon, Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
| fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 
| The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
| mendation. 


STEPHEN G. COLE. 


The next business was the bill (8. 5040) granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen G. Cole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen G. Cole, late of Com- 

| pany A, Twenty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
| pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARY E, PHILLIPS, 


The next business was the bill (S. 5055) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary E. a 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Phillips, widow of 
Charles J. Phillips, late first lieutenant Company A, Eighteenth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JOHN U. ALLEN, 


The next business was the bill (S. 5117) granting an increase of 
pension to John U. Allen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John U. Allen, late of Ninth 
Battery, Massachusetts Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 dollars per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside witn a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HAMPTON B, FARMER, 


The next business was the bill (S. 5359) granting an increase of 
pension to Hampton B. Farmer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 





and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hampton B. Farmer, late of 
Company H, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan- 
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y him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


try, and 


JASPER N. ACREE. 


The next business was the bill (S. 5389) granting an increase of 
pension to Jasper N. Acree. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jasper N. Acree, late of 
Company C, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN W. SLACK. 

The next business was the bill (S. 5733) granting an increase of 

pension to John W. Slack. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, onion to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Slack, late of Com- 
pany C, Brackett’s Battalion Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
NATHANIEL A. WINKS, 


The next business was the bill (S. 5803) granting an increase of 
pension to Nathaniel A. Winks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, paarees SS the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathaniel A. Winks, late 
of Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation, 
THOMAS G. FORRESTER. 


The next business was the bill (S. 5846) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas G. Forrester. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject _to the provisions | : , ; ; re 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas G. Forrester, late of 
Company B, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MERBERT WHITWORTH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5850) 
granting an increase of pension to Herbert Whitworth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Herbert Whitworth, late of 
Company K, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Engineers and Mechanics, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ROBERT P. M’RAE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5852 
granting an increase of pension to Robert P. McRae. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert P. McRae, late of 
Company M, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

ORANGE SELLS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5901) 
granting an increase of penee to Orange Sells. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orange Sells, late captain 
Company D, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HENRY 0. M’CLURE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5938) 
granting an increase of — to Henry O. McClure. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to ence on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry O. McClure, late of 
Company A, Thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 








The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
MARY ANN SEARS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6012) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Ann Sears. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and hmitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Ann Sears, widow of 
Charles H. Sears, late of Company K, Eighty-first Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infanty, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving: Provided, Thatin the event of the death of Hat- 
tie Blanche Sears, helpless and dependent child of said Charles H. Sears, the 
additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

EDWARD STRAUB, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6066) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward Straub. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Straub, late of 
Company E, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


MARY E. RUSSELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6276) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Russell, widow of 
Charles G. Russell, late first lieutenant Company D, Twelfth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ALBERT M. SMITH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6338) 
granting a pension to Albert M. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert M. Smith. late of 


; Company K, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
| Infantry, and pay hima a at the rate of $10 per month, the same to be 
C 





paid him without any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged over- 
payments or erroneous payments of pension. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
INEZ M’COLLUM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6350) 
granting a pension to Inez McCollum. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Inez McCollum, widow of 
Stephen A. McCollum, late first lieutenant and adjutant Sixty-fourth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $4 per 
month, and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child of said 
Stephen A. McCollum until she reaches the age of 16 years. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

FORDYCE M,. KEITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6607) 
granting an increase of pension to Fordyce M. Keith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fordyce M. Keith, late major 
and lieutenant-colonel One hundred and seventeenth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry (First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery), and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

CHRISTOPHER G. DIVERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17179) granting an increase of pension to Christopher G. Divers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the previzions 
and limitations of the poaece laws, the name of Christopher G. Divers, late 
of Company D, Forty-fifth Missouri Infantry, and Company F, Fiftieth Mis- 
souri Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “D” and the word ‘“Forty-fifth.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Missouri Infantry, and Company F, Fiftieth 
Missouri,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “H, Twenty-seventh Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Mounted.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
SOPHIE 8. SHAFFER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8S. 6641) 
granting an increase of pension to Sophie §. Shaffer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
an d limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sophie 8. Shaffer, widow of 
William F. Shaffer, late lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unte er Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

CHARLES 8. BOYINGTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6841) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles S. Boyington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 8. Boyington, late of 
Company F, One hundred and forty-second Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
STEPHEN R. SWETT. 


The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6842) 
granting an increase of pension to Stephen R. Swett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject po aor 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen R. Swett, late major 
Second Battalion, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

LORENZO P. DUNCKLEE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6981) 
granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo P. Duncklee. 

The bill was read, as follows: > 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lorenzo P. Duncklee, late 
of Company C, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

LINDA F. MOULTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 6982) 
granting an increase of pension to Linda F. Moulton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 








authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Linda F. Moulton, widow of 
William H. Moulton, late of Company I, First Regiment Rhode Island Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and first lieutenant and regimental commissary, First Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

GILMAN B. JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6983) 
granting an increase of pension to Gilman B. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gilman B. Johnson, late first 
lieutenant and regimental quartermaster Eleventh Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MARIA A. MARDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6984) 
granting an increase of pension to Maria A. Marden, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria A. Marden, widow of 
William C. Marden, late of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

GEORGE CUMMINGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6985) 
granting an increase of pension to George Cummings. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Cummings, late of 
Company H, Ninth and Sixth regiments New Hampshire Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ANN M, JACKMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7060) 
granting an increase of pension to Ann M. Jackman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann M. Jackman, widow of 
Edward G. Jackman, late of Company A, Eighteenth Regiment New Hamp- 


| shire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month 


in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death 
of Fred B. Jackman, invalid and dependent child of said Edward G. Jackman, 
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
CHARLES L, PINKHAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7076) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles L. Pinkham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles L. Pinkham, late of 
Company G, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

CYRUS B. NORRIS. ‘ 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7077) 
granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. Norris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyrus B. Norris, late 
of Company E, Ninth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JEFFREY HUFFORD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16201) granting an increase of pension to Jeffrey Hufford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jeffrey Hufford, late of 
Company M, One hundred and twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Intantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words ‘‘One hundred and twelfth ” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ Second.” 


In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “Heavy Artillery.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDWARD L. BAILEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1168) 
to authorize the appointment of Edward L. Bailey as captain of in- 
fantry, United States Army, and to place him on the retired list. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is hereby authorized to nominate 
and, A and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Edward 
L. Bailey, late captain of the Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, a 


captain of infantry in the United States Army, and to place him on the re- 
tired list of the United States Army. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr, Chairman, certainly that bill is not on this 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, if that be so, I desire to 
ask unanimous consent that it may be considered. During my 
brief term of eight years I have never asked this House to do 
that. I know this man. He stood on 39 battleficlds. He was 
shot down several times. He went out early in April, 1861, and 
the regiment that he belonged to and commanded had within its 
ranks 3,700 men. When it was mustered out there were only 280 
left. At Gettysburg, Cold Harbor, Bull Run, and several other 
battles he lost from one to two hundred and more men, soldiers 
and officers, who died on the field. This man served twenty-nine 
years and ten months and fifteen days, and had four months’ leave 
of absence at home with pay due him, so that he had made in 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





service more than thirty years. There was nevera charge against 


him. There was never a default of his duties. He is a real sol- 
dier, he is one of the noblest men I ever knew. He was as heroic 
a man as ever stood on the battlefield, as gentlemen on the other 
side know, for the Second New Hampshire was one of the fight- 
ing regiments. This bill has passed the Senate, it is unanimously 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs of the House, 
and personally I am anxious that this bill should pass. I do not 
care to take any more time, unless somebody has some sugges- 
tion to make. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa withdraw 
his point of order? 

Mr. LACEY. I did not make a point of order. 
suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be put onits passage by the com- 
mittee. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, . 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


I only made a 


PETER B. ROUCH, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13004) granting an increase of pension to Peter B. Rouch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, a to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter B. Rouch, late of Com- 
pany L, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word ‘“‘ Company,” strike out the word “of” and in- 


sert in lieu thereof the word “captain.” 
In line 8 strixe out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“thirty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ROBERT TRACY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17110) granting an increase of pension to Robert Tracy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert_Tracy, late of Com- 
pany A, First Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ Robert,” insert the letter ““A.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
LEMAN A. BRACE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 8929) 
granting an increase of pension to Leman A. Brace. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leman A. Brace, late of 
Company K, Twenty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $l17 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


LEMUEL KINGSBURY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8S. 4087) 
granting a pension to Lemuel Kingsbury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, oubiet to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lemuel Kingsbury, late un- 
assigned, Fifteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ELIZABETH THOMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4337) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Thom n, widow 


of Matthew Thom , late of Company K, Seventh Regiment ine Volun- 
teer Infantry, and Company K, First Regiment Maine Veteran Volunteer 


she is now recei 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


Infantry, an pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 








ALVIRA RANDALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4429) 
granting a pension to Alvira Randall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alvira Randall, dependent 
stepmother of John H. McJunkin, late of Company D, Thirty-sixth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ARCHIBALD M’INTIRE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4466) 
granting an increase of pension to Archibald McIntire. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Archibald McIntire, late of 
Company H, Fifth Regiment California Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

PHINEAS L. SQUIRES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4544) 
granting an increase of pension to Phineas L. Squires. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Phineas L. Squires, late of 
Company B, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN HAMILTON, SECOND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4760) 

anting an increase of pension to John Hamilton, second. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Hamilton, second, late 
of Battery A, Maryland Junior Volunteer Light Artillery, and Company EK, 
Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise now not to oppose a bill, but 
to ask the chairman of this committee for some information, if I 
can get his attention. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. What is the question? 

Mr. SIMS. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether or not the bills for private pensions are on the increase 
or decrease this session as compared with what they have been 
heretofore? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Well, the Spanish war, of course, brought 
in some more, and there have been quite a lot of applications be- 
cause of that. As a matter of fact, pensioners who are on the 
roll at from $50 to $72 a month have been decreasing for the last 
nine years. There are less by 300 on the roll to-day, or there- 

| abouts—I have not the exact figures—than there were nine years 
ago. 

Mr. SIMS. I understand that, but my inquiry relates to pri- 

vate applications, bills for private pensions. Are they on the 

| increase or the decrease? 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Iam unable to state. Of course that de- 
| pends on the number of bills introduced. Some member may 
| introduce a number of bills, say, from 75 to 80, and never ask to 
| have one of them reported. 

Mr. SIMS. Is the present management of the Pension Office 
by the present Pension Commissioner satisfactory to the chair- 
| man and to the committee? 
| Mr. SULLOWAY. I will say frankly to the gentleman from 
| Tennessee that we have hardly reached those matters ss vet. 

This Commissioner has been in there something like a year, per- 
haps, and I can not answer the gentleman’s question in that re- 
spect. It isimpossible for me to attempt to give any information 
on that question, and I would not want to be bound by anything 
I say. 

Mr. SIMS. I made this inquiry, not to take up time, but it 
was often charged by the chairman, as I now remember, together 
with other members of the Pensions Committee, that the former 
Pension Commissioner, Mr. Evans, because he would not do what 
he conceived he ought to do, caused a large increase in the num- 
ber of private applications. I wanted to compare the action of 
the present Commissioner with that of the former, to know 
whether there has been a decrease due to the more liberal ruling 
of the Pension Office. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I hope it has been more liberal. 
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know whether I ever charged that, but I did think for a long time 
that the gentleman who held the office prior to the present in- 
cumbent failed to do some things—— 

Mr.SIMS. Ifind there are 326 bills on the Calendar at this time. 
It so appears from the outside, at least, without making a close 
investigation. I wanted to know if the applications for private 


pensions are on theincrease. I donot rise for the purpose of mak- | 


ing any objections, but I have thought for a long time that if pos- 
sible we should devise some means by which this great number of 
private pension bills would not be pressed on the House. I know 
the chairman of the committee is well-nigh worked to death, as 


well as the other members of the committee, and yet they can not | 


act on all the bills that are introduced. If there is any way of 


reducing this flood of bills I will be glad to see it done. I am not | 


saying this to be captious, but simply to make an inquiry to get 
information, as I suppose this will be the last time we will con- 
sider pension legislation this session. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. I understand the kindly feeling of the gen- | 


tleman from Tennessee. I want to say that there are about 200 
Senate bills here that have come over, and, while I have no au- 
thority to speak for the Senate, I may say this much, that I hope 


if the House passes those bills they will clean up, to use a homely | 


expression, the House bills that are over there. Otherwise some 
three or four hundred bills would fail without having been con- 
sidered. 

Mr. SIMS. In other words, on account of the peculiar circum- 


stances presented to-day more than the usual number are on the | 


Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. That is exactly it, I will say to the gentle- | 


man from Tennessee. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, the present Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, I think, has been in office about nine months. 
So far as my observation goes and so far as I have been able to 
ascertain from the soldiers who apply to me for inquiry, his ad- 
ministration of the office is more satisfactory than it has been 
prior to histerm. Itis due to him and my friend from Tennessee 
to say that the bills introduced in this Congress were never before 
the present Commissioner. He has had no opportunity to con- 


sider them atall. So farthere.are no bills on this Calendar whose | 


cases have been presented to the present Commissioner. These 
cases have never been presented to him, but were presented to 
previous Commissioners, and for various reasons they were unable 
to grant the pensions asked for. 
EMMET C. HILL. 

The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (S. 4807) 
granting an increase of pension to Emmet C. Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ¢nd he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emmet C. Hill, late hospital | 


steward, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan- 
try, and United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN DOBERRER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4892) 
granting an increase of pension to John Doberrer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Doberrer, late of Com- 
pany K, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ANNIE P. PINNEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5006) 
granting a pension to Annie P. Pinney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie P. Pinney, widow of 
John W. Pinney, late of Company H, Twenty-eighth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at_the rate of $8 per month, such 
pension to cease upon proof that the soldier, John W. Pinney, is living. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
DEBORAH EDWARDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5053) 
granting a pension to Deborah Edwards. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Deborah Edwards, depend- 
ent stepmother of Samuel Edwards, late of the Fourth Independent Com- 
pany, Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 


| The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JAMES M’MORROW. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5123) 
granting an increase of pension to James McMorrow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James McMorrow, late of 
Company E, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


| 
| 
| JARROT F. RIGG. 
| The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5507) 
| granting an increase of pension to Jarrot F. Rigg. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 
| Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jarrot F. Rigg, late of Com- 
any H, Thirteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
1im a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


BENJAMIN F. CORNMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5526) 
granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Cornman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Cornman, late 
of Company A, Two hundred and ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
| he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


EMMA R. CROPSEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5568) 
granting an increase of pension to Emma R. Cropsey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma R. Cropsey, widow 
| of Andrew J. Cropsey, late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and twenty- 
ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 





ANN M. GREEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5953) 
granting a pension to Ann M. Green. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the re laws, the name of Ann M. Green, widow of 
George H. Green, late of Company A, First Regiment a Volunteer 
Engineers and Mechanics, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARY E. CRAIG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5967) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Craig. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the hame of Mary E. Craig, widow of 
William Craig, late captain and assistant quartermaster, United States 
Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 





WILLIAM BARRETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5991) 
granting an increase of pension to William Barrett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Barrett, late of 
Company C, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer anes y war with Mexico, 
and Company I, Fifteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
HESTER A. R. LANDERS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6096) 
granting an increase of a to Hester A. R. Landers. 
The bi!l was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hester A. R. tom 
ders, widow of Thomas Landers, late medical cadet, United States Army, 
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and assistant surgeon, Tenth Regiment, United States Colored Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SAMUEL L. THOMPSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6191) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel L. Thomp- 
son, late principal musician Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay fen a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

AUSTIN H. PATTERSON. 


The next business was the bill (S. 6192) granting an increase of 
pension to Austin H. Patterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Austin H. Patterson, late 
captain Company A, Fourteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recommen- 
dation. 

WALTER G. TEBBETTS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 6220) granting an increase of 
pension to Walter G. Tebbetts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Walter G. Tebbetts, 
late of Company I, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and 


pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- | 


ceiving. 


dation. 
JAMES B. TAYLOR. 


The next business was the bill (S. 6305) granting an increase of 
pension to James B. Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James B. Taylor, late of 
Company A, Eighty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

. “ . . 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

NAPOLEON B,. STOCKBRIDGE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 6348) granting an increase of 
pension to Napoleon B. Stockbridge. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Napoleon B. Stockbridge, 
late of Company A, One hundred and forty-second Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


EDMUND P, FOX. 


The next business was the bill (S. 6367) granting an increase of 
pension to Edmund P. Fox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edmund P. Fox, late of 
Company H, Sixteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company D, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SAMUEL J. RADCLIFFE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 6415) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel J. Radcliffe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on Se peuen roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel J. Radcliffe, late 
surgeon and brevet lieutenant-colonel, United States Volunteers, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JAMES GREENMAN, 


The next business was the bill (S. 6431) granting an increase of 
pension to James Greenman, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Greenman, late of 
Company K, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

FREDERICK 8S. WOODWARD. 

The next business was the bill (S. 6437) granting a pension to 
Frederick S. Woodward. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
|} and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick S. Woodward, 








late hospital steward, United States Army,and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $10 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

AUSTIN L. TOPLIFF. 

The next business was the bill (S. 6530) granting an increase of 
pension to Austin L. Topliff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Austin L. Topliff, late of 
Company K, One hundred and twelfth Regiment New York Volunteer In 
fantry, and sergeant-major Thirty-fifth Regiment United States Colored 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM A. DOUGAN. 

The next business was the bill (S. 6563) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Dougan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


J . ‘ : | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William A. Dougan, late of 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recommen- | 


Company E, Ninety-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that heis now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

OTHNIEL P. PARCHER, 

The next business was the bill (S. 6586) granting an increase 
of pension to Othniel P. Parcher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 


| sionsand limitations of the pensionlaws, the nameof Othniel P. Parcher, late 


of the Third Battery (C), First Regiment Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recelving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


GILBERT E. BUSHNELL, 


The next business was the bill (S. 6623) granting an increase of 
pension to Gilbert E. Bushnell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gilbert E. Bushnell, late of 
Company G, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MITCHELL HUNT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 6631) granting an increase 
of pension to Mitchell Hunt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mitchell Hunt, late of Com- 
ee H, Second Regiment United States Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay 

im a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

FRANK CLEAVES. 


The next business was the bill (S. 6632) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank Cleaves. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank Cleaves, late of Com- 

ny I, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 

he rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CHARLES GRAHAM. 


The next business was the bill (S. 6668) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Graham. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pone roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Graham, late of 
Company I, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he isnow receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
HENRIETTA V. WEST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6703) 
granting a pension to Henrietta V. West. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henrietta V. West, 
widow of Francis West, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


BENJAMIN N. BOND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6731) 
granting an increase of pension to Benjamin N. Bond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


and limitations of the pension ls ws, 41e name of Benjamin N. Bond, late sur- 
geon, Twenty-seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ANN M. HASKELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6748) 
granting an increase of pension to Ann M. Haskell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann M. Haskell, widow of 
Isaac Haskell, late of Company E, Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HANNAH J. HOPKINS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6795) 
granting an increase of pension to Hannah J. Hopkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 








In line 8, after the word “ Sixteenth,” insert the word “‘ Regiment.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


| able recommendation. 


CHARLES SHIRAR, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17120) granting an increase of pension to Charles Shirar. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Shirar, late of Com- 


| pany A, Forty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
GEORGE A. LISTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4723) granting a pension to George A. Liston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


] 4 ; ’ | authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


visions and limitations of the pension laws, Geo A. Liston, blind and 


a son of Everhart Liston, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment Penn- 


sylvania Volunteer Artillery in the war of the rebellion, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
| tions of the pension laws, the name of George A. Liston, helpless and depend- 


ent son of Everhart Liston, late of Caney K, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Veluataet Heavy Artillery, and pay a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JAMES P. FOSTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16858) granting an increase of pension to James P. Foster. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James P. Foster, late of Com- 
| pany M, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah J. Hopkins, widow of | 
Horace L. Hopkins, late acting assistant paymaster, United States Navy, and | 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now | 


receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
CHARLES F, SHELDON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6798) | 


granting an increase of pension to Charles F. Sheldon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles F. Sheldon, late 
of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry,and pay him 
a pension at the rate $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARTIN G. CUSHING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6845) 
granting an increase of pension to Martin G. Cushing. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin G. Cushing, late first 
lieutenant Company H, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HANS A. GROVE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15730) granting an increase of pension to Hans A. Grove. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hans A. Grove, late of Com- 

ny D, Thirty-first iment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and Company H, 

t Battalion Sixteenth United States Infantry, and pay him a pension 


at the rate of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “ Thirty-first” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Third.” 


sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words ‘of Company M, Fifth” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ lieutenant-colonel One hundred and twenty-eighth.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Cavalry " and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Infantry.” : ace 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“forty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


| able recommendation. 


JOHN BOUGHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16996) granting an increase of pension to John Bougher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Bougher, late of Com- 
pany F, Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

SAMUEL N, NORTHWAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
11739) granting an increase of pension to 8. N. Northway. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ee to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 8. N. Northway, late of 
Company D, Fourth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per monthin lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “S.’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“ Samuel.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel N. Northway.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; : 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
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ALONZO 8S. BOWDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 8. Bowden. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo 8. Bowden, late of 
Company B, Second Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY A. F. GILMORE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16714) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. F. Gilmore. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. F. Gilmore, widow 
of Capt. John L. Gilmore, late of Company D, Third Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

‘ The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Captain.” 
s In a 7 strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘captain.” 
= _ 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ wen ..” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 
CAPT. WILSON FRENCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15645) granting an increase of pension to Capt. Wilson French. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the a roll, subject to the provi- | 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ow Wilson French, | 5762) granting a pension to William H. T. Hostetler. 


late of Company G, Seventeenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ Wilson,” strike out the word “ Captain.” 
In same line, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “captain.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- | 


ble recommendation. 
ALBANIS L. ANDERSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


11833) granting an increase of pension to Albanis L. Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: ° 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albanis L. Anderson, late 
first lieutenant Company F, Third Regiment Delaware Infantry Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOSEPHINE A. RETTIG. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16712) granting an increase of pension to Josephine A. Rettig. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


t he is now | 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 8S. Mitchell, late a 


member of Company I, Forty-eighth Illinois Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Tn line 6 strike out the words ‘a member.”’ 

In line 7, before the word “Illinois,” insert the word ‘* Regiment.” 

In the same line, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “‘ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
JAMES FLANNIGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17119) granting an increase of pension to James Flannigan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the | roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Flannigan, late of 
Company I, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Flannigan” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Flanagan.” : 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM H. T. HOSTETLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 





| pay him a pension at t 


and limitations of the pean laws, the name of William H. T. Hostetler, 
late of Company I, Big! ty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
i e rate of per month in lieu of that he is now re- 

ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


| able recommendation. 


JOANNA GLAZER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17101) granting an increase of pension to Joanna Glaser. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joanna Glaser, widow 
of Peter Glaser. late of Company E, Seventy-eighth Regiment, and Company 


| K, One hundred and second Regiment, New York Volunteer Infantry, and 


| 
| 
| 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine A. Rettig, widow, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 dollars per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 


follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6,7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Josephine Rettig, widow of Frederick Rettig, late of Battery K, Second 
Regiment United States Artillery, and first lieutenant, First Battery Florida 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month 
and $2 per month additional for each of the minor children of said Frederick 
Rettig in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
SAMUEL 8S. MITCHELL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4553) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. Mitchell. 


XXXVI——140 





; ; si » of $12 per a in lie t y is , re. 
In same line, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word “Volunteer.” | ee ee Se ee Se Sop ee ee eae x 


ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “‘Glaser,” in both instances where it occuzs, 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “Glazer.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Joanna Glazer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN C. WRIGHT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11701) granting an increase of pension to John C. Wright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. Wright, late of Com- 
pany E, One hundred and fifty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


| follows: 


In line 3 strike out the word “is.” 
In same line, before the word “hereby,” insert the word “is.” 
one = 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ ir iy.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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FREELING H, AMICK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16696) granting an increase of pension to Freeling H. Amick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Freeling H. Amick, 
late a private in Company B, Fourth Kentucky Cavelry Volunteers, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

ma Hee 6 strike out the words “a private in” and insert inlieu thereof the 
word “of.” 

In same line, after the word “‘ Fourth,” insert the word ‘“‘ Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers.” 

In same line, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “seventeen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FRANCHS E. WILD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8061) granting a pension to Frances E. Wild. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances E. Wild, widow of 
the late Brig. Gen. Edward A. Wild, in the civil war, and pay her a pension 
at the rate $50 per month. 1 


‘ oo amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 


In line 6 strike out the words “‘ the late Brigadier-General.” 
In line 7 strike out the words “in the civil war ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “late brigadier-general, United States Volunteers.”’ 
agen — 8 strike out the word “fifty and insert in lieu thereof the word 
irty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


JOHN HAYNES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17233) granting a pension to John Haynes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Haynes, late a nurse 
in the volunteer service during the war of the rebellion. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6 and 7 and insert in lieu thereof the following: “of 
John Haynes, late nurse, Medical Department, United States Volunteers, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. , : F 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


AMANDA E. M’QUIDDY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6101) granting an increase pension to Amanda E. McQuiddy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda E. McQuiddy, widow 


of Henry C. McQuiddy, late captain of Company F, Fifth Tennessee Cavalry, 


| and pay her a pension of $20 per month, in accordance with her hrsband’s 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
MICHAEL O, SULLIVAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12822) granting an increase of pension to Michael O. Sullivan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael O. Sullivan, late of 
Company H, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

in line 8 strike out the word “‘thirty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“¢ venty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOSEPH A. WILSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3681) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph A. Wilson, late of 
Company H, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “‘H” and insert in lieu thereof the letter“ F.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; c 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 


AUGUSTUS L. KIDDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 
17094) granting an increase of pension to Augustus L. Kidder. | 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the eeeees 
and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Augustus L. Kidder, late 
lieutenant of Company B, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “‘twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . 5 ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


rank, in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 7, 8,9,and 10 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“late of Company F, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and cap- 
tain Company I, First Regiment Alabama Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : ; : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


IRA J. 8S. HOLMES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14160) granting an increase of pension to Ira J. 8. Holmes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Ira J. 8. 
Holmes, late of Company G, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

‘ a out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
olowlng: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Ira J. 5. Holmes, late of Company G, Four- 
teenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Third 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELIAS P. STEARNS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1062) granting an increase of pension to E. P, Stearns. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of E. P. Stearns, late assistant 
surgeon of the prem noes Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

in line 6 strike out the letter “‘E.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
**Elias.”’ 

In same line strike out the words “assistant surgeon of the” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words ‘‘ of Company G.” 

In same line, after the word “ Seventy-second,” insert the word “ Regi- 
ment.” 

In line 7, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

In same line and in line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “thirty.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


, 
. 


Elias P. Stearns.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM C, CHATFIELD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


14236) granting an increase of pension to William E. Chatfield. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William EB. Cha eld, late 
of Company H, Second mert Kansas Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

1n line 6 strike out the letter “‘ E” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “*C.” 

In line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

‘Amand the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Chatfield.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : . : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
JEROME W. TURNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17026) granting a pension to Jerome W. Turner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jerome W. Turner 
late adjutant of the Thirtieth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” insert the words “ first lieutenant and.” 

In same line strike out the words “ of the.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“seventeen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 7 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

FRANCES E. LUSE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
yeoe? granting a pension to Frances E. Luse, widow of Jesse B. 

use. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ~~ on laws, the name of Frances E. Luse, widow of 
Jesse B. Luse, late soldier in Company C, One hundred and twenty-fifth Reg- 
iment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $2 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


- Le 6 strike out the word “soldiers in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
wo *o * 

In line 8 strike out the word “to.” . 
L Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting a pension to Frances E. 

use.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CATHERINE RAYEL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


16476) granting a pension to Katharine Rayle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to a the name of Katharine Rayle, dependent | 


mother of James E. Rayle, deceased, late private of Company I, Third Mis- 
souri Infantry Volunteers, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $8 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all in the bill after the word “place” in line 4and substitute 
therefor the following: ‘on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pean laws, the name of Catherine Rayel, dependent 
mother of John E. yel, late of Company I, Third Regiment Missouri Vol- 
water Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month.” 





Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Catherine | 


Rayei.’ 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


AUSTIN P. MERRELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16351) granting an increase of pension to Austin P. Merrell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Austin P. Merrell, late of Com- 
pany E, Mississippi Battalion Mexican War Me wry Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out ‘‘ Mississippi.” 

In line 7 strike out ‘‘ Mexican War Volunteer Infantry” and substitute 
therefor the words “ Mississippi Volunteers, war with Mexico.” 

In line 8 strike out ‘ twenty ” and insert ‘‘ twelve.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EMILY HAWKINS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2813) granting a pension 
to Emily Hawkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily Hawkins, widow 
of George 8. Hawkins, captain, Florida Militia Volunteers, and to pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all in the bill after the words a S. Hawkins,” in line 6, 
and insert the following: “late first lieutenant, Captain Wood's company, 
Florida Militia, Florida war, and pay hera pension at the rate of giz 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” . e 

Amend thé title so as to read: ‘A bill granting anincrease of pension to 
Emily Hawkins.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : : ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
CATHARINE T. R. MATHEWS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 15962) granting a pension 
to Catharine T. R. Mathews. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine T. R. Mathews, 
widow of John R. Mathews, late chaplain in the United States Navy, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out “‘in the;” and in line 8 strike out “thirty ” and insert 
“twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ISAAC B, PRICE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 16275) granting a pension 
to Isaac B. Price. 

The biil was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac B. Price, late of Com- 
pany M, First Regiment Alabama Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after “Infantry,” insert “ war with Spain.” 

In line 8 strike out ‘thirty and insert ‘‘ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

FANNIE T. FISHER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 16755) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Fannie T. Fisher. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie T. Fisher, widow of 





Col. A. A. Fisher, who raised, equipped, and commanded the A. A. Fisher 
company, Seventh Florida Militia Regiment, war of 1835 to 1842, and pay her 
a 7; ons.on at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all in the bill after the words “ widow of,” in line 6, and substi- 
tute therefor the following: “Alfred A. Fisher, late captain, Seventh Regi- 
ment, Florida Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay er a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDWARD TATTERSALL. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 15629) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward Tattersall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of Sacon Tattersall, of 
Harpers Ferry, W. Va., late of Company C, First United States Infantry, 
and of Troop F, Second United States Cavalry, and of Troop F, Fifth United 
States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out ‘of Harpers Ferry, W. Va.” 

In line 7, after “ First,” insert ‘* Regiment.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “ of Troop F, Second United States Cavalry.” 

In line 8, after “Fifth,” insert ‘‘ Regiment.” 

In line 9 strike out “ fifty’ and insert “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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JOHN H. CARR. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 15665) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Carr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sane to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Carr, late of Com- 
pany H, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recelving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out ‘‘twenty” and imsert “sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES A. WARRICK. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 14091) granting a pension 
to Charles A. Warrick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of Charles A. Warrick, of Com- 
pany E, Third Nebraska Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, = fter the word ‘‘ Warrick,” insert “late.” 

In the same line, after the word ‘“‘ Third,” insert “Regiment,” and after 
the word ** Nebraska” insert ‘‘ Volunteer.” 

on ae 7 and § strike out ‘and pay hima pension at the rate of $25 per 
month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELI POTTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6189) granting an increase of pension to Eli Potts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Eli Potts, 
of Waverly, Ohio, a veteran of the Mexican war, at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

Strike out all in the bill after the word “roll,” in line 4, and insert the fol- 
lowing: “Subject to sho provusene and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Eli Potts, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment United States 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ALEXANDER T. SULLINGER. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 
16939) granting an increase of pension to Alexander T. Sullenger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Alexander 
T. Sullenger, late a member of Capt. Joel Halliday’s company, First Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers in the Black Hawk war, and pay him a pension of 
a month in lieu of the one he is now receiving, subject to the conditions 
and limitations of the pension laws. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all in the bill after the word “roll,” in line 4, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Alexander T. Sullinger, alias Alexander Patillo, late 
of Captain Holliday’s company, First Regiment Illinois Mounted Volunteers, 
Black Hawk Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander T. Sullinger, alias Alexander Patillo.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. ‘ ; : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


LEIGHTON M. PERVEIL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16077) granting a pension to Leighton M. Perveil. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leighton M. Perveil, late of 
Company K, Twenty-third Regiment United States Infantry, and the United 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Perveil,” insert ‘alias Charles H. Hunt.” 

In line 7 strike out “and the United States Navy.” 

In line 8 strike out “twenty ” and insert “ twelve.” 


The amendments were agreed to, 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES T. PRICE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17090) granting an increase of pension to James T. Price. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject. to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James T. Price, late of 
Company E, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert “war with Mexico,” 

In line 8 strike out “thirty ’ and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; . , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARY LA TOURRETTE STOTSENBURG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16352) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. Stotsenburg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Mary L. Stotsenburg, widow of John 
M. Stotsenburg, late colonel of the First Regiment Nebraska Volunteers, war 
with Spain, and grant her a pension of $50 per month, and $2 additiona _ 
month on account of each of the minor children of said Stotsenburg, in lieu 
of the pension she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 
“ That the act entitled ‘An So an increase of pension to Mary La 
Tourrette Stotsenburg,’ ry June 2, 1900, be, and the same is hereby, 
as ic 


amended so as to rea llows: ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub- 


ect to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
ie Stotsenburg, widow of John M. Stotsenburg, late colonel First Regiment 
Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 7 month 
additional on account of each of the minor children of said John M. Stotsen- 
burg until they reach the age of 16 years.’ ” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to amend the act entitled ‘An act 
granting an increase of pension to Mary La Tourrette Stotsenburg,’ ap- 
proved June 2, 1900.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


PATRICK W. O'DONNELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6229) 
granting a pension to Patrick W. O’Donnell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick W. O'Donnell, late 
soomam, United States Navy, and pay hima pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HAROLD P. WALDO, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6418) 
granting a pension to Harold P. Waldo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the ———s roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harold P. Wal 0, late of 
Company B, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per menth. 

Th. bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ORSON NICKERSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6063) 
granting a pension to Orson Nickerson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orson Nickerson, late of 
Company K, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
Company K, One hundred and sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 
The committee amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 9 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert the word 
“twenty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARY J. PARKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4029) 
granting a pension to Mary J. Parker. 


— 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Parker, former 
widow of John W. Taylor, late of Company F, First Regiment United States 
me al war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. ’ 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

GEORGE DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4379) 
granting an increase of pension to George Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pe on la the name of George Davis, late of Com- 

ny A, Seventy-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infan- 
, and Company F, Ninth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

REBECCA A. GLASS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6024) 
granting a pension to Rebecca A. Glass. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca A. Glass, former 
widow of Josiah M. Christy, late of Company K, Twenty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ADAH I, MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6356) 
granting an increase of pension to Adah I. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adah I. Miller, widow of 
Richard M. J. Miller, late first lieutenant Company B, Sixty-fifth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


FANNY FARMER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7166) 
granting an increase of pension to Fanny Farmer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fanny Farmer,widow of 
Augustus B. Farmer, late of Capen B, Seeond Regiment, and captain Com- 

ew fram 


y A, Eighteenth ——— pshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
ore pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is aw recut. 


ing. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
FANNY B. ORWAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7202) 
granting an increase of ion to Fanny B. Orwan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the peuaion laws, the name of Fanny B. Orwan, widow of 
Frederick A. Orwan, late second-class private Uni States Signal Corps, 
and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MATTHEW W. LINCOLN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1087) granting a pension to Matthew W. Lincoln. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matthew W. Lincoln, late of 
Company I, First Regiment Massachusetts Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $50 a month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

; = — 6 strike out the word “ First”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘ uw .** 

In line 7, before the word “‘ Cavalry,” insert the word * Volunteer.” 

ag strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


In same line strike out the letter “a” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
oe r ” 


In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “‘in lieu of that he 
we She t ti ' to read: “A bill in f 
© title so as .* nting an increase of pension to 
Matthew W. Lincoln.” _ 


The amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WALLACE L. SCOTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10760) granting a pension to Wallace L. Scott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the — roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wallace L. Scott, late of 
the Twenty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of the Twenty-second Regiment” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ unassigned.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CLARA E. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17298) granting an increase of pension to Clara E. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara E. Smith, widow of 
Robert C. Smith, late of the United States Marine Corps, United States 
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving: Provided, however, That in the case of the death of the 
helpless child, Henry G. Smith, on whose account the pension of Clara E. 
Smith is increased, the pension of said Clara E. Smith shall continue oniy at 
the rate of $12 per month from and after the death of said helpless child. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

BOWMAN H. PETERSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 1227 
granting an increase of pension to Bowman H. Peterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of th» Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name cf Bowman H. Peterson, late 
surgeon Eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 2nd major, Twenty- 
ninth and Sixth regiments Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

DAVID N. TOLLES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4287) 
granting an increase of pension to David N. Tolles. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ae tothe provisicns 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David N. Tolles, late of Com- 
pany A, Third Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of §24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MARCIA B, FERGUSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6576) 
granting a pension to Marcia B. Ferguson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcia B. Ferguson, widow 
of Edward Ferguson, late second lieutenant Company C, First Regiment 
wae Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

LEANDER W. COGSWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6652) 
granting an increase of pension to Leander W. Cogswell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leander W. Cogswell, late 
captain Company D, Eleventh Regiment NewHampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and — a pension at the rate of $30 per month in licu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


A. PAUL HORNE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6843) 
granting an increase of pension to A. Paul Horne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A. Paul Horne, late of Com- 
pany B, Ninth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
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JAMES MONTY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6941) 
granting an increase of pension to James Monty. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Monty, late of Com- 


pany H, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- | 


sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
CATHERINE M’GUINN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17306) granting a pension to Catherine McGuinn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine McGuinn, widow 
of the late Edward J. McGuinn, second-class fireman on the United States 
receiving ships Vermont and Princeton, United States Navy, war of the re- 
bellion, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: “of Catherine McGuinn, widow of Edward J. McGuinn, late of United 
States steamships New Hampshire, Bibb, and Vermont, United States Navy, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with:a favora- 
ble recommendation. 


RICHARD S. HOWARTH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
16314) granting an increase of pension to Richard 8S. Howarth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 8S. Howarth, late of 
Company D, Ninety-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


= line 8 strike out the word “‘fifty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FERDINAND HEISKELL, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


11371) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand Heiskell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Eliza E. Littlefield, widow 
of John J. Littlefield, late of Company F, Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and assistant surgeon, Eighteenth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELVIRA C, COMPTON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6148) 
granting an increase of pension to Elvira C. Compton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elvira C. Compton, widow 
of Andrew J. Compton, late captain Company B, One hundred and forty-first 
Reziment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


THOMAS BASSETT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4443) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Bassett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Bassett, late of 
Company K, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and pay bin a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recelving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; ; : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARGARET J. M’CRANIE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5929) 
granting a pension to Margaret J. McCranie. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ferdinand Heiskell, late of 
Company B, Second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. . 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


F - line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘thirty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. s ’ i 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 
BRIDGET FALLON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7708) granting an increase of pension to Bridget Fallon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Bridget 
Fallon, widow of Richard Fallon, late a private in Company F, Fifteenth 
United States Infantry, and pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Bridget Fallon, widow of Richard 
Fallon, late of Company F, Third Battalion, Fifteenth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. , . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZA E, LITTLEFIELD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 3020) 
granting an increase of pension to Eliza E. Littlefield. 


| 
| 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret J. McCranie, 
widow of Malcolm McCranie, late of Capt. Archie McCranie’s company, 
Georgia Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


EVARTS EWING MUNN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6394) 
granting a pension to Evarts Ewing Munn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Evarts Ewing Munn, widow 
of Curtis E. Munn, late major and surgeon, United States Army, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ROSETTA E. RAFFERTY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7145) 
granting an increase of pension to Rosetta E. Rafferty. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretaryof the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosetta E. Rafferty, widow 
of William A. Rafferty, late colonel Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving, and $2 per month additional on account of each of the minor chil- 
dren of said William A. Rafferty until they reach the age of 16 years. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MAY MOSHER CHASE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7207) 
granting an increase of pension to May Mosher Chase. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — on laws, the name of May Mosher Chase, widow 
of Constantine Chase, late lieutenant-colonel, Artillery Cor United States 
Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receivi g and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child 
of said Constantine Chase until he reaches the age of 16 years. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ thirty- 
ve.” 


Mr.CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire 
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of the chairman of the Committee on Pensions if this was not a 
Senate bill? " 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes, sir. . . 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. The amount allowed in the Senate bill 
was $40 a month, was it not? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I want to inquire what was the reason 
to reduce it to $35 a month? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I will say, for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, that it was fixed at the rate of pension for a 
major, as that was the rank he held when he incurred the dis- 
abilities from which he died and for which he was pensioned, and 
under the rules of our committee the highest amount that is 
allowed for a major is $35. So that we have given this lady the 
maximum that we have given to others who are pensioned as 
widows of majors. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, without any examina- 
tion of the papers I would not like to disagree with the gentlemen 
on the Pensions Committee on this subject. This soldier had a 
very remarkable service and died of paralysis within five or six 
days of the time when he was stricken, so it was hardly possible 
for him to have promotion between the time he was stricken and 
the time he died. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Thereis no dispute upon that point, 
either by the widow or the Pension Department. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I understood it differently. I thought 
the Pension Department tried to trace the disease back to some 
sickness he had before the paralysis. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I forget the time, but it was very 
short. His promotion came about the time of his death. 

Mr.CALDERHEAD. He was stricken by paralysis on the 14th 
and never was conscious thereafter, and died on the 20th. Hecould 
hardly be stricken as a major on the 14th and die onthe 20th as a 
lieutenant-colonel and have his pension reduced that amount with 
any justice. In this case it is worth while to remember that this 
soldier had thirty-nine years’ service—thirty-nine years of un- 
broken service, without an hour of absence or an hour of sick 
leave until within six months of the time when he died. For 
thirty-eight years and six months, beginning with his enlistment 
for the civil war, there was not an hour of absence from duty at 
any time on account of sickness or for any other reason. Then 
there were a few days when he was sick with some kind of a ma- 
larial disease, from which he recovered and returned to duty, and 
he was on duty at the time he was stricken with paralysis, and in 
six days he died. If he had lived six days longer, or if the stroke 
had been deferred for six days, he would have died as a lieutenant- 
colonel, and she then would have received $40 a month. 

I do not care to criticise the action of the committee, for I am 
aware these gentlemen try as faithfully as we do to consider the 
cases fairly and do justice upon the facts, but this is a remark- 
able case, an emeaione one. He had a brilliant record, and his 
widow is left with three children dependent on the pension. If 
he had lived to be retired under the bill which is pending in the 
Senate he would be retired as a lieutenant-colonel and at the same 
rate of pay that I am asking forthe pension of his widow. Ithink 
under the circumstances in this case the committee will be justi- 
fied in opposing the amendment of the Pensions Committee. The 
amendment is to reduce the pension from $40 to $35 a month. I 
think the amendment should be voted down and the rate granted 
in the Senate bill should be allowed. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I will only add a word to what I have 
already said. While something can be said about the record of 
this soldier, so there can be about a large number of them, as 
those serving on the committee similar to the one that I am on 
all know full well that there are a great many meritorious records 
brought to our attention. But to change this action would be to 
ask of every widow whose husband was a major and whose hus- 
band held a higher rank at the time of his death to come here and 
present their claims. Not only that, but it changes the ruling of 
the Department and the action of the committee, because the gen- 
eral law recognizes that a widow can not be pensioned for a rank 
higher than that which the disability of the soldier was incurred 


in. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I 
want to ask him if he thinks the disease of paralysis was incurred 
during the time that he held the rank of major? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I would take the opinion of the med- 
ical men rather than my own and that is the best opinion of the 
medical men who have made an examination of the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 


GUSTAV JANSEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14032) granting a pension to Gustav Jansen. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gustav Jansen, late a musi- 
cian = the United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate $30 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out “‘a musician in the” and insert in lieu thereof “‘ second- 
class musician, U. 8. 8. Trenton.” 
Strike out all in the bill in line 7. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
EDWARD BRYAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11546) granting a pension to Edward Bryan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Bryan, late a private 
in Company I, First United States Cavalry, and to pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out “‘a private in” and insert ‘‘of;” 
the word “First,” insert ‘‘ Regiment.” 
In line 7 strike out “to.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
SANDERS W. JOHNSTON. . 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the: bill (H. R. 
16212) granting an increase of pension to Sanders W. Johnston, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sanders W. Johnston, late 
captain Company G, First Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war with Mexico, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ fifty’ and insert “twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ARVILLA N. STOCKER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
12090) granting a pension to Arvilla N. Stocker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, subject to the rules and regulations of the pension laws, to place 
the name of Arvilla N. Stocker, widow of the late Henry Tudor Stocker, 
lieutenant, United States Navy, upon the pension roll, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of —— dollars a month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out allin the bill after the word “authorized,” in line 4, and sub- 
stitue the Soe “and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the a laws, the name of Arvilla N. 
Stocker, widow of Henry T. Stocker, late sailmaker, United States Navy, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


in the same line, after 


CYNTHIA THOMAS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15573) granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension_laws, the name of Cynthia Thomas, widow of 
Charles Thomas, alias John Young, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word ‘*‘ Regiment,” insert ‘‘ United States,” and in line 
8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert “eight.” 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert ‘* Florida Indian war.” 

The amendments were agreed to. , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

FRANKLIN WILLIAMS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15688) granting an increase of pension to Franklin Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin Williams, late a 
; yernete in Company G, Mounted Volunteers, in the Mexican war, and pay 
1im a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out “‘a private in” and insert “of.” 
In the same line, after ““Company G,” insert “Kentucky.” __ ; 
In line 7 strike out “in the Mexican war” and insert ‘“‘ war with Mexico.” 


In line 8 strike out “‘twenty ” and insert “sixteen.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JAMES REDSHAW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15620) granting a pension to James Redshaw. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Redshaw, late a 
—- in Company C, One hundredth Regiment New York Volunteer 

nfantry, in the late civil war of the rebellion, who is totally helpless from 
wounds and diseases contracted while in the United States service, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: “ of James Redshaw, late of Company C, One hundredth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James Redshaw.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The ill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

DAVID FLYNN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7234) granting an increase of pension to David Flynn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David Flynn, late of Com- 
pany H, Third Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteer.” 

, = oa 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘ ; ir — 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

SHEPHERD H. KING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6470) granting an increase of pension to S. H. King. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the as 
and limitations of the pension laws the name of 8. H. King, late of Company 
D, Sixth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

= — . strike out the letter “S.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ Shepherd.” 

In Somes line, before the word ‘‘Company,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “first lieutenant.” 

o line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Shepherd H. King.” 

The amendments were agreed to. s 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

NEWTON THAYER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17296) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel Thayer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ons 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathaniel Thayer, late lieu- 
tenant Company C, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that ke is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Nathaniel” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word *“* Newton.” 

In same line, before the word “lieutenant,” insert the word “first.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Newton Thayer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; . ‘ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSEPH W, FOX, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17297) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Fox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph W. Fox, late lieu- 
tenant Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “lieutenant,” insert the word ‘‘ first.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; : : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM Y. TURNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 966) 
granting an increase of pension to William Y. Turner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Y. Turner, late of 
Company F, Fifteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ELIZABETH NEAL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1335) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Neal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Neal, widow of 
John W. Neal, late second lieutenant Company A, Eighty-fifth ment 
—_ Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
monta,. 

The bil was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


FLAVIUS SHANKS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1550) granting an increase of pension to Flavius Shanks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the on roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, name of Flavius Shan late of 
Company One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and th Battery Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

FREDERICKE W. LILLMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
3174) granting an increase of pension to Fredericke W. Lillman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authertned and directed to place on the _—- roll, an Ba to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, name of Fredericke W. Lillman, 
widow of Peter H. Li late of Battery A, Second Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Light Artillery,and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

PHILIP CASLOW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3803) 

ting an increase of pension to Philip Caslow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed oye on the pension roll, subject to the visions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Philip Caslow, late of Com- 
pany G, One hund and fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recel x 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recommen- 
dation. 

ELIZA GALLAGHER, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4123) 
granting a pension to Eliza Gallagher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Eliza ee: widow of 
Dennis Gallagher, late of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recommen- 
dation. 

GRACE E. ASH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5205) 
granting an increase of pension to Grace E. Ash. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Grace E. Ash, widow of 
Reuben Ash, late first lieutenant Company E, Second Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

THOMAS L. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5215) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of Thomas L. Smith, late of 
Company E, Tenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HENRY SICKELS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5662) 
granting an increase of ee to Henry Sickels. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Henry Sickels, late of Com- 
pany B, Seventh R ent Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
OLE HEXOM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5723) 
granting an increase of pension to Ole Hexom. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the visions 
bye a Tharty-oghth Roginn i Compa wt This = 

of Company K, 2) ent, an ompany I, Thirty- 
fourth Regiment, Iowa Volunteer »- and pay him a Sooen at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
ELIJAH A. WOODWARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5734) 
granting an increase of ion to Elijah A. Woodward. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elijah A. Woodward, late 
assistant surgeon Thirty-sixth Yr. -y7 Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM E, FEHRENBACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5738) 
‘granting an increase of pension to William E. Fehrenback. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William E. Fehrenback, 
late of er I, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ALLEN B. EVANS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5854) 
granting an increase of pension to Allen B. Evans. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allen B. Evans, late of Com- | 


pany D, Fifth a Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
CATHARINE A. RUSSELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5874) 
granting an increase of pension Catharine A. Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine A. Russell, widow 
of Calvin 8. Russell, late of Company C, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendatiion. 


JAMES G. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5993) 
granting an increase of i to James G. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James G. Davis, late of Com- 
pany D, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, war with Mexico, and Com- 
panies F and H, Fifth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN F. BRIGGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6445) 
granting an increase of pension to John F. Briggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John F. Briggs, late of Com- 
pany K, First a Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

LAVINIA F. POTRON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6876) 

granting a pension to Lavinia F. Poiron. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lavinia F. Poiron, helpless 
and dependent daughter of John C. Poiron, late of Company A, Sixth Regi- 
ment - Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
WILLIAM H. M’HENRY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7182) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. McHenry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. McHenry, late of 
Company D, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY H. RUMPLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17247) granting a pension to Mary H. Rumple. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary H. Rumple, wife of 
John N. W. Rumple, late of Snee H, Second Regiment Iowa Cavalry 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

. Le 6 strike out the word “wife” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“widow.” 

In the same line, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “of,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers.” 

In same line, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


PHILANDER H. GRAVES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17305) granting a pension to Philander H. Graves. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philander H. Graves, late a 
| private in Company A, Eighty-eighth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
| him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of any other pension 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


| 
In line 6 strike out the words “a private in” and insert in lieu thereof 

the word “ of.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Illinois,” insert the word “Regiment.” 





In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” —_ 

In same line strike out the words “in lieu of any other.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ pension.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ABRAHAM W. HUFFMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17303) granting an increase of pension to A. W. Huffman, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of A. W. Huif- 


man, late a sergeant in Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and late captain of Company D, One hundred and forty-fifth Regi- 
ment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of per month 
in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 
es That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Abraham W. Huffman, late of Company 
K, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham W. Huffman.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDNA K. HOYT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1631) 
granting an increase of pension to Edna K. Hoyt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edna K. Hoyt, widow of 
Charles H. Hoyt, late major and quartermaster, United States Army, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HENDERSON MERCER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2860) 
granting an increase of pension to Henderson Mercer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henderson Mercer, late of 
Company C, One hundredth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CHARLOTTE J. CLOSSER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5641) | 


granting a pension to Charlotte J. Closser. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charlotte J. Closser, widow 
of Frederick Closser, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
ANDREW JACKSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5830) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew Jackson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Jackson, late of 
Company H, Ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pensior at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
snendation. 


JENNIE W. RHOADES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7176) 
granting an increase of pension to Jennie W. Rhoades. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jennie W. Rhoades, widow 
of Stephen W. Rhoades, late acting master United States Navy, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JAMES M. WHITE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4919) 
granting an increase of pension to James M. White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ¥ ..- laws, the name of James M. White, late of 
Company A, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ANDREW C. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4922) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. Smith. 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ro 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew C. Smith, late 
musician, Twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MAGGIE V. HOLSTEIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7100) 
granting an increase of —— to Maggie V. Holstein. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the peers 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maggie V. Holstein, 
widow of Charles L. Holstein, late adjutant Twenty-second Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and captain and assistant adjutant-general United 
States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ADDISON ARNOLD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 

4812) granting a pension to Addison Arnold. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Addison Arnold, late of 
Company K, Third Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOSEPH D. LOCKHART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
6373) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. Lockhart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph D. Loc t, late 
of Company D, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HALVOR PAULSEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6653) 
granting a pension to Halvor Paulsen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Halvor Paulsen, late of 
United States steamship Minneapolis, United States Navy, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


| follows: 


In pase Tand 8 strike out “and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY C. COUCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7186) 
granting a pension to Mary C. Couch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary C. Couch, widow of 
Darius N. Couch, late major general, United States Volunteers, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELBERT H. DAGNALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7277) 
granting an increase of ee to Elbert H. Dagnall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elbert H. Dagnall, late of 
Capt. Samuel Bone’s company, Georgia Volunteers, Creek Indian war, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ANTHONY R. RAVENSCROFT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6745) to remove the charge of desertion against Anthony R. 
Ravenscroft. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing on the rec- 
ords against Anthony R. Ravenscroft, late captain of Company I, Twenty- 
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second Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers, and issue to him an honorable 
discharge. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill for the relief of Anthony R. Ravens- 


” 
A ls0, strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 


lowing: 
* or That, Anthony R. Ravenscroft shall hereafter be held and considered to 
have been honorably discharged from the military service of the United 
States as a captain of the Twenty-second Regiment of Indiana Infantry Vol- 
unteers, on the 22d day of Anges, 1864, by reason of the expiration of his 
term of service; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to issue a certificate of honorable discharge for him in accordance with the 
terms of this act: Provided, That no pay or other allowances shall be due or 
payable to any person by reason of the passage of this act.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 5 ; ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


DANIEL F,. LEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15461) tor the relief of Daniel F. Lee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against Daniel 
F. Les, lateof Company H, Sixth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, andissue to him 
an honorable discharge. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 

= That Daniel F. Lee shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 
honorably discharged from the military service of the United States asa 
private of Company H, Sixth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, on the Ist day of 
August, 1862, and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
issue a certificate of honorable discharge for him in accordance with the 
terms of this act: Provided, That no pay or other allowance shall be due or 
payable to any person by reason of the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 

ELI HIBBARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5879) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the Army record of Eli 
Hibbard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
the record of Eli Hibbard, late of One hundred and seventy-first Company, 
Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps, war of the rebellion, and to issue 
to him an honorable discharge from the service as of September 9, 1864: Pro- 
vided, That no pay, bounty, or allowances shall accrue by virtue of this act. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that when the com- 
mittee rise it report this bill back with the recommendation that 
it lie on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks that 
— =~ committee rise they recommend that this bill lie upon 

1e table. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, thisisa plain, everyday, ordi- 
nary case of desertion. The man enlisted as a volunteer to serve 
three years, and deserted after two days’ service, or, to be ab- 
— correct—after two days’ service he received a furlough 
for eight or ten days, and from that furlough he never returned, 
although he owed service for three years, and the war was still 
on. There is no reason why the record in this case, which is 
properly made, should be falsified as the bill directs. It not only 
directs that the soldier shall be held not to have deserted, but 
that the Secretary of War shall write into the record, not a truth, 
but the untruth that he did not desert. There were no extenu- 
ating circumstances. Thereis no reason why the bill should pass. 
In his first affidavit asking for removal of the charge of desertion 
the soldier did not claim that he was not in desertion. In a sub- 
sequent affidavit he claimed to have been in ‘‘ Canada”’ securing re- 
cruits, and that he wasimprisoned there for forty days; of course, 
it is no valid excuse even if true, and in any event this would 
only account for a few days of the three years he owed service. 

The soldier had a previous record of desertion, which was re- 
moved by a general law, inasmuch as he returned from desertion 
within four months. The minority report on this case gives its 
history in full. There is no reason why the bill should pass and 
every reason in righteousness and justice why it should not pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming that the bill do lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PHILIP KROHN. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will 
allow me, I ask unanimous consent that we go back to Calendar 
No. 2559, the bill granting an increase of pension to Philip Krohn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the committee return to Calendar No. 2559. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 





Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman,I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment was agreed to. The amendment 
in the bill fixes the pension at $24 per month. I desire tomake it 


0. 

Mr. PAYNE. That motion, Mr. Chairman, is not in order in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I believe I ought to correct that by mov- 
ing to amend the amendment of the committee. The biil con- 
tained a provision for making the pension $50 and the committee 
recommended $24. The Committee of the Whole has adopted the 
committee amendment. Now,I want that amendment amended, 
so as to make it read ‘‘ $30 a month.”’ 

Mr.PAYNE, That will have to be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I think not if the committee has given 
me liberty to reconsider. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam unwilling, Mr. Chairman, to sit here and 
see the rules of the House overridden in Committee of the Whole. 
It can be done by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is clearly 
correct. It can only be done by unanimous consent. The gentle- 
man from Kansas asks unanimous consent to vacate the former 
action of the committee on the bill H. R. 4066 and amend it so 
as to fix the pension at $30 a month. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to 
object, I would like to know if there is any good reason for this 
action? 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “ Vote! ’’] 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. If gentlemen will not go into hysterics 
I will not take much time. 

Philip Krohn was a remarkable soldier. 
as an officer for merit in service before he was 21 years of age. 
was twice a prisoner. He was severely wounded in the head by an 
explosion of ashell. He wasa man of eminent ability; of large 
heart and great soul, one of the most eloquent orators to whom 
men ever listened, and for twenty-five years of his life he charmed 
every audience before whom he appeared, and every word that 
he uttered made men better and gave us a loftier standard of life. 


He was commissioned 
He 


| He had the virtues and the faults of a great and generous na- 


ture. He bore his own misfortunes and his suffering without com- 
plaint. He never asked for a pension of any kind while able to 
maintain himself; and now, at the age of 60 years, he is stricken 
with paralysis. The rule of the committee has been that in cases of 
paralysis they would allowa pension of $30a month. This bill was 
introduced by Mr. Ray of New York. I think he must have been 
absent when the committee considered it, and that no one was 
present who knew the facts. I was absent whenit was considered 
in committee and did not know of the bill till I saw it on the 
Calendar this afternoon. I could not let it pass by, when I was 
acquainted with the facts of the history of this man and knew of 
his great ability and service, without moving to make this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading 
of the report, so that we may know what the circumstances of this 
case are. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4066) granting an increase of pension to Philip Krohn, submit the following 
report: 
his bill proposes to increase the pension of the soldier named therein from 
$12 to 7° er month. 

Phili Krohn. the officer named in this bill, and now 60 years of age, is 
shown by the records of the War Department to have served as quartermas- 
ter-sergeant, second lieutenant, and first lieutenant of Company G, Fifth 


New York Cavalry, from August 22, 1861, to May 15, 1865, when honorably 
discharged, and these records further show that he was captured at Orange, 


Va., July 17, 1862, confined at Richmond, and paroled at Aikens Landing, 
Virginia, August 5, 1862; that he was again captured, at Ashland, Va., June 1, 
1864, and paroled December 10, 1864. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for 
total inability to earn a support by manual labor, the result of paralysis of 
the right side and disease of the digestive organs. 

His claim to pension under the general law, filed in August, 1899, and based 
upon a shell wound of the head, resulting in paralysis, chronic diarrhea, 
piles, and catarrh, was rejected by the Pension Bureau in January, 1901, 
upon the ground of no record and claimant's inability to furnish evidence 
showing the existence of said disabilities in the service. 

Medical testimony filed in the Pension Bureau shows that the beneficiary 
has suffered from deafness, diarrhea, and piles since about 1890; that about 
oa had a paralytic stroke, and that on October 25, 1897, he had another 
stroke. 

When last examined, on July 3, 1900, the board of surgeons stated that the 
beneficiary was a Congregational minister, and rated him $4 for disease of 
rectum, 7. for paralysis of the right side, and $22 for impaired hearing, and 
the board of surgeons then stated” that sensation and motion was much im- 
pee by reason of ea that he walked with a limp; that loss of mo- 

ion was more marked in the right arm and hand, his speech indistinct, and 
the mental faculties impaired. 

Papers filed with your committee show that the beneficiary can not preach 
and isa total wreck physically; and a petition signed by a number of citizens 


of the town of Candor, N. Y., also filed with your committee, sets forth that 
he is in every way unable to perform any kind of labor to support himself 
and that his only income was a pension of $12 per month. 
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An increase of this soldier’s pension, following precedents, is warranted | 27 in, nsion essie V. Cluxton; 
in view of his service of four years and the fact that he is paralyzed and that H. R. $274. An act granting pe fo J . 


- this mental facubiées are isapaired. H. R. 14439. Anact granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
The bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it pass | Peale; 
eee — amended as follows: H. R. 8187. An act granting a pension to William T. Moore 
n line 3 strike out the word ‘‘is.” : 
In same line, before the word “ hereby,” insert the word “is.” (title amended) ; ‘ = ‘ 
In line 6, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “ of” and insert H. R. 16756. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
in a eee ~ —— wa lieutenant.” > : Brown; 
n same line, after the word “ Fifth,” insert the word “* Regiment.” ‘ ; . —_ ; Geo: 
In same line, before the word ‘‘ Cavalry,” insert the word ** Volunteer.” H. R. 304, An act granting an increase of ponumes to rgo 
_ Jn line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word | M. Duffy; ; ’ i E 
“twenty-four.” H. R. 4155. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I have no objection to the bill. Wende; : 3 7‘ 
The amendment of Mr. CALDERHEAD was, by unanimous con- H. R. 16789. An act granting an increase of pension to E. G. 
sent, considered and agreed to. | Rutherford (title amended) ; : . a 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported | _ H. R. 16538. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
favorably to the House. | Downs (title amended); 


Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the Committee of the Whole | H. R. 10691. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
rise and report its action to the House. | Van Wie; 7 

The motion was agreed to. H. R. 10922. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | Feldhausen; } E 
sumed the chair, Mr. Capron reported that the Committee of | H. R. 16859. An act granting a pension to Florence M. Stout; 
the Whole House, having bad under consideration certain billson | _H. R. 16717. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
the Private Calendar under the ial rule of the House, had | W. Thompson; t ’ a 
directed him to report that the bill (S. 5879) to remove thecharge | H. R. 16856. An act granting a pension to John Burke (title 
of desertion from the Army record of Eli Hibbard be laid on the amended); , ; ue 
table; also that sundry other bills, some with and some without | H. R. 14378. An act granting a pension to Reuben Vermillion; 
amendment, be passed. . H. R. 6876. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

* | B. Faught; 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL.. : ‘ 
. H. R. 16752. An act granting a pension to Anton Sauthoff; 

Mr. McCLEARY. I ask unanimous consent to take from the ~ granti inorease : becca 
Speaker’s table House bill 16842—the District of Columbia appro- | Randaiphe snes se of peastente Re 
ofthe Senate and ask for a conference,” | A 43648. Am ack granting & pension to Maty Mi Tulse 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Mc- (title amended): ee = 
CLEARY] calls up the District of Columbia appropriation bill, re- | ‘yy p 16480. An act granting a pension to Anna ©. Bingham 
turned a ao ees Dm —e —_: and asks unanimous (title amended ); 
consent that all the amendments of the ate be nonconcurred 9 A; : increase ; 
in, and that the House ask a conference with the Senate on the cio: OES. 2 WS Greeny Be ee of pousion to Barak EE. 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. If there be no objection, H. R. 11122. An act granting an increase of pension to John W 
out order will be made. ce | Copley: he : 

here being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. ’ ; i j i 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. McCLEary, | H. R. 16427. An act granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 


- Rawling; 
a ,»and Mr. BeNTON as conferees on the part of the |“ “y R{1958. An act granting an increase of pension te Henry 


H. Windes (title amended) ; 
SRIVATS CUNGON BIS, BIC. H. R. 10505. An act granting a pension to Mabel A. Woolsey 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Iask unanimous consent that on the bills (title amended); 
reported with and without amendment from the Committee of H. R. 16754. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
the Whole House the previous question be considered as ordered min F. Hughes; 


to their passage. H. R. 15696. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. D. Wells; 
ELI HIBBARD. H. R. 2913. An act granting a pension to Catherine A. Sawdy 


; i : | (ti ded); 
The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (S. 5879) | ‘title amen 
to remove the charge of desertion from the Army record of Eli ae _ ‘cis —_ — See an increase of pension to Martha 
_ —a Pg > may ae the te ee. | #H. R. 1519. An act granting a pension to Nellie A. Batchelder; 


table H. R. 4066. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the recommendation toh; : ; : 

of the Committee of the Whole House will be agreed to. eohme An act granting an increase of pension to James 
The Chair hears no objection; and it is ordered accordingly. = 


H. R. 2911. An act granting a pension to Charles M. Walker; 

PRIVATE PENSION BILLS, ETC., PASSED. | H.R. 4734. An act granting a pension to Deborah J. Fogle; 
House bills of the following titles, reported from the Com- H. R. 4740. An act granting an increase of pension to J. E. 

mittee of the Whole House without amendment, were severally Wallace; 

taken up, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and H. R. 18701. An act granting a pension to Theodore Buri; 

they were accordingly read the third time, and : H. R. 16786. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
H. R. 16353. An act granting an increase of pension to William Sauther (title amended); 

F. Ritchie; H. R. 14788. An act granting a pension to Frank E. Hells (title 
H. R. 15768. An act granting an increase of pension to William amended); 

J. Jubb; H. R. 15403. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton C, 
H. R. 13046. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Norton; 

H. Ludlum; H. R. 15404. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. R. 17120. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. Hattery; 


Shirar; H. R. 15915. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
H. R. 16996. An act granting an increase of pension to John | Sto (title amended) ; 
Bougher: . R. 7433. An act granting an increase of pension to B. C. 


H. R. 16374. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo —- (title amended); 
S. Bowden; and _ HL. R. 16419. An act granting a pension to James Harrison (title 
H. R. 17298. An act granting an increase of persion to Clara E. | amended); 
Smith. H. R. 16857. An act granting an increase of pension toOliver H. 
House bills of the following titles, reported from the Commit- | Kill (title amended); 
tee of the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the H. R. 16784. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
amendments agreed to, and the billsas amended ordered to be en- | Howe; 
grossed and read a third time; and they were accordingly read H. R. 16787. An act granting an increase of pension to R. G. 


the third time and passed: _ . | Hanscom (title amended) ; 
H. R. 13772. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus| UH. R. 17133. An act granting a pension to Kathinka Sichel; 
L. Vermillion; H. R. 16048. An act granting a pension to John Graham (title 


H. R. 14448. An act granting a pension to James M. Carlmill; ' amended); 
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H. R. 15619. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Strong (title amended) ; se - i‘. 

H. R. 12841. An act granting a pension to William King (title 
amended) ; : 

H. R. 17098. An act granting a pension to Caroline Schaefer; 

H. R. 14929. An act granting a pension to John Keen (title 
amended); 

H. R. 16667. Anact granting an increase of pension to Leroy N. 
Buell; 

H. R. 16000. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Amadon (title amended); 

H. R. 15440. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Fullerton; 

H. R. 6969. An act for the relief of Visa C. Morrill (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 6724. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Stilwell (title amended) ; 

H. R. 5586. An act granting a pension to Oliver M. Newton; 

H. R. 16929. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Trites; 

H. R. 16785. An act granting an increase of pension to Collins 
W. Wright (title amended); 

H. R. 17179. An act granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher G. Divers; 
oa mi 16201. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeffery 

ufford; 
—_ » 13004, An act granting an increase of pension to Peter B. 

oucn; 

H. R. 17110. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Tracy (title amended); 

H. R. 15730. An act granting an increase of pension to Hans 
A. Grove; 

H. R. 4723. An act granting a pension to George A. Liston; 

H. R. 16858. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Foster; 

H. R. 11739. An act granting an increase of pension to S. N. 
Northway (title amended) ; 

H. R. 16714. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
F. Gilmore; 

H. R. 15645. An act granting a pension to Capt. Wilson French 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 11833. An act granting an increase of pension to Albanis 
L. Anderson; 

H. R. 16712. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
A. Rettig; 

H. R. 4553. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
S. Mitchell; 

H. R. 17119. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Flannigan (title amended); 

H. R. 5762. An act granting a pension to William H. I. Hos- 
tetler (title amended); 

H. R. 17101. An act granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
Glaser (title amended); 
wa > 11703. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 

right; 

H. R. 16696. An act granting an increase of 
H. Amick (title amended); 

H. R. 8061. An act granting a pension to Frances E. Wild; 

H. R. 12822. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O. Sullivan; 

H. R. 3681. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Wilson; 

H. R. 17094. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus L. Kidder; 

H. R. 17233, An act granting a pension to John Haynes; 

H. R. 6101. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
E. MceQuiddy; 
on R. 14160. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira J.S. 

olmes; 

H. R. 1062. An act granting an increase of pension to E. P. 
Stearns (title amended) ; 

H. R. 14236. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Chatfield (title amended); 

H. R. 17026. An act granting a pension to Jerome M. Turner; 

H. R. 10506. An act granting a aan to Frances E. Luse, 
widow of Jesse B. Luse (title amended); 

H. R. 16476. An act granting a pension to Katharine Rayle 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 16351. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin 
P. Merrell; : 
_ H.R. 2813. An act granting a pension to Emily Hawkins (title 
amended); 

H. R. 15962. An act granting a pension to Catharine T. R. 
Mathews; 

H. R. 16275. An act granting a pension to Isaac B. Price; 


pension to Freeling 
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on R. 16755. Anact granting an increase of pension to Fannie T. 
isher; 

H. R. 15629. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Tattersall; 

H. R. 15665. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Carr; 

H. R. 14091. An act granting a pension to Charles A. Warrick; 

H. R. 6189. An act granting an increase o¢ pension to Eli Potts; 

H. R. 16939. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der T. Sullinger (title amended); 

H. R. 16077. An act granting a pension to Leighton M. Perveil, 
alias Charles H. Hunt; 

H. R. 17090. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
T. Price; 

H. R. 16352. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Stotsenburg (title amended); 

H. R. 1087. An act granting a pension to Matthew W. Lincoln 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 10760. An act granting a pension td Wallace L. Scott; 

H. R. 17306. An act granting a pension to Catharine McGuinn; 

H, R. 16314. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
S. Howarth; 
| H.R. 7708. An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 





Fallon; 
H. ~ gaaaae An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
Heiskell; 
| H. R. 14032. An act granting a pension to Gustav Jansen; 
H. R. 11546. An act granting a pension to Edward Bryan; 
H. R. 16212. An act granting an increase of pension to Sanders 
W. Johnston; 

H. R. 12090. An act granting a pension to Arvilla N. Stocker; 

H. R. 15573. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 

H. R. 15688. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 

lin Williams; 
| H. R. 15620. An act granting a pension to James Redshaw 
| (title amended) ; 
| H.R. 17234. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
| Flynn; 
| H.R. 6470. An act granting an increase of pension to S. H. 
King (title amended); 
| H. R. 17296. An act granting an increase of pension to Na- 
thaniel Thayer (title amended) ; 
we R. 17297. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

y. Fox; 

H. R. 17247. An act granting a pension to Mary H. Rumple; 

H. R. 17305. An act granting a pension to Philander H. Graves; 
| H.R. 17303. An act granting an increase of pension to A. W. 

Huffman (title amended); 

H. R. 6745. An act to remove the charge of desertion against 
| Anthony R. Ravenscrofi; and 
| H.R. 15461. An act for the relief of Daniel F. Lee. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 
| tee of the Whole House without amendment. were severally taken 
up, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 
Pa 699. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 

Shase; 
sia pare. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
atch; 
4 a Sem An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
olby; 
S. 1194. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 


George; 
nee An act granting an increase of pension to Hilas D. 

avis; 

S. 2114. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah B. 
Barger; 

S. 2270. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Warren; 

S. 3912. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. De- 
weese: 

S. 4023. An act granting an increase of pension to Alman J, 
Houston; 

S. 4140. An act granting an increase of pension to James O’ Neil; 
ae An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar H. 

ink; 

S. 4305. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 

S. 4656. An act granting an increase of pension to Orlando §. 
Osborn; 

S. 4702. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 


Cunningham; 
S. 4854. An act granting an increase of pension to Cassius B. 


3 
S 

S, 
= 
,. 


Tr; 
S. 5508. An act granting an increase of pension to George J. 
Cheney; 
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S. 5610. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Twy- 


Toss; 


S. 5786. An act granting a pension to Julia A. Jordan; 

5. 5841. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Barcus; 

S. 5952. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 
Davenport; 

S. 6026. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza Little; 

S. 6050. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Barnes: 

S. 6107. An act granting an increase of pension to Hattie Con- 
nell; 

S. 6219. An act granting an increase of pension to Nannie Cush- 
many 

S. 6262. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Chesley; 

S. 6263. An act granting a pension to Rachel E. Bullard; 

S. 6326. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther D. 
Doddard; 
sae 6329. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 

oyes; 

S. 6422. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann A. Her- 
sum; 

S. 6452. An act granting a pension to S. Josie Hill; 

S. 6465. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Gil- 


rt; 

S. 6466. An act granting an increase of pension to Willard A. 
Jackson; 
a 6500. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline W. 

IXDY; 

S. 6018. An act grarsing an increase of pension to William J. 
Chitwood; 

S. 7003. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah C. 
Merrell; 

S. 14. An act granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Howe, alias Harrington; 
— 532. An act granting an increase of pension to Merritt 

oung; 


S. 1128. An act granting an increase of pension to Lyman | 


Matthews; 
S. 1738. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


S. 1914. An act granting an increase of pension to Elbert Chit- 


S. 2007. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Everts; 


S. 1939. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. | 





S. 2111. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


S. 2130. An act granting a pension to Margaret A. Munson; 
S. 2256. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 


S. 2259. An act granting a pension to Sarah J. Snook; 

S. 2302. An act granting a pension to Rose O. Crummett; 

S. 2363. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Capen; 

S. 2439. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 
Larimer; 

S. 2591. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
McComb; 

S. 2596. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel F. 
Barnes; 

S. 2626. An act granting an increase of pension to Ardenia 
Dillon; 

S. 2799. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel V. 
Hoag; 

S. 2936. An act granting an increase of pension to Berthold 
Fernow; 

S. 2974. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 


S. 3249. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Scherzer; 

S. 3405. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
H. Bouslaugh; 

S. 3542. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Shaw; 

S. 3568. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Travis; 

S. 3573. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Post; 

S. 3574. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry R. 
Bennett; 

S. 3608. An act granting an increase of pension to Alphonso T, 
Gould; 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 





§. 3682. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank E. 
Freeman; 

S. 3645. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon Deno; 

S. 4134. An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
Laughlin; ; 

S. 4859. An act granting an increase of pension to John §. 
Milam; ; : 

S. 4607. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver G. 
Wright; 7 

S. 4752. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey 
Jones; 

S. 4806. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank A. 
Olney; 

S. 5020. An act granting a pension to Emma D. Goslin; 

S. 5040. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen G. 
Cole; 

8. 5055. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Phillips; 

S. 5117. An act granting an increase of pension to John U. 
Allen; 

S. 53859. An act granting an increase of pension to Hampton 
B. Farmer; 

S. 5889. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper N. 
Acree; 

S. 5733. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Slack; 

S. 5803. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel A. 
Winks; 

S. 5846. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
Forrester; 

S. 5850. An act granting an increase of pension to Herbert 
Whitworth; 

S. 5852. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 
McRae; 

S. 5901. An act granting an increase of pension to Orange Sells; 

S. 5988. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry O. 
McClure; 

S. 6012. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Ann 
Sears; 

S. 6276. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Russell; 

S. 6066. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Straub; 

S. 6338. An act granting a pension to Albert M. Smith; 

S. 6350. An act granting a pension to Inez McCollum; 

S. 6607. An act granting an increase of pension to Fordyce M. 
Keith: 

S. 6641. An act granting an increase of pension to Sophie S. 
Sha‘fer; 

S. 6841. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles §S. 


| Boyington; 


S. 6842. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen R. 
Swett; 

S. 6981. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo P. 
Duncklee; 

S. 6982. An act granting an increase of pension to Linda F. 


| Mc vulton; 


S. 6983. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilman B. 
 ‘Sokanom; 
S. 6984. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria A. 
| Marden: 
S. 6985. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Cummings; 
S. 7060. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann M. 


| Jackman; 


S. 7076. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Pinkham; 
8. 7077. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 
Norris: 
. 1168. An act to authorize the appointment of Edward L. 


S. 3081. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard A. Bailey as captain of infantry, United States Army, and to place 


him on the retired list; 

S. 3929. An act granting an increase of pension to Lemar A. 
Brace; 

S. 4087. An act granting a pension to Lemuel Kingsbury; 

8. 4387. an act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Thom 

8. +™ act granting a pension to Alvira Randall; 

S. 4466. An act granting an increase of pension to Archibald 
McIntire; 

S. 4544, An act granting an increase of pension to Phineas L. 


Squires; 
S. 4760. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hamil- 
ton, second; 
aan 4807. An act granting an increase of pension to Emmet C. 
ll; 


1903. 





S. 4892. An act granting an increase of pension to John Dober- 
rer; 

S. 5006. An act granting a pension to Annie P. Pinney; 

S. 5053. An act granting a pension to Doborah Edwards; 

S. 5123. An act granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Morrow; 

S. 5507. An act granting an increase of pension to Jarrot F. 


igg; 

§ 5526. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
Cornman; 

S. 5568. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma R. 
Cropsey; 

S. 5953. An act granting a pension to Ann M. Green; 

S. 5967. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


aig; 
8. 5991. An act granting an increase of pension to William Bar- 


rett; 

S. 6096. An act granting an increase of pension to Hester A. R. 
Landers; 

S. 6191. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
Thompson; 

S. 6192. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin H. 
Patterson; 

S. 6220. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter G. 
Tebbetts; 
oa An act granting an increase of pension to James B. 

aylor; 

S. 6348. An act granting an increase of pension to Napoleon B. 
Stockbridge; 

S. 6367. An act granting an increase of pension to Edmund P. 


Fox; 
S. 6415. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Radcliff; 
S. 64831. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Greenman; 
S. 6437. An act granting a pension to Frederick 8. Woodward; 
aan” An act granting an increase of pension to Austin L. 
opliff; 
S. 6563. An act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Dougan; 
oat 6586. An act granting an increase of pension to Othniel P. 
archer; 
8. 6623. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert E. 
Bushnell; 
we 6631. An act granting an increase of pension to Mitchell 
unt; 
en 6632. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
eaves; 
S. 6668. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Graham; 
S. 6703. An act granting a pension to Henrietta V. West; 
an 6731. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin N, 
md; 
noe An act granting an increase of pension to Ann M. 
askell; 
S. 6795. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah J. 
Hopkins; 
S. 6798. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Sheldon; 
S. 6345. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin G. 
Cushing; 
S. 6229. An act granting a pension to Patrick W. O’Donnell; 
8. 6413. An act granting a pension to Harold P. Waldo; 
pao An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
arker; 
S. 4879. An act granting an increase of aeoren to George Davis; 
S. 6024. An act granting a pension to Rebecca A. Glass; 
nin 6356. An act granting an increase of pension to Adah I. 
iller; 
8. 7166. An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny 
Farmer; 
on 7202. An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny B. 
rwan; 
8. 1227. An act granting an increase of pension to Bowman H. 
Peterson: 
nk 4287. An act granting an increase of pension to David N. 
olles; 
8. 6576. An act granting a pension to Marcia B. Ferguson; 
8. 6652. An act granting an increase of pension to Leander W. 
Cogswell; 
ne 6843. An act granting an increase of pension to A. Paul 
orne; 
“oe 6941. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
onty; 
a . = An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza E. Lit- 
efield; 
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S. 6148. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira C, 
Compton; 

S. 5929. An act granting a pension to Margaret J. McCranie; 

S. 6394. An act granting a pension to Evarts Ewing Munn; 

S. 7145. An act granting an increase of pension to Rosetta E. 
Rafferty; 

S. 966. An act granting an increase of pension to William Y. 
Turner; 

S. 1335. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Neal;. 

S. 1550. An act granting an increase of pension to Flavius 
Shanks; 

S. 3174. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
W. Lillman; 

S. 3808. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip Caslow; 

S. 4123. An act granting a pension to Eliza Gallagher; 
an 5205. An act granting an increase of pension to Grace E. 

sD; 
7 Ss. — An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 

mith; 

S. 5662. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Sickels; 

S. 5723. An act granting an increase of pension to Ole Hexom, 
alias Ole H. Olson; 

S. 5734. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. 
Woodward; 

S. 5788. An act granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Fehrenback; 

S. 5854.-An act granting an increase of pension to Allen B. 
Evans; 


S. 5874, An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine A. 
Russell; 
ont 5993. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. 

avis; 

S. 6445. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Briggs; 

S. 6876. An act granting a pension to Lavina F. Poiron; 

S. 7182. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
McHenry; 
o 1631. An act granting an increase of pension to Edna K. 

oyt; 

3860. An act granting an increase of pension to Henderson 
Mercer; 

S. 5641. An act granting a pension to Charlotte J. Closser; 

S. 5830. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Jackson; 

S. 7176. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie W. 
Rhoades; 
we 4919. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 

ite; 

Ss. —_ An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 

Smith; 


8. 7100. An act granting an increase of pension to Maggie V. 
Hotstine; 

S. 4812. An act granting a pension to Addison Arnold; 

S. 6373. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
Lockhart; 

S. 7186. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Crouch; and 

8S. 7277. An act granting an increase of pension to Elbert H. 


| Dagnall. 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 


| tee of the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken 


up, the amendments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

S. 6870. An act granting a pension to Alice F. Smalley; 

S. 6063. An act granting an increase of pension to Orson Nick- 
erson; 

S. 4448. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Bassett; 

S. 7207. An act granting an increase of pension to May Mosher 
Chase; and 

S. 6653. An act granting a pension to Halvor Paulsen. 

On motion of Mr. SULLOWAY, a motion to reconsider the 
several votes by which the foregoing bills were passed was laid 
on the table. 


RAILROADS IN ALASKA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 12098) to 
amend section 1 of the act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, 
entitled ‘‘An act ge seem th homestead laws and providing for 

in the district of Alaska,”’ with Sen- 


The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House nonconcur 
in the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees on the part 
of the House: Mr. Lacry, Mr. MonpgELL, and Mr. KLEBERG, 


ere S Seer eer os 


Se a ey 


See 


— 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
ny 14, 1903, approved and signed a bill of the following 
title: 

H. R. 15499. An act to increase the efficiency of the Army. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. ParKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, 
bills of the following titles in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

H. R. 16842. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other p ; an 

H. R. 9063. An act to refund certain taxes paid by the Anheuser- 
Busch Brewing Association, of St. Louis, Mo. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 


H. R. 7792. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of | 


John L. Young. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | 
— that they had presented this day to the President of the | 


nited States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 15449. An act to increase the efficiency of the Army: 

H. R. 14764. Anact toestablish United States courts at Wilkes- 
boro, N. C.; 

H. R. 16731. An act permitting the town of Montrose, Colo., to 
enter 160 acres of land for reservoir and water purposes; 

H. R. 10678. An act for the relief of the Florida Brewing Com- 
pany; 
. H. R. 7110. An act granting an increase of pension to Aurelia M. 

‘ower; 

H. R. 5101. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Contal; 


H. R. 15911. An act granting an increase of pension to George | 


N. McMurry; 
H. R. 12952. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 


to issue patent to Rochford Cemetery Association to certain lands | 


for cemetery purposes; 


H. R. 16534. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 


H. Durham; 


H. R. 8663. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the | 


military record of Charles F. Woodford and grant him an honor- 
able discharge; 

H. R. 10095. An act for the relief of Levi L. Reed; 

H. R. 3504. An act granting an increase of pension to Grace A. 
Negley; and 

H. R. 10672. An act granting an increase of pension to Ada §. 
Kaempfer. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, also from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 7792. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John L. Young; and 

H. R. 13307. An act for the relief of Valdemar Poulsen. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
folowing title: 

S. 6961. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between the city of Chamberlain, in Brule 
County, and Lyman County, in the State of South Dakota. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the privileged bill (S. 
7245) amending the act of June 19, 1888, providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Bridgeport, Conn. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of permitting the construction, 


upon lands now pening to the United Sta: of the extension to the post- 
office building at Bridgeport, Conn., authorized by the act of Congress ap- 


proved June 4, 1897, so much of the act of Congress entitled “An act for the | 


erecting of a public building at Bri t, Conn.,”’ approved June 19, 1888, 
as provides that ‘the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to 
danger from fire by an open space of at least 40 feet, including streets and 
alleys,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, I ask that the bill be put upon its 


passage. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
bill 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HILL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
wag laid on the table. 


PORT OF NIAGARA FALLS, N. Y. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the following privi- 
| leged bill (H. R. 16885) to extend to the port of, Niagara Falls, 
N. Y., the privileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing 
the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise without 
appraisement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted etc., That the privileges of theact approved June 10, 1880, 


governing the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise without 
— be, and they are hereby, extended to the port of Niagara 
alls, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
| reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read 
the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
PATTERSON of Tennessee, for two days, on account of sickness. 

Then (at 4 o’clock and 21 minutes p. m.), on motion of Mr. 
PayYNE, the House adjourned until Monday, February 16, at 12 
| o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
mean were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Assistant Clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John T. Mee, administrator of estate of Sarah Riley (née Griffin) 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting 
| certain estimates of appropriations required in his department— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
| mitting the claims of the States of Wisconsin, Kentucky. and 
Maine, allowed by the Auditor of the War Department—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
| the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 


| Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2418) to ratify an 
| agreement with the Indians of the Devils Lake Reservation, in 
North Dakota, and making appropriation to carry the same into 
effect, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3775); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16138) granting 
| the right of way to the Kenova and Big Sandy Railroad Com- 
pany through the Government lands at Lock No. 2, Big Sandy 
River, and at Lock No. 3, Big Sandy River, both in Wayne 
County, W. Va., reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3776); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
| the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
| Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutiqns of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
| ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 
| Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
| referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2429) to provide for the pay- 
| ment of overtime claims of letter carriers excluded from judg- 
| ment as barred by limitation, reported the same without amend- 
“ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3773); which said bill and 
| report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
, bill of the Senate (S. 5272) for the relief of Darwin S. Hall, re- 
| ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
| (No. 3774); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 
Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17192) authorizing 
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the Secretary of the Interior to issue a patent to the city of 
Buffalo, Wyo., for certain tracts of land, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3777); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 17417) to provide for | 


the construction of a bridge and approaches thereto across the 


Missouri River at or near Council Bluffs, lowa—to the Commit- | 


tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 17418) to authorize the construc- | 


tion and maintenance of a dam across the Kansas River within 
the counties of Shawnee and Wabaunsee, in the State of Kan- 
sas—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 17419) to regulate the civil prac- 
tice and procedure in the United States courts of the Indian Ter- 


ritory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 


By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 17420) relating tothe payment 


of claims against the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 


the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 17421) to prevent the practice of | 


hazing at the Naval Academy, at Annapolis, Md.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 17422) to increase the limit of | 


cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites 
for public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of 
mublic buildings, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. No. 87) 
providing for the printing of the proceedings in Congress upon 
the acceptance of the statues of Charles Carroll of Carrollton and 
John Hanson—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A resolution (H. Res. No. 450) to pay 


Charles A. Spirk, clerk to the late Representative Rumple—to 


the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17423) granting a pension to 
Daniel Burkett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESSLER: A bill (H. R. 17424) for the conveyance of 

ublic lands belonging to the United States—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 17425) granting an increase of 
pension to Bridget A. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
vere laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of Lake Erie Lodge, No. 
241, Buffalo, N. Y.. Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, favor- 
ing the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of retail druggists of Grant 
County, Wis., urging the passage of House bill 178, for the re- 
— of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Rhode Island Automobile Club, 
in favor of the bill to create a bureau of public eee the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of Lodge No. 193, Baltimore 3M4d., 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, in fagor of 
the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Williag M. 
Swasey and others, asking for the passage of House bill No. g7218, 
for the relief of Capt. George K. Knowlton—to the Commit#e on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of the Chamber of Comr 
Merchants’ Association, and Builders and Traders’ Exchanpe, of 
Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii, urging the extension of the (uited 
States general land laws to the Territory of Hawaii—to the%om- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the same in relation to the leper settlement on 
the island of Molokai, and asking that it be set apart for a lepro- 
saria—to the Committee on the Territories. 


By Mr. IRWIN: Petition of Manufacturers’ Tobacco Company, 
of Louisville, Ky., urging the passage of House bill for the re- 
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— of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Society of Friends, Oskaloosa, 
Iowa, for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LONG: Paper to accompany House bill 14522, granting 
a pension to Catharine Pixley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RODEY: Resolutions of the Northeastern New Mexico 
Stock Growers’ Association, Folsom, N. Mex.,in relation to leas- 
ing public Jands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Petition of citizens of Lebanon, Tenn., 
| in favor of Senate bill 909, providing for the extension of the free 
| mail delivery service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
| Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Chamber 
of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., favoring increased trade rela- 
tions with Canada and indorsing the Hay-Bond Newfoundland 
reciprocity treaty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the convention of supervisors 

| of New York State, in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to 
| the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. TRIMBLE: Sundry petitions of retail druggists and 
| citizens of the State of Kentucky, urging the passage of House bill 
178, for the feduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WOODS: Resolutions of the California Federation of 
Woman's Clubs, in behalf of the heirs of the late Jessie Benton 
Frémont—to the Committee on Claims. 





SENATE. 
Monpbay, February 16, 1903. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
| of Saturday last. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 
Mr. KEAN. Let it be read, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will be read. 
| TheSecretary resumed and continued the reading of the Journal. 
| Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that the further 
| reading be dispensed with. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I feel constrained to object. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
| of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16842) making appropriations for 
| the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
| the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, and 
requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
| ments and agree to the conference asked by the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
| By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
| ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
| ALLISON, Mr. Quay, and Mr. CocKRELL were appointed. 


WHARF AT NEWPORT, R. I. 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy submitting a supplemental 
estimate of $100,000 for the purchase of a wharf for the use of the 
Government serviee at Newport, R. I., etc.; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives. by Mr. W. J. 
BrRowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 14) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
| Howe, alias Harrington: 

A bill (S. 532) granting an increase of pension to Merritt 
| Young: 
| A bill (S. 699) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
| Chase; 
| A bill (S. 966) granting an increase of pension to William Y. 
| Turner; 
A bill (S. 1048) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
| Hatch; 
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A bill (S. 1128) granting an increase of pension to Lyman Mat- 


thews: 


A bill (S. 1166) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Colby: 

A bill (S. 1168) to authorize the appointment of Edward L. 
Bailey as captain of infantry, United States Army, and to place 
him on the retired list; 

A bill (S. 1194) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
George; 

A bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to Bowman H. 
Peterson: 

A bill (S. 1835) granting a pension to Elizabeth Neal; 

A bill (S. 1550) granting an increase of pension to Flavius 
Shanks; 

A bill (S. 1631) granting an increase of pension to Edna K. 
Hoyt: 

A bill (8.1788) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Doyle: 

A bill (S.1873) granting an increase of pension to Hilas D. 


Davis: 

A bill (S. 1914) granting an increase of pension to Elbert Chit- 
tum; 

A bill (S. 1989) granting an increase of pension to John M. | 
Drake: 

A bill (S. 2007) granting a pension to Mary A. Everts; 

A bill (S. 2111) granting an increase of pension: to William 
Kepler; 

A bill (8.2114) granting an increase of pension to, Sarah B. 
Barger: 

A bill (S. 2130) granting a pension to Margaret A. Munson; 

A bill (8.2256) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Pennel: 

A bill (S. 2259) granting a pension to Sarah J. Snook; 

A bill (8.2270) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Warren; 

A bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to Rose O. Crummeit; 

A bill (S. 2363) granting an increase of pension to James A. | 
Capen: 

A bill (S. 2489) granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 
Larimer; 

A bill (S. 2591) granting an increase of pension to George W. | 
McComb; 

A bill (S. 2596) granting an increase of pension to Israel F. 
Barnes: 

A bill (S. 2626) granting an increase of pension to Ardenia 
Dillon; 
A bill (S. 2799) granting an increase of pension to Israel V. 
Hoag; 
A bill (S. 2860) granting an increase of pension to Henderson 
Mercer; 
A bill (S. 2936) granting an increase of pension to Berthold 

Fernow; 
A bill (S. 2974) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. | 
Boyer: 
A bill (S. 8020) granting an increase of pension to Eliza E. Lit- 
tlefield: 
A bill (S. 3081) granting an increase of pension to Leonard A. 
Norton; 

A bill (S. 3174) granting an increase of pension to Frederick | 
W. Lillman; 

A bill (S. 3249) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. | 
Scherzer; ‘ ; ae 

A bill (S. 3405) granting an increase of pension to William H. | 
H. Bouslaugh;: | 

A bill (S. 3542) granting an increase of pension to William H. | 
Shaw; 

A bill (S. 8568) granting an increase of pension to John P, 
Travis; 

A bill (S. 3573) granting an increase of pension to John P. Post; 

A bill (S. 3574) granting an increase of pension to Henry R. 
Bennett; 

A bill (S. 3608) granting an increase of pension to Alphonso T. 
Gould; 

A bill (S. 3632) granting an increase of pension to Frank E. 
Freeman; 

A bill (S. 3645) granting an increaseof pension to Simeon Deno; 

A bill (S. 3803) granting an increase of pension to Philip Caslow;; | 

A bill (S. 3912) granting an increase of pension to John T. De- 
weese; 

A bill (S. 3929) granting an increase of pension to Lemarr A. 
B 








race; 

A bill (S. 4023) granting an increase of pension to Alman J. 
Houston; 

A bill (S. 4029) granting a pension to Mary J. Parker; 

A bill (S. 4087) granting a pension to Lemuel Kingsbury; 

A bill (S. 4123) granting a pension to Eliza Gallagher; 


A bill (S. 4134) granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
Laughlin; 

A bill (S. 4140) granting an increase of pension to James O'Neil; 

A bill (S. 4239) granting an increase of pension to Oscar H, 
Prink; 

A bill (S. 4287) granting an increase of pension to David N. 
Tolles; 

A bill (S. 4805) granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 
Towle; 

A bill (S. 4337) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Thompson; 

A bill (8. 4859) granting an increase of pension to John §, 
Milam; 

A bill (S. 4379) granting an increase of pension to George Davis; 

A bill (S. 4429) granting a pension to Alvira Randall; 

A bill (S. 4466) granting an increase of pension to Archibald 
McIntire; 

A bill (S. 4544) granting an increase of pension to Phineas L, 
Squires; 
on bill (S. 4607) granting an increase of pension to Oliver G. 

Vright; 

A bill (S. 4656) granting an increase of pension to Orlando 8. 
Osborn; 

A bill (S. 4702) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
Cunningham; 

A bill (S. 4752) granting an increase of pension to Betsey Jones; 

A bill (S. 4760) granting an increase of pension to John Hamil- 
ton, second; 

_ bill (S. 4806) granting an increase of pension to Frank A. 
Olney: 
aie bill (S. 4807) granting an increase of pension to Emmet C., 

ill; 

A bill (S. 4812) granting a pension to Addison Arnold; 

A bill (S. 4854) granting an increase of pension to Cassius B. 
Fisher: 

A bill (S. 4892) granting an increase of pension to John Doberrer; 
nee (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to James M. 

nite: 
A bill (S. 4922) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C, 


| Smith; 


A bill (S. 5006) granting a pension to Annie P. Pinney; 

A bill (S. 5020) granting a pension to Emma D. Goslin; 

A bill (S, 5040) granting an increase of pension to Stephen G. 
Cole: 

A bill (S. 5053) granting a pension to Deborah Edwards; 

A bill (S. 5055) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Phillips; 

A bill (S. 5117) granting an increase of pension to John U. 
Allen; 

A bill (S. 5123) granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Morrow; 

A bill (S. 5205) granting an increase of pension to Grace E. Ash; 

A bill (S. 5215) granting an increase of pension to Thomas L, 
Smith: 

A bill (S. 5359) granting an increase of pension to Hampton B, 
Farmer; 

A bill (S. 5389) granting an increase of pension to Jasper N. 


cree; 
- A bill (S. 5507) granting an increase of pension to Jarrot F. 

igg: 
in bill (S. 5508) granting an increase of pension to George J. 

sheney; 

A bill (S. 5526) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F, 
Cornman; 

A bill (S. 5568) granting an increase of pension to Emma R. 
Cropsey; 

A bill (S. 5610) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Twy- 
cross; 

A bill (S. 5641) granting a pension to Charlotte J. Closser; 

A bill (S. 5662) granting an increase of pension to Henry Sickels; 

A bill (S. 5723) granting an increase of pension to Ole Hexom, 
alias Ole H. Olson; 

A bill (S. 5733) granting an increase of pension to John W. Slack; 

A bill (S. 5734) granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. 
Woodward; 

A bill (S. 5738) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Fehrenback; 

A bill (S. 5786) granting a pension to Julia A. Jordan; 

A bill (S. 5803) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel A. 


inks; 

A bill (S. 5830) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Jackson; 

A bill (S. 5841) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Barcus; 

A bill (S. 5846) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
Forrester; 
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A bill (S. 5850) granting an increase of pension to Herbert 
Whitworth; . 

A bill (S. 5852) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 
McRae; 

A bill (S. 5854) granting an increase of pension to Allen B. 
Evans; 

A bill (S. 5874) granting an increase of pension to Catharine A. 
Russell; 

A bill (S. 5901) granting an increase of pension to Orange Sells; 

A bill (S. 5929) granting a pension to Margaret J. McCranie; 

A bill (S. 5938) granting an increase of pension to Henry O. 
McClure; 

A bill (S. 5952) granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 
Davenport; 

A bill (S. 5953) granting a pension to Ann M. Green; 

A bill (S. 5967) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Craig; 

A bill (S. 5991) granting an increase of pension to William Bar- 


rett; 

A bill (S. 5993) granting an increase of pension to James G. | 
Davis; 

A bill (S. 6012) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ann 
Sears; 

A bill (S. 6018) granting an increase of pension to William J. | 
Chitwood; 

A bill (S. 6024) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Glass; 

A bill (S. 6026) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Little; | 

A bill (8. 6050) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Barnes: 

A bill (S. 6066) granting an increase of pension to Edward | 
Straub: 

A bill (S. 6096) granting an increase of pension to Hester A. R. 
Landers: 








A bill (S. 6148) granting an increase of pension to Elvira C. | 
Compton; 
A bill (S. 6191) granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. | 
Thompson; 
A bill (S. 6192) granting an increase of pension to Austin H. 
Patterson; 

A bill (S. 6219) granting an increase of pension to Nannie | 
Cushman: 

A bill (S. 6220) granting an increase of pension to Walter G. 
Tebbetts: 

A bill (S. 6229) granting a pension to Patrick W. O’Donnell; 

A bill (S. 6262) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Chesley; 

A bill (8. 6268) granting a pension to Rachel E. Bullard; 

A bill (S. 6276) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Russell; 
ne bill (S. 6305) granting an increase of pension to James B. 

aylor: 

A bill (S. 6326) granting an increase of pension to Luther D. 
Goddard; 

A bill (S. 6829) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Noyes: 

A bill (S. 6338) granting a pension to Albert M. Smith; 

A bill (S. 6348) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon B. 
Stockbridge; 

A bill (S. 6350) granting a pension to Inez McCollum; 
wee bill (S. 6356) granting an increase of pension to Adah I. 

iller; 
7 A bill (8S. 6367) granting an increase of pension to Edmund P. 

Ox; 

A bill (S. 6373) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
Lockhart; 

A bill (S. 6394) granting a pension to Evarts Ewing Munn; 

A bill (S. 6413) granting a pension to Harold P. Waldo; 

A bill (8. 6415) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Radcliff; 

A bill (S. 6422) granting an increase ef pension to Ann A. Her- 
sum; 

A bill (S. 6481) granting an increase of pension to James Green- 
man; 

A bill (8. 6437) granting a pension to Frederick 8. Woodward; 

A bill (8. 6445) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Briggs; 

A bill (8. 6452) granting a pension to 8. Josie Hill; 
on bill (S. 6465) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Gil- 

rt; 

a (8. 6466) granting an increase of pension to Willard A. 

ackson; 
on bill (8S. 6500) granting an increase of pension to Caroline W. 

ixDy; 

A bill (S. 6580) granting an increase of pension to Austin L. 
Topliff; 


A bill (S. 6107) granting an increase of pension to Hattie Connell; | 


A bill (S. 6568) granting an increase of pension to William A. 


Dougan; 


A bill (S. 6576) granting a pension to Marcia B. Ferguson; 

A bill (S. 6586) granting an increase of pension to Othniel P. 
Parcher; 

A bill (S. 6607) granting an increase of pension to Fordyce M. 
Keith; 

A bill (S. 6623) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert E. 
Bushnell; 

A bill (S. 6631) granting an increase of pension to Mitchell 
H 


unt; 
A bill (S. 6632) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Cleaves; 

A bill (S. 6641) granting an increase of pension to Sophie S. 
Shaffer; 
A bill (S. 6652) granting an increase of pension to Leander W. 


| Cogswell; 


A bill (S. 6668) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Graham; 

A bill (S. 6703) granting a pension to Henrietta V. West; 

A bill (S. 6731) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin N. 
Bond; 

A bill (S. 6748) granting an increase of pension to Ann M. 
Haskell; 

A bill (S. 6795) granting an increase of pension to Hannah J. 
Hopkins; 

A bill (S. 6798) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Sheldon; 

A bill (S. 6841) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
Boyington; 

A bill (S. 6842) granting an increase of pension to Stephen R. 


| Swett: 


A bill (S. 6848) granting an increase of pension to A. Paul 
Horne: 

A bill (S. 6845) granting an increase of pension to Martin G. 
Cushing; 

A bill (S. 6876) granting a pension to Lavina F. Poiron; 

A bill (8S. 6941) granting an increase of pension to James 
Monty: 

A bill (S. 6981) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo P, 
Duncklee: 

A bill (S. 6982) granting an increase of pension to Linda F. 
Moulton; 

A bill (S. 6983) granting an increase of pension to Gilman B. 


| Johnson; 


A bill (S. 6984) granting an increase of pension to Maria A. 
Marden; 

A bill (8. 6985) granting an increase of pension to Georges 
Cummings; 

A bill (S. 7003) granting an increase of pension to Sarah C. 
Merrell; 

A bill (S. 7060) granting an increase of pension to Ann M. 
Jackman; 

A bill (8S. 7076) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 


| Pinkham; 


| 





A bill (S. 7077) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 
Norris; 

A bill (S. 7100) granting an increase of pension to Maggie V. 
Holstein; 

A bill (S. 7145) granting an increase of pension to Rosetta E. 
Rafferty; 

A bill (S. 7166) granting an increase of pension to Fanny 
Farmer; 

A bill (S. 7176) granting an increase of pension to Jennie W. 
Rhoades; 

A bill (S. 7182) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
McHenry; 

A bill (S. 7186) granting a pension to Mary C. Couch; 

A bill (S. 7202) granting an increase of pension to Fanny B. 
Orwan; 

A bill (S. 7245) amending the act of June 19, 1888, providing 
for the erection of a public building at Bridgeport, Conn.; and 

A bill (S. 7277) granting an increase of pension to Elbert H. 
Dagnall. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the following bills; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 4448) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Bassett; 

A bill (S. 6063) granting an increase of pension to Orson Nick- 
erson; 

A bill (S. 6370) granting a pension to Alice F. Smalley; 

A bill (S. 6653) granting a pension to Halvor Paulsen; and 

A bill (S. 7207) granting an increase of pension to May Mosher 
Chase. & 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
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following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the | A bill (H. R. 14160) granting an increase of pension to Ira J.8, 
Senate: 


FEBRUARY 16, 





Holmes; 
A bill (H. R. 304) granting an increase of pension to George A bill (H. R. 14236) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Duffy: C. Chatfield; 


A bill (H. R. 1062) granting an increase of pension to Elias P. A bill (H. R. 14878) granting a pension to Reuben Vermillion; 
Stearns; A bill (H. R. 14489) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
A bill (H. R. 1087) granting an increase of pension to Matthew | lin Peale; 
W. Lincoln; A bill (H. R. 14448) granting an increase of pension to James 
A bill (H. R. 1519) granting a pension to Nellie A. Batchelder; | M. Cartmill; 
A bill (H. R. 2813) granting an increase of pension to Emily A bill (H. R. 14788) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Hawkins; E. Hills; 
A bill (H. R. 2911) granting a pension to Charles M. Walker: A bill (H. R. 14929) granting an increase of pension to John Keen; 
A bill (H. R. 2913) granting a pension to Catharine A. Sawdy; A bill (H. R. 15403) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
A bill (H. R. 3681) granting an increase of pension to Joseph | C. Norton: 
A. Wilson; A bill (H. R. 15404) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (H. R. 4066) granting an increase of pension to Philip | M. Hattery; 


Krohn; A bill (H. R. 15440) granting an increase of pension to John 
A bill (H. R. 4155) granting an increase of pension to Eliza | Fullerton; 


Wende; A bill (H. R. 15461) for the relief of Daniel F. Lee; 
A bill (H. R. 4553) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A bill (H. R. 15573) granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 
S. Mitchell: A bill (H. R. 15619) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A bill (H. R. 4723) granting a pension to George A. Liston; Strong, alias William Clark; 
A bill (H. R. 4734) granting a pension to Deborah J. Fogle; A bill (H. R. 15620) granting an increase of pension to James 
A bill (H. R. 4740) granting an increase of pension to James E. | Redshaw; 
Wallace; A bill (H. R. 15629) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
A bill (H. R. 5586) granting a pension to Oliver W. Newton; | Tattersall; 
A bill (H. R. 5762) granting an increase of pension to William |__A bill (H. R. 15645) granting an increase of pension to Wilson 
H. T. Hostetler; French; 
aa R. 6065) granting an increase of pension‘to James! A bill (H. R. 15665) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
arland; Carr; 
A bill (H. R. 6101) granting an increase of pension to Amanda | _ A bill (H. R. 15688) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
E. McQuiddy: | lin Williams: 
A bill (H. R. 6189) granting an increase of pension to Eli Potts; | A bill (H. R. 15696) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
A bill (H. R. 6442) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. | D. Wells: . 
Gifford; | <A bill (H. R. 15780) granting an increase of pension to Hans 
A bill (H. R. 6470) granting an increase of pension to Shepherd | A. Grove; 


H. King; A. bill (H. R. 15768) granting an increase of pension to William 





A bill (H. 


Stilwell; 


R. 6724) granting an increase of pension to Julia J. Jubb; 
A bill (H. R. 15842) granting a pension to Mary H. Talcott; 


A bill (H. R. 6745) for the relief of Anthony R. Ravenscroft; A bill (H. R. 15915) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
A bill (H. R. 6876) granting an increase of pension to Thomas | Stafford; 
B. Faught; A bill (H. R. 15962) granting a pension to Catharine T. R. 
A bill (H. R. 6969) granting a pension to Visa C. Morrill; Mathews; 
A bill (H. R. 7483) granting an increase of pension to Byron C. A bill (H. R. 16000) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Knapp; Amadon; 
- . bill (H. R. 7708) granting an increase of pension to Bridget A bill (H. R. 16048) granting an increase of pension to John 
allon; 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
T. Moore; 


Graham; 
R. 8061) granting a pension to Frances E. Wild; A bill (H. R. 16077) granting a pension to Leighton M. Perveil, 
R. 8187) granting an increase of pension to William | alias Charles H. Hunt; 


A bill (H. R. 16201) granting an increase of pension to Jeffery 


A bill (H. R. 9274) granting a pension to Jesse V. Cluxton; | Hufford; 

A bill (H. R. 10505) granting a pension to Mabel A: Woolsey;| A bill (H. R. 16212) granting an increase of pension to Sanders 
A bill (H. R. 10596) granting a pension to Frances E. Luse; | W. Johnston; 

A bill (H. R. 10691) granting an increase of pension to Daniel| A bill (H. R. 16275) granting a pension to Isaac B. Price; 


Van Wie; | A bill (H. R. 16314) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
A bill (H. R. 10760) granting a pension to Wallace L. Scott; S. Howarth; 


A bill (H. R. 10922) granting an increase of pension to Joseph |_ A bill (H. R. 16351) granting an increase of pension to Austin 
Feldhausen; P. Merrell; 


A bill (H. R. 11122) granting an increase of pension to John W. A bill (H. R. 16352) to amend the act entitled ‘“‘An act granting 


Copley; | an increase of pension to Mary La Tourrette Stotsenburg,’’ ap- 
A bill (H. R. 11871) granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- proved June 2, 1900; 


nand Heiskell; A bill (H. R. 16353) granting an increase of pension to William 


A bill (H. R. 11546) granting a pension to Edward Bryan; | F. Ritchie; 

A bill (H. R. 11701) granting an increase of pension to John C. A bill (H. R. 16374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Wright; S. Bowden; 

A bill (H. R. 11739) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A bill (H. R. 16419) granting an increase of pension to James 
N. Northway: Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 11833) granting an increase of pension to Albanis A bill (H. R. 16427) granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 
L. Anderson: | Rowling: 

A bill (H. R. 11958) granting a pension to Henry H. Windes; A bill (H. R. 16476) granting a pension to Katherine Rayel: 

A bill (H. R. 12090) granting a pension to Arvilla N. Stocker; A bill (H. R. 16480) granting an increase of pension to Anna C, 


A bill (H. R. 12822) granting an increase of pension to Michael | Bingham; 
O. Sullivan; A bill (H. R. 16538) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (H. R. 12841) granting an increase of pension to William | W. Downs; 
King; A bill (H. R. 16667) granting an increase of pension to Leroy 
A bill (H. R. 12871) granting a pension to Ellen A. Plumley; N. Buell; 
A bill (H. R. 13004) granting an increase of pension to Peter B. A bill (H. R. 16696) granting an increase of pension to Freeling 
Rouch; H. Amick; 
A bill (H. R. 13046) granting an increase of pension to Joseph |_ A bill (H. R. 16712) granting an increase of pension to Joseph- 
H. Ludlum; ine Rettig; 
A bill (H. R. 13701) granting a pension to Theodore Buri; A bill (H. R. 16714) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
A bill (H. R. 13713) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca | F. Gilmore; 
Randolph; A bill (H. R. 16717) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
A Dill ( H. R. 13772) granting an increase of pension to Marcus | Thompson; 
L. Vermillion; A bill (H. R. 16752) granting a pension to Anton Sauthoff; 
A bill (H. R. 14032) granting a pension to Gustav Jansen; A bill (H. R. 16754) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
A bill (H. R. 14091) granting a pension to Charles A. Warrick; ' F. Hughes; 
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A bill (H. R. 16755) granting an increase of pension to Fannie T. 
Fisher; 

A bill (H. R. 16756) granting an increase of pension to John 
Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 16784) granting an increase of pension to Michael 


Howe; 

A bill (H. R. 16785) granting an increase of pension to Collins 
W. Wight: 

A bill (H. R. 16786) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Sautter; 

A bill (H. R. 16787) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
G. Hanscom; 

A bill (H. R. 16789) granting an increase of pension to Elias G. 
Rutherford; 

A bill (H. R. 16856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Burke: 

A bill (H. R. 16857) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
H. Kill; 

A bill (H. R. 16858) granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Foster: 

A bill (H. R. 16859) granting a pension to Florence M. Stout; 

A bill (H. R. 16885) to extend to the port of Niagara Falls, N. 
Y., the privileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing 
the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise without 
appraisement; 

A bill (H. R. 16929) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Trites; ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 16939) granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der T. Sullinger, alias Alexander Patillo; 

A bill (H. R. 16996) granting an increase of pension to John 
Bougher; 

A bill (H. R. 17026) granting a pension to Jerome W. Turner; 

A bill (H. R. 17043) granting a pension to Martha Maddox; 

. A bill (H. R. 17090) granting an increase of pension to James T. 
rice; 

A bill (H. R. 17093) granting a pension to Caroline Schaefer; 

A bill (H. R. 17094) granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus L. Kidder; 
on bill (H. R. 17101) granting an increase of pension to Joanna 

azer; 

A bill (H. R. 17110) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
A. Tracy; 

A bill (H. R. 17119) granting an increase of pension to James 
Flanagan; 

a bill (H. R. 17120) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
irar; 

A bill (H. R. 17133) granting a pension to Kathinka Sichel; 

A bill (H. R. 17179) granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher G. Divers; 

A bill (H. R. 17233) granting a pension to John Haynes; 
wie bill (H. R. 17234) granting an increase of pension to David 

ynn; 

A bill (H. R. 17247) granting a pension to Mary H. Rumple; 
wa bill (H. R. 17296) granting an increase of pension to Newton 

ayer; 
wees (H. R. 17297) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

. Fox; 

4 A - (H. R. 17298) granting an increase of pension to Clara E. 
mith; 

A bill (H. R. 17303) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham W. Huffman; 

A bill (H. R. 17805) granting a pension to Philander H. Graves; 

Abill(H. R. 17306) granting a pension toCatherine McGuinn; and 

A bill (H. R. 17202) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
pensesof the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 
and for other purposes. 

Subsequently the foregoing pension bills received this day from 
the House of Representatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12098) to amend 
section 1 of the act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, entitled 
*‘An act extending the homestead laws and providing for a right 
of way for railroads in the district of Alaska,’’ asks a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Lacry, Mr. MonpELL, and Mr. 
KLEBERG managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. 6961) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between the city of Chamberlain, in Brule 
County, and Lyman County, in the State of South Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 7792) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John L. Young; and 

A bill (H. R. 13307) for the relief of Valdemar Poulsen. 





PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Anti-Saloon League, 
of Waterman, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Government buildings; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. . 

He also presented a memorial of Monroe Post, No. 100, Depart- 
ment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Casey, I1.,.re- 
monstrating against an appropriation of $200,000 being made for 
the purpose of marking the graves of Confederate soldiers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
80, American Federation of Labor, of Danville, Ill., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the giving of presents, 
coupons, or promises of gifts with cigars and tobaccos; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the State of 
Illinois, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation rela- 
tive to-the interstate transportation of live stock; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 84, Order of B'rith 
Abraham, of Chicago, [ll., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to modify the methods and practice pursued by the immigra- 
tion officers at the port of New York; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Healso presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago, Peoria, 
Rock Island, Havana, Urbana, and Mackinaw, all in the State of 
Illinois, and of sundry citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for 
the enactment of legislation granting to the States power to deal 
with intoxicating liquors which may be shipped into their terri- 
tory from other States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present a concurrent resolution of the leg- 
islature of Michigan, in favor of the enactment of legislation to 
provide for the commemoration of the semicentennial anniversary 
of the beginning of the St. Marys Falls Ship Canal. I ask that 
the concurrent resolution may be printed in the REcorpD and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection. the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate, enrolled No. 8, concurrent resolution. By Mr. Fuller. 


Whereas the fiftieth anniversary of the beginning of work on the ship canal 
and locks at the falls of the St. Marys River, between Lake Huron and Lake 
Sg ome occurs June 4, 1908; and 

hereas the construction of this waterway was one of the most important 
events of the nineteenth century in the development of the internal commerce 
of the United States; and 

Whereas the tonnage passing through the St. Marys Canal shows it to be 
one of the most important waterways in the world, and it has,in its half 
century of history, proven one of the greatest aids to the great industrial 
Covenant of the world, and it has contributed as much as anything to the 
growth and prosperity of the United States: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That the senate and house of 
representatives of the State of Michigan hereby memorializeand petition the 
Congress of the United States to pass House joint resolution No. 144, now 
pending before that body, to provide for the commemoration of a semicen- 
tennial anniversary of the commencement of the construction of the ship 
canal between Lake Huron and Lake Superior, at the falls of the St. Marys 
River, in the State of Michigan, occurring June 4, 1908; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the 
State of Michigan be requested and urged to do everything in their power 
to secure the passage of this House joint resolution No. 144; and beit further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives of the United States, and 
to the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the State of Michigan; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That the governor of the State is hereby authorized and directed 
to extend in the name of the State of Michigan an invitation through the 
governors thereof to the other States bordering on the Great Lakes, namely, 
New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, and Minnesota 
to appoint commissioners and to actively participate in the arrangements 
for and in carrying out of the plans of this celebration; this invitation to 
convey information of the action of the State of Michigan toward the proper 


celebration of this event. 
ALEXANDER MAITLAND, 
President of the Senate. 
JOHN J. CARTON, 
Speaker of the House, 


AARON T. BLISS, 
Governor, 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of the Compound Door 
Company, of St. Joseph, Mich., and a memorial of the Gale Man- 
ufacturing Company, of Albion, Mich., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 50, of Manistee; 
of Local Union No. 12, of Detroit; of the International Union of 
Steam Engineers, of Saginaw; of Local Union No. 7, of National 
Mine; of Local Union No. 98, of Bay City; of Local Union No. 
14, of Detroit; of Local Union No. 117, of Port Huron; of Mine 
Workers’ Local Union, No. 8, of Ishpeming; of the Trades and 
Labor Council, of Lansing, and of Local Union No. 17, of Grand 
Rapids, all of the American Federation of Labor, and of Vern 
Van Horn, of Lansing, all in the State of Michigan, praying for 


Approved: 
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the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Caledonia, 
Temperance, Coral, Lansing, Agricultural College, Maple Rapids, 
Belding, Holland, Mason, Litchfield, Grand Ledge, Webberville, 
Owosso, Petoskey, and Covert, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation granting to the States power 
to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be shipped into their 
territory from other States; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Trades League of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the improvement of the harbors and waterways of the country 
under certain conditions; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of Hope 
Lodge, No. 79, International Association of Machinists, of Seattle, 
Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Montesano, Wash., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Govern- 
ment buildings and in immigrant stations; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HEITFELD presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Latah County, Idaho, remonstrating against the repeal of the 
desert land law and the commutation clause of the homestead act; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of Local Union No. 127, 
American Federation of Labor, of Columbus, Ind., praying for 
the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Epping, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting to the States power to deal with 
intoxicating liquors which may be shipped into their territory 
from other States; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a memorizl of the Chamber of Com- 


merce of Honolulu, Hawaii, remonstrating against the enact- | 


ment of legislation providing for the extension of the land laws 
of the United States to that Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Honolulu, Hawaii, remonstrating against the enactment of any 
legislation relative tothe establishment of a national leper colony 


on the island of Molokai, Hawaii; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 
Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of Unity Lodge, No. 164, 


Order of B’rith Abraham, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the en- | 


actment of legislation to modify the methods and practice pur- 
sued by the immigration officers at the port of New York; which 
-was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HOAR. I present petitions signed by 2 college presi- 
dents, 11 college professors, and 101 other citizens, in addition to 
those presented heretofore by me, praying that a committee be 
appointed to inquire into the conditions in the Philippine Islands, 
so that the American people may know the exact state of affairs 
in those islands. I move that the petitions be referred to the 
Committee on the Philippines. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the California Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of the heirs of Jessie Benton Fremont; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- | 


out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 13719) granting a pension to Nancy McGuire; and 
A bill (H. R. 12492) granting an increase of pension to Callie 
West. 
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parks, in accordance with section 24 of the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 8, 1891, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11494) granting a pension to Nettie 
A. Buell, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

. A bill (H. R. 1422) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Merritt; 

A bill (H. R. 8207) granting a pension to Johanna Buse; 

. A bill (H. R. 7832) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
ister; 

A bill (H. R. 1016) granting a pension to Charles S. F. Hilton; 

A bill (H. R. 3218) granting an increase of pension to Belle L. 
Spaulding; 

A bill (H. R. 11625) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander H. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 8244) granting a pension to Bridget Logan; 

A bill (H. R. 18723) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
C. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 15906) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Grennue; 

A bill (H. R. 12382) granting an increase of pension to William 
Sands; and 

A bill (H. R. 18485) granting a pension to Louisa Josephine 
Stanwood. 

Mr. SIMON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5057) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred J. Isaacs, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

ir. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 13705) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ann Garrison; 

A bill (H. R. 13634) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
Olivia Leckie; and 

A bill (H. R. 6127) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 


| P,. McLorinen. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7864) to pay John F. Law- 
son $237.96, balance due him for services as United States mail 
carrier, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 14813) granting a pension to William Mennecke; 

A bill (H. R. 2787) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
S. Ribble: 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
M. Gammon: 

A bill (H. R. 
A. Rittenhouse; 

A bill (H. R. 11189) granting an increase of pension to Jennie 


5907) granting a pension to David 8S. Taylor; 
2616) granting a pension to Mary J. Goodrich; 
7510) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


2987) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


| M. Gilbert; and 


A bill (H. R. 11020) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Alsbach. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13477) granting an increase 
of pension to Jason Stevens, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Rodney W. Anderson; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 3752) granting an increase of pension to John E. 


Mr. STEWART. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian | Pickard. 


Affairs to submit a report to accompany the bill (H. R. 15804) | 
making appropriation for the current and contingent expenses of | 
the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and | 
for other purposes, heretofore reported from that committee with | 
amendments. The report gives an explanation of the various 
items which the Senate committee put on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be printed. 

Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (H. R. 14511) to authorize the relinquish- 
ment to the United States of claims and patented lands within 
the national parks in the State of California, and to permit the 
settlers and owners thereof to secure other lands outside of said 


Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7308) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Morley; 

A bill (H. R. 1644) granting an increase of pension to Langston 
P. Bryant; 

. A bill (H. R. 11428) granting anincreaseof pension to Plummer 
ewis; 
. __ (H. R. 5982) granting an increase of pension to Christine 

. na 


P; 
A bil (HT. R. 1274) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


Flemming; 





1903. 





A bill (H. R. 9912) granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
Smith; and 

A bill (H. R. 1 
Chilcoat. 


oro 


win 


) granting an increase of pension to Joseph S. 


SENATE ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
Burrows on the 12th instant, reported it without amendment, 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That there be printed 1,500 
copies, in cloth, of the first volume of the new edition of the Senate Election 
Cases, compiled in pursuance of the resolution adopted by the Senate April 
17, 1902, 500 copies to be for the use of the members of the Senate and 1,000 
copies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives. 


ISLE OF PINES. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In behalf of the Committee on 
Relations with Cuba, to whom was referred the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CarMAcK] in refer- 
ence to the Isle of Pines, I report a resolution as a substitute for 
the one submitted by the Senator from Tennessee. I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Carmack on the 27th ultimo, as 
follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the President of the United 
States be requested to inform the Senate whether the Government of the 
Republic of Cuba is exercising right of sovereignty and control over the Isle 
of Pines, and whether any, and if so, what, instructions have been given for 
the transfer of said island from the control of the authorities of the United 
States to those of the Republic of Cuba, and what steps, if any, have been 
taken to protect the interests of such citizens of the United States as have 
purchased property and settled in the Isle of Pines believing that it was sub- 
ject to the sovereignty of the United States. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Relations with 
Cuba was to substitute in lieu of the resolution the following: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested, if in his 
judgment the same be not incompatible with the public interests, to inform 
the Senate as to the status of the Isle of Pines, and what government is ex- 
ercising authority and control in said island: what instructions, if any, re- 
garding said island were given at the time when the military occupation of 
Cuba by the United States was terminated; and what action, if any, has 
been taken for the protection of the interests of citizens of the United 
States who have purchased property and settled in the Isie of Pines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment reported as a substitute by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

JOHN Q. LANE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 


sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3239) granting a pension | 


to John Q, Lane, to report it favorably with an amendment. I 
call the attention of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] 
to it. 

Mr. PENROSE. 
just reported. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- | 


rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John Q. Lane, late colonel Ninety-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and brevet brigadier-general, United 
States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HORACE P,. WILLIAMS, 


Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Claims I report a 
res)luijion, and I ask for its present consideration: It is merely to 
correct a matter sent to the Court of Claims by a prior resolution. 

Tie resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 7340) entitled “A bill for the relief of Horace P. 
Williams,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pur- 
suance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bring- 
ing of suits against the Government of the United States,” approves March 
8, 1887; and the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the 
provisions of such act. and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7351) to authorize the Penn- 

sylvania Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 

across the Allegheny River, in the State of Pennsylvania; which 

was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


I ask for the present consideration of the bill | 





2247 


| read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

| <A bill (S. 7852) granting a pension to Emma S. Harney (with 
the accompanying paper); 

| A bill (S. 7353) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
| Strauser (with the accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 7354) granting an increase of pension to Emma C, 
Kendall (with the accompanying paper). 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi introduced a bill (S. ) for 
the relief of Mrs. M. M. Champion; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 7356) to authorize the Nor- 
folk and Western Railway Company to bridge the Tug Fork of 
Big Sandy River at certain points where the same forms the 
boundary line between the States of West Virginiaand Kentucky; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7357) to amend and reenact section 
2 of the act passed March 3, 1887, and corrected by an act passed 
August 13, 1888, respecting the jurisdiction of circuit courts of 
the United States, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to authorize 
the construction or extension of any wharf, pier, sea wall, or other 
structure on any lands belonging to the United States which un- 
derlie the harbor areas and navigable waters and streams lying in 
or surrounding the island of Porto Rico and the islands lying ad- 
jacent thereto, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$50,000 for the preparation of a site for the quarantine station of 
San Diego, Cal., on the west side of the harbor-improvement jetty 
now in process of construction, and for the removal of the present 
quarantine buildings and their appurtenances to this site, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of New York submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $500,000 for the improvement of the water front, 
construction of new piers, etc., at the navy-yard, Brooklyn, N.Y., 
intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $15,649.88 out of the revenues of the District of Colum- 
| bia to pay the amounts withheld from pensioners of the police 
| 
| 
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fund on account of the deficiencies in said fund during the period 
from June 30, 1894, to May 31, 1896, intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of one professor of English and one professor of French and 
Spanish at the Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., from $2,200 to 
$2,500 each, intended to be proposed by him to the naval appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $30,000 for the purchase of a site for a depot for the 
Revenue-Cutter Service at Curtis Creek, Maryland, intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted an amendment pro- 
posing to appropriate $75,000 for the purchase of additional lands 
and for the construction of additional buildings, prison, wharf, 
etc., for the United States penitentiary at McNeil’s Island, Wash- 
ington, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro- 
oriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate $115 
to pay Thomas Sammons for amount expended by him for medi- 
cal attendance while in the service of the subcommittee on Pacitic 
Islands and Porto Rico in Hawaii, intended to be proposed by hin 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment relative to the punish- 
ment of any person who shall willfully and maliciously trespass 
upon or enter upon any railroad train, railroad car, or railroad 
locomotive carrying the mails within the United States, with the 
intent to commit murder, robbery, or any unlawful violence upon 
or against any passenger on said train, or upon any employee 
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connected therewith, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
post-office appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 


‘ tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,500 for the erection of two lights at the entrance to 
Urbanna Creek and Harbor, Virginia, intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$75,000 for a plumber and sheet-metal workers’ shop; $80,000 for 
a construction and repair power house for steam, hydraulic, 
pneumatic, and electric power, and $150,000 for a ship-fitters’ shop, 
mold loft, and furnace shed at the navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., and 
also proposing to appropriate $175,000 for the purpose of repairing 
and equipping the navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., for the construction 
of vessels and the building of a suitable building slip and appli- 
ances, intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immi- 
gration of aliens into the United States; which were ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 17422) to increase the limit of 
cost of certain public buildings. to authorize the purchase of sites 
for public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of 
public buildings, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 7142) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 

Ordered, That leave be nted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
the papers in the case of John W. Dampman, accompanying Senate bill 2171, 
Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, copies of the same to be left in the files, 
as provided by clause 2 of Rule XXX. 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
the papers in the case of John Roop, accompanying Senate bill 627, Fifty- 
seventh Congress, first session, <a of the same to be left in the files, as 
provided by clause 2 of Rule XXX. 

IMPROVEMENTS AT BROOKLYN NAVY-YARD, 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to report to the Sen- 
ate as soon as practicable what imp vements are necessary in the water 
front in the navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., for the proper berthing of battle 
ships and fleets. 


WATER FILTRATION. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That 200 copies of Senate Report No. 2380, Fifty-sixth Congress, 
second session, be printed and bound in cloth for the use of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. QUAY. I submit the following resolution, to go over 
until to-morrow, under the rule: 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas House bill 12548, to enable the people of Oklahoma, Arizona, and 
New Mexico to form constitutions and State governments and be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, has been under 
discussion in the Senate since the 10th day of December, last, and must fail 
unless voted upon at an early date: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that a date and hour prior to 
the 24 of March next should be fixed for a final vote upon the bill and all 
amendments that are pending or may be offered thereto. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will go over, 
under the rule. 

ELMER E. FORESHAY. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Isubmit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to furnish tothe United 
States Senate a statement of the charges and evidence on accoyntof which 
Elmer E. Foreshay was dismissed from thesurveyor-general’s oliice of Idaho. 

Also whether under the ruling of the civil service he iseligible toany other 
position in the Government service. 


Thée PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the resolution had better go over un- 
til to-morrow. 
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Mr. DUBOIS. Very well. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to this particular resolu- 
tion, but if we begin an investigation into the causes of removal 
from the public service our entire time will be occupied. I think 
2 Senator perhaps will himself come to that conclusion on re- 

ection. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam perfectly willing to give, either now or to- 
morrow, my reasons for the introduction of this resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not object to that. Ido not wish to pre- 
vent the Senator from giving them now, if he chooses. 

Mr. DUBOIS. If the Senator asks that the resolution go over, 
of course it will go over. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read once more. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
resolution? 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that it may go-over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
resolution goes over, under the rule. 


INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. CARMACK submitted the following resolution, which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Philippines be authorized and in- 
structed to sit during the recess of Congress for the purpose of prosecuting 
the investigation heretofore authorized by resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. _Iask that the resolution may go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will go over, under the rule, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

2 bill (H. R. 6745) for the relief of Anthony R. Ravenscroft; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 15461) for the relief of Daniel F. Lee. 

The bill (H. R. 16885) to extend to the port of Niagara Falls, 
N. Y., the privileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing 
the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise without 
appraisement, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 17202) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


COINAGE SYSTEM OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 15520) to establish a standard of value and to provide for 
a coinage system in the Philippine Islands. 

If the bill can be taken up at this time I believe it can be dis- 
posed of without debate, and with perhaps only a vote on the 
substitute bill. Its great importance I think no one will question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks for the present consideration of House bill 15520. 

Mr. a _Mr. President, I rose not to object to the bill but 
to say that I will object to it if it provokes or elicits any discus- 
sion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read in full 
to the Senate. Is there any objection to its consideration? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Philippines with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the unit of value in the Philippine Islands shall be the gold peso con- 
sisting of 12.9 grains of gold, nine-tenths fine, said gold peso to become the 
unit of value when the government of the Philippine Islands shall have 
coined and ready for, or in, circulation not less than 5,000,000 of the silver pesos 
hereinafter provided for in this act, and the gold coins of the United States 
at the rate of $1 for 2 pesos hereinafter authorized to be coined shall be 
legal tender for all debts, public and private, in the Philippine Islands. 

Sec. 2. That in addition to the coi authorized for use in the Philippine 
Islands by the act of July 1, 1902, entitled, ‘An act temporarily to provide 
for the administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes,” the genes of the Philippine nds 
is authorized to coin to an amount not exceeding 75,000,000 pesos, for use in 
said islands, a silver coin of the denomination of 1 peso and of the weight 
of 416 grains, and the standard of said silver coins shall be such that of 1,000 
parts, by weight, 900 shall be of pure metal and 100 of alloy, and the alloy 


shall be of copper. ; 

Src. 3. That the silver nee anthorized by this act shall be legal 
tender in the Philippine Islands for all debts, public and private, unless other- 
wise specifically provided by contract. 

Sxc. 4. That section 77 of the act of July 1, 1902, is hereby amended so that 
it shall read: , 

“Sxo. 77. That the government of the Philippine Islands is authorized to 
coin for use in said islands a coin of the denomination of 50 centavos and of 
the weight of 208 grains, a coin of the denomination of 20 centavos and of the 
weight of 832% grains, and a coin of the denomination of 10 centavos and of 
the weight o siiie ains; and the standard of said silver coins shall be such 
that of 1,000 . by weight, 900 shall be of pure metal and 100 of alloy, and 
the alloy shall be of co dl 

Suc. 5. That the Philippine peso herein authorized and the subsidiary sil- 


ver coins authorized by section 77 of the act of July 1, 1902, as amended by 
the preceding section of this act, shall be coined under the authority of the 
government of the ot Islands in such amounts as it may determine, 

sretary of War of the United States, except as 


with the approval of the 








mited in section 2 of this act, from silver bullion purchased by said govern- 
pene with the approval of the Secretary of War of the Uni States: Pro- 
vided, That said government may, in its discretion, in lieu of the purchase 
of bullion, recoin any of the silver coins now in or hereafter received by the 
treasury of the government of the Philippine Islands into the coins provided 
for in this act or in the act of July 1, 1902, as herein amended, at such rate 
and under such regulations as it may prescribe; and the subsidiary silver 
coins authorized by this act and by the act of July 1, 1902, shall be legal 
tender in said islands to the amount of $10. — 

Suc. 6. That the coinage authorized by this act shall be subject to the con- 
ditions and limitations of the provisions of the act of July 1, 1902, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 

overnment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” aap as 
Berein otherwise provided: and the government of the Philippine Islands 
may adopt such measures as it may deem proper, not inconsisient with said 
act of July 1, 1902, to maintain the value of the silver Philippine peso at the 
rate of 1 gold peso, and in order to maintain such parity between said sil- 
ver Philippine pesos and the gold pesos herein provided for, and for no other 
purpose, may issue temporary certificates of indebtedness, bearing interest 
ata rate not to exceed 4 per cent annually, payable at periods of three months 
or more, but not later than one year from the date of issue, which shall be in 
the denominations of -. or 50 pesos, or some multiple of such sum, and shall 
be redeemable in gold coin of the United States, or in lawful money of said 
islands, according to the terms of issue prescribed by the government of said 
islands; but the amount of such certificates outstanding at any one time shall 
not exceed $10,000,000, or 20,000,000 pesos, and said certificates shall be exempt 
from the payment of all taxes or duties of the government of the Philippine 
Islands, or any local authority therein, or of the Government of the United 
States, as well as from taxation in any form by or under any State, munici- 
pal, or local authority in the United States or the Philippine Islands: Pro- 
vided, That all the proceeds of said certificates shall be used exclusively for 
the maintenance of said parity, as herein vn and for no other purpose, 
except that a sum not exceeding $3,000,000 at any one time may be used asa 
continuing credit for the purchase of silver bullion in execution of the pro- 
visiona of this act. 

Sec. 7. That the Mexican silver dollar now in use in the Fhilippine Islands 
and the silver coins heretofore issued by the Spanish Government for use in 
said islands shall be receivable for public duesata rate to be fixed from time 
to time by the proclamation of the civil governor of said islands until such 
date, not earlier than the Ist day of January, 1004,as may be fixed by pub- 
lic proclamation of said civil governor, when such coins shall cease to be so 
receivable: Provided, That the public offices of the governmentof said islands 
shall give a preference for all public dues to the silver pesos and the silver 
certificates authorized by this act, and may at any time refuse to receive 
—_ Mexican dollars and Spanish coins as may appear to be counterfeit or 

efective. 

Sxc. 8. That the treasurer of the Philippine Islands is hereby authorized, 
in his discretion, to recive deposits of the standard silver coins of 1 peso au- 
thorized by this act to be coined, at the treasury of the government of said 
islands or any of its branches, in sums of not less than 20 pesos, and to issue 
silver certificates therefor in denominations of not less than 2 nor more than 
10 pesos, and coin so deposited shall be retained in the treasury and held for 
the pores of such certificates on demand, and used for no other purpose. 
Such certificates shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and for all public 
dues in the Philippine Islands, and when so received may be reissued, and 
when held by any banking association in said islands may be counted asa 
part of its lawful reserve. 

Sec. 9. That for the purchase of metal for the silver Philippine peso au- 
thorized by this act. an appropriation may be made by the government of 
the Philippine Islands from its current funds, or as hereinbefore authorized, 
which shall be reimbursed from the coinage under said sections. 

Src. 10. That the silver Philippine pesos hereinbefore authorized may be 
coined at the mint of the government of the Philippine Islands at Manila, or 
arrangements may be made by the said government with the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States for their coinage or any portion thereof 
at any of the mints of the United States, at a charge covering the reasonable 
cost of the work, 

Sec. ll. That the silver Philippine peso hereinbefore authorized shall bear 
devices and inscriptions to be prescribed by the government of the Philip- 
pine Islands, and such devices and inscriptions shall express the sovereignty 
of the United States, that it is a coin of the Philippine Islands, the denomi- 
nation of the coin, and the year of the coinage, 

SEc. 12. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected, when requested by the government of the Philippine Islands, to cause 
to be made and prepared any drawings, designs, and plates, and execute an 
coinage, engraving, or printing of notes and certificates authorized by this 
act, and to make a proper charge for the same, covering as nearly as may be 
the actual cost, which shall be defrayed from the revenues of said islands. 

Sec. 13. That section 78 of the act of July 1, 1902, and all acts and parts of 
acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act, and all provisions of law in 
force in the Philippine Islands making any form of money legal tender after 
December 31, 1 except as provided in this act, are hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The vote was not on the amendment 
offered by myself? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. That has been agreed to. It is now open to the 
Senator to offer his amendment, if he so desires. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I offer an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The SkcRETARY. It is proposed to insert—— 

Mr. LODGE. Add it as an additional section. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill as 
& new section the following: 

Src. —. That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to invite the Governments of Great Britain, France, and Germany, 
and of such other old-standard countries as he may deem proper, and of the 
Governments of Mexico and China, and of such other silver-standard coun- 
tries as he may deem proper, to appoint representatives to meet with repre- 
sentatives to be appointed by the President of the United States at the city 
of Washington, or at such other city as may be deemed convenient and suit- 


able, to take into consideration and to devise and suggest a plan for adoption 
by the several governments by which a fixed commercial exchange relation 
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shall be established and maintained between the silver coin of the silver- | 


standard countries and the gold coin of the gold-standard countries, and that 
when such a plan shall be agreed =r by the delegates of the countries 
herein oe named with those of the United States the President shall 
report the same to Congress, and upon its approval by Congress the President 





shall use the good offices of the United States to secure its adoption by other 
governments. 





Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to say only a single 
word in regard to this amendment. To the general policy cf the 
amendment I agree, but I think the phraseology should be 
changed, which can be done in conference. 

Mr. LODGE. It can be done in conference—I understand 
that. The committee agrees entirely to the general principle of 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator who 
has the bill in charge to the following language in section 7: 

That the Mexican silver dollar now in use in the Philippine Islands and 
the silver coins heretofore issued by the Spanish Government for use in said 
islands shall be receivable for public dues at a rate to be fixed from time to 
time by the proclamation of the civil governor of said islands until such 
date, not earlier than the Ist day of December— 

Mr. LODGE. Itis the 1st day of January. The Senator is 
reading from an earlier print, which is wrong. The date is the 
ist day of January, 1904. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That has been changed. 

Mr. TELLER. What I wanted to suggest is that that isa very 
short time. 
~ Mr. LODGE. The Senator will notice that they are not com- 
pelled to do it at that time. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the question I wanted to ask, whether 
it would be considered as imperative. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly not. It is simply directed that they 
shall not do it before that time. 

Mr. TELLER. The limitation is January 1, 1904. 

Mr. LODGE. But theycan postpone itas much longer as may 
be necessary. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; then I do not insist upon an amend- 
ment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Ioffera substitute, commencing with section 80 
and running to section 97 of the print I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho will 
have to ask that the vote by which the amendments were en- 
grossed be reconsidered. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the vote by which the amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed will be reconsidered. The Senator from Idaho offers an 
amendment as a substitute for the bill. The Secretary will read 
the different sections without the former numbers. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Yes; let them be read as section 1, etc. 

The Secretary read the proposed substitute, as follows: 

Sec. 1. That the Philippine government is hereby authorized to establish 
a mint at the city of Manila, in the Philippine Islands, for coinage purposes, 
and the coins hereinafter authorized may be coined at said mint. And the 
said government is hereby authorized to enact lawsnecessary for such estab- 


lishment: Provided, That thelaws of the United States relating to mints and 
coinage, so far as applicable, are hereby extended to the coinage of said is- 


nds. 

Sxc. 2. That the said Philippine government is authorized to coin a silver 
dollar, which shall contain 416 ins of standard silver, and the standard of 
said silver coins shall be such that of one thousand parts by weight nine hun- 
dred shall be of pure metal and one hundred of alloy, and the alloy shall be 
of copper. And upon the said silver dollar there shall be devices and inscrip- 
tions to be prescri by the government of the Philippine Islands, with the 
approval of the Secretary of War of the United States, which devices and in- 
scriptions shall express or symbolize the somrenty of the United States 
and that it is a coin of the Philippine Islands, together with the denomina- 
tion of the coin expressed in English, Filipino, and Chinese characters, and 
the date of its coinage. 

Src. 3. That any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at the mint 
in the Philippine Islands, to be coined as hereinbefore provided. Silver bul- 
lion brought to the mint of the Philippine Islands for coinage shall be re- 
ceived and coined by the proper officers for the benefit of the depositor: Pro- 
vided, Thatit shall be lawful torefuse at the mintany deposit of less than $1, 
and also any buillion so base as to be unsuitable for the operations of the 
mint: And provided also, That when gold is combined with said bullion in 
such small proportion that it can not be separated advantageously no allow- 
ance shall be made for such gold to the depositor. 

Sec. 4. That when bullion is brought to the mint for coinage it shall be 
weighed by the treasurer in the presence of the depositor, when practicable, 


and a recel ee which shall state the description and weight vf the bul- . 


lion: Provided, That when the bullion is in such a state as to require melting 
before the true weight in silver can be ascertained, the weight after melting 
shall be considered as the true weight of the bullion deposited. 

Suc. 5. That there shall be charged to the depositor by the mint for such 
coinage 1 cent for each dollar coined, and the amount received from these 
charges shall be accounted for and appropriated toward defraying the ex- 
pense of coining and the contingent expenses of the mint. 

Sec. 6. That the dollar hereinbefore authorized may be coined at the mint 
of the United States at San Francisco, in California, upon the request of the 
government of the Philippine Islands, with the approval of the Se ary of 
the Treasury of the United States, and the owners of silver bullion may de- 
posit the same for coinage at such mint under regulations to be made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States as respects deposits, coinage, 
and transfer to the Philippine Islands, and a charge shall be made therefor 
at the rate of 1 cent for each dollar coined and the cost of transfer to the 
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Philippine Islands in addition thereto: Provided, That such deposits at the 


San Francisco mint shall be confined to silver produced in the United States. | 


Sec. 7. That the Philippine government is also authorized to coin, for use 
in the Philippine Islands, a coin of the denomination of 50 cents and of the 
Weight of 192.9 grains, acoin of the denomination of 20 cents and of the weight 
of 77.16 grains, and a coin of the denomination of 10 cents and of the weight 


of 38.58 grains, and the standard of said silver coins shall be such that of 1,000 | 


e by weight 900 shall be of pure metal and 100 of alloy, and the alloy shall 
of copper. 
SEC. Pe rhat the subsidiary silver coins authorized by the preceding sec- 
tion shall be coined under the authority of the government of the Philippine 
Islands in such amounts as it may determine, with the approval of the Bee- 
retary of War of the United States, from silver bullion purchased by the 
overnment of the Philippine Islands, with the approval of the Secretary of 
Var of the United States: Provided, That the P “eee government may 
in addition and in its discretion recoin the Spanish Filipino dollars and sub- 
sidiary silver coins issued under the authority of the Spanish Government 
» in the Philippine Islands into the subsidiary coins provided for in the 
ing section at such rate and under such regulations as it may pre- 






scribe. 

Sec. 9. That the silver dollar issued under authority of this act shall be 
legal tender in the Philippine Islands for all debts, public and private, except 
where otherwise providied by law or expressly stipulated in the contract, 
and the subsidiary silver coins authorized by this act shall be legal tender in 
the Philippine Islands to the amount of $10. 

Sec. 10. That the Philippine government is also authorized to issue minor 
coins of the denominations of one-half cent, 1 cent, and 5 cents, and such 
minor coins shall be legal tender in the Philippine Islands for amounts not 
exceeding $1. The alloy of the 5-cent piece shall be of copper and nickel, to 
be composed of three-fourths copper and one-fourth nickel. Thealloy of the 
1-cent and one-half-cent pieces shall be 9 per cent of copper and 5 per cent 
of tin and zinc, in such proportions as shall be determined by the govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands. The weight of the 5-cent piece shall be 77.16 
grains troy, and of the l-cent piece 80 grains troy, and of the one-half-cent 
piece 40 grains troy. 

Sxc. 11. That for the purchase of metal for the subsidiary and minor coin- 

e, authorized by sections —— and —, an appropriation may be made by 
the government of the Philippine Islands from its current funds, which 
shall be reimbursed from the coinage under said sections; and the gain or 
enenicenge arising therefrom shall be paid into the treasury of the Philip- 
pine isiands. 

Src. 12. That the subsidiary and minor coinage hereinbefore authorized 
may be coined at the mint of the government of the Philippine Islands at 
Manila, or arrangements may be made by the said government with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of the United States for their coinage at any of the 
mines of the United States, at a charge covering the reasonable cost of the 
work. 

Sec. 13. That the treasurer of the Philippine Islands is hereby authorized, 
in his discretion, to receive deposits of the silver dollars authorized by this 
act at the treasury of the government of the Philippine Islands or any of its 
branches in sums of not less than $20, and to issue silver certificates therefor 
in denominations of not less than $10, and the coin so deposited shall be re- 
tained in the Philippine treasury and held for the payment of such certifi- 
cates on demand, and used for no other purpose. Such certificates shall be 
receivable in the Philippine Islands for customs, taxes, and all public dues, 
unless otherwise provided by law, and when so received _, be reissued. 

Sec. 14. That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States is hereby 
authorized, when requested by the government of the Philippine Islands, to 
make and prepare any drawings, designs, and plates, and execute any engrayv- 
ing or printing of certificates authorized by the preceding section, and to 
make a proper charge for the same, covering as nearly as may be the actual 
cost, which shall be defrayed from the revenues of the Philippine Islands. 

Sxc. 15. That all provisions of law in force in the Philippine Islands mak- 
ing any form of money legal tender after December 31, 1906, except as pro- 
vided in this act, are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 16. That the government of the Philippine Islands shall have the 
power to make all necessary appropriations and all proper regulations for 
the redemption and reissue of worn or defective coins and for carrying out 
all other provisions of this act relating to coinage. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, the substitute which I have of- 
fered is one which was agreed to by the subcommittee of the 
Committee on the Philippines in regard to Philippine currency, 
consisting of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], and myself. At the hearing 
which determined us to advocate this substitute the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] were present, as they were, I think, at nearly all of the 
hearings, and other Senators were consulted. 

The Philippines Committee afterwards unanimously agreed to 
this proposed legislation, and it was unanimously passed by the 
Senate at the last session of this Congress. The reasons which 
controlled the Senate at that time are good to-day, the situation 
not having been changed in the slightest degree. 

When that bill went to the House of Representatives we found 
that that body had passed a gold-standard bill for the Philippines. 
The Senate conferees would not yield the silver standard and the 
House conferees would not yield the gold standard, and in conse- 

uence no legislation was enacted at the last session of this 
mgress. 

We are now confronted with this situation: The House was 
considering a bill the basis of which was to establish a mongrel 
currency system over there, rating silver on the basis of 32 to 1 
and limiting its coinage. When that bill was presented to the 
House of Representatives a majority of that body substituted for 
it the currency system of the United States, which is the plain, 
unlimited gold standard. 

The Philippines Committee of the Senate has now offered to you 
the bill as it was introduced in the other House, making the cur- 
rency a limited one, establishing a ratio of 32 tol between gold 
and silver, and cutting down the value of the gold dollar one- 
half, somewhat in the manner of Japan. For that bill I intro- 
duced the substitute which has been read at the desk. 7 

In my judgment, there is no necessity at the present time in the 








i 


Philippines to warrant the Senate of the United States giving up 
its calm and deliberate judgment, which was formed after care- 
ful investigation and based on the testimony of men who are en- 
tirely familiar with conditions in that country, and who are 
themselves gold-standard men. 

We are flying to another evil. If this bill which the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] has introduced passes, we 
must then choose between this limited-coinage bill, fixing a ratio 
at 32 to 1, which gives a price for silver bullion beyond its market 
price now, or we must take the gold standard of the United 
States. 

I am inclined to think, looking at this thing honestly and fairly, 


| no matter what our opinions in regard to silver may have been 


in the past, that there would not be a handful of Senators here 
who would be in favor of the House bill. I doubt if there would 
be 10 Senators in this body who would be willing to fasten the 
United States gold standard on the Philippine people; yet that is 
the bill which has come to us from the House of Representatives, 

Ido not know what has induced the majority of the Philip- 
pines Committee and all of the members on the other side of 
this Chamber to change their minds as to what is the best cur- 
rency for the Philippine Islands. We came to our conclusion at 
the last session after careful thought, study, and investigation; 
and now, because there is a fluctuation in the bullion value of 
silver, which in a measure deranges trade, we are asked to hastily 
do something which may be much worse than the present system 
in the Philippines; which is, of course, unsatisfactory. 

I hope that the Senators on the other side will give some better 


| reason for passing this bill than that we ought to pass some bill. 


Iam quite sure that there is not a Senator on the other side of 
the Chamber who will say that the bill which they intend to pass 
now is a good bill, or that they expect it to remain upon the statute 
book, if passed. I imagine that all of those gentlemen who, after 
careful consideration gave their support to the substitute which 
I have offered, will give as a reason now for abandoning it, if 
they give any, that an emergency has arisen and something ought 
to be done to fix some kind of a stable currency, or something ap- 
proaching it, in the Philippine Islands. 

Before our subcommittee there came a Mr. Francis B. Forbes, 
from Massachusetts, a citizen of Boston, I think, who said that 
he was employed by Russell & Co. in China; that they had estab- 
lishments all over China; that in 1862 he was their agent at 
Tientsin; that from 1863 to 1882 he was a partner in the firm of 
Russell & Co.; that from 1863 to 1882 he was nearly all of the 
time in Shanghai and was the managing partner from 1873 to 
1882; and that he was for some years chairman of the Shang- 
hai General Chamber of Commerce, and, as he expressed it, ‘‘in 
one way or another was more or less ‘behind the scenes’ as to 
political affairs.’’ He says: 

Since I left China in 1882 I have kept in very close touch with economic and 
monetary questions connected with the East. 

He further says: 


Ihave been able to find no evidence that the proposal to establish a gold 
standard in the Philippines, with silver token dollars for purely domestic 
use, is supported by any serious demand from the natives themselves or from 
the foreign merchants who trade with them. 


Mr. Forbes says that he is a gold-standard advocate, but hoin- 
sists that the silver standard should be used over there in the in- 
terest of those people; that they are accustomed to the use of 
silver money; that they have always traded with it, and that 
they can get along under that system much better and more 
profitably than they can under any other. Ido not quote from 
him in full. 

Then a Mr. Townsend appeared before us. 
testimony the following: 


Senator ALLISON. Will you kindly state your occupation? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I am agent for the Hongkong and Shanghai Bank. 

Senator ALLISON. Is that bank located where its name would indicate? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, It has an agency in New York, and branches all through 
— Japan, India, and the Straits, and in the Philippines at Manila and 

oilo. 
Senator AuLison. You also have a branch in New York? 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes, sir; and in San Francisco. 


He further says: 

Although I am the representative of the largest bank engaged in the 
oriental business, Iam not here in the interest of that bank, but merely ap- 
pear to put at your disposal all the information I have likely to be useful to 

ou when considering the very importaut matter of establishing a currency 
or the Philippines. 


Then Mr. Townsend says: 


We must all recognize the importance at this = of avoiding any mis- 
takes, which might afterwards involve penalties, and establishing some sys 
tem of currency on 4 tried and sound basis that can not lead to trouble. In 
- (pene there is only one such basis, and that is the “ melting pot” or in- 
trinsic value, and on this basis we are confined to a question of a ~~ 
gold or a straight silver currency. I am going tospeak in favor of a strai 
sound, full-weight silver dollar, the circulation of which is to be maintain 
and regulated by free coinage for anyone who will bring silver to the min 
for coi and pay the seigniora 


I quote from his 


, in the same manner as the mints are 


open in this country to the free coinage of gold. 
Then he goes on with a careful argument. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Nevada immediately after the consideration of the 
bill of the Senator from New York. is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BURTON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. STEWART. I now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15804) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. I have one or two little amendments to offer. 
On page 37, line 10, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ I move to insert 
**to be immediately available.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was an amendment 
pending when the bill was last under consideration, offered by 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp]. 

Mr. STEWART. Let that be passed over for the present. Be- 
fore we proceed to the consideration of other amendments, I 
should like to make some verbal corrections in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. rd yield? 

Mr. CLAPP. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On pag? 37, line 10, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘* to be immediately available.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Ialso offer an amendment to correct a name, 
the appropriation in a former act having been made to the wrong 
person. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 53, after line 17, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 








Mr. George H. Macy, who is with Carter, Macy & Co., who 
have establishments in China and Japan, factories in Yokohama, 
and a house in Kobi, Japan, speaks on the same line. The testi- 
mony of these gentlemen is printed in full in a report of the hear- 
ings before a subcommittee of the Committee on the Philippines 
of the United States Senate at the last session of this Congress. 

I repeat that all of the gentlemen who appeared before us are 
business men in that Eastern country, and they are all earnest 
advocates of the gold standard for the United States; that their 
testimony was clear that abandoning the silver standard in the 
Philippines would be a most hazardous experiment, and one which 
it would be difficult for the United States to maintain. 

I do not intend to go into the arguments which we used or were 
used to us or which convinced the entire Senate in favor of the 
bill of last session, but I do hope that the advocates of this bill 
will give some better reason for its passage than that it is neces- 
sary to do something in the Philippine Islands. I should like to 
know from them if they will take the responsibility of saying 
that this proposed legislation will be adequate and satisfactory? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots]. [Put- 
ting the eonion.] The ‘‘ noes’’ seem to have it. 

Mr. TELLER. Iask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT ~ tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
demands the yeas and nays. Is there a second? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that I care about having the 
yeas and nays. I will withdraw the request and let the matter 

ASS. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again put the 
question on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend- 
ments, the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole will 
again be ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President a a 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to in- | ,,,7at,the Secretary of the Troasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
terrupt him for a moment? purchased within the external boundaries of the Navajo Indian Reservation, 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. : a ‘ a dada mutant, ot to Berges A. Lee, as provided by the Indian appropriation act, 

Mr. LODGE. I did not desire to delay the passage of the bill | °PProvee ay =!. 19™. sip 
which has just been passed, which I conceive to be of the utmost Mr. STEWART. The object of the amendment is simply to 





: : : .OT > ¢ 2 e 
importance; but I now wish to say that the committee, who were | ‘ orrect a name. 

convinced last year of the wisdom of the gubstitute which has | The amendment was agreed to. 

been voted down, are now satisfied by the change of circum-| Mr. STEWART. Lalso wish to correct a verbal error on page 


stances and in the rates of silver in the East that that legislation | 35. line 3._ I send the amendment to the desk. ‘ 

is no longer possible, and that some legislation in the nature of The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

that embodied in the Senate bill is the only practicable way of The SECRETARY. On page 38, line 3, before the word ‘‘em- 

dealing with the question at this time. | ployed, it is proposed to strike out iy pre yperly and, after the 
I do not want to delay the Senate by any further remarks or to | Word “‘ employed,” to insert “ by their proper authorities,” and 

trespass further upon the courtesy of the Senator from Pennsyl- | im the same line, before the word “services,” to insert “‘ expenses 





vania [Mr. Quay] in charge of the unfinished business. and.” 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts | The amendment was agreed to. 
what bill it was of which he was speaking? The amendment as amended was agreed to. : 

Mr. LODGE. Iwas speaking about the Philippine currency bill | Mr. CLAPP. I now ask that the amendment which I offered 
which has just been passed. on Saturday last may be considered. 

Mr. FORAKER. That bill has passed? | The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment submitted by 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. the Senator from Minnesota will be stated. a3 

Mt. FORAKER. I understood the Senator to be referring to . The Storerary. On page 12, after line 7, it is proposed to 
some other bill than that. insert: 

Mr. LODGE. I referred to the bill of last year with the silver For surveying, examining, appraising, logging, and selling the pine timber 


owe sys ot or . shen wnt: ten ao upon the ceded lands of the Chippewa Indian reservations in Minnesota, under 
clauses in the Philippine organization act which was lost in con- | {5 provisions of the act approved January 14, 1889. as amended by the act 


ference and which was offered this morning by the Senator from | entitled “An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act for the relief and civiliza- 

Idaho [Mr. Dusots] and voted down by the Senate, as a substi- | tion of the Indians in the State of Minnesota, approved January 14, 1889.’ ap- 

tute for the bill which has just been passed | proved June 27, 1902,” the sum of $90,000, to be reimbursed to the United 
4 , abe » iw ° 


r 7 7 .. | States out of the proceeds of the sale of the timber upon said lands, $40,000 of 
I said I did not want to take the time of the Senate to explain | which shall be immediately available. ; 


why, in the judgment of the committee, that last year’s legisla- | - The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the adoption 
- had now become impossible, but such was the judgment of | of the amendment. 

1€ committee. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator was asking for some | Mr. MASON. I send to the Secretary’s desk a proposed amend- 
agreement as to a time when the tariff bill for the Philippine Is- | ent, which I ask to have read, and also a letter from the Secre- 


— might be taken up and voted on. | tary of the Interior in support of the amendment. 
r. LODGE. No; I asked for no agreement. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amen@zaent will be 
OLD POINT COMFORT IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. | stated. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I ask unanimous consent for the Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, my understanding was that be- 
er consideration of the bill (S. 6212) to compensate the Old | fore original amendments were acted upon the amendments 
oint Comfort Improvement Company for the demolition and re- | upon which the bill went over would be disposed of. 


moval of the Hygeia Hotel property from the Government reser-| Mr. MASON. This will take but a moment. 
vation at Old Point, Virginia. | Mr. STEWART. Let the amendment be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro ete. Is there objection to the| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was an amendment 
present consideration of the bill? | pending offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay}. 

Mr. STEWART. I gave notice that I should call up the Indian | The Chair will recognize the Senator from [linois [Mr. Mason] 
appropriation bill this morning in order that its consideration | ina moment. The amendment submitted by the Senator from 
might be completed. Pennsylvania will be stated. 
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The Secretary. After the amendment just agreed to on page 
87, line 10, it is proposed to insert: 


Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall be mere only to 
the expenses incident tothe survey, platting, and appraisement of town sites 
heretofore segregated or now in process of segregation, and not to any new 
addition to any town site heretofore established or segregated, and 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I nowask for the reading of the letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior recommending the adoption of the 
amendment I offered. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let us first hear the amendment. 

Mr. MASON. Very well; let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the bottom of page 54 it is proposed to 
insert the following: 


Whenever the Secretary of the Interior shall determine the same to be 
necessary for the purposes intended, the city of Lawton, in the Territory of 
Oklahoma, is hereby authorized and permitted to erect, maintain. ahd oper- 
ate on section 29, township 2 north, range 11 west, in said Territory, and 
within the limits of the reservation created for the Fort Sill Boarding School, 
a pumping station, collecting gallery, reservoir, and such other appurtenant 
and necessary structures and pipe lines as may be required to furnish said 
city with a sufficient water supply. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
ask that the letter from the Secretary of the Interior be read? 

Mr. MASON. I do not care to have the letter read if the 
amendment is satisfactory to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the amendment recommended by that let- 
ter? I have not seen the letter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; let the letter be read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire to understand what the 
amendment proposes. Does it authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to construct a plant to light a city? 

Mr. MASON. No. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then let the amendment be read 
once more. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 
oe Secretary again read the amendment submitted by Mr. 

ASON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of the Secretary of 
the Interior will now be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 13, 1903. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
United States Senate. 


Srr: Under the act of June 30, 1902 (32 Stat., 506), providing a fund of 
—. for municipal improvements in the cit of Lawton, Okla., from which 
und expenditures are to be made subject to the control and supervision of 
the Secretary of the Interior and upon the recommendation of the legally 
constituted authorities of said town, there are now pending in this Depart- 
ment plans and specifications fora waterworks system for the city of Lawton. 
These papers show that the water for the system is to be obtained from a 
stratum of water-bearing gravel lying under the Indian school reservation 
to the northeast of the city. The Department has received from the engi: 
neer employed by the city a communication which shows that, although he 
made extensive tests and examinations of various suggested sources of water 
supply, the other sources than the one decided upon were at too great dis- 
tance, or the quantity obtained too small, to make any of them worthy of 
recommendation, especially in view of the limited amount of money avail- 
able for the waterworks. 

The Department, on April 11, 1902, authorized the city to place on these 
lands, temporarily, until permanent arrangements could made for a 
water supply, or the — revoked SS ‘retary, a pumping plant and 
a pipe line reaching therefrom to the limits of Lawton. This action of the 
Department was based on an application forwarded through Col. James F. 
Randlett, United States Indian Agent at Fort Sill, Okla., who transmitted 
with his letter a communication from James W. Haddon, superintendent of the 
Indian school. The superintendent stated, and the Indian agent concurred 
therein, that the estab ment of the peaeey — as proposed will not 
be of any material detriment to the school, and he approved the proposed 
= as Sains the most feasible one yet suggested for supplying the town of 

wton with water. 

Some time after the eer authority above referred to was granted, 
the city applied to have the aa made permanent. This application 
was denied by the Department, and the applicants were advised that the 
Department had no authority to grant any permanent right or easement in 
or over the lands of said reservation of the character contemplated by the 
application under consideration. They were told that the power to grant 
such a peeeee rests in Congress only. 

At the time the temporary privinge was granted by the Department the 
pa and specifications for the waterworks plant had not been submitted 

or the approval of the Secretary. It appears that the city has not availed 
itself of the privilege granted temporarily, but that it proposed to erect, 
under the plans and specifications submitted to the Department, permanent 
pumping plant, collecting gallery, reservoir, etc., trusting to securing Con- 
— action in the future giving them permanent title to the land so 
occupied. ; 

In view of the responsibility of the Secretary for the proper mop nope 
of the funds provided for the waterworks system, the Department does not 
feel warranted in authorizing the city to construct on the Indian school 
lands, under a mere temporary permission to occupy the lands, an expensive 
and permanent system of steam pumps, with — house, reservoir, collect- 
ing gallery, and pipe line, involving a cost estima at $40,000, although these 
structures are essential to a complete waterworks plant as designed for the 
city. 





The amendment will be again 


The city of Lawton has something over 5,000 inhabitants, and its buildings 
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are most of them frame structures. The character of the buildings, with the 
high winds said to prevail there, make the danger from fires a very threat- 
ening one, ially in view of the absence of waterworks or an adequate 
supply of water from any source. The present principal source of supply is 
said to be a number of wells located on the Indian school lands, from which 
the water is pumped by hand and hauled to the ny! in barrels and tanks. 

While the reports of the engineer employed by the city have been full and 
complete, and show that he has made a very extensive examination as to the 
possible sources of a water suppl y, resulting in the selection of the site lo- 
cated on the Indian school lands, the subject will receive a further examina- 
tion by competent engineers in the employ of the pp before any 
final een is taken by the Secretary with regard to the proposed source of 
supply. 

n order, however, that the city may not suffer a long delay in obtaining 
water for fire protection as well as for domestic use, in the event that the 
water-bearing stratum of gravel lying under the Indian school lands is found, 
after full examination, to be the best or only available source from which to 
get an adequate supply of good water, I have the honor to recommend that 
the paragraph herewith inclosed, which grants to the city of Lawton, when 
the Secretary shall determine the same to be necessary, the right to erect, 
maintain, and operate a pease. plant, reservoirs, collecti gallery: etc., 
on said Indian school lands, be added to the Indian appropriation bill for the 


year 1903-4. 
Very respectfully, E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


Mr. STEWART. This amendment has not been before the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. Wecan not safely legislate in this 
i. However, I will not object to the amendment. We will 
look into it in conference, and if itis all right we will let it stay, 
Otherwise it will go out. 

The PRESIDENT ed tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there areno further amend- 
ments as in Committee of the Whole the, bill will be reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. QUARLES. There isa pending amendment reported by 
the committee. : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thereis an amendment which 
was passed over. It is at the bottom of page 33. 

Mr. STEWART. It was passed over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 33, after line 22, it is proposed to 
insert the following: 

In pursuance of the provisions of section 26 of an act to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other 
purposes, approved March 1, 1901, there is hereby awarded, asa final deter- 
mination thereof, on the so-called “loyal Creek claims” named in said sec- 
tion 26, the sum of $1,200,000, and the same is neseey appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and made immediately 
available. And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to pay, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to the loyal Creek In- 
dians and freedmen named in articles 3and4of the treaty with the Creek 
Nation of Indians of June 14, 1866, the said sum of $1,200,000, to be paid to 
such Indians and freedmen only whose names appear on the list of awards 
made in their behalf by W. B. mand F. A. Field, as commissioners on be- 
half of the United States to ascertain the losses of said Indians and freedmen 
as provided in said articles 8and 4; and such payments shall be made in propor- 
tion of the awards as set out in said lists and shall be in full settlement and sat- 
isfaction of all Glaims under said articles3and 4: Provided, however, That ifan 
of said loyal Creek Indians or freedmen whose namesare on said list of awa: 
shall have died, then the amount or amounts due such deceased person or per- 
sons, respectively, shall be paid to their heirs or legal representatives: And 

ovided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, au- 

horized and directed to first withhold from the amount herein appropriated 
and pay to 8. W. Peel, of Bentonville, Ark., the attorney of said loyal Creeks 
and freedmen, a sum equal to 10 per cent of the amount herein approetiates, 
as provided by written contracts between thesaid 8S. W. Peel and the ciaim- 
ants herein, the same to be payment in full for all legal and other services 
rendered by him, or those employed oa and for all disbursements and 
other expenditures had by him in behalf of said claimants in pursuance of 
said contract. And further, said Secretary is authorized and directed to 
pay to David M. Hodge, a Creek Indian, of Tulsa,in the Creek Nation, a 
sum equal to 6 a3 cent of the amount herein appropriated, which py 
meat ee ull for all “—e. of —— ane made by said Davi ‘ 
odge, or ose claiming under him, by reason of any engagement, agree- 
ment, or unberstanding had between him and said loyal Creek Indians. 


Mr. QUARLES. I desire at the present time, if there is noth- 
ing else before the Senate, to call its attention for a moment to the 
amendment proposed by the committee, which was laid over the 
other day, beginning at the bottom of page 33. Is there an amend- 
ment now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
83, which was 
Senate. 

Mr. QUARLES. Very well, Mr. President. 

It has occurred to me, sir, that the Senate ought to be advised 
as to the nature of this amendment and that it ought not to be 
passed, coming as it does solely from the committee, leaving the 
Senate entirely in ignorance of the fact that, in regard to this 
amendment, it is sitting as a court of arbitration and is not en- 

in the ordinary method of legislation. Now, I rise to lay 
the facts before the Senate. 

This isa ae which arises out of an agreement made with 
the Creek Nation in 1891, whereby it is provided that the Senate 
shall within two years sit in the oneny of a court of arbitration 
and decide upon this claim, which arises from several treaties 
made by this Government with the Creek Nation. The deter- 
mination of the Senate upon this proposition will amount to an 


It is the amendment on page 
over the other day. It is now before the 
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award, upon which an action will lie quite independently of the 
fate of this provision in the other House of Congress. 

Mr. President, I had not the pleasure of being present in the 
Indian Committee when this matter was discussed and passed by 
the committee. I wish to say that after such investigation as I 
have been able to make this claim has no legal foundation what- 
ever. It involves a large amount of money—$1,200,000—to be 
paid out of the National Treasury, largely to the citizens of the 
so-called loyal Creeks, and if the Senate, being possessed of the 
facts, shall conclude to give so large a sum as that as a gratuity, 
based upon a sentiment of gratitude or sympathy, I shall have no 
fault to find, but it has occurred to me that it is incumbent upon 
us to lay the facts briefly before the Senate, so that it can act in- 
telligently in the matter. 

Mr. President, in 1856 this, ay 
affairs in the Creek Nation. I need hardly say that the Creek 
Nation has been'a very powerful nation. It had been courageous 
and warlike, and hada great history. It had then been living 
for a number of years in its new home in the Indian Territory. 
Various treaties had been made by our Government with the 
Creeks, conferring upon them annuities and giving them other 
benefits and advantages; and among other things, the Creek Na- 
tion entered into a treaty of amity and friendship with our Gov- 
ernment whereby it was provided in substance thatif at any time 
the Creeks should take up arms against the Government they 
should forfeit all these annuities and all the benefits that might 
have accrued to them under the several treaties with this Govern- 
ment. 

Now, that being the situation of affairs, and the Creeks having 
at that time accumulated a considerable amount of property, 
having comfortable homes, having horses and cattle and other 
personal property, the Government entered into another conven- 
tion with the Creeks, which is the basic treaty upon which this 
claim is made. Section18 of that treaty is in the following lan- 
guage. Now, this is made the basis of this claim: 

The United States shall protect the Creeks and Seminoles from domestic 
strife, from hostile invasion, and from aggression from other Indians and 
white persons not subject to their jurisdiction and laws, and from all inju- 
ries resulting from such invasion or cogressiog full indemnity is hereby 
guaraatesd to the party or parties injured,out of the eee of the United 
States, upon the same principles and according to the same rules which white 


persons are entitled to indemnity for injuries oraggressions upon them com- 
mitted by Indians. 


Now, in the first place, I will call the attention of the Senate 


stated, was the situation of 


particularly to this phraseology, for I contend that that treaty | 


stipulation does not cover the claim which is here made by the 
loyal Creeks. The indemnity which our Government promised 
them was for injuries inflicted by those who were not within the 
jurisdiction of the Creek Nation. Thatis a distinction which 
must not be lost sight of. Our Government was not agreeing to 
indemnify individuals of the Creek Nation for losses which they 
might sustain at the hands of their own brethren, but the stipu- 
lation was that the indemnity was to apply only to such losses as 
came from persons who were not within the jurisdiction of the 
Creek Nation. The object and purpose of this distinction are 
perfectly manifest to any man who gives it a thought, and the 
importance of this distinction will presently appear as we pro- 
gress. 

Now, Mr. President, these treaties relating to the relations of 
the Creeks to the Government must be read together. They are 
in pari materia and ought to be read together. If we do that, the 
treaty stipulations on both sides were substantially like this: The 
Government said, ‘‘If any injury comes to the Creeks from any 
source over which the Creek Nation has not jurisdiction, we will 
indemnify you for the loss.’”’ The Creek Nation on their side 
said, ‘‘ We shall always remain loyal to the Government of the 
United States, and if we fail in our loyalty then we will suffer 
the penalty, by losing all the benefits of antecedent treaties.” 

That was the condition when the civil war broke out, and by 
reason of the geographical situation the Creek Nation was for a 
time in the storm center. Now, what happened? A large major- 
ity of the Creek Nation, estimated by some as high as two-thirds, 
entered into a treaty with the Confederate government, and not 
only that, but m4 took up arms against the Government of the 
United States. The minority of the Creek Nation, supposed to be 
about one-third, remained loyal and left their homes and their 
property, abandoned everything, and started north for the Kan- 
sas line to come within the Union lines for protection. I believe 
that while they were on their journey they fought several skir- 
mishes with the hostile Creeks, oumnedel by some other bands 
who happened to be in that neighborhood. At all events, this 
minority of the Creeks eventually reached the Union line and en- 
listed-in the Union Army and became very brave, and conducted 
themselves throughout with great credit. 

Now, as soon as these loyal Creeks had left their homes, the 





abeyance for many years, seems to have been fanned into a flame 
at once, and the houses and barns and other property of the loyal 
Creeks were destroyed, their horses and cattle were confiscated, 
and great loss ensued. 

But, Mr. President, it is obvious at the outset that this loss, in 
large part at least, came from the disloyal Creeks themselves. 
The further fact remains patent that if the Seminoles and the 
Creeks had remained loyal, this loss would never have occurred. 
They were abundantly able, if they had maintained their loyalty 
and preserved their treaty obligations, to have held their Terri- 
tory for a long time against any assault that might have been 
made upon them. So this very loss was incurred, first, directly 
by the action of the disloyal Creeks, and indirectly was entirely 
caused by the disloyalty of the Creeks—the failure tostay and pre- 
serve their treaty obligations. So really the Creek Nation, as a 
nation, being responsible for the action of the majority of its mem- 
bers, was itself responsible for the loss which it is here asking us 
to pay. 

Now, after the war, in 1866, we met those Creeks in council, 
and we framed a treaty with the Creeks in the city of Wash- 
ington, which is found in 14 Statutes, and I wish to call the at- 
tention of the Senate for a few moments to that treaty. The 
claim of these loyal Creeks, which was a very persuasive one, 
and is to-day—I do not deny that—was there presented to the 
officers of the Government who were conducting that negotiation. 
The Government provided by that treaty that $100,000 of the 
Creek fund should be taken and distributed as far as it would go 
pro rata among the loyal Creeks. 

Now, I = a moment here, Mr. President, to suggest that 
that was the proper action to take as matter of law. The Creek 
Nation could not escape responsibility. The people who were 
making the treaty were treating with the nation and not with in- 
dividuals, and the Creek Nation was responsible for this injury, 
and therefore it was for the Government to say that the Creek 
Nation should pay the hundred thousand dollars which should 
be distributed to these worthy loyal Creeks who had sustained 
this loss by reason of the failure of the Creek Nation to maintain 
and keep its treaty with us. That was the conclusion reached, 
and that agreement was carried out. 

Now, in order that the hundred thousand dollars, which was 
known then to be only a small fraction of the total amount of the 
loss sustained by the loyal Creeks, might be distributed pro rata, 
the treaty provided that a census should be taken and that a com- 
mission should be appointed to ascertain the loss of each one of 
the Creek Indians; and it then provided that the hundred thousand 
dollars should be distributed pro rata according to the amount of 
loss as determined by the commission. Now, that was done. 
But a contention is made in support of this claim which seems to 
me entirely untenable. Article 4 of this treaty reads as follows: 


Immediately after the ratification of this treaty the United States agree 
to ascertain the amount due the respective soldiers who enlisted in the Fed- 
eral Army, loyal refugee Indians and freedmen, in proportion to their several 
losses, and to pay the amount awarded each, in the fol owing manner, to wit: 
A census of the Creeks shall be taken by the agent of the United States for 
said nation, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and a roll of 
the names of all soldiers that enlisted in the Federal Army, Mn refugee 
Indians and freedmen, be made by him. The superintendent of Indian 
affairs for the southern a pete ey | and the agent of the United States 
tor the Creek Nation shall proceed to investigate and determine from said 


roll the amounts due the respective refugee Indians, and shall transmit to - 


the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for his approval, and that of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, their awards, together with the reasons therefor. In 
case the awards so made shall be duly approved, said awards shall be paid 
from the proceeds of the sale of said lands within one year from the ratifica- 
tion of this treaty— 

Now, note the language— 
or so soon as said amount of $100,000 can be raised from the sale of said 
land to other Indians. 

It is contended that the section which I have just read warrants 
the construction that all of these losses so found by the commis- 
sioners should be paid. But, as I construe the section, it simply 
refers to a pruper distribution of the $100,000 to be taken out 
of the Creek fund and involves this Government in no further 
obligation whatever. 

Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to an- 
other proposition in this treaty. It is article 11: 

The stipulations of this treaty are to be a full settlement of all claims of 
said Creek Nation for damages and losses of every kind growing out of the 
late rebellion, and all expenditures by the United States of annuities in 
clothing and feeding refugee and destitute Indians since the diversion of 
annuities for that purpose consequent upon the late war with the so-called 
Confederate States; and the Creeks hereby ratify and ccnfirm all such diver- 
sions of annuities heretofore made from the funds of the Creek Nation by 
the United States, and the United States agree that no annuities shall be 
diverted from the objects for which they were originally devoted by treaty 
stipulations with the Creeks to the use of refugee and destitute Indians other 
than the Creeks or members of the Creek Nation after the close of the pres- 
ent fiscal year, June 30, 1866. 

_ Icall attention to that because it involves this proposition: Dur- 
ing the war the Government, acting under the former treaty to 


disloyal Creeks, their brethren, began at once to prey upon their | which I have referred, took the liberty of diverting all the annui- 


property. The ferocity of their Indian nature, which had been in ' ties of the Creek Nation while the Creeks remained in hostility. 
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It is true that no proclamation of the President was issued, but 
the Government did, by virtue of that treaty, assume to forfeit, 
and did forfeit, all these annuities from the Creek Nation. 

It was provided here that there should be ‘‘ no further forfeiture 
after the close of the present fiscal year.’’ It has been claimed 
that another clause in that treaty resuscitated the old treaty, and 
that the treaty which I first referred to, furnishing indemnity to 
the Creeks, had by virtue of this treaty been resuscitated, so that 
it was never in suspension at all. 

I call attention to this language to show that the intention 
of the Government officers who were negotiating this treaty 
clearly expressed here that that forfeiture should cease at a date 
named, and they were not providing by this treaty for the resus- 
citation during the war period of the old treaty, but providing a 
new treaty from which again new obligations should spring out 
of the renewed treaty. 

In article 14 it is stipulated and provided that ‘“‘all forfeitures 
inconsistent with this treaty shall be set aside.’’ Therefore, Mr. 
President, it is conclusive that this renewal of amity with the 
Creeks did not revive the treaty of 1856 during the period of their 
disloyalty. 

Now, Mr. President, lam not left, offering the Senate my opinion 
on this matter of construction, alone and unsupported, but I have 
here a decision of the Court of Claims where the very matter was 
considered and the interpretation adopted which I have tried to 
outline tothe Senate. That report will be found in the nine- 
teenth volume of the Court of Claims Reports, beginning on page 
675. A petition was presented on behalf of the nation to enforce 
this claim, and on the 25th of February, 1884, the defendant—that 
is, the Government—filed a demurrer, and the court held—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was that suit brought by special authority 
of Congress? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It was referred by the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. QUARLES. It was referred by the Department to the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER. Under the Bowman Act? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Under the Tucker Act or the 
Bowman Act. 

Mr. QUARLES. The court passed upon the question of law 
on page 678, and held as a conclusion of law— 

That all claims which the petitioners had against the United States for 
damages and losses growing out of the late rebellion were adjusted, settled, 
and released by the treaty of 1866— 

Which isthe treaty from which I have just read— 
and the payment thereunder of $100,000, as provided inarticle 3, and that the 
claimants, having received that sum, are not entitled to be paid any further 
amount. 

The court discussed other features and imposed upon these trea- 
ties the very construction which I have contended for here, and 
that stands, so far as Iknow, the law applicable to this case. 

Now, Mr. President, I have no hostility against these loyal 
Creeks. On the other hand, I find myself embarrassed by the 
sympathy that I feel for them. There is no doubt in the world 
that they were loyal and faithful men. There is no doubt in the 
world that they sustained this loss and that the loss was greater 
than the amount they are asking at the hands of the Senate sit- 
ting here as a court of arbitration. 

But, Mr. President, I am reminded that during the same period 
when this supposed claim arose there were along the borders of 
this country thousands and tens of thousands of loyal men whose 
property was destroyed. They lived there on the border in that 
trying time when it cost something to maintain loyalty to the 
Government and theflag, when the Confederate Army would sweep 
across their fields and then, driven back again by the Union Army, 
it would come back with the force of a cyclone, destroying what 
had been left by the advancing army. Very many of those men 
went prematurely to their graves, their families were turned out of 
their comfortable homes, they became outcasts, and no one can 
describe the sufferings that they endured. 

If it were proper, sir, I would be willing that the children of 
those sterling, loyal worthies might receive something at the 
hands of Congress as a token of gratitude for their distinguished 
and unselfish service. But no appeal can be made here so elo- 
quent or forceful as to bring a dollar to those people, who are as 
well entitled to the gratitude of the country and the consideration 
of Congress as the claimants who are asking for this gratuity of 
$1,200,000. 

Mr. President, we are not able to do what it would please us all 
todo. The only question now before the Senate, sitting here as 
a court of arbitration, knowing full well that there is no legal 
foundation for this claim, is, shall we, in view of our gratitude 
to these men, in view of our sympathy for their children, pass 


over to them out of the Treasury $1,200,000 of the people’s monay, 
Can we justify it upon the ground of gratitudeor sympathy? That 
is the question; and I felt, Mr. President, that the Senate at least 
ought to know from some member of the committee that it was 
not sitting here on this measure simply as the Senate of the 
United States but as a court, as a tribunal of arbitration, to ren- 
der an award upon which an action might be brought. 

_Now, if I have been able to make the Senate understand the 
situation, the facts, the principles that underlie this amendment, 
I have done all that I set out to do, for I shall not be outdone by 
any gentleman who may speak upon this subject in my admira- 
tion of the loyalty and courage of these worthy men. As to the 
attorney who is provided for in this amendment, although the fee 
may seem large. I believe he has earned his fee. I know these 
Creek people. I have been among them in their homes. I have 
seen them in their legislative chamber. I know very well the 
other gentleman by the name of Hodge, who will get a part of 
this sum, and I know that his service for his people well entitles 
him to compensation. 

If the Senate shall conclude, sitting here in the capacity I have 
described, that on the grounds of sympathy and gratitude it can 
justify itself in passing over this large sum to those people, I 
shall certainly not feel any tinge of Gisappointment, but shall have 
satisfied my conscience by laying the facts before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 
read. 

The SecrETaRY. On page 33, after line 21, insert: 

In pursuance of the provisions of section 26 of an act to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other 
purposes, approved March 1, 1901, there is hereby awarded, as a final determi- 
nation thereof, on the so-called “loyal Creek claims” named in said section 
26, the sum of $1,200,000, and the same is hereby appropriated out of any mone 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and made immediately avail- 
able. And the Secretary of the Treasury is er authorized to pay, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to the loyal Creek Indians and 
freedmen named in articles 8 and 4of the treaty with the Creek Nation of 
Indians of June 14, 1866, the said sum of $1,200,000, to be paid to such Indians 
and freedmen only whose names appear on the list of awards made in their 
behalf by W. B. Hazen and F. A. Field, as commissioners on behalf of the 
United States to ascertain the losses of said Indians and freedmen as provided 
in said articles 3 and 4; and such payments shall be made in proportion of the 
awards as set out in said list, and shall be in full settlement and satisfaction 
of all claims under said articles 3 and 4: Provided, however, That if any of 
said loyal Creek Indians or freedmen whose names are on said list of awards 
shall have died, then the amount or amounts due such deceased person or 
persons, respectively, shall be paid to their heirs or legal representatives: 
And provided further, That the retary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to first withhold from the amount herein-a ropes 
ated and pay to 8. W. Peel, of Bentonville, Ark., the attorney of said loyal 
Creeks and freedmen, a sum equal to 10 per cent of the amount herein appro: 
priated, as provided by written contracts between the said 8S. W. Peel and 
the claimants herein, the same to be payment in full for all legal and other 
services rendered by him, or those employed by him, and for all disburse- 
ments and other expenditures had a in behalf of said claimants in pur- 
suance of said contract. And further, said Secretary is authorized and 
directed to pay to David M. Hodge, a Creek Indian, of Tulsa, in the Creek 
Nation, a sum equal to 5 per cent of the amount herein appropriated, which 

yment shall be in full for all claims of every kind made by said David M. 
Ficdge, or by those claiming under him, by reason of any engagment, agree- 
ment, or understanding had between him and said loyal Creek Indians. 


Mr. PETTUS. I should like to inquire if this amendment has 
been estimated for by any of the departments? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think it has, but it is in 
compliance with two or three treaty stipulations made between 
the Creek Nation and the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT — tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and 
State governments and be admitted into the Union on aa equal 
footing with the original States. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that the unfinished business may be 
temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevadaasks 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside, in order 
that the Senate may proceed with the consideration of the appro- 
priation bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. QUAY. There is no objection, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLAPP. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of line 22, 
page 28, the following: 

That any person who has heretofore intermarried with a citizen, a mem- 
ber of the Cherokee Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, and by virtue 
of such marriage is, according to the laws and constitution of the Cherokee 
Nation, a member of said tribe, and who has been excluded from sharing 


equally with other Cherokee citizens in the disbursement of moneys hereto- 
fore paid out per capita by said nation to their people, may, within ninety 
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days after the approval of this act, institute and prosecute his or her suit in | Mr. MILLARD. Ioffer an amendment, to come in at the end 


United States Court of Claims against the Cherokee Nation of Indians 
from said Cherokee Nation his or her pro rata 
share of all moneys disbursed as aforesaid from which he or she was wrong- 
fully excluded. Said suit or suits may be brought in the name of the claim- 
ant filing his or her petition in said court, setting out the facts upon which 
said Gaimant relies to secure judgment in his or her favor. 

Any citizen or citizens of the Cherokee Nation by blood may intervene in 
any such suit, and may raise before the courts all questions as to the right of 
the intermarried persons to participate in the distribution of the common 

roperty of said nation, of whatever kind or character; and if the suit here- 
inbefore provided for shall not be commenced as herein limited, then any 
citizen or citizens of the Cherokee Nation by blood may, within six months 
after the approval of this act, institute and prosecute his or their suit in said 
court against the Cherokee Nation to determine all the rights of said inter- 
married persons to —_ in the distribution of the common property 
of said nation, of whatever kind or character, and said Court of Claims is 
hereby given jurisdiction to hear and determine such suit: Provided, That 
such intermarried persons, or any of them, shall have the right to intervene 
in such suit and delond thesame. : 

And provided further, That if suit is brought under this section by any 
citizens of the Cherokee Nation by blood, at least 10 unmarried persons shall 
be made parties defendant in such action, and notice of the pendency of such 
action or actions shall be published for sixty days in at least three newspa- | 
pers published in said Territory,and any intermarried person may inter- 
vene within thirty days after the last such publication. 

That the said Court of Claims is hereby invested with full jurisdiction to 
hear and determine all such suits according to the rules of law and equity, 
and may consider all treaty provisions touching the same; also the laws and 
constitution of the Cherokee Nation. And said Court of Claims may allow 
either party to take evidence, to the end that a full understanding of the 
facts may be reached and justice done by said court between the parties. 
Said court may render such judgment as the law and facts may warrant. If 
in favor of the claimant or claimants, the judgment shall fix the amount of 
money due such claimant or claimants, and direct that said amount be 
charged against the Cherokee Nation of Indians and deducted from any 
moneys that they may have in the Treasury of the United States and be paid 
to said claimants; and said court, in said judgment, shall fix the amount due 
the attorney or attorneys of record for their legal services, as stipulated by 
contracts between said claimants and said attorneys, and shall in said judg- 
ment, direct that the accounting officers of the United States shall deduct 
from the amount due each claimant the attorney fee allowed in said jade: 
ment, and pay the same directly to said attorneys, and shall pay the balance 
to the claimants. Service shall be executed on said nation by causing a copy 
of the petition to be delivered to the principal chief of said nation, who shall 
demur or answer the same within sixty days after such service. Such suits 
shall have precedence and be advanced upon the docket. 

That cither party may appeal from any final judgment of said court to the 
Supreme Court of the United States within thirty days after the rendition | 
of said judgment; and the Supreme Court is hereby vested with full juris- | 
diction to hear and determine said suits on appeal in the same manner as 
appeals from other courts of the United States; and said cases shall have pre- | 
ontlence and be advanced upon the docket. The Attorney-General shall ap- 
point some person from the Department of Justice to defend all suits insti- 
tuted under this act, and shall be duly served with a copy of any petition 
filed as commencement of suit. 


Mr. STEWART. I desire to make a point of order against the 
amendment. The committee considered it to some extent, but 
could not come to a conclusion upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada will 
state the point of order. 

Mr. STEWART. The point of order is that it is legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point | 
of order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
page 37, after line 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 37, after line 2, insert: 

The United States courts in the Indian Territory may appoint as guardian 
or curator of minors or incompetents, including the minors and incompe 
tents of any tribes or nations of said Territory, trust companies or other 
companies of a fiduciary character which may be approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I move as an amendment to make the totals | 
conform. I send the corrected totals to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will correct the 
totals as indicated by the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I move to strike out, on page 43 of the bill, 
from line 13 to line 20, inclusive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Skcrerary. On page 43, strike out from line 13 down to | 
and including line 20, in the following words: | 


the ; 
for the purpose of recoverin 





I offer an amendment to come in on | 





For the resurvey and marking of the southern and western boundaries of 
the Uintah Indian Reservation from the initial point on Green River to the | 
intersection of said boundary line with the range line between ranges 6 and 
7, east of Sac and Lake meridian, Utah, an estimated distance of 135 miles, at 
$40 per mile, and for the field examination of said resurvey, $6,000. 


Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to the amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


, The Chair desires to call the 
attention of the Senator from Pennsylvania toa resolution offered | 
by him on Saturday, which went over under the rule. The Chair | 
has had no opportunity to lay it before the Senate this morning. 
Mr. QUAY. The resolution, I suppose, will goto the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go to the Calendar. | 
Mr. QUAY. It isa matter of no consequence. I introduced | 
in the order of resolutions the same resolution to-day, and it will | 
come up as an original proposition to-morrow. ; 





| children to schools other that Government schools. 


of the bill. 

The Secretary. Add at the end of the bill the following: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed, upon 
the passage of this bill, to pay to such Omuha Indians belonging to the tribe 
located in Nebraska, over 21 years of age, as shall be found competent and 
capable of managing and taking care of their own affairs, their pro rata share 
of the permanent fund now to the credit of the tribe in the Treasury cf the 
United States: Provided, That such of said Indians as receive their pro rata 
share of said fund under this provision shall not hereafter participate in the 
payment of interest or principal on that portion of the fund that shall remain 

or the benefit of minors and incompetents, this, however, not to debar these 
who receive such pro rata shares from participating in the distribution of any 
further proceeds received from the sale of lands after the passage of this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. STEWART. On page 39, line 18, I move to strike out 
from the word ‘dollars’? down to and including line 21. This 
amendment is moved in accordance with the action of the com- 
mittee. The clause was left in the bill by mistake. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
moves an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 39, line 18, after the word ‘“‘ dollars,” 
where it first occurs, strike out the following: 

That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, is hereby appro- 
oriated. to be immediately available, for the _ ose of aiding indigent full- 

lood Mississiy pi Choctaws to remove to the Indian Territory. 

Tne amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I was not present on Saturday 
afternoon when this bill was up for consideration, but I notice 
from the RecorD that the point of order made by the junior Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr} against an amendment by 
the Senate committee which provides that rations shall not be 
withheld from Indian children not in attendance at Government 
schools. The REecorpD shows that the senior Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. JONES] asked that the matter might go over until to-day. 
I should like to inquire from that Senator whether it is proposed 
to consider the matter or to allow it to remain as it is? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I asked that the matter might go 


| over on Saturday, because I did not think that the point of oriler 


was good. Upon looking into it I became satisfied that the point 
of order was good, and I did not propose to pursue the matter 
any further. I believe that a very great wrong is done these In- 
dians by withholding rations from them when they send their 
I think it is 
a wrong that if the Senate had time to fairly look into it would 
probably right; but I believe that the point of order will iie 
against the amendment as it stands, and 1 thought it was useless 


| to make any further resistance to it. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I realize, as does the Senator from 
Arkansas, that the point of order that this is general legislation is 
well taken, but I want to make one observation in regard to points 
of order, for I probably will never have an opportunity again to 
discuss the question here. 

My experience in a great many years of service in this body is 
that the Senate of the United States—that is, the majority —gener- 
ally does what it wants to do, without regard to the rules. I 
never have known an instance when the sentiment in the Senate 
was decidedly in favor of certain legislation that the rule was not 


| overridden and disregarded if the Senate could possibly get a vote 


as to the rule. 

Now, without being hypercritical, I want to call attention to 
one particular in regard to legislation on appropriation bills. In 
the Fifty-sixth Congress, at the last session, an amendment was 
placed upon a general appropriation bill, I believe the Army bill, 
on motion of the senior Senator from Wisconsion [ Mr. SPOONER], 
providing that the President of the United States should appoint 
such officers as he saw proper to appointin the Philippine Islands 
with such powers as he saw proper to give them. Thatis the 
most extraordinary provision in the statutes of the United States 
from the beginning of the Government. Nosuch power wasever 
heard of until that amendment was adopted in a general appro- 
priation bill. It was not only general legislation, but it was not 
germane to the subject, and, in my opinion, directly in contraven- 
tion of the Constitution. Nothing like it was ever heard of, unless 


| it be the power given to Thomas Jefferson, President of the United 


States, to fill the offices existing in Louisiana at the time of the 
purchase of that Territory until Congress should otherwise legis- 
late. But even in that case no Senator was daring enough to 
intimate that the President should have the power to indicate 
what authority these officers might have; he simply changed the 
personnel, if he saw proper to do so. The offices continued to 
exist in the Territory under American jurisdiction as they had 
existed under the dominion of Spain. 

A point of order was made against what is called the Spooner 
amendment, to which I have alluded, and it was overruled in the 
Senate. That amendment was adopted and the administration of 
the islands carried on under it for months. 
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At the present session of Congress the Army appropriation bill | ment or under the Jesuits or others. I think I have said, and I 


was reported from the Military Committee, and it contained an 
amendment by the committee providing a general staff system 
for the Army, which was unquestionably general legislation, and 
yet no point of order was made in regard to it, even if a point of 
order had been thought of. 

Now, Mr. President, I would suggest that we ought to be con- 
sistent in regard to this matter. If we propose to enforce the 
rule, it ought to be done without exception. If, on the other 
hand, the Senate determines to legislate as it pleases without re- 
gard to the rule, that ought to be understood. 

Here we are confronted with the fact that the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, in direct violation, as I believe, of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, undertakes to starve the Indians, the 
father, the mother, and the children of school age 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And in plain violation of the treaties. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; and in plain violation of solemn treaties by 
which we obtained their land they do not get their rations unless 
these children are sent to Government schools. Attorney-General 
Knox sustained the validity of this order of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs and cited the constitutional provision in regard to 
the freedom of conscience and the free exercise of religion by all 
persons within the jurisdiction of this Government. I should be 
obliged to any lawyer or Senator to tell me how the order of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs agrees with the Constitution of 
the United States, which says there shall be no discrimination on 
account of religious opinion or membership in any religious sect. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me 
for a statement? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Missouri does not quite 
do thé Commissioner of Indian Affairs justice. He ruled the 
other way. Then the question was submitted to the Attorney- 
General, and the Attorney-General thought that rations ought 
not to be delivered to the Indians or their children when the 
children attended sectarian schools. 

Mr. VEST. Thatistrue. In 1900 the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs made an order one way, and in 1901, under the opinion of 
Attorney-General Knox, he ruled the other way. 

But the salient point in my argument is that asthe matter now 
stands—I will not call it the law, because I deny that that order 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is the law or should be 
called the law—but I affirm that the status of the question now 
is that unless an Indian father and mother send their children to 
a Government school, no matter what they think in regard to the 
education of those children, not only the father and mother, but 
the children, are refused rations, so that the whole family may 
starve unless they change their religious opinion and come within 
that order. 

The power to discriminate against any religious sect is the 
power to destroy it. I lay down that proposition, and I defy any- 
one to contradict it. The Constitution of the United States 
means, and every commentator has said so, the Supreme Court 
has said so, that there shall be no discrimination on account of 
religious opinion or the exercise of any religious opinion, and 
here we have this outrageous and infamous order, which says 
that poor, innocent children shall be refused the rations to which 
they are entitled under treaty unless they are sent to the Govern- 
ment schools. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Missouri per- 
mit me to make a suggestion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.- Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As I understand it, practically the 
Department goes to an extent which makes the condition even 
worse than stated by the Senator from Missouri. Even in cases 
where there are no Government schools to which those children 
can be sent, if they are sent to a school other than the Govern- 
ment school, then the whole family are deprived of the Govern- 
ment rations to which they are entitled by their treaties. 

Mr. VEST. That is true, Mr. President; that is the effect of 
the order. 

It is astonishing how little attention is paid to any right, con- 
stitutional or otherwise, of the Indians. The President of the 
United States in his Life of Thomas H. Benton—a wonderfully 
interesting work—says that the North American Indians have 
been treated with great justice and clemency by the superior 
race, our race. I do not agree with the President. I think they 
have been shamefully robbed. 

I happened once to be a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the Senate, and I was assigned to a subcommittee to 
visit the Indian schools of Wyoming and Montana. I went to 
every Indian school, whether under the control of the Govern- 








a 


repeat, I never saw a single Government day school that was 
worth one cent to the Indians or did anything to advance them 
toward Christianity and civilization. 

I remember now perfectly—I believe I have stated it before— 
the visit I made to Fort Shaw, in Montana, a fort now abolished. 
General Brooke wasthenincommand. There were Crow, Black- 
feet, and some Turtle Mountain Indians some 40 miles distant. 
It was surrounded by a stockade. I stayed there two days and 
found eight hundred and ninety odd children enrolled, when 
there had not been ten in attendance at the school on any one 
day, unless it was on the ration day, when meat was distributed 
amongst them. The agent was a superannuated clergyman from 
Rhode Island. There were two teachers of this school, who were 
his daughters, and they admitted, as I found out personally on 
examination, that these Indian children were taught nothing, not 
even the simplest rules of arithmetic or grammar, and yet $2,800 
was paid out of the Treasury of the United States to these teach- 
ers, and reports are made at every session of Congress in behalf 
of these day schools. 

Now, if an Indian is a Catholic and his wife is a Catholic, as 
many of them are, and wants to send his children at his own ex- 
pense to a Catholic school, to a private school, the children are 
to be starved. Notwithstanding the treaty provides for furnish- 
ing rations to them, the Indian and his wife or sqnaw are to be 
starved, in defiance of the Constitution and the treaty, unless his 
children are sent to a day school. 

If there is any way in a committee of conference to put any pro- 
— in the bill to remedy this great outrage, I hope it may be 
one. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


OLD POINT COMFORT IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (S. 6212) to compensate the Old Point 
Comfort Improvement Company for the demolition and removal 
of the Hygeia Hotel property from the Government reservation 
at Old Point, Virginia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, in the absence of my colleague 
[Mr. Ne.tson], I feel constrained to object to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
objects to the present consideration of the bill, and it will retain 
its place on the Calendar. 

STATEHOOD BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The omnibus statehood bill is 
before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa, Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and State 
governments, and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator in charge 
of the statehood bill to yield to me for an explanation based on a 
question of personal privilege and privileges as a Senator, which 
I feel that it‘is incumbent upon me to make to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly; but as I understand the parliamentary 
situation, the Senator from New York [Mr. DEpEw] is really en- 
titled to the floor, is he not? 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I am entitled to the floor upon 
the statehood bill, but I have agreed to yield for to-day to the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN]}. I do not know 
what time he will take, but I wish to state that I desire very 
much to close my remarks to-morrow, and that when the state- 
hood bill then comes up, I hope to continue and conclude my 
argument. 

Mr. yea Certainly; but there is no objection to the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] taking the floor at this time. I 
think he is within his rights, anyway. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to 
make an explanation? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It has been my intention for the past three 
weeks to make some remarks on the Indianola post-office matter 
in answer to the speech of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 











SPOONER]. I did not know that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Sead desired to have anything to say this morning, and I 
had made an arrangement with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Deprw] to speak; but the Senator from Alabama is desirous of 
taking time, and asthe Senator from New York wants to get 
through to-day, in order that he may leave the city, I shall have 
to defer my speech, I presume, until to-morrow. So I will give 
notice now that immediately after the routine ing business 
to-morrow I shall ask the privilege of addressing the Senate on 
the Indianola post-office matter—I do not know under what head 
or under what order of business, but I suppose by unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated that he desired to go on to-morrow morning, relinquishing 
the floor to-day. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I will accommodate myself to the wishes 
of the Senator from New York and the Senator from Alabama and 
get in some time to-morrow; I can not tell exactly when. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Mor@an] is recognized. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—AFFAIRS IN COLOMBIA. 


Mr. MORGAN. Irise to a question of privilege as a Senator, 
which I think is a matter of some importance, and then I shall 
leave the disposition of the matter entirely to the Senate. 

The Washington Post of February 14, 1903, contains a copy of 
a paper which must be a telegram, although it purports to be a 
letter, dated at the city of Mexico, February 13, which is addressed 
to me by Sefior Reyes, the Colombian minister to Mexico, as the 
signature imports, which I will send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


MORGAN ASKED TO RETRACT—THE COLOMBIAN MINISTER TO MEXICO 
WRITES TO THE SENATOR—ATTACK ON REPUTATION AND INTEGRITY OF 
A RECENT CHIEF 
UNJUST. 


The Secretary will read as 


Mexico City, February 13, 1903. 


The Mexican Herald publishes the following telegram, sent to Senator 
MorGAN at Washington by Gen. Rafael Reyes, minister from Colombia at 
this capital: 

MEXIco, February 13. 
Senator MorGAN, Washington, D. C.: 

I read in to-day'’s paper that in a session of the Senate on the 12th in- 
stant you declared that a recent chief executive of the Colombian Govern- 
ment had sold out and abdicated fora million dollars. According to the 
Colombian constitution the chief executives are the President and Vice- 
President. The last President was Sefior Don Manuel Antonio Sanclemente, 
a venerable old man of over 80 years, whose reputation for integrity is wide- 
“as in all Spanish-American nations, and who died a few months ago, and 
the Vice-President in charge of the executive office at the present time is 
Sefior Don José Manuel Marroquin, whose uprightness is as well known as 
that of the former. Neither of the two abdicated, and therefore the charge 
you have uttered is false. 

I must suppose, having regard to the respect which is due to the Senate 
of the United States and to all nations of the globe, to your own age and in- 
tegrity,and to justice and truth, that in making the assertion in question you 
have given credence to false and malicious reports, the origin of which I in- 
vite you to publish. And I must expect that, acting with the courage and 
sturdy honesty of the men of the school of George Washington,among whom 
towers the present Executive Chief of your nation, you will, in fairness, ful- 
fill your duty of rectifying a charge as injurious as false against my country. 

RAFAEL REYES, 
Colombian Minister to Mexico, 


Mr. MORGAN. If I had said, at any time, that Sanclemente 
had abdicated, it would be incorrect, since he was turned out of 
his office by a decree of the supreme court of Colombia in Sep- 
tember, 1900, when Marroquin, being Vice-President, succeeded 
him as President. 

Sefior Reyes says he read in “‘to-day’s paper,’’ in Mexico, of 
course, ‘‘ that in a session of the Senate on the 12th instant you 
declared that a recent chief executive of the Colombian Govern- 
ment had sold out and abdicated for a million dollars.”’ 

This is the only accusation Sefior Reyes makes against me per- 
sonally, except that the statement is false. 

If anything relating to Sanclemente was said by me on the 
12th of February it must have been in the secret executive ses- 
sions of the Senate. The public records of the Senate show that 


I did not utter a word in the Senate on that day in the open ses- | 


sion, and that the Senate was in executive session for five hours, 
and at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes the Senate adjourned. 

That words alleged to have been spoken in the Senate on the 
12th of February should be published in the Mexican Herald on 
the 13th and should appear in the Washington Post on the 14th 
of February shows wonderful speed in the business of ‘‘ scoop- 
ing,’’ as this occupation is called, and, if it is legitimate and for 
the good of the country, shows astonishing progress in civiliza- 
tion. If it is bad and is intended to facilitate base projects of 
promoters in handling $50,000,000 spot cash and $25,000,000 of 
Government obligations for one hundred years, to be followed by 
$250,000 of annual dues to be paid as long as the United States 
shall hold the lease of the canal, it is very unworthy enterprise. 
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The same statements, in substance, are made as to my course 
in the Senate in the Philadelphia Inquirer of the 14th of February. 
I will ask the Secretary to read the article from that paper, as it 
questions my motives and actions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SENATOR MORGAN BLOCKING THE CANAL. 


The attitude of Senator MorGAN toward the Panama Canal is entirely in- 
comprehensible. It is inconceivable that one who has been so sturdy an 
advocate of the enterprise should develop into an obstructionist of the most 
pronounced type when he finds that he can not have his favorite Nicaragua 
route; that the sense of Congress is that the canal should be constructed 
across the Isthmus from Colon to Panama. 

His arguments against the treaty are childish. Weare to pay ten million 
dollars instead of seven, hence it is his opinion that three millions are to go 
to revolutionists as tha price of peace. Weare to make a yearly payment of 
$250,000, and to him it is plain that much of this money will gointo the private 
pockets of individuals of Colombia. He declares that the existing Govern- 
ment has no power to make treaties; hence the instrument is not valid. He 
has even discovered a religious question as a bar, and he is certain that ip 
the end we shall have war with Colombia if we ratify the treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN may hold the canal up so long as he has breath enough to 
make speeches and offer amendments, and he confesses that he has 30 on 
hana and no one knows how many more in cold storage, but it is beyond his 
power to stop the wheels of progress except temporarily. What business is 
it of ours what Colombia does with the money we pay her? Ifa few persons 
in a position to do so divide the yearly payments, that isa matter for the na- 
tives tosettle among themselves. It is none of ouraffair. As for the author- 


The Secretary will read as re- 


| ity of their existing Government, it is good enough for our purposes. 


Suppose a chief executive did abdicate, as Mr. MORGAN says, for a million 
dollars; suppose presidents continue to abdicate in the future for all they 
things are but mere incidents of their style of conducting af- 
fairs. Our friends of Colombia can indulge in revolutions twice a day until 
they get good and tired of the whole thing if they wish. It is their form of 
amusement. They wouldn’t be happy unless there was quarreling some- 
It interests us no more than the bull fights of Madrid. It is suffi- 
cient for us as a nation that there be a de facto ruler of Colombia; that he 
draw up a treaty and that the Colombian Congress ratify it. That is all that 
we require. As for the rest we will look out for that. 

War! War with Colombia? That is the most ridiculous feature of the 
whole Morgan argument. Great guns! We wonderif the news of a procla- 
mation of hostilities would cause securities to decrease one-fourth of 1 per 
cent. 

That canal is an enterprise of great importance to the entire commercial 
world. It is going to be built, and Mr. ion AN might as well understand 
that neither he nor even the Colombian Government itself, even if the latter 
Weexpect to see the Colombian Con- 

zress, Which has not yet been elected, ratify the treaty. If not, then it will 
Sacetiee a question of what our own Congress should do in the matter. And 
yet there ought not to be any real question, either. All that it would have 
to do—and the action would be perfectly justifiable—would be to authorize 
the President to purchase the French property and without further ado go 
ahead and construct. If the title was good enough for France—and it 
was—it ought to be good enough for us as the successor in ownership, and it is. 

But we do not believe that such steps will be necessary; only if the con- 

tingency should arise, we could and should take them. 


Mr. MORGAN. The act of Congress of June 28, 1902, seems 
to have no effect in controlling the fierce determination of this 
great paper to build a canal at Panama, despite all the opposition 
that Colombia can make, and Sefior Reyes seems to be equally 
determined on the success of that scheme, despite allthe purposes 
of honest men in the Senate and elsewhere to obey the laws of 
the United States. 

The coincidence of their double assault upon me is fine enough 
in its tactics to have been devised in the Panama Canal school of 
diplomacy, and is brazen enough in its insolence to have been pre- 
pared in the office of a New York railroad wrecker. 

The statements made in the letter of Sefior Reyes and in the 
article above quoted are so nearly identical that they must have 
come from the same source of information; and as those state- 
ments are not found in the official record of Congress, they have 
been falsely made, or surreptitiously obtained from those eaves- 
droppers that are in constant attendance on the Senate or in it. 
For more than twenty-five years I have witnessed the abuse of 
Senators by this unpatriotic and scandalous system of espionage 
and eavesdropping, or of betrayal by persons who have had the 
right or the privilege of being present at the executive sessions of 
the Senate; and I have long since ceased to expect anything else. 

It is a cowardly form of calling a Senator in question for his 
remarks or statements made in the confidence of executive sessions 
and of reliance on the honor of those who hear them, because the 
Senator who is called to account in newspapers, or in telegrams, 


| such as that of Sefior Reyes, can neither admit, deny, or explain 


what is alleged to have taken place in executive sessions without 
violating an honorable duty to the Senate, no matter though it 
may be necessary for the sake of the truth or for the safety of 
his own character. 
The evil seems to be without remedy, and the only safety any 


Senator can have is in the open sessions of the Senate. I will 
make no statement in reply to Sefior Reyes as to what occurred 


in an executive session of the Senate, although he says in his tel- 
egram to me, through a newspaper, which he did not send me, . 
** The charge you have uttered is false,’ and although he chal- 
lenges me to make a statement, using the following opprobious 
language: 

And I must expect that, acting with the courage and sturdy honesty of the 
men of the school of George Washington, among whom towers the present 
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Executive Chief of your nation, you will in fairness fulfill your duty of recti- 
fying a charge as injurious as false against my country. 

Sefior Reyes has the reputation of being a somewhat distin- 
guished man, and feels, no doubt, supersensitive about the condi- 
tion and conduct of a Government that he represents as minister 
at a foreign court, but that can be no excuse for demanding of 
me an explanation that relates to the advice and consent that a 


Senator of the United States is required to give the President of | 


the United States in the negotiation and ratification of a treaty, 
even if it should involve a free and full inquiry into the character 
of another Government, as to its conduct and that of its repre- 
sentatives. 


Such advice and consent has been given by Senators, in free | on the 12th of February, 1902, is true, he has violated an honor- 


discussion, in the presence of George Washington, who came per- 
sonally into the executive sessions of the Senate to hear their ad- 
visements, but not to vote upon them or to criticise or scout them. 

Senators are not supposed to be inferior to the President when 
they exercise the constitutional right of advising him and of con- 
senting or refusing to consent toa treaty he has negotiated; much 
less are they amenable to rebuke or denunciation at the hands 
of the President for expressing their opinions freely about a gov- 


inquire of him about their public and responsible officers. Char- 
acter is the element that is the first to be considered with refer- 
ence to the faith that is to be reposed in the making and observ- 





Sefior Reyes being an experienced diplomat and accredited toa 
great Republic, must know that his confidential advice to his Presi- 
dent in the negotiation of a treaty, or as to its ratification, is sa- 
cred, and that its sanctity is all that makes it sincere or without 
embarrassment or constraint. 

He knows our Constitution and the guards it throws around 
such diplomatic intercourse, and that a nation is dishonored by 
its minister to a foreign court who, without instructions, intrudes 
his inquiries into the secret counsels that are necessary and are 
required in such intercourse and exposes what he may be able to 
purloin as a voluntary spy on other countries. If what he states 
as to advice I have given or statements I have made in the Senate 


able diplomatic obligation in having obtained the information 
surreptitiously through persons who have abused their privileges 
in obtaining it. Yet he has hastened to publish this accusation 
in a newspaper in Washington as a telegraphic dispatch to me, 
which he never sent me. 

I do not complain that he did not do me the justice to give me 
an opportunity to reply to his statement, for he had no right even 


p | to inquire of me as to any matter that occurred in the executive 
ernment or a people with whom he has concluded a treaty, or to | 


sessions of the Senate. and he was fully aware of that fact. He 


| also knew that I would have been derelict and in contempt of the 
| Senate if I had made any response to such an inquiry except to 


ance of treaties, and a government that hasa bad character among | 


its own people has no right to complain if we decline to treat 
with it on that ground without taking upon ourselves the onus of 
vindicating its right to a better reputation. 

The flattering of an American President by classing him in 
“the school of George Washington, among whom towers the 
present Executive Chief,’’ with the purpose of presenting a de- 


grading contrast with Senators, or a Senator, is not likely to lift | 


the President above his constitutional duty or his sense of pro- 


| 


priety in his intercourse with his constitutional advisers, but it | 


tends directly to impugn the Government, of which the Senate is 
a constitutional part, that holds a positive veto upon a concluded 


absolute. 


say that it was an impertinence. 
On the 1ith February, 1902, I made some remarks in the open 


| Senate on the admission of three Territories into the Union as 


States. 

In reply to objections that these Territories were tainted with 
a Mormon population, I called attention to islands with which 
we had treaties that were alleged to have cannibals in their 
citizenship, and were otherwise degraded, and to our duty in 
faithfully observing these treaties, but I deprecated such agree- 
ments with people who are unworthy to be parties to such en- 
gagements. In this connection I cited a state of public morality 


| in Colombia, as is shown by its agreement in 1888 to a concordat 


If Sefior Reyes had made such a personal attack through the | 


press upon a privy counsellor of the King of Great Britain for 


advice alleged to be given or for facts stated in council, his con- | olic religion annuls ipso jure a purely civil marriage previously entered into 


duct would not be less offensive or more justifiable or excusable, 
and would be severely resented. And as he makes his diatribe 
against me official by signing it as ‘‘ Colombian minister to Mex- 
ico,’’ his Government, if it is not too weak and uncertain in its 
authority to be responsible, will disclaim the insult thus given to 
the tribunal that exercises the treaty-making power of the United 
States in cooperation with the President. 

It is a bad outlook for the happiness of such close relations as 


a canal treaty must necessarily create between Colombia and the | saying without detaining the Senate to repeat what they have 


| already heard. I said: 


United States when the ‘‘ Colombian minister to Mexico”’ feels 
himself at liberty to assume a state of facts as to the alleged ut- 
terances of a Senator that he could not honorably know anything 
about, as a predicate for virulent personal abuse of a Senator who 
is exercising his right of hanest inquiry into the character of Co- 
lombia as a government. 

If a Cabinet officer should say to the President or to a Senator 
that Colombia is in such a state of moral and governmental de- 
rangement and vacillation that it would be unsafe to contract 
with it in so great a matter as the expenditure of $180,000,000 or 
$200,000,000 on so delicate a work as constructing and maintain- 
ing a canal there, Sefior Reyes would be greatly amiss in attrib- 
uting such advice to a motive of hostility to his Government. 

Or, if he should read the scarcely concealed threats in a lead- 
ing American journal, which I have above quoted, as to the use 
of violence toward Colombia, if need be, to get possession and 
control of the canal belt at Panama, he might desist from per- 
sonal disparagement and threats toward a Senator who has firmly, 
in the open Senate, advocated the duty of keeping faith with any 
government, no matter how contemptible it may be. 

I do not hesitate to say that I will oppose the making of a treaty 
with any parliamentary government that is so crippled in its au- 
tonomy that it has no Congress, and is under a military dictator- 
ship, with a large body of its people disputing its authority, or 
yielding to it under compulsion; yet if such a treaty is entered 
into I will always contend for its honorable execution, and will 
never assist in making it an entering wedge for advantages or 
for the demand of rights or powers that are not included in it. 
I have said as much in the open Senate, but that does not shelter 
me from gross villification on the part of the “minister from 
Colombia to Mexico.”’ 

Accepting thisex cathedra utterance of Sefior Reyes as the voice 
of Colombia, I can hear nothing in it that encourages the hope of 
satisfactory relations with Colombia as to the proposed canal en- 
terprise. 


shit i | | with Pope Leo XTIT, which I set out in full in my remarks, and 
negotiation which one-third of a quorum of that body can make 


the law of 1888 enacted by Colombia, and now in force, in pursu- 

ance of that concordat. That lawis as follows (REcorD, p. 2177): 
[Inclosure 2 in No. %—Translation—Extract from law 30, of 1888.] 

Ar?. 34. A marriage contracted in conformity with the rights of the Cath- 


| with another person. 


Art. 35. For purely civil effects the law recognizes the legitimacy of the 
children conceived previously to the annulment of the civil marriage, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the last preceding article. 

Art. 85. The man who, after having contracted a civil marriage. after- 
wards marries another woman according to the rites of the Catholic Church, 


| is required to provide subsistence to the woman and his children by her until 





she marries canonically. 


I also read the entire concordat. which I append tothe remarks 
Tam now making. I will insert those remarks in what I am now 


I will read something about religion in another quarter of America. I 
read from a concordat that is made an organic law: 

“ ArT. 34. A marriage contracted in conformity with the rites of the 
Catholic religion annuls ipso jure a purely civil marriage previously entered 
into with another person. 

* Ant. 3. For purely civil effects the law recognizes the legitimacy of the 
children conceived previously to the annulment of the civil marriage, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the last preceding article. 

“ Ant. 36. The man who, after having contracted a civil marriage, after- 
watds marries another woman according to the rites of the Catholic Church 
is required to provide subsistence to the woman and hischildren by her until 


| she marries canonically.” 


If [had found that rs in the constitution of Mexicoand had happened 
to be in the Senate of the United States, I never would have voted for the 
admission of any part of Mexican territory into this Union subject to that 
rovision. 

‘ Let us compare that with the Mormon doctrine. What is it? Hereare a 
man anda woman who have united themselves to each other according to 
forms of law in the United States, a civil marriage, or who have had the 
ceremony performed by one of the bishops, we will say, of the Episcopal 
Church, or of the Methodist Church, or by one of the greatest mimsters of 
the Presbyterian or the Baptist Church, and he read in theservice which was 
»erformed on that interesting occasion, “whom God hath joined together 
fet no man put asunder,” as an admonition drawn from the sacred Scrip- 
tures, to stand as a warning to nations and to men that that sacred tie, bound 
at the altar, was not only respected of ail men and of the angels in heaven, 
but that none of the powers of earth or hell should prevail against it. 

There is no relation that belongs to any individual in society, I care not 
where he may be, that is so delicate, so necessary, so important, and so in- 
violable as the marriage contract voluntarily entered into by two persons 
capable of making it. Yetwe find this act incorporated into the organic law 
of a republic, whereby it is stated: F 

“A marriage contracted in conformity with the ritesof the Catholic religion 
annuls ipso jure a purely civil marriage previously entered into with another 
person.” ee 

They may have been married elsewhore, or in that country by a civil offi- 
cer, and yet when they approach the country where this law is paramount 
and is organic, they find that it annuls the marriage because it was not per- 
formed by a Catholic priest. 


Speaking of a treaty with Colombia that the President had di- 
rected the Secretary of State to accept, when Congress should au- 
thorize it, which was agreed to by the plenipotentiaries of both 
Governments, and contained no exemption of the citizens of the 








1903. 


United States from this concordat and the laws of Colombia en- 
acted in pursuance thereof when they are constructing or oper- 
ating the proposed canal, I said: 

Let us look over the whole field. Let us do justice to ourselves, our own 
institutions, and our own history, while we are considering this subject, 
and let not the Senate of the United States suppose that the people of the 
United States are going to listen to our clamors about Mormonism in New 
Mexico and Arizona when we are straining every nerve and using every 
power that we possess for the purpose of getting a treaty under which our 
people will be subjected to the horrible condition that is provided for in 
articles 24, 25, and 26 of the law, enacted in pursuance of the concordat with 

Leo XII. 

* he heart of the war in Colombia has been in those three articles. Take 
the testimony of Mr. Restrepo, who is known here and who was the agent of 
the insurrectionary forces in Colombia, and from Madrid published his opin- 
ions boldly to the world—to take his test:mony, not only was this unholy 
union between church and state, then incorporated in this act of 1888, forced 
upon the Colombian people, but that, in the war which since that time has 
covered many a battlefie 

the cause of it. : 

Mr. Restrepo asserts that San Clemente, practicing upon the new Panama 
Canal Company, extracted from them, in April, 1900, a million dollars, which 
hestuck into his pocket, and now Marroquin, the ptesent President, is going to 

etanother—the man who imprisoned Silva, the minister to this country, when 

e returned to Colombia recently, because he could not make him obey his 
will. 
iously pursuing a treaty engagement with him. 

Isay, Mr. President, if we have a mind to halt anywhere we ought to halt 
right here in our dealing with countries that are thus affected, and see 
whether or not some mischievous consequences may not arise. But when we 
have made treaties that are honorable and just and are not affected by such 
conditions I appeal to the Senate of the United States, and I appeal to the 


yooose of the United States, tosustain me in my demand that we shallobserve | 
he 


se treaties in good faith. If we admit these States into the Union because 
we have engaged to do it, and it isa duty we owe to those people and to our 
own obligations, we will have done no more and no less than our duty. 

I cited the statements of Dr. Antonio José Restrepo, which I 
hold in my hand, in an address to the people of Colombia, in reply 
to the Colombian legation at Washington. Itis dated Novem- 
ber 14, 1902, and was printed in Spanish at Madrid. 

In my statement of my belief I referred to Mr. Restrepo as 
having made the statements I alluded to respecting Sanclemente 
and Marroquin. Those are not the statements to which Sejior 
Reyes referred. They were made on the 11th day of February. 
But what Dr. Restrepo said is far from being all the evidence that 
supports my belief as to the despotic and horrible conditions in 
Government circles in Colombia. Itis to us and the world a dark 
land, hushed into ominous silence, as to what has occurred and is 
being done there. 

‘he espionage and censorship of the press, the mails, the tele- 
graph, and of ali informants is so close that even this Govern- 
ment has great difficulty in conferring with its officials in Colom- 
bia. We know less of public affairs in Colombia than we know 
of the doings of the Government in Turkey or Morocco. A few 
days since came the report that General Uribe-Uribe, the military 
leader of the insurrection, had committed suicide. Then comes 
a hush on all further information as to this event of national im- 
portance. No further intelligence seems to have been in reach 
of the marvelous enterprise of the correspondents of the press. 
Whether this news antedated the fact, or is a way of accounting 
for a tragedy that Dr. Restrepo describes as having occurred by 
murderous violence some months ago, no one in this country 
seems toknow. Dr. Restrepo describes it as having occurred prior 
to November 11, 1902. 

I wish it to be distinctly understood that I assert nothing as 
being true that comes from any official or nonofficial source in 
Colombia. Ina priest-ridden country like Colombia enough of the 
terrore of the Spanish Inquisition are still felt to paralyze the 
tongues of the peasantry, and enough of its dispensations remain 
to make the privilege of speaking only a license for prevarication. 

Whether it is Setior Reyes, or Dr. Restrepo, or Mr. Silva, or 
Mr. Concha who speaks—it is not for me to distinguish between 
them, as to their capacity for telling the truth or concealing it, 
and it is of little consequence to us whether they are all falsifiers 
or are all concealers of the truth or are all brave and outspoken 
heralds of the truth. They suffer, equally, at the hands of each 
other, and they suffer severely. 

If they all speak the truth, or if they all disregard it, the fact 
remains that they are not desirable companions for the United 
States in the close, joint, interdependent and delicate relations 
we are condemned to hold with therm in the great and risky work 
of constructing and maintaining an isthmian canal, if that task 
should ever devolve on us. I am one of 90 Senators who are 
to decide upon this fateful question, and it is my duty to listen 
with attentive ears to all that Colombians say of each other, 
whether it is good or bad, true or false. 

We have to weigh the character of those people and of their 
Government, toascertain whether it is safe to enter into relations 
with them that are closer and more involved in every way than 
we have ever had or will ever have with any other people—at the 
peril of the peace and security of the United States. 

If Sefior Reyes is to advise us that Dr. Restrepo is not to be 
trusted for the truthfulness of a statement that he prints and cir- 
culates over his own signature, what will he say for himself 


d with dead Colombians, this concordat has been | 


That is the situation there, and we are treating with him; we are anx- | 
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when, as ‘‘ minister from Colombia to Mexico,’ he accused a 
Senator of the United States upon an alleged state of facts that 
he or his agents must have surreptitiously obtained from the 
secret sessions of the Senate? 

If we should, in future, have the honor of the presence of Dr. 
Restrepo or Sefior Reyes as minister of Colombia to the United 
States to assist as a plenipotentiary in enacting supreme law for 
the United States, which one of these Colombian notables would 
we object to as persona non grata, and which of them would we 
welcome to our hearts as a prieux chevalier, sans peur, et sans re- 
proche? Let Dr. Restrepo tell his own story, and if Sefior Reyes 
can put it down or explain it away let him do so. For one I will 
listen to both, that I may know the sort of national family that 





e 


| we are about to take into relations with us that are closer than 


any we will ever hold with any other country. 

There are even heiresses with great dowries that a decent man 
might hesitate to espouse. 

Thisis what Dr. Restrepo says as to the fate of Uribe-Uribe 
and other victims of the sacerdotal patriots of the Colombian 
church party. In Dr. Restrepo’s book, a copy of which I hold in 
my hand, translated from the Spanish, he says: 

Having gained the Government by the treason of that bigamist— 

Nufiez— 
whom they sheltered while he was alive, they undermined the whole repub- 
lican structure in Colombia, and in all questions of the present time they de- 
clare themselves to be the legitimate authority, anointed by God and his 
vicar, and having built a wall around themselves in their stern, inaccessible 
despotism, they ruled: No more civil wars in Colombia; there does not exist 
a right of rebellion; no one is allowed to own arms and ammunition; there 
are not any more citizens who hold a public office, and such as do not, but 
excellencies, lordships, titled persons of rank, and individuals who in times 
of peace, like the sons of Isacar, whom Fray Pedro Simon campares with the 
Indians of the Conquest, were treated like asses and had to live within cer- 
tain borders (either exiled or proscribed); “set the people to work” (in all 
kinds of enterprise, labor, and work, things unknown to nearly all the con- 
servatives, these parasites of the antechamber, eternal suckers of the fiscal), 
“and make them pay their taxes,’ as we have paid them during sixteen 
years of squandering, thereby causing the fortunes of the Regeneradores to 
swell as if by charm, and inwardly having the satisfaction of feeling humili- 
ated by the miraculous wealth of our lords and masters. 

In times of war there is only the legitimate government and the “‘ rebels;” 
the modern international law, the art of making treaties, of arguing with the 
blind, wayward brother, or the believer in different ideals, but never a com- 
mon criminal, is prohibited, and the law of nations in force during the bar- 
barous ages is revived; prisoners are shot, broken down and defenseless aa 
they are; gallows are erected, fortresses and subterranean dungeons are 
opened to keep in chainsand even to poison the best officers, who confiding!ly 
surrendered themselves or were caught in the mountains. 

I write with horror and a wrath that has been for a long time accumulat- 
ing, and nearly chokes me. Ever since Marroquin believed to be a victor in 
Soacha and San Miguel, Amoladero, and Guavio, counting upon the pseudo- 
liberal press in his service and at his heels, and not counting npon the admi- 
rable campaign of Clodomiro Castillo in Magdalena and the imposing one of 
Herrera in Panama and Pacifico, he has given way to a criminal impetuous- 
ness and has shed the blood of captives in streams. 'The most conspicuous, 
judging by the fame of the victims, were the noble youth of Bogota, of a 
Liberal patrician family, Antonio Suarez Lecroix, and his companions, Le- 
zama, Vidal,and many others; later * * * I donot know how many more. 
I just received a paper from Barranquilla, the Boletin Oficial, nam. 88, the 8th 
of October of this year, which contains the following statement: 

“BoGcora, 15th of September, 1902. 


“ Governors of the Departments, Chiefs C. and M. of the Provinces, Chief Com- 
manders of the Army, Commanders of the Divisions, etc.: 


“T have the honor of communicating to you that to-day at 6a. m., in Espi- 
nal, the following rebels were dispatched by shooting: Cesdreo Pulido, 
Gabriel M* Calderon, Anatol Barrios, Rogelio Chavez,German Martinez, 
Climaco Pizarro, and Benjamin Mafiorca, in execution of the sentence pro- 
nounced by the council of war which inflicted this punishment upon them 
being found guilty of having betrayed the country and having committed 
assault together with a gang of criminals. 

“ Your affectionate friend, “PERNANDEZ.” 


Fernandez is the real head of the Colombian Government. 
Marroquin is but a stool pigeon. 


Betrayed the country! Assault together with a gang of criminals! There 
is no name for the infamy of Marroquin! And to crown this satanic work 
there is circulating in the foreign press a notice that General Uribe-Uribe, 
who madea treaty or agreement of peacewith the Government,and,relying on 
it, surrendered, with all hiscompanionsand arms, was put in prison, judged by 
the council of war—composed of Marroquin’s murderers—and condemned to 
death as traitor and head of a gang of criminals! How could that infamous 
hypocrite dare to shed this blood, to bring to a standstill this great heart, 
which harbored the most excellent republican virtues; the hero of Chancos, 
the chief of the Legion of Honor; the victor of Cipirra, of Peralonso, and 
Teran, who in the hundred battles sought the glorious death for liberty? 

He died at the hands of lawless and furious highway robbers previously 


| chastised by him, these assassins behind the desk, to whom their country owes 


nothing but shame! And Herrera—Herrera, the magnanimous and * most 
expert” hero of Santanderand Panama! Will he tolerate the sacrifice of his 
companion, his friend, the tribune, the publicist, the pride of a race, of a 
family, of a nation, without resorting to just, although painful, reprisals in 
the Isthmus, proving to the world the necessity which has been forced upon 
the Liberal party to exchange the sword for the hatchet and to frighton the 
official bandits: Oh, Herrera! no! Protect your prisoners, who, being sach, 
are sacred; but strengthen your courage and that of your armies by setting 
such an improbable example and avenge General Uribe Uribe by hnmiliating 
in the end the arrogant enemy and by accomplishing the triumph of the 
revolution, which may then glory in its martyrs. 

th £ 


Thus Dr. Restrepo, writing in Madrid, tells of the death of 
Uribe-Uribe after his surrender under enticing terms of capitula- 
tionas if he was then dead. The press correspondents later state 
that he was a suicide. 

From both these accounts I suppose that Uribe-Uribe has died, 
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but at whose hands will only be known when the Spanish Inquisi- | 
tion gives up its secrets. 

Yet he may not be dead, for our Government has not informed 
us of so important an event, nor, indeed, of any other facts 
relating to political or other conditions in Colombia. 

It is asserted firmly in the newspapers that Uribe was con- 
demned to death after his surrender. Uribe-Uribe may have 
fallen a victim to his purpose to have a fair division of the 
$3,000,000 that it is believed we were required to pay to cause 
him to surrender. 

It is only just to Dr. Restrepo to let him tell in his own words | 
the reasons and motives that have led him to make this public | 
declaration of the crimes of his countrymen. He is defending 
himself and the Liberal party, of which he was the agent, and 
his coreligionists against aspersions, and he states his attitude as 
follows: 


A PLEA FOR PEACE. 
MADRID, Norember 14, 1902. 

Under this title the Colombian legation at Washington, in charge of Dr. 
José Vicente Concha, published a pamphlet under date of September last, 
withoutimprint, which contained various documents relating to the arrange- 
ments for peace which were being carried forward between Sefior Concha, 
representing the Government of Bogota, and the director of war, Gen. Ga- 
briel Vargas Santos, representing the revolutionary Liberal party, from 
March and April until August of popes year. Among these documents 
appeared two of my letters, one of which had been cut. 

E the considerations which precede these documents they do me the 
honor to include me among the “various important members of the party 
in whose name was begun, in October, 1599, that war of rebellion which to-day 
still devastates the country ’—that is, the Liberal party. 

However that may be, in these enunciations they have perverted in a 
malign manner past events, the revolutionary aspirations, and even the mo- 
tives which have led some of the Liberals (myself, at least) to interfere in 
these arrangements for peace, which Dr. Concha promoted, with very good | 
intentions doubtless. 

However it may be,I repeat, to-day I find myself in this pamphlet in | 
omer with these persons, a situation, which under other circumstances 
would do me honor as regards some of them, but which here,in this work of 
Dr. Concha’s, at the time in which it appears and in the aggressive charac- | 
ter which it assumes, insults me like a blow. I find myself obliged to ex- 
plain to the Liberals why I appear in those papers and in the company of 
those gentlemen. Moreover, Iam under the necessity, according to my own 
judgment, of responding to many of the pseudo-patriotic considerations 
contained in this writing of Dr. Concha and in some of the letters which he | 
publishes, and to the very grave judgments here given forth, which are con- 
trary to my own opinions previously published and to the patriotic principle 
which the revolutionists have maintained with regard to the canal question. | 

Although withdrawn from active revolutionary service for personal rea- 
sons which do not concern others, but which if they decrease my merits do 
not increase my responsibilities, I can not consent to see justice and truth | 
violated, in opposition to the revolutionary party and in the service of the 

overnment of usurpation, blood, and theft over which Sefior Don J. Manuel 
Eervequia yresides. Before proceeding I wish to state that I esteem sincere 
and honorable the motives which induced Dr. Concha to promote the pacific 
contracts in question, and that in speaking of theft and Panamaism in these 
pages I refer neither to him nor to his worthy secretary, whom I recognize 
as incapable of yielding to illegitimate pecuniary considerations in their | 
public acts. 

Dr. Restrepo then proceeds to discuss the canal question, which 
was the immediate cause of the civil war of 1898 to 1902. In Co- 
lombia the divorce of church and state had caused many civil 
wars, which the canal question again fanned into a flame. 

Not touching upon his clear statements as to the facts relating 
to the canal, or his very able arguments on the constitutional 
questions connected with it, and with the powers of the dictator- 
ship of Sanclemente and of Marroquin in Colombia, which I 
must for the sake of brevity omit to do, at great disadvantage 
to Dr. Restrepo, I will present what he and some other persons 
have to say about Sanclemente and Marroquin, who are eulogized 
by Seifior Reyes with such obsequious eloquence. 

Hear his definition of the situation he is trying to reconcile to 
the demands for honorable conduct by both Governments: 

The only two possible ways in which the Americans might injure the sov- 
ereignty of Colombia in the Isthmus of Panama (although they have engaged 
themselves to recognize and to guarantee it, and have to this day loyally 
recognized and guaranteed it. in accordance with a public treaty more than 
half a century in force) are the following: One by way of diplomacy, dex- ; 
terity, and astutenes; the other by brutal force, imperious and conquering, 
which deprives the one subjected to it of his free choice, and, consequently, 
of his responsibility, and brands as infamous him who makes use of it with- 
out provocation, justice, and excuse. 

When it comes to resisting the diplomatic dexterity of the Americans, 
which has been great, and is going to win its crowning result by obtaining 
the end desired, we have already seen that the Colombian dexterity—the 
“diplomacy of regeneration,” has been of no avail, and that it even deserves 
to be reproved by all citizens who are not bound to it by the oath of party 
and bya slavish obedience, for the inopporiune occasion which it, as if on 

yurpose, has chosen to ventilate such a weighty question. Nevertheless, as 
as as these negotiations are not handled and ratified by the Congress 
“chosen by the people of Colombia” (the only rescuing plank which Dr. 
Concha leaves to us when bringing his contemplations to a conclusion, page 
17 of his book), American dexterity may meet with obstacles not looked for; 
not, indeed, the resistance which the multiplied soul of collegiate bodies de- | 

xending upon the multitude is likely to offer in times of great national con. | 
Bicts, but that of the small degraded towns. Whatachoice Sefior Marroquin 
will have, and how he will talk after the last Liberal in arms has been shot 
at his command so as to give room to his servile followers and cowardly and 
miserable bailiffs to fill the seats in the legislative bodies; but, in spite of all 
that, even infernal plotters may deceive themselves. 


In his chapter on ‘‘ the constitutional question’’ Dr. Restrepo | 
thus touches, as with a pencil of light, the infamous conduct of | 
the new Panama Canal Company, which added to the crimes of | 





| had a fierce and bloody civil war. 


the old company and its own false pretenses the more infamous 
crime of forcing a civil war in Colombia, with no other purpose 
than to get an extension of its concession from 1904 to 1910, for 


| the purpose of deceiving us as to its value and of Ceceiving Co- 


lombia as to their purpose, not to complete the canal, but to sell 
it to the United States. 

The only use it had for this extension was to deceive the United 
States as to the value of its privileges in Colombia, in aid of a 
project to sell them to us, while they made the most solemn en- 
gagements with Colombia to complete the canal. Colombia had 
enormous profits awaiting the completion of the canal, and the 
New Panama Canal Company, having failed to secure money for 
that purpose, set about to turn it over to the United States by 
concealed efforts, which forced Colombia into civil war over the 


| extension of the concession until 1900, on the pretense of good 


faith toward Colombia. Sanclemente aided in this wicked ef- 
fort, and the Congress of Colombia having refused to ratify his 
contract and he having promised to enter into it for $1,000,000, 
Congress dissolved, after voting San Clemente’s office vacant, and 
Colombia has had no Congress since November, 1898; but it has 
This is what Restrepo says of 
that situation: 

_ Thus, indeed, the meddling of the agents of the company with the negotia- 
tions then in progress, the importance which they attributed to themselves, 
the guardianship which they pretended to exercise over Colombia, and the 
attention which the American Government paid to them, secing that they 
actually dominated the agents of the ‘“‘ Regeneracién—all this is due only to 
the aforementioned prorogation, the disastrous results of which must needs 
be prevented in time by demonstrating its absolute unconstitutionality, its 
inconvenience being obvious to all those who are not blinded by elements 
confusing sound judgment. Let them who have built upon this prorogation 
not think that they can escape us by the trickery, little as they eae be- 
lieve in it themselves, that Congress will mend the unmendable and lead 
things back to their normal and lawful condition. No, there is a guilt,a 


| grave guilt, in having involved and ensnared themselves in such an unlaw- 


ful deception in order to shift it later upon other persons. 
After the dissolution of Congress in November, 1898, Sancle- 


| mente proclaimed the entire Republic as being in a state of siege 


and assumed dictatorial powers. Sporadic warfare broke out in 
several departments, but did not assume the form of general in- 
surrection until April 20, 1900. 

Sanclemente, after a long debate with his fears, agreed to sign 
the concession to the canal company, granting an extension from 
1904 to 1910, for $1,000,000, which was paid. 

Thereupon the Liberal party issued the following manifesto, 
showing that this concession was the cause of organized civil war. 

I will insert that manifesto in my remarks, Mr. President. 
Senators may feel interested in looking into the exact point pre- 
sented by it: 

THE PANAMA CANAL—MANIVESTO, 


Motives that are both legitimate and noble have prompted the Liberal 
party of Colombia to take up armsin order to insure to the country freedom 
to establish a régime that will guarantee the progress and very existence of 
the Republic, which are to-day threatened by institutions not framed nor 
sanctioned by the people, and by functionaries who have received their au- 
thority through absolute disregard of, and violent opposition to, the will and 
opinion of the majority of citizens. 

Both nature and tradition have impelled the patriotic people of Colombia 
to rebel against a condition of things in which they are prevented, de jure 
as well as de facto, from exercising their legitimate, natural rights; in which 
a great party has been deprived of its political freedom, and in which the 

wacific development of the country has been arrested. It is only after ex- 
hausting all peaceable means that war has been resorted to as a last and ex- 
treme measure, a dire measure, but one dictated and imposed by necessity. 

The men that are to-day struggling to recover their rights constitute the 
Liberal party, and form the great majority of the Colombian people. Any- 
one who compares the condition, both civil and political, of our people under 
the system of government that existed in this country for nearly half a cen- 
tury with the conditions created by the so-called regeneration system will 
no longer take that attitude of contemptuous commiseration with which our 
civil wars are often regarded by people who have already attained that lib- 
erty and security after which we are still striving, and he will understand the 
significance of the present revolutionary movement, which already begins 
to put an end forever—we hope—to the oppressive government imposed on 
our unfortunate country. 

We, the undersigned, have the honor of being the authorized representa- 
tives of the Liberal party, and therefore of the Colombian people; and the 
following statements and declarations being the faithful expression of the 
country’s will, through the government that will soon be the only recognized 
government of the Republic, should carry the weight that always attaches 
to the utterances of a whole nation. 

The contracts that the government of Dr. Manuel Antonia Sanclemente 
may make, without being legally authorized, therefore, neither are nor will 
be recognized by the revolutionary government. 

The President of the Republic, Dr. Sanclemente, is not empowered to make 
contracts involving national] interests without the assent of the legislative 
body appointed by the people. Whatever is done without that assent is 
therefore void. 

We make these statements merely to prevent all negotiations relating to 
an extension of time in the contract now in force with the Panama Canal 
Company. Weconcur in and sanction the statements that on the same sub- 
ject has made an authorized representative of the revolution, Dr. Alirio 

iaz Guerra, and those that will be made by Dr. Antonia José Restrepo, an 
agent especially appointed to act for the provisional government in this and 
other important matters. 

The relations between the company and the Republic of Colombia are of a 
purely civil nature, and fall, of course, under the jurisdiction and laws of this 
country. The present Government is not empowered or authorized by any 
law whatsoever arbitrarily to alter the terms of the contract now in force. 

The Liberal party of Colombia considers it an act of criminal resignation 
to allow the repudiated Government to endanger the future of the country 
by an imprudent negotiation; and one of the objects of the war in which that 
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party is now engaged is to prevent, or at least oppose, the further sacrifice 


of the interests of the Republic. 
G. VARGAS SANTOS. 
FOCION SOTO. 

Cucuta, April 20, 1900. 

Thus it appears the Dr. Restrepo was no common person, who 
is now seeking notoriety through his writings, but a man of char- 
acter and ability, accredited by the great Liberal party of Colom- 
bia as its agent, sent to all nations for assistance. 

By entertaining the propositions of the New Panama Canal 
Company, which began in October, 1898, to transfer its property 
to the United States, we became the innocent instrumentality of 
causing the civil war in Colombia. When it suited us to end 
it, after the great victory of the Liberal party at Agua Dulce, 
our fleet and the marines closed the war with a capitulation, 
which is said to have been entered into, the terms of which are 
yet unknown to us. 

At a proper time I will endeavor to get at the truth of that 
situation. ow I will return to Dr. Restrepo’s account of the 
conduct of Sanclemente and Marroquin, that Mr. Reyes’s cate- 
gorical demand for the proof may be gratified. If he disputes 
the statements of his countrymen, which I suppose to be his 
purpose, I must refer him to Mr. Concha for Dr. Restrepo’s 
standing as a man of good character. In the documents appended 
to Dr. Restrepo’s book I find the following correspondence with 
Mr. Concha, from which I infer that Mr. Concha has a good 
opinion of him, as I think all men must have: 


124 Wrest THIRTY-FOURTH STREET, 
New York, April 9, 1902. 
Sefior Dr. Jost Vicente Concna, Washington, D. C. 


DISTINGUISHED DOCTOR AND FRIEND: I have just received a letter from 
Sefior Gen. Gabriel vareee Santos dated the llth of March ultimo, in reply 
to my cablegram of the the 24th of same month, relating to possible arrange- 
ments of peace with you, the contents of which cablegram you know, having 
copied same in my last of the 27th. Gen. Vargas Santos has not even told me 
whether he will come or not, and has not sent me instructions nor authoriza- 
tions of any class on the subject in hand. 

As you will remember, I stated to you in our interview of Sunday, the 
28th, that said Gen, Vargas Santos was the director of war and chief of the 
liberal party, and that I believe that whatever treaty made by him in regard 
to peace would be respected in the different liberal camps; that Modesto 
Garces was the only agent and representative here of the above said 
director of war, and that I did not have any official capacity to treat in re- 
gard toany point touching or concerning the revolution. You manifested to 
me, among other things, the reasons which you had for trying not to have 
the name of Sefior Garces mixed in these possible negotiations, because it 
would stain them with unpopularity, at least, before the Government in 
whose name you would have toact. I wrote General Vargas to that effect 
in the following mail; but sup that he, without seeing my letter, had 
sent his instructions to his confidential man, Sefior Garces, and as I believe 
that it would be ungrateful for you to continue relations with that man, I 
permit myself to advise ro (if in case you receive the powers and authori- 
ties whic ou have solicited of the Bogota Government) that you direct 
yourself to Gen. Va Santos himself, by whom I know you will not be 
neglected, but cordially received, and who will certainly be arranging his 
vores to this city, now that the mild spring season will permit him to reside 

ere, 

Always as an individual I am aapeees to contribute my favorable opinion 
to a peaceful understanding, with honor and reciprocal advantages before 
the Liberal leaders such as Soto, Uribe-Uribe, los Castillos, Ramon Marin, 
and some others who can appreciate in a small degree the dictates of patriot- 
ism before those of grievous vanity and pernicious egotism. 

At allevents, I thank you most profoundly for the confidence which you 
have placed in me, in making me your confident propositions of peace, and 
honored me with the idea, exaggerated it now seems, that I could second 
them with more effectiveness than my limited means of action allow mein 
the Liberal party. 

I remain, your attentive, faithful servant and friend, 


A. J. RESTREPO. 
To which Dr. Concha replied as follows: 


ea 
ington, April 15, 1902. 
Sefion Don ANTONIO Josk RESTREPO, 

New York City. 

ESTEEMED DocTOR AND FRIEND: I reply to your attentive letter of the 
9th instant, which [ received in opportune time. I indeed deplore that you 
have not received any instructions from Gen. Vargas Santos, and I do not 
believe that Sefior Garces has received them either, as he would have men- 
tioned it to me. Perhaps I will address myself directly to the general, and 
to that end I beg you, if it will not inconvenience you, to give me his address. 

It is important that men of your standing show the road of peace as the 
only savior of the Republic, and I do not lose hope that we will arrive at that 
solution by honorable and Christian means. 

With best wishes, I am, your attentive servant and friend, 
JOSE VICENTE CONCHA. 


To which Mr. Restrepo replies as follows: 
124 WEsT THIRTY-FOURTH STREET, 


New York, April 17, 1902. 
Sr. Doctor Jost VICENTE ConcHA, 
Washington, D. C. 

ESTEEMED DOCTOR AND FRIEND: I have just received your attentive let- 
ter of the 15th instant. 

You may direct Fopvenit to Sr. Gen. Gabriel Vargas Santos, at Curacao, 
West Indies, care of Samuel A. Correa, The steamer of the Venezuela line, 
which carries correspondence for Curacao, leaves here every Saturday at 
noon, so that you o a write from Washington on Friday so that your corre- 
spondence will be here in the pporning. 

With best wishes for you, I remain your attentive, faithful servant and 


friend, 
A. J. RESTREPO. 
It seems to me, Mr. President, that if I were a Colombian and 


desired to vindicate this agent of the Liberal party I could scarcely 
find or hope to find anything more conclusive in its effect than 


these letters written by Mr. Concha, the minister to the United 
States. 

Mr. Restrepo gives the following quotation from Gen. Pedro Nel 
Ospira, then the minister of war of Sefior Marroquin: 


There was scarcely a day in which I did not receive some note or notes 
from Sefior Marroquin asking for favors which both military honor and deli- 
cacy forbade me to grant. Now it was a promotion for some lazy fellow with 
neither merits nor capacity. Now it was to give to another some appoint- 
ment which would allow him to receive a salary without working or without 
leaving Bogota, Now it was to wait on a son or son-in-law of some friend of 
his youth. Now it was to giye a military passport to another, or to give toa 
relative one that would te, contrary to the truth, that he was going to 
Panama or to the coast on some commission for the Government. Being 
obliged to refuse the greater part of these demands, which rained down upon 
me daily by the dozen, this operated in the mind of the one who made them 
and ee him against me. There was aroused within him the desire 
to get rid of one who would not allow himself to be used in all these private 
intrigues, in which it was painful to see so concerned, at such critical mo- 
ments, the very Executive who had initiated his administration by announc- 
ing that the Government was not a benevolent institution. 

Sefior > large family has to-day tens, perhaps hundreds, of rep- 
resentatives in the civil and military list. 

There are, furthermore, linked with the war and its continuation great 
and active interests, whose influence (concerning which I might furnish full 
information if I did not fear to enlarge too much) is felt, more or less dis- 
guised, even in the highest ranksof the Government. In no other way can be 
— the fact that Sefior Marroquin has twice frustrated, as I have said 
before, the operations which had been planned. 

The incident which happened among the banks of this city is already 
known. Not one of them complied with the decree. One of them, in which, 
as is known, are influential stockholders (many of them intimate friends of 
Sefior Marroquin), by a process and under circumstances too well known 
and suggestive, united with the others in a declaration of passive resistance, 
which was signed by its directors as wellas by thoseof the otherbanks. And 
immediately, early in the morning of the following day, an agreement was 
made with the government of Cundinamarca to sell it foreign notes of ex- 
change. A false report of what had happened was given to the public, and 
the end of it all was the government, which needed gold and had been buy- 
ing it through the secretary of the treasury, bought it at a much higher rate 
from the bank alluded to, which thus realized from one time to another an 
enormous profit for its stockholders, among whom figure prominently the 
nearest relatives of Sefior Marroquin. (Letter to General Marceliano Vélez, 
ve ber 8, 1901. Edition of the ex-consul, D. Eduardo Espinosa, New York, 

.) 


General Uribe had stated in a pamphlet entitled ‘‘ Commenta- 
rios”’ that the $1,000,000 paid to Sanclemente had been “‘ con- 
verted into implements of war to annihilate the Liberal party, 
which had only asked for justice.’’ Dr. Restrepo corrects this 
statement in a note, as follows: 


The General is mistaken in supposing that the said million was converted 
into sinews of war. The syndicate of circumcised who in Paris manage 
the finances of Marroquin regardless of law or order expended these moneys 
and all others that fell into that gaping cavern, without any commensurate 

ood to the army or the treasury. The distinguished banker of Antioquia, 
Bon Antonio José Gutiérrez, it seems, was once appointed to examine by 
triple entry the accounts of those who had charge of the money; but they 
withdrew his commission from fear of his honesty and knowledge, or he re- 
signed to preserve his life and tranquillity. 


As to the religious features of the war and the programme pre- 
scribed for future peace, Dr. Restrepo states as follows: 


The at farce, the iniquitous farce, of the religious question came to be, 
as the Jesuit has noted at the end, the desired pretext for the wars in which 
the ecclesiastical turbulents were dyeing the country with blood. This in- 
iquity was seen as never before in the tremendous war of 1876-77, in which, 
disobeying that very archbishop who had adjusted the matter of teaching 
the catechism in the schools (which was their pretext), they rushed into a 
horrible massacre in order to grasp the power, calling themselves defenders 
of the sovereignty of the State—which, upon the triumphing of Niiiez, they 
abolished at a blow. 

Following the idea which Dr. Concha has given us in the past, it would 
have been beautiful to see a war in which the Conservatives might present 
themselves at the encampments and make known to the amazed nations the 
admirable programme of government which they were guarding with such 
noes and would put into practice when they ascended to power with the 
traitor: 

“Suppression of popular suffrage; suppression of the liberty of the press; 
suppression of the liberty and security of individuals; institution of verbal 
mandates, exile, confinement, and shooting of prisoners, and the use of the 
whip in prisons and in the soldiers’ quarters; the law of infallibility of the 
judicial magistrates, which resulted in their becoming an independent power, 
and the appointing of all the judges by the traitor or by his creatures in 
order to obtain favorable decisions in matters of importance to the govern- 
ment and its favorites; the creation of laws of exception, which had never 
before been seen in this ome the creation of monopolies which affect 
the industries of the nation and fie freedom of commerce; and, finally, the 
annulling of the fiscal code and the suppression of the court of audit.” 


Colombian notables may all be bombastic in their expressions 
of dissent to statements of fact that are established by their coun- 
trymen, as Sefior Reyas has shown himself to be, but there is a 
note of deep sincerity in the following utterances of Dr. Restrepo 
that is not encouraging to those who desire to purchase or to 
capture canal rights at Panama as the necessities of the case may 
seem to require. 

For one I dread to enter upon the task of cultivating brotherly 
love or national good will with those who seek causes of offense 
in the alleged remarks of Senators in an executive session of the 
Senate. There is a furtiveness in such proceedings on the part of 
a Colombian minister accredited to Mexico that causes serious dis- 
trust. I would prefer to believe in the sincerity of men who, tak- 
ing their lives in their hands, have fought with honorable valor on 
many hard contested battlefields; and I think I see in their state- 
oo and read in their history a lesson that should inspire cau- 

ion. 
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Even at its apparent close in disastrous failure, the cause it rep- 
resents has been so often sustained by the valor of the Liberal 
party that I can not believe that in Colombia it will not reappear 
in other desperate civil wars. 

Dr. Restrepo says, speaking of the spirit of those people in the 


resentment of oppressions and of their devotion to the honor of | 


their country: 

If the war was just and necessary then, to-day it is indispensable and sub- 
lime. War to the death has been declared; the resistance of desperation has 
been aroused. So beit! The piratical Bogotd being sunk in the abyss, let 
Herrera fall upon the line, take Colon, and attack Panama ‘on equal terms.” 
The noble impartiality of the Americans has been already twice proved, and 
when they take possession of the Isthmus, with the control of the Pacific, 
they will find in the land a government of blood, of treason, and of theft, 
which the followers of Marroquin exploit and Aristides Fernandez directs. 
Already the paper money has i st the value it had acquired. 

All that the official whirlpool could swallow up has been swallowed. Those 
who have been entrapped and conquered do not fight for ideas. One blow 
more ant 
been de ved will return to their guerrilla warfare. Everything of value 
which might be appropriated by the Government, such as coffee, hides, and 
gold in the mines, has been defended by the foreign ministers against official 
rapacity. Listen, ye legionaries of Tumaco, Punta Pefia, Penomoné, and 
Aguadulece! Listen, Padilla, Boyacd, Gaitan, Darién, whose banners are 
handkerchiefs soaked in tears and in the blood of our loved heroes who will 
never again see them wave. Collect your forces and revenge with victory 
the misfortunes of your country. 

Everything noble and sacred in Colombia is on your side. Each particle 











of steel in your swords represents an eternity of griefs suffered, of insults | 


unavenged, which will go down through the ages. What kind of peace is 
offered you? One can not treat with a Government without honor, which 
forges telegrams, and fails to recognize the owe ones whom it has called to 
pariey. A Government which shoots those whom 

which is sunk in the mire of discredit and prevarication. Pursue the strife! 
Aquileo Parra, Santiago Pérez, all our great citizens will admire and praise 
you to alleternity. What does it matter that others defame you for oppos- 
ing their sordid interests? I read again and admire the words for which the 
enemy reproaches you: 

‘Before we will surrender to the government of Marroquin we will open 
our arms to the Sultan; not only from the liberal governments which sym- 
pathize with us, but from the devil himself we would accept and appreciate 
the assistance which we need in order that we may wipe from the map of 
America the shameless master which calls itself the Regeneracion!” * * * 

The abhorrence that the Panama Canal Company has excited in 
the minds of the Liberal party in Colombia, as the real cause of 
the civil war, is not likely to cease if we use our power to force our 
way into Colombia through the intrigues and crimes of that com- 
pany, and we shall become the inheritors of its ill fame and of 
the resentments it has engendered in Colombia among a great 
and valiant political party. 

Dr. Restrepo gives voice to this feeling in an impassioned utter- 
ance that I will quote, which shows that the fraudulent and illegal 
contract between the New Panama Canal Company and San- 
clemente was the issue that dissolved the Congress of Colombia 
in 1898, after declaring the office of President vacant, and the real 


inciting cause of the revolt that was fought out with desperate | 


gallantry and great loss of life. He says: 

The canal question knocks at the public conscience witha resounding blow. 
It is the devil's moment. ‘The calf of gold is already set up!” This people, 
frugal and high-minded, will not allow themselves to be surprised by the ras- 
cals and imbeciles of such a tottering government; and if the revolution 
should triumph in reality, having already obtained its moral triumph, the 
fate of this negotiation and all that pertains to the true interests of the na- 
tion is assured. The blood already shed and that which will be shed will yet 
make fruitful the soil of our country, and will blot out, as with red-hot coals, 
the stain which treason, consented to and rewarded, has cast upon it. 


I have not quoted these assertions to explain to Sefior Reyes, 
‘the Colombian Minister to Mexico, or to his Government, any- 
thing I have said in the Senate. 

They owe it to the world, and especially to the United States, 
to answer Dr. Restrepo on the facts, and not by animadversion 


or ‘by the fate that Uribe-Uribe is alleged to have met, whether | 


it is by his own hand or that of an assassin. 
Our part in this war has been that of a victim of toleration 


toward those who would profit by deceiving us and will be that of | 
a pacificator who never fails to get the worst by interference in a | 


family quarrel. 
Some early day will bring proof of this “‘ strong as proof of Holy 
Writ.” 


Scarcely less insulting than this attack of Sefior Reyes, to which | 


I am replying, is the open thrust of Minister Concha at our Sec- 
retary of State, in an interview in the Novedades, of New York, 
on his return to Colombia in December last. He had not then 
been recalled as minister to the United States, and was stated to 
be going home to fight the treaty. The interview, as published, 
yas as follows: 
[From the Spanish paper Las Rove No. 1042, New York, December 11, 
1902. 
DECLARATIONS OF MINISTER CONCHA. 

Dr. José Vicente Concha, Colombian minister in Washington, has made 
the following stateraent to the press: 

“The Governmeat of the United States proposes that article 23 of the 
memorandum of April 18 last,which refers to the subject of jurisdiction over 
the canal, and which was positively accepted by Secretar ay in his notes 
of April 23 and July 18 last, be so framed as not to allow Colombia to inter- 
yene on any ground in questions affecting the canal. I did not accept this 
change and nothing else save to insist on what had been solemnly agreed to 
in the first protocol. Secretary Hay has not replied as yet to my notes in the 
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the abominable temple will come to the ground. Those who have | 


om it has conquered and | 





FEBRUARY 16, 


premises since November 22 


and has avoided discussion as to the interpreta- 
tion of the treaty of 1846, the terms of which are very similar to those now 
under discussion. 

* Wherefore I have not interrupted the negotiations nor done more than 
| to state that I would sign no tr aty in which the sovereignty of Colombia 
| over the Isthmus of Panama were not preserved and maintained in full force 
and effect. 

“It is untrue that Ihave been relieved of the mission intrusted tome. As 
a fact I insisted on abandoning it as soon as and ever since the American ma- 
rines landed on the Isthmus. Although my Government would not accept 
| my resignation, I have wished to allow the minister of foreign relations at 
| Bogota absolute freedom to act as he might think best,and what Iam now 
doing is to improve the leave granted me some time since. 

“IT have not empowered, nor could [authorize, the present chargé d'affaires 
to exercise my functions as minister. He may only act as provided by 
| international law or pursuant to the instructions the Government of Colom- 
bia may give him hereafter. In the meanwhile, nevertheless, everything 
connected with the negotiations ought to remain as it is. 

“Several times already have I had occasion to state verbally to Secretary 
Hay that it was useless to sign a treaty containing matters contrary to the 
| Colombian constitution, as the Government of Colombia would not ratify it. 


| If the treaty recently discussed should embrace any of the suggestions of 
| the Secretary of State, the probabilities are that it would not be approved by 
Columbia.”’ 





If we are to acquire canal rights in Panama by treaty, it is not 
required by any rule of comity, nor is it admissible in accordance 
with self-respect that we should be be badgered or scouted by a 
Government that we have had tostand up on its feet and hold up 
by the strength of our Navy until it could appear before the 
world as a self-sustaining power among the nations of the world. 

Mr. President, I have made as many quotations from Dr. Re- 
strepo as I conceive to be necessary and proper for the support of 
the assertion, which I made in open session of the Senate upon his 
authority, that President Sanclemente had first of all made an 
agreement with the Panama Canal Company for the further ex- 
tension of its concession before the Congress, and the Congress had 
rejected it. He then threatened that he would sign it and try to 
make it effective through his poweras President. Thereupon the 
Congress declared his office vacant and dissolved in 1898; a Con- 
gress has never been elected since, and Colombia is entirely with- 
out that part of her constitutional autonomy. 

I did not say at any time that Sanclemente had received a mil- 
lion dollars as pay for resigning in favor of Marroquin. I said 
that after he received the million dollars in April, 1900, he retired 
to his home, and Marroquin, by judgment of the supreme court 
of Colombia, as Vice-President, was substituted in his place, the 

| court finding that Sanclemente had vacated his office by remov- 
ing to his country estate without having the express will of Con- 
gress; there being no Congress then in session in Colombia that 
| could grant the permission. 

After Sanclemente made that contract in April and up to the 
time that Marroquin was invested with that office in September 
there was no chance to expend that money in warfare or in any 
| other way. He received it. What he did with it is no business 
| of mine, but it sustains at least circumstantially the accusation 

made by Restrepo correcting the statement that Uribe had made, 
| that this money went to his private use. 

I do not know, Mr. President, I have yet to find out, I think, in 
| the history of the Senate, how far a man, speaking of relations 
| with another government, has the right to refer to accusations 
| brought by the people of that government against its authorities. 
Is it possible because we may have treaty negotiations with Co- 
lombia that we are not authorized to speak of anything that any 
Colombian says about his Government, its character, or its au- 
thority to act, when all admit that it is crippled to the extent that, 
being a parliamentary government, it has no parliament; that it 
is a mere dictatorship. 

That is all I have attempted to say in open session. What I 
have done in the secret sessions of the Senate this body all now 
know—they all understand it. 

If there is any man here, either one of the Senators or one of the 
attendants upon this body entitled to the privilege of being present 
| at our secret conferences, who has made these reports to the news- 
| papers, which have been telegraphed to Mexico and then back in 
| phrases that are entirely beyond the possibility of being replied to 
with patience—if any person has furnished to the newspaper press 
of Philadelphia or of Mexico anything that has cooarted here in 
secret session on this subject, it is only the repetition of the crime 
| that has been committed heretofore. 

I am sorry to say it is not a very unusual thing, but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I can state it in my place as a Senator that no such accusa- 
tion can be laid at my door. I stand here to-day with a perfect 
opportunity of replying to this insolent message of an accredited 
sninister of Colombia to the Government of Mexico in a way that 
would even satisfy him, I suppose, however tender his conscience 
may bein respect of the honor of the former President of his Gov- 
ernment, but I disdain to do it. No; I do not disdain to do it, 
Mr. President, but I refrain from doing it in obedience to the rule 
that requires that I shall not communicate to any man what oc- 
curred in the executive sessions of the Senate. 

Here we are in this new and strange attitude. Ide not ask the 
' Senate to take any action. Thecaseisbeforeit. Senators know 
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what has occurred here, and they may take their own course about 
it, but I must confess, Mr. President, that if I lived under the Gov- 
ernment of Colombia, or if I lived under the Government of San 
Domingo and was officiating there as a part of that Government in 
giving advice and consent with its President to a treaty, and was 
thus assailed in the public press by a part of the Colombian Gov- 
ernment claiming to be the minister from Colombia to Mexico, 
I would expect even that little negro government or the Govern- 
ment of Colombia would have honor enough to stand up and 
defend its own rights and its own reputation. 

I do not feel that Sefior Reyes can compromise my character by 
repeating the falsehoods of his employees in eavesdropping; but 
to show him, what he well knows, how the character of his Gov- 
ernment is assailed by brave Colombians I have presented a few 
of the facts with which our State archives abound. 

I now take the liberty of referring Dr. Reyes to that badge of 
infamy that Colombia wears with humble obedience, the con- 
cordat with Pope Leo XIII: 

CONCORDAT BETWEEN COLOMBIA AND POPE LEO XIII. 


The concordat between Colombia and Pope Leo XIII, promulgated February 
24, 1888, and article 34 of law 30 of 1588 of said Republic of Colombia. Janu- 
ary 19, 1908.—Ordered to be eaee. Concordat between the Republic of 
Colombia and Pope Leo XIII. 


Mr. Walker to Mr. Bayard. 


No. 95.] LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Bogota, March 7, 1888. (Received April 6.) 

Srr: Asa subject which may be of interest to the State Department and 
important to some of our citizens coming to this country to reside, I have 
the honor to inclose herewith a copy, in Spanish, of the “ Concordat” re- 
cently celebrated between the Holy See of Rome and the Colombian Gov- 
ernment, with a careful translation. 

In making this translation I regretted that I did not have access to the 
original Latin text in which it was drawn up and signed, but had to content 
myself with the Spanish translation, which in some of the articles is vague 
and ambiguous. The first clause of the seventeenth article is so much so that 
in my translation I was forced to be paraphrasitic rather than literal. 

As a part of the same subject I herewith transmit a copy, with translation, 
of law db. passed by the legislative councilon the 25th of February last, which 
virtually annuls al! civil marriages celebrated at any time in the past, unless 
the ceremony was also performed canonically. The annulment of the mar- 
riage, however, does not illegitimatize the children of such marriage. 


Iam, sir, etc., 
JNO. G. WALKER. 


{Inclosure 1 in No. %.—Translation.] 


CONCORDAT ENTERED INTO BETWEEN POPE LEO XIII AND THE REPUBLIC 
OF COLOMBIA, 


[Concluded December 31, 1887. Ratified by the legislative council of Colom- 
bia February 24, 1888. } 

In the name of the most holy and indivisible Trinity, the Supreme Pontiff, 
Leo XIII, and the most excellent Rafael Nuiiez, President of the Republic of 
Colombia, by their respective representatives, to wit, on the part of His Holi- 
ness, the most eminent Monsignore Mariana Rampolla del Tindaro, cardi- 
nal presbyter of the most holy Church of St. Cecilia and papal secretary of 
state; and on the part of the Republic, His Excellency Joaquin Vélez, envoy 
extraordinary ond minister plenipotentiary near the Holy See, who, after a 
mutual exchange of credentials, have concluded the following convention: 

Art. 1. The Catholic, Roman, Apostolic is the religion of Colombia, the 
public authorities of which shall recognize it as an essential element of social 
order, and they bind themselves to protect it in all its rights and privileges, 
and to cause it and its ministers to be respected. 

ArT. 2. The Catholic Church shall be free and independent of the civil au- 
thority and shall freely exercise all its spiritual authority and jurisdiction, 
conforming in its administrative government solely to its own laws. 

Arr. 8. Canonical legislation shall be free of the civil, and shall form no 
part of the latter, but will be respected by the latter. 

Arr. 4. The church, represented by its hierarchical authorities, is recog- 
nized by the State as a true and legitimate entity, with capacity to exercise 
and enjoy all rights pertaining to such. 

Art. 5. The church has the right of acquiring, possessing, and administer- 
ing real and personal property, in accordance to general laws, and its lands 
— Se eaen shall be no less inviolable than those of the citizens of the 

epublic. 


RT. 6. Ecclesiastical property may be taxed in the same manner and to | 


the same extent as the property of private individuals, except edifices for 
public worship, theological seminaries, and the residences of the clergy, 
which are exempt from all taxation,occupation,or appropriation to other uses. 

Art. 7. The secular and regular clergy shall not be uired to perform 
public duties incompatible with their ministry and profession, and at all 
times shall be exempt from military service. 

Art. 8. The Government shall enact such laws as will protect the sacer- 
dotal dignity whenever, for any cause, a minister of the church may figure 
in criminal trials. 

ART. 9. Diocesan bishops and parish priests may claim from the faithful 
the emoluments and ecclesiastical fees canonically and equitably established, 
either by the immemorial custom of the diocese or by the rules of religious 
services; and in order that such actsand obligations may produce civil effects, 
and that the temporal authority may lend its support, the bishops shall pro- 
ceed in accord with the Government. 

ART. 10. Competent ecclesiastical authority has the right in Colombia to 
establish religious orders of both sexes, to be governed by suitable constitu- 
tions. But in order to secure the enjoyment of the rights of a lawful corpo- 
ration and the protection of the laws they must present to the civil authori- 
ties the canonical authorization issued by their ecclesiastical superior. 

ART. 11. The Holy See will lend its support and cooperation to the Govern- 
ment for the establishment in Colombia of religious institutions, giving 
preference to those for charitable purposes, for missions, for the education of 
youth. and for general education, and to other works of public utility and 

neficence. 

ART. 12. Public education and instruction in universities, colleges, schools, 
and in other centers of instruction shall be organized and directed in con- 
formity with the dogmas and moral teachings of the Catholic Church. 

ART. 13. Co uently, in such centers of instruction the respective dio- 
cesan bishops, either by themselves or by special delegation, shall exercise 


the right, in whatever concerns religion and morals, to inspect and revise 
the text-books in use in the same. 








The archbishop of Bogota shall prescribe the text-books relating to re-- 
ligion and morals to be used in the universities; and to insure uniformity of 
teaching on those subjects said prelate, in connection with other bishops, 
shall choose the text-books for the other schools of official instruction. 

The Government shall see that no lectures are delivered on literary, sci- 
entific, or general subjects in any branch of learning that inculcate ideas 
contrary to Catholic dogmas or calculated to lessen the respect due to the 
church, 

Arr. 14. If, in spite of the orders and precautions of the Government, the 
moral and religious teaching (in universities, colleges, etc.) shall not conform 
to Catholic doctrines, the respective diocesans may withdraw from the of- 
fending professors and masters the privilege of teaching in such branches. 

Art. 15. The Holy See has the right to fill vacancies in the archbishoprics 
and bishoprics, but the Holy Father, asan evidence of special deference and 
to the end of preserving perfect harmony between the church and the state, 
agrees that in filling such vacancies the previous consent of the President 
shall be obtained. To that end, when such vacancies occur, the President 
may recommend directly to the Holy See such ecclesiastics as in his judg- 
ment unite in themselves the gifts and qualifications necessary for the epis- 
copal dignity; and the Holy See, on its part, before making the appointment, 
shall always communicate the names of the candidates for promotion in or- 
der to ascertain whether or not the President considers the candidates civilly 
or politically disqualified for such positions; vacancies in the bishoprics to 
be filled as soon as possible, and in no case to remain unfilled for more than 
six months. 

ART. 16. The Holy See may erect new dioceses, or change the limits of 
those existing, whenever it is thought opportune and useful for the better 
care of souls, previously consulting the Government and admitting such sug- 
gestions as may be reasonable and just. 

ART. 17. All persons professing the Catholic religion, desirous of contract- 
ing marriage, should have the ceremony performed according to the rites of 
the church. 

The civil effects of marriage, in respect to the persons and property of the 
contracting parties and their descendants, can only be secured when the 
marriage is performed in accordance with the prescriptions of the council of 
Trent. This celebration shall be witnessed by the functionary who may be 
designated by law for the sole purpose of verifying the entry of the marriage 
in the civil registry. But in cases of marriage in articulo mortis, when this 
formality might be difficult of observance, it may be dispensed with and 
other proof substituted. 

It being the business of the contracting parties to secure the intervention 
of the civil functionary for the registry, the duty of the clergyman is limited 
to an admonition as to the requirements of the civil law. 

ART. 18. In order to give marriages celebrated at whatever period, accord- 
ing to the prescriptions of the Council of Trent, civil effect, suppletory evi- 
dence of ecclesiastical origin will be given preference. : 

ART. 19. Matrimonial causes affecting the married relation, cohabitation 
and the validity of espausals pertain exclusively to the ecclesiastical aut 
ity, the civil consequences of marriages to the temporal. 

ArT. 20. The armies of the Republic shall enjoy the indulgence known as 
castrenses, to be regulated by the Holy Father in a separate act. 

ART. 21. Following the divine offices there shall be offered up in all the 
churches of the Republic the following prayers: Domine salvam fac Rem- 
publicam; Dominesalvum fac Prazesidem ejus et supremas ejus auctoritates, 

ART. 22. The Government of the Republic recognizes in perpetuity as a 
consolidated debt the value of the redeemed annuities (censos) now in the 
treasury, and of the estates belonging to the church fraternities, charitable 
foundations, chapels, establishments for instruction and benevolence erected 
by the church, which at any time may have been inscribed in the public debt 
of the nation. This recognized debt is to bear interest without diminution 
at the annual rate of 4} per cent, payable every six months. 

Art. 23. The income arising from sequestrated benefices and tithings per- 
taining to charitable institutions, chapels, monasteries, and other separate 
foundations is recognized and shall be paid to those who have the right to 
receive them or to their legal representatives. This payment shall be made 
without diminution, as is provided for in the last preceding article, to com- 
mence with year 1888. In case any such bodies fave become extinct, the 
amounts due them by a previous arrangement with the Government shall 
be applied to pious and charitable objects without in any case contravening 
the intention of the founders. 

Art. 24. In view of the present condition of the national treasury of 
Colombia and the benefit derived by the church from the observance of this 
convention, the Holy See makes the following relinquishments: 

(a) The value of the principle of the sequestered property belonging to the 
aforesaid extinct convents and religious bodies of both sexes, not included in 
the foregoing articles, and which has not in any manner beenrecognized. (b) 
Whatever is due to such extinct organizations for rents or interest already 
accrued, or in whatever manner resulting, from said sequestration previous 
to the 31st of December, 1887. 

ART. 25. In consideration of the foregoing favor the Government of Colom- 
bia agrees to secure, in perpetuity, an annual net sum, hereby fixed at 100,000 
Colombian dollars, to be increased when the said treasury is in a better con- 
dition, said payments to be applied to the uses of the dioceses, chapters, 


’ 


hor- 


| seminaries, missions, and such other civilizing works of the church, and in 


such manner as may be agreed upon between the high contracting parties 

ART. 26. The surviving members of the extinct reli us communities 
shall continue in the enjoyment, for their maintenance and other necessities, 
of such revenues as may have belonged to them by virtue of previous laws 
and decrees. 

ART. 27. In like manner shall be paid the rents and incomes set aside by 
anterior laws and decrees for the support of public worship in churches, 
chapels, and other religious places not included in article 22. If concern 
this point there should be doubt or difficulty, the Government shall comn 
nicate with competent ecclesiastical authorities, to the end that a good ur 
derstanding may be arrived at. 

ART, 28. The Government shall return to religious bodies such of their s 
questrated property as has no distinct destination: but if the owner does not 
come forward, or if he fills no ecclesiastical office, it may be sold and the pre 
ceeds applied to pious and benevolent objects, according to the most pressing 
needs of each diocese, the proceeding in such cases to be in accord with the 
ecclesiastical authorities. 
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ART. 29. The Holy See, in order to secure public tranquillity, declares, for 
its part, that persons who purchased ecclesiastical property during the past 
changes in Colombia, or who have redeemed annuities (censos) in the national 
treasury, according to the provisions of the civil law at the time in force 


shall not be disturbed in any manner by the eclesiastical authorities, a favor 
extended not only to those who performed the acts, but to those who, in the 
exercise of whatsoever functions, may have taken part in the same, in such 
manner that the first purchasers, as well as their legal successors and those 
who have redeemed annuities (censos), shall enjoy in peace and security such 
property, its products and emoluments, stipulating, however, that the Re- 
public shall not in future repeat similar acts of seizure 

_ ART. 30. The Government of the Republic shall arrange with the respec- 
tive diocesan bishops all that relates to cemeteries, reconciling the exigencies 
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of their civil and sanitary character with the veneration due the sacredness 
of stich places and with ecclesiastical prescriptions. In case of misunder- 
standings on such subjects they will be arranged between the Holy See and 
the Government. 

ART. 31. Agreements between the Holy See and the Government of Co- 
lombia for fostering Catholic missions among the barbarous tribes shall not 
require the after approval of Congress. 

ART. 32. The present convention repeals and renders null and void all 
laws, orders, and decrees, in whatsoever mode or period they were promul! 
gated, in such parts as may contradict or are inconsistent with this conven- 
tion, which shall remain the permanent law of the State. 

ART. 33. The ratification of this convention shall take place within six 
months from the date of its signature, or sooner, if possible. 

In faith whereof the said plenipotentiaries sign and seal this convention. 

Done at Rome the 3lst day of December, 1887. 

M. CARDINAL RAMPOLLA. 
JOAQUIN F. VELEZ. 





NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL, 
Bogota, February 24, 1888. 

Considering (1) that in the celebration of the foregoing convention the 
Government has acted within the powers conferred upon it by article 56 of 
the fundamental law of the Republic; 

(2) That by this agreement, which satisfactorily and consistently settles 
all pending questions between the church and the state in conformity with 
the new national régime, and at the same time responds to imperious neces- 
sity and public well-being, which demanded the definition of the mutual re- 
lations between the civil and the ecclesiastical powers; and 

(3) That its stipulations conform strictly to the provisions of articles 38, 
41, 47, > 54, and 55 of the constitution. 

It is decreed — 

Art.I. That the foregoing conventionis hereby approved and incorporated 
in the present law. 

Art. II. The amount to be paid out of the treasury of the Republic to fulfill 
its obligations thereby created is hereby appropriated, and will be included 
in the budget of the present Socal period. 

Given at Bogot4 this 24th day of February, 1888. 

CARLOS CALDERON (R.) 


. Pr 
JOSE MARIA RUBIO (F.), 
Vice-President. 
ROBERTO DE NARVAEZ, 
MANUEL BRIGARO, 
Secretaries. 
EXECUTIVE GOVERNMENT, 
Bogotd, February 27, 1888. 
Let it be published and executed. 
[L. 8.] . RAFAEL NUNEZ. 
(Countersigned:) 
VICENTE RESTREPO, 
Minister af Foreign Affairs. 


[Inclosure 2 in No. 95.—Translation.—Extract from law 30, of 1888.] 

Art. 34. A marriage contracted in conformity with the rights of the Cath- 
olic religion annuls ipso jure a purely civil marriage previously entered into 
with another person. : ss 

Arr. 35. For purely civil effects the law recognizes the legitimacy of the 
children conceived previously to the annulment of the civil marriage, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the last preceding article. ’ 

ArT. 36. The man who, after having contracted a civil marriage, after- 
wards marries another woman according to the rites of the Catholic Church, 
is required to provide subsistence to the woman and his children by her un- 
til she marries canonically. 

LANDS IN ALASKA. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iask the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate the action of the House of Representatives on House bill 12098. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Drprw in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the action of the House of Representatives dis- 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12098) 
to amend section 1 of the act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, 
entitled ‘‘An act extending the homestead laws and providing 
for a right of way for railroads in the district of Alaska,’’ and 
requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the Senate insist upon its | 


amendment and grant the request for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. CLARK 
of Wyoming, Mr. GamsLe, and Mr. McLaurin of Mississippi 
were appointed, 

MAY MOSHER CHASE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 7207) 
granting an increase of pension to May Mosher Chase, which was, 
in line 8, before the word “‘dollars,’’ to strike out “* forty ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ thirty-five.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HALVOR PAULSEN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6653) 
granting a pension to Halvor Paulsen, which was, in line 7, to 
strike out after the word ‘‘Navy,’’ down to and including 
‘* month,”’ in line 8. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ALICE F. SMALLEY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6370) 
granting a pension to Alice F. Smalley, which was, in line 8, be- 
fore ee word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out “ twelve’’ and insert 
** eight.”’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agree to. 

ORSON NICKERSON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6063) 
granting an increase of pension to Orson Nickerson, which was, 
in line 9, before the word *‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-four ”’ 
and insert ‘* twenty.”’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS BASSETT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4443) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Bassett, which was in 
line 8, before the word *‘ dollars,”’ to strike out ‘ twenty-four”’ 
and insert ‘‘ twenty.”’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


OLD POINT COMFORT IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I now ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 6212) to compensate the 
Old Point Comfort Improvement Company for the demolition and 
removal of the Hygeia Hotel property from the Government 
reservation at Old Point, Virginia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be 
temporarily laid aside in order that the Senate may proceed to the 
consideration of the bill named by him. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been heretofore 

| twice read in full. 
| The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment. ordered 
| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF M. F. MERRITT. 


| Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
| business may be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate pro- 
| ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 5955) for the relief of the 
representatives of M. F. Merritt, deceased. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be tem- 
porarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
| tion of the bill named by him. Is there objection? 
| Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think I shall have to object 
| to the consideration of that bill. 
| ‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island objects to the present consideration of the bill. 


ELISE SIGEL. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


| The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15659) granting a pension to 
Elise Sigel, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

A. G. FOSTER, 

GEORGE TURNER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


H. H. APLIN, 

E. 8. HOLLIDAY, 

J. A. NORTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr.QUAY. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished busi- 
ness may be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15767) to authorize Wash- 
ington and Westmoreland counties in the State of Pennsylvania 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River, 
in the State of Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may 
be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill named by him. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


UNDERGROUND RAILWAY IN NEW YORK CITY. 


Mr. DEPEW. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 159) grant- 
ing to the New York and New Jersey Railroad Company the 
right to construct and operate an underground railway under 
land owned by the United States in the city of New York. 

The PRESIDENT oe tempore. The Senator from New York 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of joint resolution 
named by him. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had been 
reported by the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, on 
page 2, line 1, after the words ‘*‘ United States,” to strike out: 


As such owner, to the construction and operation of an underground rail- 
way under and along the line of Greenwich street above mentioned. 


And insert: 


As the owner of the block of land in the borough of Manhattan, city, 
county, and State of New York, bounded by Greenwich, Christopher, Wash- 
ington, and Barrow streets, to the New York and Jersey Railroad Compan 
for the construction and operation of an underground railway under an 
along the line of Greenwich street in front of said block of land: Provided, 
That the plans and specifications for such underground coer, so far as the 
same affect the property of the United States, as above set forth, and the 
manner in which the work is to be performed shall be satisfactory to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

So as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 

ive the consent of the United States, as the owner of the block of land in the 
rough of Manhattan, city, county, and State of New York, bounded by 
Greenwich, Christopher, Washington, and Barrow streets, to the New York 
and Jersey Railroad Company for the construction and operation of an 
underground railway under and along the line of Greenwich street in front 
of said block of land: Provided, That tho a and specifications for such 
underground railway, so far as the same aifect the property of the United 
States, as above set forth, and the manner in which the work is to be per- 
formed, shall be satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire if that joint resolu- 
tion has been considered and reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been reported by the 
Committee on Commerce. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

The committee reported to amend the second clause of the pre- 
amble, in the first line, by striking out the word ‘‘ New”’ before 
** Jersey;’’ so as to read: 

Whereas the New York and Jersey Railroad Company proposes to con- 
struct a tunnel railway under certain streets in the b« Douate of Manhattan, 
in the city aforesaid, including Greenwich street, in front of the said block 
of land. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The preamble as amended was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as toread: ‘* A joint resolution grant- 
ing to the New York and Jersey Railroad Company the right to 
construct and operate an nnderground railway under land owned 
by the United States in the city of New York.”’ 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move thatthe Senate proceed to'the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, may I inquire, without violating 
the rule, what is the purpose of the executive session? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ordinary executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Illinois {Mr. CuLLom], that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened and (at 4 o’clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, February 17, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 16, 1903. 
ASSAYER AND MELTER. 

David Kirby Pope, of North Carolina, to be assayer and melter 
of the United States assay office at Charlotte, N. C., vice W. S. 
Clanton, resigned. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Thomas E. Fox, of Willow City, N. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 

lic moneys at Minot, N. Dak. ,vice Abner L. Hanscom, term expired. 
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John Satterlund, of North Dakota, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Bismarck, N. Dak., his term having expired. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

Henry E. Baird, of North Dakota, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Devils Lake, N. Dak., his term having expired. (Re- 
appointment. ) 





REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Ole Serumgard, of North Dakota, to be register of the land of- 
fice at Devils Lake, N. Dak., his term having expired. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

MEMBER OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Lieut. Col. Oswald H. Ernst, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, for appointment as a member of the Mississippi River 
Commission, provided for by the act of Congress approved June 
28, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the appointment of a 
‘Mississippi River Commission’ for the improvement of said 
river from the Head of the Passes, near its mouth, to its head- 
waters,’’ vice Col. Amos Stickney, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, to be relieved. 

SECRETARY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 


George B. Cortelyou, of New York, to be Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, to fill an original vacancy. 
CHIEF OF ARTILLERY WITH THE RANK OF BRIGADIER-GENERAL. 
Col. Wallace F. Randolph, Chief of Artillery, to be Chief of 
Artillery with the rank of brigadier-general. 
CAPTAIN OF INFANTRY. 


Thomas H. Carpenter, late a captain, Seventeenth Infantry, 
United States Army, to be a captain of infantry, February 14, 1903. 
POSTMASTERS. 

ALABAMA, 

Albert W. Ellyson, to be postmaster at Citronelle, in the county 
of Mobileand State of Alabama. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1903. 

Joseph Loranz, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of 
Clarke and State of Alabama. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1903. 

CONNECTICUT. 

John H. Guernsey, to be postmaster at Waterbury, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of John 
H. Guernsey. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

Frederick L. Tibbals, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of Frederick L. 


| Tibbals. Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903. 


IDAHO. 


Sophia Davis, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of 
Canyon and State of Idaho, in place of Sophia Davis. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 28, 1903. 

John W. Peters, to be postmaster at Rathdrum, in the county 
of Kootenai and State of Idaho. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1903. 

Burt Venable, to be postmaster at Payette, in the county of 
Canyon and State of Idaho, in place of George P. Johnson, 
resigned. 

IOWA. 

L. H. Henry, to be postmaster at Charles City, in the county of 
Floyd and State of Iowa, in place of Jessie G. Teeling. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

Edwin W. McCracken, to be postmaster at Scranton, in the 
county of Greene and State of lowa, in place of Edwin W. Mc- 
Cracken. Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 

KANSAS. 

Isaac S. Coe, to be postmaster at La Harpe, in the county of 
Allen and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1902. 

John K. Cochran, to be postmaster at Pratt. in the county of 
Pratt and State of Kansas, in place of John K. Cochran. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 

Charles W. Davis, to be postmaster at Conway Springs, in the 
county of Sumner and State of Kansas. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1902. 

Joseph C. Kitchen, to be postmaster at Garden City, in the 
county of Finney and State of Kansas, in place of Joseph C. 
Kitchen. Incumbent’s commission expired July 1, 1902. 

KENTUCKY. 

Lizzie Vaupel, to be postmaster at Morganfield, in the county 
of Union and State of Kentucky, in place of Lizzie Vanpel, to 
correct name. 

LOUISIANA, 

Bernard Isaacs, to be postmaster at Gueydan, in the parish of 
Vermilion and State of Louisiana. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1903. 





{ 
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MASSACHUSETTS. 

Ermina L. Evans, to be postmaster at Ashburnham, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Er- 
mina L. Evans. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 
1903. 

MICHIGAN. 

Horace L. Delano, to be postmaster at Muskegon, in the county 
of Muskegon and State of Michigan, in place of Sylvester H. Gray. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

Herbert E. Lindsley, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Lenawee and State of Michigan, in place of Herbert E. Lind- 
sey, to correct name. 

Edwin J. March, to be postmaster at Hillsdale, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in place of Edwin J. March. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 20, 1903. 

MONTANA, 

L. V. Bogy, to be postmaster at Chinook, in the county of Cho- 
teau and State of Montana. Office became Presidential July 1, 
1901. 





NEVADA. 

James C. Doughty, to be postmaster at Tuscarora, in the county 
of Elko and State of Nevada. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber i, 1902. 

NEW YORK. 
George E. Johnson, to be postmaster at North Tarrytown, in 


the county of Westchester and State of New York, in place of | 


George E. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
10, 1903. 


John J. Taylor, to be postmaster at Cornwall on the Hudson, | 


in the county of Orange and State of New York, in place of John 
J. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

James A. Wilson, to be postmaster at Sacket Harbor, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New York, in place of James A. 
Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1903. 

OHIO. 

Seward L. Bowman, to be postmaster at Lorain, in the county 
of Lorain and State of Ohio, in place of Seward L. Bowman. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 


Homer 8. Kent, to be postmaster at Chagrin Falls, in the county | 


of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in place of Homer S. Kent. In- 
cum bent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 

H. B. Wisner, to be postmaster at Berea, in the county of Cuya- 
hoga and State of Ohio, in place of George A. Hubbard. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired July 7, 1902. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

William P. Bach, to be postmaster at Pottstown, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William 
P. Bach. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1903. 

Charles Crouse, to be postmaster at Wyoming,in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Charles Crouse. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 8, 1903. 

SOUTH DAKOTA, 


William W. Downie, to be postmaster at Milbank, late Mill- | 


of Henry G.C. Rose. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
15, 1903. 
TEXAS. 

Seth B. Strong, to be postmaster at Houston, in the county of 
Harris and State of Texas, in place of Seth B. Strong. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired July 4, 1902. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 


Alice Keller, to be postmaster at Romney, in the county of | 


Hampshire and State of West Virginia, in place of John F. Kel- 
ler, deceased. 
WISCONSIN. 


Leonard H. Kimball, to be postmaster at Neenah, in the county | 


ot Wennebago and State of Wisconsin, in place of Leonard H. 
Kimball. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 
WYOMING. 


Frank S. Smith, to be postmaster at Lander, in the county of 
Fremont and State of Wyoming, in place of James A. McAvoy. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1903. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 16, 1908. 


Henry Fuellhart, to be postmaster at Tidioute, in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 16, 1903. 
SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 
George B. Cortelyou, to be Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 
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INDIAN INSPECTOR, 
James McLaughlin, of North Dakota, to be an Indian inspector. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Harry E. Wadsworth, of Wyoming, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Shoshone Agency in Wyoming. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Stewart E. Barber, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 13th day of February, 1903. 
INDIAN COMMISSIONER. 


William E. Stanley, of Kansas, to be a commissioner to negotiate 
with the Indians of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, Muscogee 
(or Creek), and Seminole nations, under the provisions of the act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1893 (27 Stat., p. 645). 

POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. 

Theodore W. Leydecker, to be postmaster at Alameda, in the 
county of Alameda and State of California. 

A. Bradford. to be postmaster at Haywards, in the county of 
Alameda and State of California. 

Thomas E. Knox, to be postmaster at Livermore, in the county 
of Alameda and State of California. 

| W.L. Williams, to be postmaster at Madera, in the county of 
Madera and State of California. 

Charles Harris, to be postmaster at Merced, in the county of 
| Merced and State of California. 

Fred M. Kelly, to be postmaster at Needles, in the county of 
San Bernardino and State of California. 

NEW JERSEY. 

James E. Cook, to be postmaster at Manasquan, in the county 

of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 

John G. Williams, to be postmaster at Granville, in the county 
of Washington and State of New York. 

John B. Alexander, to be postmaster at Oswego, in the county 
| of Oswego and State of New York. 

John I. Traphagen, to be postmaster at Sufferin, in the county 
of Rockland and State of New York. 

Charles W. Harding, to be postmaster at Whitehall, in the 
| county of Washington and State of New York. 


| 
| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
| MonDaAy, February 16, 1908. 


| The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
| Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

| The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 14, 1903, 
| was read and approved. 

THE RECORD. 


| Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I rise at this time to call up the 
| matter of the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Conry], which, by unanimous consent of the House, went over 
| from last week until this morning. k 
The SPEAKER. That is in order. The gentleman from In- 
diana asks unanimous consent that the speech referred to by him, 
| printed by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Conry], be 
expunged from the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. CONRY. Mr. Speaker, Iask at this time unanimous con- 
| sent to make a brief statement in regard to the particular speech 
| to which the gentleman from Indiana has referred. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
| unanimous consent to make a brief statement in regard to this 
matter. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CONRY. Mr. Speaker, on Saturday, February 7, I handed 
in to the Clerk a speech, to be printed, as I understood, under the 
rule that had been adopted by the House granting general leave 
to print. I subsequently found, when the matter was called to 
my attention, that the rule which had been adopted by the House 
granting general leave to print restricted the general leave to 
speeches pertinent to the bill under consideration at that time. 
The speech which I had inserted had no reference whatever to 
| the bill which was then under consideration. Inasmuch as it 
was handed in under a misapprehension of the rule and not hav- 
ing any desire to violate any rule adopted by the House, at this 
time I ask unanimous consent that leave be granted me to with- 
draw the speech printed at that time. 
| The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
| tleman from Indiana? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none 
i 


and consequently the Recorp is changed in accordance with that 
request. 
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QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per- | 
sonal privilege. I do not notice that the gentleman from New 


York |Mr. SuLzeR] is in his seat, although at half past 9 this 
morning I sent a telegram to his Washington address asking him 
to be here at the opening of the session to-day. There is a mat- 
ter, however, that appears in the Recorp, to which my attention 
was first called on Saturday afternoon, and I first saw the REcorD 
after adjournment. The nature of it is such that I feel I ought 
to call the attention of the House to it at the earliest moment, at 
least, that it reaches my attention. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SuLzer] on Friday made a speech in continuation of 
a reply to a speech made by myself on the Saturday preceding. 
In opening his speech he said: 

Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from 
Maine yield just for a moment? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am informed, after hear- 
ing the gentleman's statement, that he notified the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SuLzrr] this morning at half past 9 that 
he would make some comments on his remarks—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I simply asked him to be present this 
morning. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I am informed that 
the gentleman from New York is in New York, and it is impossi- 
ble for him to be here thismorning. I simply give the gentleman 
that information. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I think, then, with the consent of the 
House, I should rather call the matter to the attention of the 
House in the presence of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SULZER]; that is, when he is here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is the reason I gave 
the gentleman the information. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I thank the gentleman from Tennessee. 
That being the case, if the Speaker please, I will let the matter 
go over until the gentleman from New York is present. 

The SPEAKER. With the consert of the House, the matter 
will go over until called up by the gentleman from Maine. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS, MO. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. KERN. I desire to present a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. This being committee suspension day, the 
Chair has promised to recognize the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. WANGER]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, as I under- 
stand it, the gentleman’s matter is one of the highest privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not so state. 

Mr. KERN. It is a privileged resolution, calling on an execu- 
tive department for information. 

The SPEAKER. Let the resolution be reported. 

: Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is a privileged reso- 
ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas “An act authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mis- 
sissippi River to the city of St, Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some 
suitable point between the north line of St. Clair County, Ill., and the south- 





west line of said county,’ passed by this Congress, wasapproved by the Presi- 


dent March 3, 1897; and 

Whereas an act amending the said act was passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives and Senate of the United States and approved by the President of 
the United States on February 27, 1901; and 

Whereas in the said act authority to construct said bridge was granted to 
a corporation designated the East St. Louisand St. Louis Bridge and Con- 
struction Company of the city of East St. Louis, of the county of St. Clair 
and State of Illinois; and 

Whereas the said East St. Louis and St. Louis Bridge and Construction 
Company of the city of East St. Louis, of the county of St. Clair and State of 
Illinois, has failed to construct the bridge authorized and provided for in the 
act and amendatory act hereinabove described, or commenced the construc- 
tion of the said bridge; and 

Whereas it is currently reported that the said East St. Louis and St. Louis 
Bridge and Construction Company of the city of East St. Louis, of the county 
of St. Clair and State of Illinois, has transferred the rights and privileges 
granted to it under the provisions of the act and amendatory act herein de- 
scribed to an interested corporation, thus forming a pool with the said in- 
terested and competitive corporation effectually f hopes 9 the construction 
e nen ‘rr for in the act and amendatory act herein described: 

eretore. 

Resol ved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to obtain and furnish 
to this House full information with relation to the existing conditions con- 
cerning the progress of the construction of the bridge authorized to be con- 
frestes by the act and amendatory act hereinabove described; and be it 

er 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be peel instructed to ascertain 
whether the said East St. Louis Bridge and Construction Company of the 
city of East St. Louis, of the county of St. Clair and State of Illinois, has 
transferred to some individual or some other corporation the rights and 
pesvneges granted to it under the provisions of the act and amendatory act 

ereinabove described, for the purpose of preventing competition or form- 
ing a re or trust, and to report the information which he may obtain with 
regard to this alleged transaction to this House in full and in detail. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, as I under- 
stand it, this resolution has been before the committee for more 
than one week, calling for information, and the committee has 
| not reported it, and under the rule it is privileged. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems to me that there is matter in that reso- 
lution that is not privileged, and under the rule that would effect 
the whole resolution. There is an instruction to the Secretary of 
War to do certain things. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It just calls on the Secre- 
tary of War for information concerning the bridge. 

The SPEAKER. It does more than that, the Chair will state. 
It instructs the Secretary of War to makeaninvestigation. That 
certainly can not be privileged under the rule of the House. The 
Chair thinks the point of order made by the gentleman from New 
York is well taken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, if I may be 
pardoned a moment—I do not want to take the time of the House— 
but is not the instruction to the Secretary of War simply to obtain 
and furnish to the House information in relation to the existing 
conditions? 

Mr. KERN. That certainly is the intention, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. One is to give information and the other in- 
structs him to do certain things. The latter part certainly can 
not be privileged, and that destroys the privileged character of 
the whole resolution. 

AUTOMATIC COUPLERS, ETC. 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill S. 3560, with the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the following bill, which the Clerk 
will report: 

The bill (S. 3560) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compel- 
ling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip 
their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and 
their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896, was 
read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions and requirements of the act entitled 
“An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their 
cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomotives 
with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, 
and amended April 1, 1896, shall be held to ap ly to common carriers by rail- 
roads in the Territories and the District of Catum bia; and the provisions and 
requirements hereof and of said acts relating to automatic couplers, grab 
irons, and the height of drawbars shall be held to apply to all locomotives, 
tenders, cars, and similar vehicles used on any railroad engaged in interstate 
commerce, and in the Territories and the District of Columbia, and to ali 
other locomotives, tenders, cars, and similar vehicles used in connection 
therewith, excepting those trains, cars, and locomotives exempted by the 
provisions of section 6 of said act of March 2, 1893, as amended by the act of 
April 1, 1896, or which are used upon street railways. 

Sxc. 2. That whenever, as provided in said act, any train is operated with 

,0wer or train brakes, not less than 50 per cent of the cars in such train shall 
have their brakes used and operated by the engineer of the locomotive draw- 
ing such train; and all power-braked cars in such train which are associated 
together with said 50 per cent shall have their brakes so used and operated; 
and, to more fully carry into effect the objects of said act, the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission may, from time to time, after full hearing, increase the 
minimum percentage of cars in any train required to be operated with power 
or train brakes which must have their brakes used and operated as afore- 
said; and failure to comply with any such requirement of the said Interstate 
Commerce Commission shall be subject to the like penalty as failure to com- 
ply with any requirement of this section. 

Suc. 3. That the provisions of section 1 of this act shall not take effect until 
July 1, 1908, and the provisions of section 2 of this act shall not take effect un- 
til ninety days after the passage of this act. Nothing in this act shall be held 
or construed to relieve any common carrier, the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, or any United States district attorney from any of the provisions, 
powers, duties, liabilities, or requirements of said act of March 2, 1893, as 
amended by the act of April 1, 1896; and all of the provisions, powers, duties, 
requirements, and liabilities of said act of March 2, 1893, as amended by the 
act of noon 1, 1896, shall, except as specifically amended by this act, apply to 
this act. 

Mr. WANGER. The Clerk, I think, has read from the print 
of the bill reported by the committee. Since that time the com. 
mittee has authorized committee amendments, and those amend- 
ments are set out in the typewritten sheet. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. DoI understand these are 
amendments offered by the committee or by the gentleman him- 
self? 

Mr. WANGER. By the committee. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

On page 2, after the word “ ninety-six,” in line 12, strike out all of the re 
mainder of section 1 and insert the following: ‘‘or which are used upon street 
railways.” 

Strike out all of section 2and insert the following: 

“Szc. 2. That whenever, as provided in said act, any train isoperated with 
power or train brakes, not less than 50 per cent of the carsin such train 
shall have their brakes used and operated by the engineer of the locomotive 
drawing such train, and all power-braked carsin such train which are asso- 
ciated together with said 5) per cent shall have their brakes so used and 
operated: Provided, That the Interstate Commerce Commission may, upon 
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application and after full hearing, decrease said minimum percentage as to 


’ any common carrier for astated limited time: And provided, That in no case 


shall such reduction permit the running of any train with sapower or train 
brakes than are required by section 1 of the act of March 2, 1893; and, to more 
fully carry into effect the objects of said act, the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission may, from time to time, after full hearing, increase the minimum 

srcentage of cars in any train required to be operated with power or train 
rein which must have their brakes used and operated as aforesaid; and 
failure to comply with any such requirement of the said Interstate Commerce 
Commission shall be subject to the like penalty as failuretocomply with any 
requirement of this section.” _ 

On page 5, in line 14, in section 3, after the word “provisions,” strike out 
the words “of section one; and in line 15,0n page 3, strike out the word 
“ January,” and insert the word “September;” and on page 3, strike out all 
after the word “three,” in line 16, and insert the following: 

** Nothing in this act shall be held or construed to relieve any common car- 
rier, the Interstate Commerce Commission, or any United States district 
attorney from any of the provisions, powers, duties, liabilities, or require- 
ments of said act of March 2, 1893, as amended by the act of April 1, 1896; and 
all of the provisions, powers, duties, requirements, and liabilities of said act 
of March 2, 1893, as amended by the act of April 1, 1896, shall, except as spe- 
cifically amended by this act, apply to this act.” 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, we would like 
to have order. We can not hearanything. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr.WANGER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this act is tomake 
more efficient the provisions of the act of March 2, 1893, for the 
pepe of the safety of employees upon railways. It has been 

eld by some courts that the tender of a locomotive is not a car 
and is therefore not affected by the provisions of the act. It has 
also been held that the act only applies tocars in interstate move- 
ment, and cars are very frequently, although generally designed 
for and used in the movement of interstate traffic, yet they are 
very frequently in use which is not interstate movement that 
requires the services of operatives upon them. Whenever an 
action for damages is brought by reason of the death or injury 
of a railroad employee, of course every defense is made, and 
although the car may not be equipped as directed by the act of 
Congress, yet that direction, as it stands, only applies when the 
car is being used in the movement of interstate commerce; there- 
fore the burden is on the plaintiff in every such action to estab- 
lish that fact, and is frequently an impossibility, because fre- 
quently the injury or death does not happen when the car is so 
engaged in interstate commerce. 

It is therefore of the htghest importance to make the act of Con- 
gress, as everybody supposed it would be, effective so far as we 
have the power and authority, for the protection of employees by 
requiring the equipment referred to in the act on all cars used on 
railways engaged in interstate commerce. That is the purpose of 
the first section of the bill. The purpose of the second section is 
to require a more general and uniform use of air and air brakes, 
so as to have less need for the operationof hand brakes. The pres- 
ent act, asI recollectit, is that there must be sufficient air-braking 
apparatus used to enable the engineer to control thetrain. That, 
of course, differs, perhaps, in the judgment of every engineer. 
Therefore it seems appropriate that there should bea certain per- 
centage of the cars of every train required to be operated by air 
brakes, whether it is actually essential for the proper control of 
he train or not. 

It may be said that the railroad companies have made great 

rogress in equipping their trains with air-braking appliances; 
but, as explained by Mr. Albert W. Sullivan before our committee, 
there are many appliances besides those on the cars which are nec- 
essary to maintain their efficiency. Every yard where the brakes 
are to be tested must be supplied with pipes and with air, and of 
course only in the great centers are those appliances to be found 
in perfection. Therefore it will be a great step in advance of 

resent conditions to require this use of air-brake appliances; and 
it must then, of course, be kept in an efficient condition. In order 
that no hardship, unreasonable hardship, may result to anybody, 
and that there may be no paralysis of the commerce of the coun- 
try, the bill provides that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
upon application may, for a specified limited time, reduce the 
minimum number of cars specified in the act as essential to be so 
operated. I do not see why there should be any opposition from 
any interests to the enactment of the measure, unless it is that 
the provision requiring the use of air may be regarded as too dras- 
tic and as really greater than is necessary for the safety of the 
employees. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I see that the gentleman says in 
the report that 50 per cent of the cars are to have air brakes. 

Mr. WANGER. To be used. 





Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; to be used. What change 
does that make in the existing law? 

Mr. WANGER. The existing law does not designate any per- 
| centage; it requires a sufficient number for the engineer to control 

the train. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What is the custom? 

Mr. WANGER. The custom varies from nothing to 100 per 
cent in the actual operation of the trains. Where air is used, I 
see from a hasty glance at the reports from the inspectors, that 
from five to ninety odd per cent is actually used. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does not the gentleman think in 
er > countries it would require a great many more air 
brakes? 

Mr. WANGER. In mountainous districts it would require 
considerably more, undoubtedly, than is necessary in level coun- 
tries. The gentleman whom I have mentioned—Mr. Sullivan, a 
very intelligent and competent judge of the situation—says that 
in prairie countries probably 20 per cent would be sufficient; in 
the country traversed by the Illinois Central, 30 per cent, and in 
the more mountainous countries a higher percentage. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman think that 50 
per cent is high enough in mountainous countries? 

Mr. WANGER. Fifty per cent might not; but this act pro- 
vides that nothing in it shall interfere with the requirement of 
the original act that sufficient shall be used to control the opera- 
tion of the train. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then this will not change the ex- 
isting law? 

Mr. WANGER. Not in that respect. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the balance of my time and I yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ryan]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question? What does the present law require? 

Mr. WANGER. I have just stated that the present law does 
not designate any percentage. It says sufficient to enable an en 
gineer to control the train. That, of course, differs in different 
sections of the country. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. This bill says it shall not be less 
than 50 percent, and may be more, in the discretion of the engineer. 

Mr. WANGER. Yes; it must be sufficient to control the train. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania reserves 
the balance of his time and yields to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ryan]. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this bill as reported 
by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce on Decem- 
ber 19 last. I also agree to the amendment now proposed to sec- 
tion 3, providing that this act shall not take effect until September 
1, 1903. To this there is no objection from the advocates of this 
legislation. The part that I do object to is the amendment to sec- 
tion 2, submitted to-day, which provides— 

That the Interstate Commerce Commission may, upon application and 
after a full hearing, decrease said minimum percentage as to any common 
carriers for a stated limited time, and provided that in no case sha!l such re- 
duction permit the running of any train with less power or train brakes than 
are required by section 1 of the act of March 2, 1893. 

Mr. Speaker this act, known as the safety appliance law, is en- 
titled ‘‘An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers 
upon railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in inter- 
state commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers and 
continuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel 
brakes, and for other purposes.’”’ This law requires that every 
train shall have a sufficient nrmber of cars equipped with power 
brakes to enable the engineer to control the train, but it does not 
require that all cars so equipped shall be operated from the 
engine. 

The object of section 2 of this bill was to provide a minimum 
percentage of cars equipped with power brakes to be operated by 
the engineer, and also to provide for such operation of all cars 
equipped with power brakes that are associated together. 

Mr. Speaker, after a full hearing on this bill before a sunbcom- 
mittee of the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce, a rec- 
ommendation was made that the minimum be placed at 75 per 
cent. The committee, however, reported to the Senate recom- 
mending 65 per cent of the cars in all trains be operated with 
power or train brakes, and the bill passed the Senate unanimously 
with this provision. 

A bill was reported to this House the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, of which I have the honor to be a 
member, on June 17, 1902, placing the minimum at 65 per cent. 
Objection was entered against consideration. Afurther concession 
was made by the advocates of this legislation, as the mini- 
mum at50 percent and requiring that all other cars oe 

rom 





with power brakes and associated together shall be operated 
the engine. 

Mr. Speaker, another concession is now demanded, namely, that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission be given authority, after 














1903. 
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hearing, to still further reduce the minimum. 
that this is necessary. The Commission has authority now tosus- 
pend the operation of the law, under certain conditions, and has 
exercised this poweron three occasions. "While I have every con- 
fidence in the honesty and the justice with which they have acted 


I do not believe | 
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sylvania [Mr. WANGER] was or was not authorized by the Com- 


| mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce? 


in the performance of their duties, no reason has been advanced | 


why this additional authority should be given. 

Mr. Speaker, as to the number of cars in the United States pro- 
vided with air brakes, the report of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission for the year ending June 30, 1901, shows that 72.58 per 
cent of all cars are provided with power brakes; it was also shown 
at the hearings in the Senate that on January 1, 1902, 764 per cent 


of all freight cars in the country were equipped with air brakes, | 


and at the present time the percentage is greater, as all new cars 
are thus provided. This being the case, Mr. Speaker, it would 
not work any hardship on the railroad companies to comply with 
this law, and there is no necessity for reducing the minimum be- 
low 50 per cent. 

In a statement presented to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, February 25 


25, 


+++ 
1cvee 


Mr. RYAN. 
meeting. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. So I understood. But I 
understood the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ryan] to state 
differently—that it was not authorized. 

Mr. RYAN. This amendment was agreed to by the committee 
at the last meeting. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Unanimously agreed to? 

Mr. RYAN. No; not unanimously. I did not agree to it for 
one; the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] did not 
agree to it for another. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Did not the gentleman in 
committee understand that that was acceptable to all parties in- 
terested, and was accordingly reported, without any direct vote 
being called for? No member of the committee present voted 


It was authorized by the comm at its last 








| against the amendment, because it‘was reported as satisfactory to 


1902, by Mr. H. R. Fuller, leg- | 


islative representative of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 
neers, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, the Order of Rail- | 


way Conductors, the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, and the 
Order of Railroad Telegraphers the following appears: 
(4) While the law requires that each train shall have a sufficient number 


of cars equipped with power brakes so as to enable the engineer to control its | 
speed, it does not require that the brakes on all cars so equipped shall be | 


operated. 

: Many arguments can be produced to show why the power brakes on all 
cars in a train should be operated, but I willonly briefly give what I thinkare 
the main reasons for so doing: 

If only a portion of the equipped cars are operated, trainmen are exposed 
to great danger arising from the breakage of an air hose or a coupling be- 
tween the cars so braked, which causes an instantaneous and extremely 
powerful application of the power brakes, which causes the front cars in the 
train to quickly slacken speed and stop and the other cars behind them which 
are not braked to rush forward against them, thus causing a severe shock, 
which often wrecks the train and jars the trainmen off and injures them, 
and in some cases they fall under the wheels and are killed. If the brakes 
on all of the cars were operated this would not be so, for the brakes would 
be applied equally all over the train, and the cars on the rear end would 


slacken their speed just as quickly as those on the front end, and thus pre- | 


vent their running forward against the front cars and producing the shock 
just described. There is no way for trainmen to escape these injuries, for 
they are still required by the companies to ride out on the tops of trains, and 


when one of these shocks comes, it comes to them without warning, for the | 


noise of the running train, together with darkness at night, prevents them 
from detecting any trouble ahead. 

Wrecks caused in this way do not only cause injury to the trainmen on the 
train which is wrecked, but also on double-tracked roads the opposite track 





| 


is immediately blocked with wrecked cars, thus endangering not only the | 
livesand limbs of trainmen, but passengers as well who may be on trains ap- | 
proaching on the opposite track which can not be stopped before striking the | 


obstruction. 
myself. 

Another reason is that on some hilly roads trainmen are not allowed by 
the companies to operate a suflicient number of power brakes to handle 
trains on grades, although all carsin a train are so equipped, and they are 
compelled to go upon the tops of cars and set the hand brakes. The men 
complain of this to the officers, but the result is only an argument between 
the two sides, the officers claiming that the number of power brakes used 
were sufficient to hold the train, while the men argue tothe contrary. Of 
course this is a direct violation of the law as it now stands, but it is thought 
section 2 of this bill will remove any cause for argument whatever on this 
point. 

The recent reports of the Commerce Commission show that the number of 
injuries received by trainmen by falling from trains is on the increase, and 
there is no question in my mind but that much of this increase is due to this 
cause. 

The following is a table taken from the Commission’s last report, showing 
the number of men killed and injured by falling from trains since 1897: Fi 


Accidents caused by falling from trains and engines. 








Total number of 
Year ending June 30— employ nian 


Killed. | Injured. 





Mt Giliel oe. Dok sedis cadens meme sieutdandausts 408 8, 627 
ST Mh eee ee vatindds winbicéddecunedecdudnisséntneuues Dobuinse 473 8, 859 
a | ements ty Crinicipieeinieiiidl 459 8,970 
Re a eae caine tals inhi wipnmiendemnats Wielattam oti 529 4,425 








In asking for the passage of section 2 we do not ask that all cars shall be 
equipped with power brak : 
they shall be operated; 1 itcan not be successfully argued that this will 
be burdensome on the roads, nor hamper them in the operation of their busi- 
ness; and it ts only in keeping with the spirit of the law at present, for it is 
reasonabioc to suy hat Congress intended that all cars so equipped should 
be operated. T! i 

gives the ri¢ht to any road to refuse to receive from any other road any car 
which is not equipped with such power brakes after it itself had equipped 
enough of its own cars so as to comply with the law. 

According to the best expert testimony it is more economical to operate 
all of the power brakesin a train. Even the representatives of the roads 
themselves admit this. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
me an inquiry? 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Does the gentleman under- 
stand that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn- 





at 









Will the gentleman permit 


VT a lw air whe OY Area ‘ » * > | . . . . . ° 
Ve only ask that when they are so equirped | that the lives and limbs of thousands of railroad employees in the 


I personally know of several bad wrecks of this character | 


| common carrier for a stated limited time; And provided, That inno case 


lenced by the language of section 3 of the act, which | 





all parties. 

Mr. RYAN. That statement was made in committee; but I 
understand it was not borne out by the facts, as is shown by the 
following telegrams received since adjournment of the committee: 

Sr. Louis, Mo., February 10, 1903. 


| H. R. FULLER, 


The Raleigh Hotel, Washington, D.C.: 

The Brotherhoodof Railroad Trainmen, representing over 50,000 train and 
yard men, protests against amendment made to 8. 3560, giving the power to 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to reduce the minimum percentage of 
air to be used in trains as per requirements of bill. We desire the bill passed 
without such amendment. , 

B. H. MORRISSEY, 


Grand Master. 


Sr. Louis, Mo., February 10, 1903. 
H. R. FULLER, 


Legislative Representative, Raleigh House, Washington, D. C.: 

The amendment to safety-appliance bill offered by House committee au- 
thorizing Interstate Commerce Committee to reduce minimum number of 
air brakes used in trains would certainly meet with the unanimous disap- 
proval of members of thisorganization, and I hope you will enter an emphatic 
protest against It. 

H. B. PERHAM, 
President the Order of Railroad Telegraphers. 

But that is neither here nor there; it has no bearing on this 
proposition. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does not the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Ryan] think that although this bill may not be in the exact shape 
he would like, it is desirable to pass it at this time and allow it to 
go to conference? 

Mr. RYAN. There is not any doubt of that, Mr. Speaker; I 
will reach that point very soon. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask unanimous consent that this House 
be given an opportunity to vote on the amendment proposed to 
section 2 of this bill. 

Mr. WANGER. I object. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker,I ask that my request be submitted. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s request? 

Mr. RYAN. That the House be given an opportunity to vote 
separately on this particular amendment to section 2, granting 
power to the Interstate Commerce Commission to reduce the 
minimum after hearing. 

The SPEAKER. To that request the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. WANGER] has objected. 

Mr. RYAN. Then I ask, in this connection, that we add to this 
amendment the words which I send to the desk, beginning after 
the letter ** three in line five.’’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the Interstate Commerce Commission may, upon applica- 
tion and after full hearing, decrease said minimum percentage as to : 





such reduction permit the running of any train with less power or 
brakes than are required by section 1 of the act of March 2, nor release 
any common carrier from operating the power or train brakes on all cars 
which are associated together in each train hereinbefore required. 

Mr. WANGER. I object. 

Mr. RYAN. It is not my desire to place any obstruction in the 
way of this bill. I wish only to obtain the best bill I can, knowing 


ISY8 





United States depend on it. It seems to me that with over 75 per 
cent of all freight cars equipped with air brakes it would be easy to 
operate a minimum of 50 per cent on all trains. I have been in- 
formed that the amendment to section 2 does not mean anything, 
but if that is so, why put it,in? 

The safety-appliance law has done a great deal of good for rail- 
road men, and to bear out this statement I submit the following 
extracts from pages 8 and 9 of Bulletin 1 of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, covering the period from July 1 to October 1, 
1902: 

_ Among the deaths and injuries to employees shown in Table No. 1 (includ- 
ing some which are shown in subclasses in Table No. 4) there are 130 cases 
that are evidently due to operating trains in which air brakes were used on 
only a portion of the cars. Of killed there were 4 and of injured 126, nearly 
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all being brakemen. The total number of collisions and derailments classed 
as due (1) to rupture or failure of air-brake hose (or other defect in air-brake 
apparatus, causing automatic application of brakes) and (2) to accidental 
uncoupling of cars, causing automatic application, is 205, causing damage to 
the extent of $88,612. The 130 casualties occurred partly in these collisions 
and derailments and partly in similar Saee which were not of sufficient 


importance, as train accidents, to be reported as such. 

"he element of danger in a train “ partially air braked” lies in the fact 
that a quick stoppage of the cars in the front of the train (by air pressure) 
for any reason, causes the unbraked carsat the rear to crowd forward against 


those in front with such force that violent shocks are caused. With all cars | 


equally braked, all will stop in unison, or nearly so. — 

The above total, 150, includes only those cases which clearly come within 
this class. There are many other accidents, no doubt, classed as ‘* falling 
from cars,” in which the injuries are partly due to violent movements of cars 
which would not occur if all the cars in the train were under the full control 
of the engineman by means of his air-brake valve. 


Also the following statement, made before the Senate Commit- | 


tee on Interstate Commerce: 

Mr. Mose.ey. Yes, sir; each railroad makes a report of every accident on 
its line 

Senator FORAKER. And you mean that that appears from those reports? 

Mr. Moseuey. Yes, sir; I wanted the committee fully to understand what 
he law of 1893 has really done. Atthat time the railroads required their 
men to goin between cars to couple and uncouple. In 1893, of the men who 
were employed in coupling and uncoupling cars, 310 were killed and 8,753 
were injured. But in 1$)1 there were but 168 killed and 2,370 injured. So 
that there were 147 fewer men killed and 6,383 fewer men injured in 1901 than 
in 1893, when the law was passed, and at the same time there were 4,000 more 
men employed in 1901 than there were in 1893. 


Mr. Speaker, while we would like to have a separate vote on 


the amendment to section 2. and would prefer to have the bill | 


without that amendment, still, because of the necessity of having 
section 1 enacted into law and on account of the many other good 
features of this measure, we will Vote for it as presented. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to publish with my re- | 


marks certain statements and some tables—not very lengthy—to 
prove the statements that I have made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ryan] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp and 
to insert certain tables. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman will 
not object. The request is simply for the privilege of extending 
remarks in the Rrcorp. 

Mr. RYAN. 
ments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
to such a request. 

Mr. WANGER. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SxHar- 
TUC] will withdraw the objection. 

Mr. SHATTUC. ff gentlemen will let me exercise my own 
judgment, I will withdraw it; but I do not want to be requested 
in this way. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw his objection? 
The Chair did not understand. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Ido withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio withdraws his ob- 
jection. The privilege requested by the gentleman from New 
York is granted. 

Mr. RYAN. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WANGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR}]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, in the first place, I want to 
make a statement in regard to the parliamentary position of this 


Itis very unusual to object 


bill and explain a misunderstanding that has grown up through- | 


out the country among certain parties representing organized 
labor in regard to the place where this bill has been since its pas- 
sage in the Senate and the delay that they complain of in regard 
to its being brought forward in the House. Hundreds of tele- 
grams from various parts of the country, extending from San 
Francisco to Portland, have come to the Committee on Rules, re- 
questing, suggesting, and demanding that the committee bring 
this bill before the House. Now, I wish to say that there has 
never been a proposition before the Committee on Rules relating 
to this bill. No resolution has ever been there to fix a time for 
the hearing on this bill. 

The Committee on Rules has never had any jurisdiction of 
this bill. A complete misunderstanding has been disseminated 
throughout the labor organizations of the country which has led 
to enormous expense on their part in telegraphing to us in regard 
to the bill. 
up with regard to that feature of the parliamentary situation of 
the biil. 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, could come 
up at any time when the committee had seen fit to be ready and 


ing that in my judgment they have made haste to decide the great 
questions that have arisen. There has been no delay on the part 
of that committee which is inexcusable by any manner of means. 
That bill could come up at any time on a call of committees, and 
is here now upon the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
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Well, then, Mr. Speaker, I will read the state- | 
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[Mr. WANGER] to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
then, for this misunderstanding. 
Now, many of the labor organizations of trainmen have op- 


So much, 


| posed and do oppose the amendment to which the gentleman from 


New York [Mr. Ryan] has spoken. I have been in very close 
communication with the opposition, which, I think myself, has 
not been always quite fully intelligent in regard to the amend- 
ment itself,about which they complain; but that is not important. 
They are honest and earnest. I had a conference with a repre- 
sentative of these bodies on Saturday evening, and while he thor- 
oughly opposed, as strongly as does the gentleman from New 
York, the amendment referred to, he suggested to me what I 
think was avery sensible proposition—that unless the amendment 
could have a separate vote in the House, which I told him it cer- 
tainly could not, that then in his opinion the bill better be passed 
as it is, as it comes from the committee, as it is recommended by 
the committee, with the hope. however feeble it may be or how- 


| ever strong it may be, that something better may be given in the 


committee of conference between the two Houses. 

That is all I desire to say, Mr. Speaker. I have intended, first, 
to place the Committee on Rules in its proper position in rela- 
tion to this bill, and, secondly, #0 point out that the bill is a ordi- 
nary bill which does not require, under existing circumstances, 
any rule of the committee, and, thirdly, that the men who have 
more closely applied themselves to my education upon this point 
prefer the bill would pass as it is than that it should be defeated. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from 
New York to consume more of his time. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no request for any further 
time from any gentleman on this side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has six 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to my col- 
league, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Pa 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I had intended to make some 
observations respecting this bill from the standpoint of a member 
of the Committee on Rules, but the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] has so thoroughly explained the situation that I do 
not think itis necessary formetosayany more. Never since I have 
had anything to do with public affairs have I been so beset with 


| telegrams and letters and resolutions from all parts of the coun- 


| take any action with respect to the bill. 





try, all of them showing that there was a misapprehension as to 
the parliamentary status of this bill. Of course there never was 
any necessity for action on the part of the Committee on Rules. 
The Committee on Rules was never called upon or requested to 
It is here now in its regu- 
lar order, and the House has an opportunity to pass uponit. Al- 
though the bill may not contain all of the features that some gen- 
tlemen desire and may contain some features that some gentle- 
men do not desire, still it is in a situation where it can finally be 
passed upon, if passed by the House, by the committee of confer- 
ence. That is all I care to say about the matter. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say one word more. 
The legislation which was desired by the gentleman to whom my 
friend from New York [Mr. Ryan] and my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] referred, authorized the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to entirely suspend any provision of this act as to 
any carrier. Theonly change we make is to give them authority 
to reduce the minimum on application, where necessary, for a 
stated limited time, so that the requirement of using a certain 
minimum instead of not going into effect at all as to certain rail- 
ways under our amendment will probably go into effect as to 
all of them. When entering upon the consideration of this ques- 
tion my first impression was that no legislation could be too 
drastic in requiring the largest use of air, but a further study of 
the subject shows what I should have recognized from the start, 
that while theoretically the use of air through an entire train is 
the proper thing, yet practically it possibly involves more perils 
than it avoids. 

Every additional car with air appliance weakens the whole. 
Its effectiveness depends upon its effectiveness throughout the 
train. The rupture of the hose of a brake in one car destroys the 


| effectiveness of all, and each coupling of air hose adds to the 


So much for the misunderstanding that has grown | 


Now, in the second place, it is a bill that, coming from | 


danger, as operatives have to reach under the cars to do the coup- 
ling. Another thing to which I wish to direct attention is the 
fact that as our locomotives are equipped to-day probably com- 
paratively few of them have sufficient air-pumps with which to 
operate air-brake appliances on every car in a long train, and un- 
less they have then again are greater duties, perils, and dangers 


| thrown upon the trainmen; so that I reiterate that in my judg- 
a call of the committee made, and I want to be understood as say- | 


| 


ment the only just criticism which can be offered to this measure 
is that it is too drastic in its provisions requiring the use of air. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the 


rules and pass the bill with the amendments of the committee. 
The question being taken, the Speaker announced that, two- 
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thirds voting in favor of the motion, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. , 


NATIONAL-BANK NOTES, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
report from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up a 
privileged report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
House No. 887, have considered the same and report the following in lieu 
at eS That House bil! 16228, providing for the issue and circulation of 


national-bank notes, shall have for the remainder of this session the same 
pee that the rules give to bills reported by committees under the privi- 


ege giving leave to report at any time.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr.Speaker, this rule has relation to what is 
known as the Fowler currency bill. The purpose of the rule is 
not to fix any particular time for the consideration of that bill, 
but to make it possible for the House to take up the bill at such 
time as may be the most favorable for its consideration. The 
purpose is not now to interrupt the proceedings that we have 
started on to-day. Immediately on the adoption of this rule, or 
its disposition by the House, as I understand, the Speaker will 
return to the business of suspensions. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say,on behalf of the 
minority members of the committee, that we are ready and will- 
ing at any time to take up the bill and have it considered, but we 


desire ample time for the discussion of the bill. 
Mr. DALZELL. There is no limitation in this rule, 
Mr. TALBERT. I hope there is no disposition on the other 


side of the House to limit the debate. We are ready and willing 
to consider it. 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no disposition to limit time. 

Mr. TALBERT. I have not discussed this with the other mem- 
bers, but I suppose we would be glad now to fix atime. The mi- 
nority are opposed to the passage of this bill. We have submitted 
nothing in its place. We just simply have presented our report, 
which I suppose the members have, and which speaks for itself. 
We have no bill to present as the minority of the committee, but 
we are ready and willing to proceed with the consideration of it 
at any time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentleman misunderstood me per- 
haps. Itis not the purpose of this rule to fixany time. The pur- 
pose of the rule is to put the bill where, when the opportunity is 
offered, it can be taken up. : 

Mr. TALBERT. And when it is presented, then arrangements 
will be made for time. 

Mr. DALZELL. It does not interfere with the appropriation 
bills, conference reports, or special orders. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If this rule is adopted, is it not true that all 
other business except privileged business can be displaced by this 
bill, that this will be the special order in the absence of others? 

Mr. DALZELL. It can be called up at any time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And that no other business can be transacted 
except by unanimous consent? 
ae DALZELL. Oh, yes; the question of consideration could 

) raised. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, I know; but this will have the right of 
way. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
power of the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In other words, it will be a buffer. 
thing else will have to run up against it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I will say to the gentleman that my 
information is that this bill is not going to take any particular 
length of time in its disposition. 

‘Mr. HEPBURN. No; we have only two weeks left. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask that the resolution be read again. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
again reported by the Clerk. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ishould like to ask the gentleman if he could 
not, if he saw proper, bring in another rule, limiting debate and 
not allowing time for debate? I want to get a promise from the 
gentleman. 

Mr. DALZELL. I know of no such purpose. 
man from Tennessee desire to be heard? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I only want to yield a few 
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BarTLEtTT]}. 

Mr. DALZELL. I reservethe balanceof my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. All right, then I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 
How much time does he desire? 


It is just like any other bill. It is in the 


Every- 


Does the gentle- 











Mr. BARTLETT. Five minutes. 
Mr. DALZELL. I yield five mintes to the gentleman. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I appreciate the courtesy of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to oppose 
the rule obstinately. If the majority, having the power, as they 
have, desire to have this bill discussed and voted upon, so far as 
I am individually concerned, I am content with it. I shall not 
vote for the rule. Very few seem to know what is the best thing 
to do with reference to the amending of the laws on the subject 
of the national-bank currency. Bankers differ among themselves 
what should be done. A very wise saying of the late Speaker, 
Thomas B. Reed, was, *‘ When you do not know what to do, do 
not doit.’’ Icommend the wisdom of this saying to the majority 
for their consideration. 

I do not believe that this is a good bill to pass, nor do I believe 
it is in the interest of the expansion, the proper expansion, of the 
currency of the country, nor does it answer the demands of the 
business people of the country, nor does it benefit the great 
masses of the people. Whatever I may have to say upon that 
subject I reserve to a later opportunity. I desire simply at pres- 
ent to correct a most erroneous impression that has recently ap- 
peared in the press with reference to this bill and the position of 
the minority members of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. Speaking for myself, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this 
bill. I have not signed nor do I intend to sign any report which 
favors any pending legislation now before the House or before 
the Committee on Banking and Currency with reference to the 
expansion of the national-bank currency. I mean by that (and 
my position is well understood) that I favor neither the Fowler 
bill. the Padgett bill, the Lewis bill. nor the Pugsley bill. 

Now, the suggestion has been made in the press that the mi- 
nority members of the committee suggested or recommend either 
one of these measures as the views of the minority, to be submitted 
by the minority members as a substitute for the Fowler bill. 
That,so far as 1 am concerned,isentirelyerroneous. The minority 
members of the Committee on Banking and Currency have not 
recommended any bill or substitute forthe Fowler bill. Neither 
of the bills other than the Fowler bill has been acted on by the 
committee, nor have the minority members been called on tocon- 
sider any other bill or measure relating to the national-bank cur- 
rency. Speaking for myself, I desire to say I shall not support 
either of these bills. I belong to that school of Democrats that 
would, if it were in its power, absolutely repeal the law which 
authorizes national banks as banks of issue. I belong to that 
school of Democrats that believe that the Federal Government 
should coin the money of the Government and should also issue 
the currency, to be redeemed by the Government in coin of the 
Government without loss to the people. 

Therefore I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania for giving 
me an opportunity to say what I have—that I am opposed to this 
bill and all bills of this character. It probably may not be voted 
on at this session of Congress. We are nearing the end of the 
session, and we may get it up one day and not proceed with it 
the next day. My judgment is there will be no vote upon it be- 
fore this Congress adjourns. I believe, Mr. Speaker, if Congress 
would devote its time rather to pass laws in favor of the people 
than to aid by this sort of legislation the stock gamblers in Wall 
street, that the country and the people would be better off 


now. [Applause. } 
Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a few 
minutes? 


o 
5 


Mr. DALZELL. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tilinois [Mr. Cannon}. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, there are many people in the 
United States that believe some currency legislation ought to be 
enacted. I donot believe that there are any considerable number 
of people who are agreed as to just what it ought to be. I doubt 
if it is practicable during the closing hours of this session to intel- 
ligently consider and enact currency legislation. The naval bill 
has not yet been considered, nor the fortification bill, nor has the 
general deficiency bill been reported. Many important measures 
other than supply bills are pending, and but few of the supply 
bills have been enacted. Many of them are liable to lead perhaps 
to the consumption of more time in the House on the Senate 
amendments than they required in their passage in the first 
instance. 

The time devoted to the business which must pass is less than 
sufficient to properly consider it. And I may go further and say 
to safely consider the matters that are to be before the House on 
the one hand and the Senate upon the other. I desire to say 
further that, as a matter of individual opinion, I do not believe 
it is either practical or safe to enact currency legislation in the 
closing hours of this session. Yet, out of deference to people 
who have decided convictions as to the desirability of legislation, 
and from a willingness touching matters of great importance 
that run to all the people, I do not desire by my vote to assist in 
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denying recognition for consideration of this or any other matter 
of realimportance. I say again that there is not sufficient time 
to properly consider this bill during the remainder of this session. 
So far as this bill is concerned, it does not meet with my approval 
or judgment. It is proper for me to say that; but w hile I do say 
that, lam not willing by my vote to be put in the position of say- 
ing that if I had the power I would deny consideration to a ques- 
tion of its importance. Therefore I shall vote for the rule, and 
trust, if the bill does pass, it will be fully and fairly considered 
and very greatly amended. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
yield me three minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. LIyield three minutes to the gentleman from 

South Caro lina. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I want to repeat what I said a 
moment ago; that the report of the minority members of the com- 
mittee speaks for itself. They are opposed to the Fowler bill. 
They so ‘state, and they give their reasons, and gentlemen may 
read the report and see what they are. If any member of the 
minority has prepared a bill, it is an individual bill; it has not re- 
ceived the indorsement of the minority, and has never been sub- 
mitted. I am opposed, like my friend from Georgia [Mr. Bart- 
LETT], to this bill, and I indorse his position. At the same time 
I stand ready and willing to vote for the rule, and to consider any 
question, because I do not believe in standing in the way of con- 
sidering anything. My idea of legislation is, let it be presented, 
let it be considered with full time for discussion, and then let the 
majority decide and take the consequences. I am opposed to this 
bill, shall do all I can against it, and leave the matter with the 
majority. And I will vote for this rule if it can be amended so 
as to state the time for discussion. so that the previous question 
can not be ordered and shut off debate. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for three minutes? 

Mr. DALZELL. I have agreed to yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], and I hope then 
that we can have a vote. This is suspension day, and a great 


many gentlemen are waiting to have their favored bills.disposed | 


of. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. I want to ask the gentleman whether considera- 
tion of this bill could be questioned on any day? 

Mr. DALZELL. Undoubtedly. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, if the adoption of this rule | 


committed me in any way to the bill in favor of asset currency, 
I would vote against the rule and I would make strenuous oppo- 
sition at this time. In fact, some time ago the committee agreed 
on arule that brought this matter to a vote at an early day. I 


was opposed to that rule, but the amended rule brought in this | 


norning provides for ample debate, and no fixed time for clos- 
ing debate, and no time to bring a vote on thisquestion. There- 
fore I do not propose to vote against the rule, not because I am 
in favor of considering this question, not because I believe that 
the country is ready to accept any proposition looking toward 
asset currency, but simply because there are a number of mem- 
bers on the floor of this House that believe in asset currency and 
want an opportunity to state their position to the country. It is 
a question on which I believe they ought to have an opportunity, 
and therefore that far I am willing to go. 

I know, as every member of the House knows, that with the 
ordinary drift of business from now on there will be no oppor- 
tunity given to have a liberal debate on this bill and bring it to 
a final vote before the close of the session. Believing that to be 


the case, I am willing to accept the rule and give the gentlemen | 


who favor the proposition an opportunity to state their views on 
the floor of this House. Otherwise I would not be in favor of it. 

Now, Ido not believe that the Democratic party—there may 
be a few members of the minority on the committee who favor 
asset currency and have their bill—but Ido not believe that they 
voice the judgment or opinion of this side of the House. I do 
not believe that they voice the opinion or the judgment or the 
views of the Democratic party throughout the country. From 
the beginning of the century the Democratic party has been op- 
posed to bank money. They are opposed to banks of issue to-day, 
and I believe they are opposed to it in the shape of asset cur- 
rency as well as they were to the original national-bank currency. 

Mr. GILBERT. ‘Will the gentleman from Alabama yield for 
a question? 

r. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GILBERT. Will the adoption of this rule facilitate the 
passage of the bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If it were possible at this time to bring 
it to a vote, the adoption of my rule, of course, would facilitate it 
to that extent. 





| 








| Bre undegee, Gaines, W. Va. Lovering, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Brick, Gardner, Mich. McCleary, Southard, 
Bromwell, Gibson, McLachlan, Southwick, 
Bull, Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, Sperry, 
Burke, S. Dak. Gillett, Mass. Martin, Steele, 
Burleigh, Graff, Metcalf, Stevens, Minn. 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Miller, Stewart, N. J. 
Cannon, Grosvenor, Mondell, Stewart, N. Y. 
Capron, Hamilton, Moody, Storm, 
Conner, Hanbury, Morgan, Tawney, 
Coombs, Haskins, Morrell, Tayler, Ohio 
Cousins, Hedge, Morris, Thayer 
Cromer, Hemenway, Mudd, Thomas, Iowa 
Crumpacker, Henry, Conn. Olmsted, Tirrell 
Currier, Hepburn, Otjen, Van Voorhis, 
Curtis, Overstreet, Vreeland, 
Cushman, Hitt, Parker, Wanger, 
Dalzell, Holliday, Payne, Warnock, 
Darragh, eel Pearre, Watson, 
Deemer, pegnes, Perkins, Woods, 
Dick, ‘ Powers, Me. Wright. 
Douglas, Jenkins, Powers, Mass. 
Dovener, Jones, Wash, Prince, 


Mr. GILBERT. Does not the gentleman think that we who 
a the bill, to be consistent, should antagonize the rule 
aisor 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think so. I have no word to say to 
gentlemen as to voting in favor of the rule. I do not make any 
strenuous opposition against it, although I should not vote for the 
bill. I believe there are men on that side of the House as well as 
on this side of the House who desire to bring the question before 
the country by a statement of their views. I have no desire to 
cut themoff. But if I did believe the adoption of this rule meant 
that it would bring the House toa vote on the question; if it 
meant that it might bring a likelihood of the passage of the bill, 
then I would be in favor of a strenuous opposition to the rule at 
this time. I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
ROBINSON]. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to yield me two minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will yield, and then I shall call for a vote. 

Mr. ROPINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I simply want in 
that two minutes to state that I am opposed to the proposition of 
asset currency as embodied in the Fowler bill, and the same propo- 
sition in the Padgett bill. The latter, as I understand, has no in- 
dorsement of the minority members of the appropriate committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It has never been submitted to them. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And it has never been submitted 
to them, as the gentleman from Georgia says. I shall content 
myself in voting against the rule, not desiring to ask for or car- 
ing whether there is any roll call upon it. The ruleis presented not 
for the purpose of facilitating any legislation in regard to these 
propositions, as has been generally stated around on the floor, be- 
cause this bill, it is clearly understood, will not reach the stage 
of passage in this Congress. Treating this as a buffer against 
other threatened legislation, I will not ask fora roll call, but I 
want at this time to enter my vote against the general proposi- 
tion, against the proposition of asset currency; and as it now in- 
directly arises on the rule proposed, I hope the members on this 
side will, in their capacity as Representatives and members of 
the Democratic party, feel free to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

, a question was taken; and the Chair stated that he was in 
doubt. 

The House ‘divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 76. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
I stated that I was in favor of the consideration of this measure; 
but I want to ask whether it would be in order to amend this res- 
olution so as to fix a time limit for the debate. If that can be 
done, I am in favor of it. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done under the present cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iam opposed to the proposition unless that 
condition can be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 95, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 6, not voting 120; as follows: 

YEAS—130 


Adams, Draper, Kahn, Reeder, 
Alexander, Eddy, Ketcham, Scott, 
Ailen, Me. Emerson, Knapp, Shattuc, 
Bartholct, Evans, Lacey, Sherman, 
Bates, Fitzgerald, Lawrence, Showalter, 
Bishop. Fletcher, Lessler, Sibley, 

Blac ‘eDurn, Fordney, Littauer, Skiles, 
Boreing. Foss, Littlefield, Smith, Iowa 
Boutell, Foster, Vt. Loud, Smith, H.C. 


Bow ersock, 


Fowler, 


Loudenslager, 


Smith, 8S. ¥. 


a 
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Allen, Ky. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Burgess, 
Burkett, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Conry, 
Cooper, Tex, 
Cowherd, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 


Adamson, 
Finley, 


Acheson, 
Aplin, . 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Barney, 
Beidler, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Bowie, 
Bristow, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Burk, Pa. 
Butler, Mo. 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Cassel, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Cooney, 
Qocmer, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Dahle, 
Davey, 
Davidson, 


NAYS—S. 

Dinsmore, Kleberg, 
Dougherty, Kluttz, 
Feely, Latimer, 
Fleming, Lever, 
Flood, Little, 
Foster, Til. javengeton, 
Gilbert, a 
Glass, Me . 
Gooch, Maddox, 
Gordon Mahoney 
Green, Pa. Miers, Ind. 
ome. Hoon, 

riggs, aphen, 
— Norton, 
Henry, Miss. Pou, 
Henry, Tex. Randell, Tex. 
Hooker Reid, 
Howard, Richardson, Ala. 
Jackson, Kans, Richardson, Tenn. 
Johnson, Rixey, 
Kehoe, Robertson, La. 
Kern, Robinson, Ind. 


Kitchin, Claude 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Rucker, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. Ruppert, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—6. 


Fox, Hopkins, 
Haugen, 
NOT VOTING—120. 

Dayton Lewis, Ga. 
Driscoll, Lewis, Pa. 
Dwight, Lindsay, 
Edwards, Long, 
Elliott, McAndrews, 
Esch, McCall 
Flanagan, McClellan, 
Foerderer, McCulloch, 
Gaines, Tenn. McDermott, 
Gardner, Mass. McLain, 
Gardner, N. J. Mahon, 
Gill, Maynard, 
Glenn, Mercer, 
Goldfogle, Meyer, La. 

raham, Mickey, 
Grow, Minor, 
Heatwole, 088, 
Hildebrant, Mutchler, 
Irwin, Needham, 
Jack, Neville, 
Jackson, Md. Nevin, 
Jett, Newlands, 
Jones, Va. Padgett, 

oy, Palmer, 
Knox, Patterson, Pa. 
Kyle Patterson, Tenn. 
Lamb, Pierce, 
Landis, Pugsley, 
Lassiter, Ransdell, La. 
Lester, Reeves, 


So the resolution was adopted. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. DayTON with Mr. Mrever of Louisiana. 
Mr. McCay with Mr. McCLeLuan, 
Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. Prerce. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Lone with Mr. NEwWLANDs. 

~ Mr. BInGHAM with Mr. EL.iorr. 
Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Swanson. 
Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SPARKMAN. 


Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. Fox. 
Mr. Patrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. Ropinson 


braska. 


Mr. Knox with Mr. Epwarps. 
Until Wednesday: 


Mr. KYLE with Mr. GLENN. 
For this day: 


Mr. Bascock with Mr. McDrerworr. 
Mr. Bristow with Mr. SNooK. 


Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. Bowl, 
Mr. DrIscoLy with 


T. PADGETT. 


Mr. Dwiaut with Mr. SuLzER. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. HavuGen with Mr. MutcuLer. 
Mr. HinpEBRANT with Mr. MAYNARD. 
Mr. MANn with Mr. Jerr. 


Mr. Jack with Mr. FIn.ey. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. WILry. 


Mr. Youne with Mr. Wuire. 


Mr. WapswortH with Mr. Puas.ry. 

Mr. SuLLOWay with Mr. SHALLENBERGER, 
Mr. Samira of Illinois with Mr. Nevi.ue. 
Mr. Roserts with Mr. Parrerson of Tennessee. 
Mr. Reeves with Mr. Mickey. 
Mr. Nevin with Mr. Lassirer. 
Mr. Minor with Mr. McLar. 
Mr. MERCER with Mr. LesTER. 


XXXVI——143 


Russell, 
Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Swann, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 

Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N.C. 
Thompson, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Williams, M1. 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


Mann. 


Rhea, 

Robb, 

Roberts, 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Schirm, 

Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Shelden, 

Small, 

Smith, Ml. 
Snook, 
Sparkman, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 

Wiley, 

Wilson, 
Wooten, 
Young. 
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Mr. MAHON with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. LANpDIS with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. JACKSON of Maryland with Mr. Gatinzs of Tennessee. 
Mr. IRWIN with Mr. FLANAGAN. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. Cooney. 

Mr. Git with Mr. BuTLerR of Missouri. 

Mr. ForERDERER with Mr. CREAMER. 

Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr. Brown with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. Batu of Delaware with Mr. SELBY. 

Mr. Cor.iss with Mr. Wooten. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana, 
Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. WILSON. 

Mr. ScuirRM with GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. LINDSAY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BuTLeR of Pennsylvania with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
Mr. WARNER with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. PALMER with Mr. McCuLLocu. 

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. MCANDREWS. 

Mr. Grow with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Escu with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. RHEA. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. CocHRAN. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. ADAMSON, 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 17243) which I send to the Clerk’s desk, with 
the committee amendment thereto in the form of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to suspend 
the rules and pass with the committee amendment the following 
bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act to amend “An act making appropriations for the coustrnetion, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works onrivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 13, 1902. 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to use and 
expend the $125,000 appropriated by an act entitled ‘An act making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’ approved June 13%, 1902, 
for the purpose of improving mouths of Sabine and Neches rivers, Texas, in 
accordance with House Document No. 29), Fifty-fourth Congress, second 
session, by connecting the same with Sabine Pass by a channel 8 feet deep 
through Sabine Lake, in excavating and constructing a channel 8 or more 
feet deep from the mouths of the Sabine and Neches rivers, at or near the 
west shore of Sabine Lake, to Taylors Bayou, a navigable streara in the State 
of Texas.”’ 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 


| sent that a second be considered as ordered. 


The SPEAKER. Is asecond demanded? 

Mr. BARTLETT. None has been demanded. 

The SPEAKER. A second is not demanded. The question is 
on suspending the rules and passing the bill with the substitute 
recommended by the committee. 


The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted for the motion, the bill as amended was 
passed. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT LORAIN, 


Mr. SKILES. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 14384) providing for a life-saving station 
at the mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, Lo- 
rain County, in the State of Ohio, and for life-saving crew, etc., 
with committee amendments, which I will send to the desk and 
ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves to suspend 
the rules and pass with amendments the following bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be established a life-saving station at the 
mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, Lorain County, in the 


State of Ohio, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby required to pro- 
vide for such establishment and supply the same with the necessary life- 


| Saving crew and furnishings, as provided by law. 


The following committee amendments were read: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
establish a life-saving station at the mouth of Black River, at or near the city 
of Lorain, Ohio, at such point as the General Superintendent of the Life- 
Saving Service may recommend.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to establish a life-saving station at 
the mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, in the State of Ohio.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
second in order that we may have some explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks for a 
second. 

Mr. SKILES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 


Mr. Speaker, I demand a 


consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objec- 
tion? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, and recognizes the 
gentleman frem Ohio, who has twenty minutes. 

Mr. SKILES. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for establishing 
a life-saving station at Lorain Harbor. Lorain is located about 
equal distance between the city of Cleveland and Marble Head, 
being 30 miles from each of these points. The Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce have unanimously recommended 
the passage of the bill, as has the Superintendent of the Life- 
Saving Service, and also the Secretary of the Treasury. The re- 
port of the Superintendent shows that this is a dangerous coast, 
and there is no protection to life or traffic at this particular place. 
Just recently there was a disaster there which resulted in destroy- 
ing a large vessel, and a number of people would have been lost 
had it not been for the fact that the live-saving crew at Cleveland, 
a distance of 30 miles, was transported to the point by rail, and in 
that way the crew was saved. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill with the amendmnient. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted for the motion, the rules were suspended and 
the bill as amended was passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment to the 
title will be agreed to. 


SALE OF CERTAIN LANDS. 


Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H. R. 16069) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
certain lands therein mentioned, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to cause to be sold, under the provisions of section 2455, Revised 
Statutes, as amended by the act of February 26, 1595, providing for the sale 
of isolated tracts, in so far as the same shall apply, the south half of the 
northeast quarter of section 4, township 47 south, of range 29 east, in Lee 
County, Fla., being 80 acres of land formerly occupied for agency purposes 
for the Seminole Indians in that State, which land is no longer needed by the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. , a : 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and 
the bill was passed. 


GEORGE A, DETCHEMENDY. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Military Affairs I move to suspend the rules and pass, with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. 13605) for the relief of George A. 
Detchemendy, which I will send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey moves to 
suspend the rules and pass with amendments the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States of America is 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, to appoint George A.Detchemendy, late a captain in the Twenty-second 
Infantry, United States Army, a major of infantry, and that the said Major 
Detchemendy shall be assigned to the first vacancy existing in that arm of 
the service: ovided, That in the event of existing disability contracted in 
line of duty the President of the United States of America is authorized 
to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 
point George A. Detchemendy a major of infantry and place his name on the 
retired list of the Army as such major, and the retired list is increased by 
one for this purpose. 


The following committee amendment was read: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That the President is authorized to summon George A. Detchemendy, 
late captain in the Twenty-second Infantry, United States Army, before a 
retiring board, to inquire whether at the date of his resignation, accepted to 
take effect March 10, 1902, he was incapacitated for active service, and 
whether such incapacity was the result of an incident of service, and whether 
said resignation should have been accepted as valid; and upon the results of 
said inquiry the President is authorized to nominate an appoint. by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, the said Soon A. Detchemendy 
a captain of infantry, and to place him upon the retired list of the Army.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that, two- 
thirds having voted in favor of the motion, the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill as amended was passed. 


| earliest date on which any such foreign application was filed. 





COLORADO COOPERATIVE COLONY. 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I movetosuspend the rules and pass 
the bill (S. 7288) extending the time for making proof and pay- 
ment for all lands taken under the desert-land laws by the mem- 
bers of the Colorado Cooperative Colony for a further period of 
three years. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time fixed for making final proof and payment 
for all lands located by the members of the Colorado Cooperative Colony in 
an act entitled “An act for the relief of the Colorado Cooperative Colony, to 
yo second homesteadsin certain cases, and for other purposes,” approved 

une 5, 1900, and found at page 267 and the following, volume 31, Revised 
Statutes of the United States, be, and the same is hereby, extended fora 
period of three years longer than the period fixed in said act above described, 
to the same extent as if said first extension had been six instead of three 
years. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that two- 
thirds having voted in favor of the motion, the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill was passed. 


PATENTS. 


Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, by authority of the Committee 
on Patents, I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 
17085) to effectuate the provisions of the additional act of the In- 
ternational Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4887 of the Revised Statutes is amended by 


changing the word “seven” to “twelve,” and by inserting after the word 
‘months’ the words “in cases within the provisions of section 4886 of the 


| Revised Statutes, and four months, in cases of designs,” and by adding the 


following words: ‘“‘An application for patent for an invention or discovery or 
for a design filed in this country by any person who has previously regularly 
filed an application for a patent for the same invention, discovery, or design 
in a foreign country which, by treaty, convention, or law, affords similar 
privileges to citizens of the United States shall have the same force and effect 
as the same te would have if filed in this country on the date on 
which the application for patent for the same invention, discovery, or design 
was first filed in such foreign country, provided the application in this coun- 
try is filed within twelve months in cases within the provision of section 4886 
of the Revised Statutes, and within four months in cases of designs, from the 
ut no patent 
shall be granted on an application for patent for an invention or discovery or 


| a design which had been patented or described in a printed publication in 


this or any foreign country more than two years before the date of the actual 
filing of the application in this country, or which had been in public use or 
on sale in this country for more than two years prior to such filing;”’ so that 
the section so amended shall read: 

‘Src. 4887. No person otherwise entitled thereto shall be debarred from 
receiving a patent for his invention or discovery, nor shall any patent be de- 
clared invalid by reason of its having been first patented or caused to be pat- 
ented by the inventor, or his legal rs or assigns, in a foreign 
country, unless the application for said foreign patent was filed more than 
twelve months, in cases within the provisions of section 4886 of the Revised 
Statutes, and four months in cases of designs, prior to the filing of the appli- 


| cat'on inthis country, in which case no patent shall be granted in thiscountry. 


“An application for patent for an invention or discovery or for a design 
filed in this country by any person who has previously reguiarly filed an ap. 
plication for a patent for the same invention, discovery, or design ina foreign 
country which, by treaty, convention, or law, affords similar privileges to 
citizens of the United States shall have the same force and effect as the same 
equities would have if filed in this country on the date on which the ap- 
B ication for patent for the same invention, discovery, or design was first 

led in such foreign country, provided the application in this country is filed 
within twelve months in cases within the provisions of section 4886 of the 
Revised Statutes, and within four months in cases of designs, from the earliest 
date on which any such foreign application was filed. But no patent shall be 
granted on an application for patent for an invention or discovery or a de- 
sign which had been patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
any foreign country more than two years before the date of the actual filing 
of the application in this country, or which had been in public use or on sale 
in this country for more than two years prior to such filing.” 

Sec. 2. That section 4892 of the evisel Statutes is amended by inserting 
after the words “notary public” the words “judge or magistrate paving 
an Official seal and authorized to administer oaths,” and by adding at the enc 
thereof the words “‘ whose authority shall be proved by certificate of a dip- 
lomatic or consular officer of the United States; so that the section so 
amended shall read: 

“Sec. 4892. The apgtionne shall make oath that he does verily believe him- 
self to be the original and first inventor or discoverer of the art, machine, 
manufacture, composition, or improvement for which he solicits a patent; 
that he does not know and does not believe that the same was ever before 
known or used; and shall state of what country he isacitizen. Such oath 
may be made before any person within the United States authorized by law 
to administer oaths, or, when the applicant resides in a foreign er be- 
fore any minister, chargé d'affaires, consul, or commercial agent ho. ding 
commission under the Government of the United States, or before any notary 
public, judge, or magistrate having an official seal and authorized to admin- 
ister oaths in the foreign country in which the applicant may be, whose au- 
thority shall be proved by certificate of a diplomatic or consular officer of 
the United States.” 

Src. 3. That section 489% of the Revised Statutes is amended by adding 
thereto the following sentence: “‘ The executor or administrator duly author- 
ized under the law of any foreign country to administer upon the estate of 
the deceased inventor shall, in case the said inventor was not domiciled in 
the United States at the time of his death, have the right to apply for and 
obtain the patent. The authority of such foreign executor or nistrator 
shall be proved by certificate of a diplomatic or consular officer of the United 
States;”" so that the section so amended shall read as follows: 

“ Seo. 4896. When any person, having made any new invention or discover 
for which a patent might have been granted, dies before a patent is granted, 
the right of applying for and obtaining the patent shall devolve on his exec- 
utor or administrator, in trust for the heirs at law of the deceased, in case 


he shall have died intestate; or if he shall have left a will disposing of the 
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same, then in trust for his devisees, in as full manner and on the same terms 
and conditions as the same might have been claimed or enjoyed by him in 
his lifetime; and when the application is made by such legal representatives, 
the oath or affirmation required to be made shall be so varied in form that 
it can be made by them. The executor or administrator duly authorized 
under the law of any foreign country to administer upon the estate of the 
deceased inventor shall, in case the said inventor was not domiciled in the 
United States at the time of his death, havethe right aor for and obtain 
the patent. The authority of such foreign executor or administrator shall 
be proved by certificate of a diplomatic or consular officer of the United 
States.” 

Sxc. 4. That section 4902 is amended by striking out the words “ citizen of 
the United States” in the first line thereof, and substituting the word “ per- 
son” in place thereof, and by striking out the last clause of said section; so 
that this section so amended shall read as follows: 

“Sec, 4902. Any person who makes any new invention or discovery and 
desires further time to mature the same may, on payment of the fees required 
by law, file in the Patent Office a caveat setting forth the design thereof and 
of its distinguishing characteristics and praying protection of his right until 
he shall have matured his invention. Such caveat shall be filed in the confi- 
dential archives of the office and preserved in secrecy, and shall be operative 
for tks term of one year from the filing thereof; and if application is made 
within the year by any other person for a patent with which such caveat 
would in any manner interfere, the Commissioner shall deposit the descrip- 
tion, specification, drawings, and model of such application in like manner in 
the confidential archives of the office and give notice thereof by mail to the 
person by whom the caveat was filed. If such person desires to avail himself 
of his caveat he shall file his description, specifications, drawings, and model 
within three months from the time of placing the notice in the post-office in 
Washington, with the usual time required for transmitting it to the caveator 
added thereto, which time shall be indorsed on the notice.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 


second. 

The SPEAKER. Asecond is demanded by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. CURRIER. Iask unanimous consent that a second may 
be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes for twenty minutes the 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. CurRIER] for the bill, and 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] for twenty 
minutes, against the bill. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, this bill was drawn by the Com- 
missioner of Patents, and is favored by authorities on patent law 
throughout the country. 

The principal purpose of the bill is to carry into effect an ad- 
ditional act adopted by the International Convention for the Pro- 
tection of Industrial Property, held at Brussels in December, 1900. 

Several of these international conventions have been held for 
the purpose of bringing about, as far as possible, uniformity in 
the patent laws of the great commercial nations of the world. 

At the recent Brussels convention the following countries were 
represented: Belgium, Brazil, Denmark, the Dominican Republic, 
Spain, France, Great Britain, Italy, Japan, Norway, The Nether- 
lands, Portugal. Servia, Sweden, Switzerland, and Tunis. 

The additional act there agreed upon simply extends the period 
of priority in applications for patents from seven months to 
twelve months. It does not extend by a single instant the life of 
any patent now in existence, or any patent that may be granted 
hereafter. 

Under existing law an inventor must apply for a patent within 
seven months of the time he first applies in any other country, and 
it is proposed by the first section of this bill to extend that period 
from seven months to twelve months, in accordance with the 
agreement reached at that international convention. 

Nearly all of the nations which were represented there have 
already passed the necessary legislation to give force to this act. 
I will read the names of the countries that have already legis- 
lated: Belgium, Denmark, France, Great Britain, Italy, Japan, 
The Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, 
and Tunis. 

It will be noticed that nearly every nation represented at that 
convention has already enacted the necessary legislation to give 
this act full force and effect. It seems but fair that this country 
should take similar action. We have embodied in this bill a re- 
ciprocal feature, providing that this extension shall be given only 
to citizens of countries that give a similar privilege to our citi- 
zens. And probably no people will be favored so much by this 
extension as the people of the United States. 

_ The second section of this bill will permit oaths to be executed 
in applications for patents in foreign countries, to be filed here, 
to be taken before judges and magistrates authorized to adminis- 
ter oaths there, and having official seals. Their authority will be 
proved by a certificate from a foreign representative of this coun- 
try. At the —— time such oaths must be taken before a rep- 
resentative of this country or a notary public, and in many for- 
eign countries notaries public are not authorized by local law to 
administer oaths at all. 

The third section of the bill will permit foreign executors and 


administrators in making application for patents here in the right 
of a deceased foreign inventor to make the application without 
taking out ancillary letters of administration in this country. 
There seems to be noreason why this change should not be made, 
as it can harm no one, and it will save foreign executors and ad- 
ministrators the trouble and expense of an absolutely useless 
formality. 

The fourth section of the bill makes a slight change in the 
caveat law, in order to make that law conform to the law relating 
to applications for patents. Under the law now any person liv- 
ing anywhere may apply for a patent here, but only a citizen of 
this country can file a caveat, which is merely a preliminary ap- 
plication for a patent. We do not discriminate against the citi- 
zens of foreign countries in regard to making application for 
patents, and no reason exists for discriminating against them in 
the matter of filing a preliminary application. No harm can 
come to anyone from this change, and there are important rea- 
sons why the change should be made now. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time and yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CURRIER. To the gentleman from Minnesota | Mr. Taw- 
NEY]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I prefer to wait and see whether there is any 
opposition to the bill, Mr. Speaker, before occupying the time of 
the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I reserved the twenty min- 
utes. I understand this bill is unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. CURRIER. It is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, there is no question in the world 
but that the bill ought to pass. It does not cost anything. It 
does nobody any harm, and it is a sort of condition precedent to 
certain exhibitors in Europe coming from there with designs to 
the Word’s Fair at St. Louis. It is not possible to do any harm. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I will say that representatives of 
the French Government have called my attention to the fact that 
unless they can secure opportunity to file a caveat the inventors 
of France feel they would not have that protection which they 
think they ought to have in order to exhibit their inventions at 
the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, and this provision will enable 
them to do that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE DEPOT, BOSTON, MASS. 


Mr. NAPHEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 7043) as amended by the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To establish a light-house depot for the Second light-house district, Boston 
Harbor, Massachusetts. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to locate and establish a light-house depot for the 
Second light-house district in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, at a cost not to 
exceed $25,000. 

Src. 2. That that part of the act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, approved 
June 28, 1902, appropriating the sum of $25,000 for the establisment of a light- 
house depot at Castle Island, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman a 
question, and I ask unanimous consent that a second may be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. NAPHEN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection about this light-house depot 
is that the Government has a site there, owns the property, and 
that the appropriation was made for the improvement of the site 
last year. Am I correct about that? 

Mr. NAPHEN. Yes, sir. 

_Mr. CANNON. What is the matter? 
sites in Boston Harbor. 

Mr. NAPHEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but we own the site there. 

_Mr. NAPHEN. Because the United States has other available 
sites in Boston Harbor where this depot can be located, we object 
to such an unsightly structure as the erection of a light-house on 
this island would be. The Secretary of the Treasury has care- 
fully considered the erection of a light-house depot in Boston 
Harbor and the proposed change of location meets with his ap- 
proval, The appropriation in the sundry civil bill of last ses- 
sion confined the erection of the station to Castle Island. This 


Ihave no objection. I yield 


We have got various 
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bill leaves it entirely in the discretion of the Secretary of the 


Treasury to select the site. It calls for no additional money; it 
simply reappropriates the amount voted for the erection of the 
depot upon Castle Island. 

Mr. Speaker, in the first session of the Fifty-first Congress per- 
mission was granted to the city of Boston to improve and beau- 
tify Castle Island in connection with its public park on condition 
that the excavations and fillings met with the approval of the 
Secretary of War. The plans of the proposed improvements 
were submitted and approved by the Secretary. The city of 
Boston in good faith expended between thirty-five and forty 
thousand dollars in making the island available for park pur- 
poses and in the erection of a bridge ‘connecting it with the 
mainland. It would be an injustice now to deprive us of the use 
of this island when there are several other available sites within 
the harbor. 

I can say without fear of contradiction that this island is one 
of the most popular resorts in Boston. It is visited by both rich 
and poor alike. Its use is not confined to the residents of Boston 
alone; people from various sections of the State enjoy its beauties. 
The first intimation that the people of Boston had that it was 
the intention of the Government to occupy this island for light- 
house purposes was in September of last year, when the Secretary 
of War informed the mayor of Boston and myself of the permis- 
sion granted tothe Light-House Establishment to occupy a part of 
the island. 

Protests against its occupation came from the mayor, members 
of the city government. leading citizens, and myself. As a re- 
sult, the Secretary of War requested the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to suspend active construction, and nothing further has been 
done up to the present time. The passage of the bill will pre- 
serve the island as a part of the park system of Boston, and, in 
the language of the Secretary of the Treasury, ‘‘ will protect the 
city from an unsightly structure in a very conspicuous place.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman to accept an amend- 
ment. After the word ‘‘ Massachusetts,’ in line 10, insert the 
words ‘‘on land owned by the United States.”’ 

Mr. NAPHEN. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker. 
as an amendment to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the gentleman’s pro- 
posed amendment will be submitted, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 10, on page 1, after the word “ Massachusetts,” insert .“‘on land 
owned by the United States.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the suggested amend- 
ment? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. It will be 
considered as being voted upon with the bill. The question is on 
suspending the rules and passing the bill with the amendment 
just adopted by the House. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

H. R. 2557. An act for the relief of Henry L. McCalla; and 

H. R. 12508. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Jones. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 

S. 3239. An act granting a pension to John Q. Lane. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 16842) making appropriations to 

rovide for the expenses of the government of the District of Co- 
umbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLIson, Mr. 
Quay, and Mr. CockRELL as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 7053) 
to further regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the 
States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment a bill of the following title: 

H. R. 16915. An act authorizing the commis ioners’ court of 
Escambia County, Ala., to construct a bridge across Conecuh 
River at or near a point known as McGowans Ferry, in said 
county and State. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 


I offer that 


following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 
Senate concurrent resolution 66. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 1,500 copies, in cloth, of the first volume of the new edition of the 
Senate election cases, compiled in pursuance of the resolution adopted by the 
Senate April 17, 1902, 500 copies to be for the use of the members of the Senate 
and 1,000 copies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of the Hon. Rousseau O. Crump, late a Representative 
from the State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
fitting tribute may be paid to the private and public virtues of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the Senate, at the conclusion 
of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolution of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 3239. An act granting a pension to John Q. Lane—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Senate concurrent resolution 66: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 1,500 copies, in cloth, of the first volume of the new edition 
of the Senate Election Cases, compiled in pursuance of the resolution adopted 
by the Senate April 17, 1902, 500 copies to be for the use of the members of 


the Senate and 1,000 copies for the use of the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 
S. 7053. An act to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the States, 
WILLIAM M’CARTY LITTLE. 


Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(S. 4557) for the relief of William McCarty Little. 

The Clerk read the bill as follows: 

That the President is authorized toappoint Lieut. William McCarty Little, 
now on the retired list of the Navy, to a captain on said retired list, with 
the rank and pay of that grade from the date of appointment under this act. 

re RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
second. 

Mr. BULL. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that a sec- 
ond be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island asks unan- 
imous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Without losing my right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman from Rhode 
Island if this bill has been unanimously reported by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. BULL. Yes. 
its passage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The committee unani- 
mously instructed the gentleman to call it up? 

Mr. BULL. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have no objection, Mr. 
Speaker, to a second being considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, anda second is 
ordered; and the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Rhode 
Island for the bill and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON | against the bill. 

Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to place on the retired 
list as a captain an officer in the Navy who is now serving on the 
retired list as a lieutenant. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
1im? 

Mr. BULL. From a lieutenant toacaptain. This officer was 
retired in 1884 involuntarily on account of impairment of eye- 
sight, but he was not thereby permanently incapacitated for the 
performance of effective active service, to which he has been de- 
tailed since his enforced retirement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it is impos- 
sible to hear the gentleman from Rhode Island. I insist that we 
ought to have some reason if we promote a man and put him on 
the retired list. 

Mr. BULL. Perhaps the matter will be better explained if the 
Clerk will read the first part of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read in the gentleman’s time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Aff 
for the relief of William McCarty 


I was instructed by the committee to ask for 


How much does it promote 


to whom was referred the bill (8. 4577) 
ittle, having fully considered 


e facts 
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involved for the relief asked for in this case, respectfully report thereon, 
with the recommendation that it pass. 

An examination of the facts in this case will show that the relief asked for is 
fully approved by the Navy Department; that it is an exceptional case, and 
its passage will not form a precedent for any case known to yourcommittee. 
It is one in which Congress is asked to right an unintentional wrong in the 
interest of a most meritorious officer, one who, during the whole period of 
his retirement, has been in active touch with the service, and, as expressed 
in the language of Rear-Admiral Taylor, ‘“‘ His exceptional ability, coupled 
with great industry and love of his profession, has been continuously exerted 
for the benefit of the Navy during his retirement, and the work he has done 
has been very apparent and of tangible value.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, Mr. Speaker,if there 
is any part of that report that gives _ reason why this man 
should be put on the retired list I would like to have that read. 
So far the Clerk has read a very positive opinion, but no reason 
has been given. 

Mr. BULL. Since this officer was placed on the retired list 
he has practically done active duty. During the Spanish war he 
had charge of the Rhode Island Naval Militia organization and 
was in command of the coast patrol and coast signal service 
along the New England coast. He has been doing active duty 
ever since, and is at’ present at the Naval War College at New- 
ort. 

: Mr. RIXEY. Does this place him on the active list? 

Mr. BULL. No; but he would be very glad indeed to go on 
the active list. 

Mr. RIXEY. What is his age? 

Mr. BULL. I can not state exactly, but he entered the Acad- 
emy in 1863. 

Mr. RIXEY. He was placed on the active list during the Span- 
ish war? 

Mr. BULL. He did active work, although not technically 
upon the active list. 
like to hear it. 

Mr. RIXEY. Suppose you let us have his record. 

Mr. BULL. I ask that the Clerk read from page 3 of the re- 


rt. 

_ RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask the 
gentleman if this bill has been recommended by the Secretary of 
the Navy? 

Mr. BULL. It has. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman 
os say that this officer was desirous of being put on the active 

ist. 
: Mr. BULL. The bill provides that he shall go on the retired 
ist. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I know; but I understood 
the gentleman to say that the officer himself was anxious to get 
on the active list. 

Mr.BULL. I think he would be glad to goon the active list, for 
the reason that he has been performing active duty without the 
accruing advantages of advancement in rank or the emoluments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then, while we need so 
many officers, why not put him on the active list and let him go 
to war? 

Mr. BULL. Weshould be glad to do that, but it is not recom- 
mended by the Department, and an amendment of that nature 
would alter the purpose of the pending Senate bill, and might 
involve failure altogether to pass any bill for Lientenant Little’s 
relief. His services, however, will be available for active duty 
in the future as in the past. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PROFESSIONAL WORK DONE SINCE RETIREMENT. 


1884. Retired May 16, nearly top of list of senior lieutenants after fourteen 
years in that grade. 

1885. Course at war college. 

1886. Course at torpedo station; course at war college, voluntary librarian; 
urged adoption of naval war game, lectured thereon. 

1887-88-89. Each year: Attended war college course; lectured on “ War 
game,” six lectures; assisted during winter in developing college. 

1891-92-93. Serving as acting naval attaché in Spain in connection with 
Columbian and Madrid expositions and construction of Columbus caravels 
under direction of Secretary of Navy. 

1894-95. Each year: Attended war college course and assisted in develop- 
ment. 

1896. Command Rhode Island Naval Militia; war college course. 

1897. Command Rhode Island Naval Militia; war college course; torpedo 
station course. 

1808. Command pre 
Rhode Island Naval Militia into the naval service for the war and on duty as 
executive officer of training station. 

1899. Executive officer training station. After war, war college course. 

1900. Staff naval war college. 

1901. Staff naval war college and still so serving. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted for the motion, the rules were suspended and 
the bill was passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER, STATE OF ARKANSAS. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 17204) toauthorize the construction of a bridge 


I have his record here, if the House would | 





| wreckers had abandoned the wreck, pronouncing it hopeless. 


across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in the State of 
Arkansas. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and 
the bill was passed. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE STEAMER BEAUMONT. 


Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, by the direction of the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 16734) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Beaumont. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Mira, owned by a 
citizen of the United States, to be registered as a vessel of the United States 
under the name of Beaumont, whenever it shall be shown to the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation that the salvage and the repairs made in a United States 
shipyard have amounted to three times the price paid for the wreck to her 
foreign owners, exclusive of salvage. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Michigan {Mr. FoRDNEY] to control the time in favor of the bill, 
and the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. LITTLEFIELD] to control the 
time against it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Imove to suspend the rules 
and pass bill (H. R. 16734) to provide an American register for 
the steamer Beaumont. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for issuing an American register 
for an English-built ship wrecked in foreign waters, rescued by an 
American wrecker, and brought to an American shipyard, where 
it is now being repaired. It is not new legislation. Many bills 
of this kind have come before this House within the past few 
years. Since 1895 there have been 28 just such measures passed 
by this House, the difference being that in this case there is far 
more merit than in any of those 28, for the reason that the 
other vessels had been wrecked by foreign wreckers. In this case 
an American citizen took his wrecking outfit into the waters of 
Nova Scotia, paying duty on that outfit. He blasted a channel 
through solid rock some 400 feet to where this vessel lay high and 
dry. He dragged it into deep water, brought it into an American 
port, and it is now being repaired in a shipyard at Philadelphia. 
This was done after wreckers in Nova Scotia and Canadian 
The 


I demand a second on the motion to 


| vessel was a new one, having been floated only some ten months 





ration coast patrol and coast signal service. Brought | Congress and asking special legislation. 
a : ; ‘ag | Would provide an American register for this vessel except for 


before it was wrecked. The American wrecker, being a man of 
limited means, got into trouble with the owners, they refusing to 
pay him, as he said, according to the contract; and the present 
owner went to his relief and furnished him aid, becoming finan- 
cially interested in the matter. 

The foreign owners were compelled to settle with the wrecker; 
the present owner paid to that company $50,000 for the wrecked 
vessel, and he also paid $51,000 wreckage. He is now under con- 
tract with Cramp & Sons, of Philadelphia, for the repair of the 
hull and the foundation and the lining of the engine, repairs to 
the stearing gear, and other minor repairs. The sum to be paid 
under that contract, a certified copy of which I have here, is 
$71,500. I have an affidavit from the present owner that, in ad- 
dition to the repairs provided in this contract, at least $30,000 
more must be spent in repairs to the vessel before she can be 
ready to do duty again, making more than the amount required 
by section 4136 of the Revised Statutes. Under that provision 
the vessel would be admitted to an American register without a 
special act, except for the fact that she was wrecked in foreign 
waters. If she had been wrecked in American waters, thero 
would have been no occasion for the present owner coming to 
I repeat that the law 


the fact that she was wrecked in foreign waters and less than 150 
miles from the home of the gentleman who opposes this measure. 

The tendency of legislation of this kind is to stimulate and help 
boat building. I know of a case in my home, Saginaw, Mich., in 
which Mr. Arthur Hill, now president of the Saginaw Steamship 
Company, and his company became interested in the purchase of 
a boat which had been wrecked under conditions somewhat simi- 
lar to the one under consideration. That company purchased the 
wrecked foreign-built ship and rebuilt her in the United States 
and became thereby interested for the first time in the shipping 
business, and since then and within the past few years his com- 
pany has built two 4,000-ton steamships in United States ship- 
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yards. And said company has now, as I remember, eight ships 
engaged in general shipping. 

I desire to further call attention to the construction which has 
been placed upon the statute, section 4136, by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, and especially in the decision of Attorney-General Miller, in 
which he uses the following language: 

The plain intention of section 4136 was to give to wrecked vessels which 
were pene rebuilt in the United States the same privilege that vessels 
would have if wholiy built within the United States. Its ultimate angese 
was to aid American shipbuilding, and it was evidently considered by Con- 


gress that the rebuilding of three-fourths of a vessel was to be encouraged 
as well as the building of a vessel entire. 


This is a plain and sensible construction of the law, and the re- 
sult of such a construction is beneficial to the general shipping 
interests, and is beneficial to the people who ship goods, beneficial 
tothe whole people. Soisthis proposed legislation, and it is harm- 
ful to no interests. 

As bearing upon and showing what has been added to our 
American merchant marine and shipping under this section of the 


Statutes, 4136, I desire to state that since 1884 nearly two hundred | 


ships have been admitted to American register. Ten of these 


came in under the Hawaiian and Porto Rican act. 

I have said that 28 ships have been admitted to American regis- 
ter since 1895 under circumstances similar to the facts in this boat 
Mira, under consideration, none of them havirig more equities, and 
in some cases the equity is not nearly so strong. I submit here- 
with a statement of some of these ships. 


Steamer Empress.—Registered as Laurava. 
uary 16, 189%. Fifty-third Congress. 
ume 28. 

Bark Linda and bark Archer.—January 16, 1895. Same Congress and same 
statutes, page 626. 

Steamer Nerito.—Registere’i as Miami. Owner, Charles W. Hagan. 
fourth Congress. Act approved January 22, 1896. Page 3, United States 
Statutes at Large, No. 29. 

Bark Minde.—Registered as Three Brothers. 
Fifty-fourth Congress. February 7, 1896. 

John Ludwig.—Same as above. 

Steamer Asturian Prince.—Registered as Mattearran. Owner, C. W. Hagan. 
By act Congress approved April 4, 189%. Same statutes, page 8, and same 
Congress. 

Steamer Menemsha.—Owner, C. W. Hagan. By act of Congress, approved 
June 10, 1896. Same statutes and Congress, page 321. 

Barge Thomas T. Falck.—Registered as Black Diamond. Owner, Mobile 
Coal Company. By act approved February 4, 1897. Same statutes and Con- 
gress, page 511. 
= Bark Ceres.—By act February 8, 1897. 
516. 

Bark E. C. Mowatt.—By act February 13,1897. Same statutes and Congress, 
page 527. 

. Barkentine Sharp Shooter.—Registered as Ruth. Owner,J.M.Cunningham 
Company. Act February 9, 1898. United States Statutes at Large, No. 30, 
page 240, Fifty-fifth Camgress, second session. 

Steamer Catanie.—Owner, M. Stanley Tweedie. Act May 21, 1898. Same 


Congress and statutes, page 420. 
Act February 19, 1898. Same 


Steamer Leelanaw.—Owner, James Jerome. 
Act January 31, 1898. Same Con- 


Owner, John D. Hart. Jan- 
United States Statutes, page 626, vol- 


Owner, Albert F. Dewey. 
Statutes at Large, page 5. 


Same statutes and Congress, page 


Congress and statutes, page 249. 
Steamer Navahoe.—Owner, B. F. Clyde. 
gress and statutes, page 240. 


It may also be worthy of mention, and I want to state the fact 
before the House, that no bill permitting an American register 
or suspending the technicality of the law to permit American 
registry, even though the boat came to peril in foreign waters 
just outside of the jurisdiction of the United States, has been 
permitted to receive favorable consideration since the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] has been a member of the com- 
mittee. It appeared in a statement and argument before the 
committee that he is protecting the interests of his constituents, 
who will have more competition if this boat is admitted to Ameri- 
can register. He stands for his constituents, and I do the best I 
can for mine, and in addition what I contend for will have a 
tendency to help the shipper by enlarging the field of competition, 
and outside of the constituents of the gentleman from Maine and 
some other shipyards no one can possibly be hurt by this legisla- 
tion. It isconceded on all hands that what is needed is an in- 
crease of the merchant marine, and after July 1, 1903, vessels 
sailing under the American flag only will be permitted to carry 
goods between the Philippine Islands and United States ports, 
and so I say admit this ship to American register and help meet 
these increasing demands. 

There are now 178 vessels owned by American citizens but sail- 
ing under foreign flags and manned by foreign seamen, with a 
tonnage of 1,047,000 tons. 

In connection with the argument of the gentleman from Maine 
that the cost of salvage should not be considered as part of the 
‘“‘repairs,”’ and thereby bring this case without the meaning of 
the statute 4186, and answering the position taken by him before 
the committee that the cost of salvage is not any part of the “‘ re- 
pairs’ within the meaning of the statute, I desire to call attention 
to the decision of Attorney-General Crittenden, made February 
14, 18538, in an exactly similar case, as far as repairs, etc., are 


concerned, which decision established a precedent ever since fol- 
lowed by the Committee on the Merchant Mari ne and Fisheries and 


Fifty- | 


the office of the Commissioner of Navigation in the Treasury 
Department. 


OPINION OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL CRITTENDEN, FEBRUARY 14, 1853. 
[Pp. 674-675, vol. 5, Opinions of Attorneys-General. ] 


Srr: The case stated in your letter of the 11th of this month is that a for- 
eign-built vessel was wrecked within the United States and purchased when 
so wrecked by American citizens for $200; they expended subsequently in 
the hire of lighters, blocks, tackles, and labor, in getting her afloat and tow- 


| ing her to Norfolk for the purpose of being repaired, the sum of $1,700; the 


amount of repairs put upon her at Norfolk was $493, making the full cost of 
the vessel, when repaired, $2,394.04. 

Theact of Congressapproved December 23, 1852(sec. 4136, Rev. Stat.), author- 
izes the Secretary of the Treasury toissuea register or enrollment forany ves- 
sel built in a foreign country whenever such vessel shall be wrecked in the 
United States and shall be purchased and repaired by a citizen of the United 
States if it shall be te to the satisfaction of the Secretary that the re- 
pairs put upon such vessel are equal to three-fourths of the cost of the 
vessel when so repaired. 

The question submitted for my opinion is whether the aforesaid sum of 
$1,700 as aforesaid expended by the Tzearicaa owners after their purchase of 
the wrecked vessel is to be considered as composing a part of the repairs put 
up on the vessel so wrecked, purchased, and repaired in deciding upon the 
claim of the American owners to have a register. 

The subjects of the act of Congress above quoted are foreign-built vessels 
“wrecked” in the United States, “purchased and repaired” by a citizen of 
the United States, and the cost of repairs put upon such vessel. 

The definition of the verb “to repair,’ as given by standard lexicons, is 
“to restore to a sound or good state after decay, injury, dilapidation, or partial 
destruction: to recover.” 

In the case legislated for the thing injured is a vessel, the injury toit is by 
being wrecked, that wreck is to be recovered, repaired, restored to a good 
state after having been wrecked, after having been stranded, or dashed 
against rocks, or submerged. 

The first movement in the repairing of a wrecked vessel would necessarily 
be to recover her from the submarine or fixed situation, to lift her from the 
rocks or shoal, to get her afloat or tow her into port where she can safely 
be ores, so that the extent of the injury may be ascertained and 
amended. 

Ail the costs and charges from the first expenditures to recover a vessel 
from her wrecked, fixed situation to the last expenditure to put her in proper 
trim for use in restoring her to usefulness, in earning freight as she was be- 
fore she was wrecked seem to belong properly to the account of repairs made 
upon the vessel. 

If a house injured by a fire be repaired, would it be proper in computing 


| the cost of repairs to omit expenses of removing from the interior of the 


burning walls, the smoking ruins, the fallen slates of the roof and the bricks 
and mortar of the inner, tumbled, crumbled walls, the charges of scaffolds 
and platforms for the laborers to stand upon while repairing the destruction 
caused by the fire? That the removal of ruboish and these appliances neces- 
sarily used in the reconstruction do not adhere to the building when refitted 
for habitation would be no reasonable cause for excluding those necessary 
things from the account when computing the costs of repairing the building. 

In my opinion the said sum of $1,700 must be taken into account in solving 
the question “whether the repairs put upon said vessel shall be equal to 
three-fourths of the cost of the weasel when so repaired.” 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I am very much amused 
with the geography of my distinguished friend, whatever bear- 
ing that may have on this case. The gentleman speaks of this 
wreck being 100 miles from my home when it was about 100 
miles from the eastern limits of the State of Maine, and I am lo- 
cated about 125 miles from that eastern boundary. 

Now, I want to say a few words about this bill as it appears 
before the House, and I would like the attention of gentlemen 
here. This bill was reported by the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries on Thursday last. It was considered by a 
subcommittee of which I am the chairman, and on Thursday last 
the committee, without getting a report from the subcommittee, 
discharged that subcommittee from its duties, in my absence, and 
without notice to me. 

I was ene toit. The Committee on Merchant Marine, how- 
ever, took up the bill and ordered it reported. As soon as I 
learned that the bill had been ordered reported, which was on 
Friday morning, I asked unanimous consent to have until Mon- 
day morning to file minority views, in order that members of the 
House might have in print the reasons why the minority thought 
that this bill should not become a law. Those views were filed 
here this morning, and they are before me now in manuscript 
Of course they have not been printed because there has not been 
time to print them, so that members can not have the benefit of 
the minority views except as I am able to state them on this floor. 

I have no doubt it is to an extent true that some vessels have 
been admitted under circumstances that might furnish precedents 
for this. Just for a moment I want to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that since 1884 there have been admitted by this 
special legislation 189 vessels, with a tonnage of 121,055. During 
the time my predecessor, Governor Dingley, served on this Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, there were admitted 
to American registry vessels having a tonnage of something like 
34,000. I will file with my remarks, because I do not want to take 
time to read it now, an itemized statement of the vessels thus admit- 
ted. There are now carrying the American flag foreign bottoms 
admitted to American registery by special legislation 127,300 tons. 

In the first place, the members of this House must well under- 
stand that it costs Americansin American shipyards about 25 per 


cent more to build their ships than it costs to build them abroad, 
and every one of these ships admitted, foreign built, to American 
registry stands her owners from 25 to 50 per cent less as investment 
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than she would if built in an American shipyard, and she com- 
petes in our coastwise and foreign trade with American bottoms 
under those circumstances. I have not been able to learn that 
until this Congress, the Fifty-seventh, there has been any organ- 
ized opposition to the general promiscuous admission of foreign- 
built ships to American registry. During this term of Congress 
people interested in the American shipyards and building Ameri- 
can ships, by reason of this large amount of tonnage which has 
been dumped in upon them under these circumstances, for the 
protection of American interests have felt obliged to make a 
vigorous protest, and a vigorous protest has been made before the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries during this 
Congress. 

No bill has been recommended by that committee that would 
under any circumstances furnish a precedent for this bill now 
pending. The committee has reported adversely in several in- 
stances and announced this proposition by which it would be 
governed. In three adverse reports the committee say: 

The committee are of the opinion that the immemorial policy of this coun- 
try to preserve for American-built vessels its coastwise trade intact,and any 
other privilege to which they should be specially entitled, should be main- 
tained. 

The report further says: 

The general law has fora long time authorized, under specific and well- 
defined conditions, the granting of American registry to a foreign vessel. 
We do not believe that any such vessels should be admitted to American 
registry except in strict accordance with these conditions unless there > 

ears to be some extraordinary and unforeseen circumstance that clearly 
justified and required departure from this general rule. 

Mr. HAMILTON. From what is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. From the report of the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries Committee, made at this Congress. That is the 
rule laid down by thiscommittee. This case does not come within 
that rule. This vessel Myra was wrecked at Chebogue Point, 
Nova Scotia, in the Bay of Fundy, about 100 miles from the 
eastern point of the State of Maine. She was salved by one James 
Reid and taken into Halifax Harbor, NovaScotia. When in that 
harbor Mr. Gilchrist, a citizen of Michigan, went down and 
bought her in at public auction. He had nothing to do with sav- 
ing her. He did not invest anything in so doing, in taking her off 
the rocks, but simply went down there and on an open speculation 
invested his money in this ship, buying her at public auction, 
subject to the salvage charge. He paid $50,000, subject to a sal- 

yage charge of $51,000. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have but a few moments. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I just wanted to say that he did not buy her 
at public auction. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, then he bought her at private 
sale. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
personal friend. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. My minority report, if you had allowed 
it to have been printed, would have stated that fact. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I had nothing to do with that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He went down, and whether he bought 
at private sale or public auction is immaterial. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It does make some difference. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He paid $50,000 for this vessel. He tes- 
tified before the subcommittee that he was advised to go and make 
that purchase by one Samuel Holmes, a ship broker in New York, 
who told me in my room that he had been engaged in getting 
American registers for foreign-built ships, and urged me to ad- 
mit this vessel. So that when Mr. Gilchrist went down and in- 
vested $101,000 in this foreign-built ship he knew that he was 
taking the chances of getting her admitted to American registry 
by special legislation. He gambled upon the prospects of being 
able to get this bill through the committee and through the 
House. That was no doubt a legitimate speculation. I make no 
complaint about Mr. Gilchrist. My objections are general. He 
is an honorable gentleman and appeared thoroughly well before 
the committee—entirely straightforward. He stated these facts. 
He did not put them exactly as I state them, but these are the 
facts. Thereis no question about this vessel having been wrecked 
outside of the United States. 

_ There are only two circumstances under which the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation can admit a foreign-built ship to American 
registry: First, she must be wrecked inside the waters of the 
United States, and second, her owner must expend three-quarters 
of her valuein an American shipyard or in repairs—the statute 
does not in terms require the repairs to be made in an American 
shipyard, though that is a fair inference. This vessel may cost 
to repair $71,500, and they estimate $30,000 for additional ex- 
penses, in all $202,500, made up as follows: $101,000 purchase 
price and salvage; $71,500 repairs by contract, and $30,000 esti- 
mated, and by his own statement Mr. Gilchrist will expend only 
$101,500 in repairs. In order to come within the condition it 


He did come to the rescue of a 


would be necessary for him to spend at least $150,000 for repairs, 
and he falls $50,000 short of that. Now, these are the circum- 
stances and these are the conditions. 

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ihave noobjection to this case by reason 
of the fact that Mr. Gilchrist is the purchaser and seeking this 
register; but I think we are obliged to stand here and maintain 
this policy of the Government. This vessel when built and re- 
paired by him, as I am reliably informed, while costing him only 
$201,000, would be worth—— 

Mr. HAMILTON. When was this policy inaugurated which 
the gentleman now advocates? You speak of this policy. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The policy so far as this present bill is 
concerned was inaugurated in this Congress. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Just inaugurated? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Just inaugurated in this Congress. 

Mr. HAMILTON. It is being inaugurated now by the gentle- 
man, is it not? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not necessarily; not at all. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is not this the first instance? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; it was inaugurated in three in- 
stances which have already been reported adversely to this House 
in the cases of the:Antiope, the Melanope, and the Vantromp. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. None of which you favored? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Of course I did not, because I was on the 
committee that adversely reported each of them. I reported 
that in the case of the three, and everyone of them was wrecked 
outside of American waters and had repairs put on them in 
American shipyards; and the committee made the same report in 
each instance, which was a unanimous report from this commit- 
tee at this session. Here is the list I call your attention to, show- 
ing the number of tons that have been coming in in years past. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 
Washington, February 14, 1903. 

Mr. Dingley was connected with the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries from 1886 to 1890, as stated in a telephonic message from the Capitol. 

This does not include vessels admitted under special acts, as Porto Rican 
vessels, Hawaiian vessels, etc. 

T. B. SANDERS. 


Vessels admitted to American registry under general act of Congress. 














- Gross 
Name. tonnage. Flag. 
| 
1884. , 
ES IEEE, Pe Pe 708 | British. 
I ae werent 1,000 Do. 
SE NOD Setindircnadaswddesmceawee 512 | Spanish. 
NN oe aa lied e ainda bareiuientames 370 | Norwegian, 
a I nel 100 | British. 
nN diiitle Mictind einai tieneearnmeaee | li7 Do. 
1885. 
INO is ol einnieh enindameaiebte 53 | British. 
titan 508 | Italian. 
sos needniinn im ameeenanennn 9 | British. 
on a icelnle ene enmen sean 192 Do. 
SEES ee ae 206 Do. 
I bcd Scns edieiididatncceaceesenee 469 | Hawaiian, 
a a meee 84 | British. 
a a cc naidinctinsinagdin whebee 101 Do. 
I SE intndulintuiddveiadse cotcnccaes 112 Do. 
1886. 
Ee 68 | British. 
EE ST SE 2, 157 Do. 
I uinneuiit 316 Do. 
a. 139 Do. 
1887. 
od nic pemnitneednemien 185 | British. 
EL aa ee 99 | Do. 
EE ae 1,008 Do. 
I ee 830 Do. 
ol on. in ceninanadatananences 730 | German. 
William Warren .............. islleretin sinew 115 | British. 
et ons a oatenemins eceenw = 155 Do. 
a ecean 1, 624 | Do. 
oS eee eee 145 Do. 
nad cclp cngedeabeusuows | 18] Do. 
I ceeeaee | 1,723 Do. 
icine | 341 | German, 
rr esmmecaun | 276 | British. 
iia pecaswnendnsacn | 123 | Mexican. 
SE dabble ciinlieniGmagamemensen | 265 | Spanish. 
1888. | 
cee 1,048 | German, 
ae til ela di ene 629 | British. 
heli ln iia caeapmianniinaientabeid ened 447 | Norwegian. 
Son ie blasais ensue 1,108 | German. 
ited wisincpdinilemiionnten 970 | Norwegian. 
I catenin 1,919 | British. 
OD ON Ee 515 | Do. 
cout 839 | Do. 
a enduen 19} Do. 
it ears ttnnen 747 Do. 
a ees 91 | Do. 
Nahi Maltin pike diniangt ett enbiincaneewe 2,480 | French. 


a American built. 
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Vessels admitted to American registry under general act of Congress—Cont’d. 





Gross 


Vessels admitted to American registry under general act of Congress—Cont’d., 




















—— tonnage. Flag. 
1889. 
Zamora - dnbibe weenie 120 | British. 
William and Jose ‘ph His igi Bika aneoendaamie 234 | Norwegian. 
Richard P. Green 5. cane datenmialecanaaneln 300 | British. 
Panc Sa ee ee ree | 253 | Mexican. 
a at a oe 618 | British. 
Agni es 4g aaa al sanepe nina | ll Do. 
Esc scala cits. iret lig Seo entra toes aetanaiaa ee | 541 Do. 
Ea |) 2. ae ee | 542 | Do. 
IES oo. kia baie pias ate aml | 1,059 | Do. 
I. nnncomnnacquneninnnenlbieniiiiamennaidn aad 607 | Swedish. 
ae aS 315 | British. 
Re 8 a ee ee eae 95 Do. 
R RS IS Se 815 Do. 
Dar : : Br oe O'S ------------ -----++--------- 142 Do. 
SN I iid tiniraniiaiemncins milan u4 Do. 
Fx ard ‘EL. ‘J min eeebdtaiaeajivainalakicaeiates 150 Do. 
—_ I stein dtihid nbd einiiniicinitcats 754 Do, 
1890. 
TRIE... .c.nne visininbnbenaide ane 77 | British. 
ITED nas csthitnisielesilatepninteeesctiihalaepaicieleainadiaie a, 063 German, 
a 277 | British. 
ON i eet lineal ees 16 Do. 
Bl ne fie a a ae i + 485 Do. 
572 Do. 
626 Do. 
1,070 | Do. 
867 | Norwegian. 
ax 186 | British. 
Chas. OC, BYR 0 ccccee cee cewn encore wnesen 401 Do. 
arctan aie icaiesnilietiimeinietandint taeda F-5} Do. 
ED tncdidinnd: canines bacbtesmabidh aakche 1,337 | Do. 
1891. 
STII .« scsbussicninistiieertnainteeinebatianirenpagiminamn 620 | Italian. 
ND Fs ciccstieeneerinapeeniinndantadamad 1,265 | German, 
Panope..- nctalepnsatsiuaindibiitnimnambanaitineniaiin 91 | British. 
Bessie H. Gross cenihistdininetteineiiicunatciakaiiatl 116 | Do. 
I adi enlaces ama iietintee ics cotati 451 Do. 
IGA cori nenphoninndliasisibineanbiniadaannen weds 12 Do. 
1882. 
MI ie bd di hcisinlbilldaniniinndicte 104 British. 
Maggie Hurk OF scnatnsiiiienaivtnsalapaalibteeteteteritiits ttelptdsia 88 | Do. 
CR db ee~saksrennda ienasistndtindhainield —- | Mexican, 
ERD oi aisiceenie wae nen a Oetennrieeininn mpanitnetesinetal 3 | British. 
ND cuttin cinema eennnntnes | 1,213 Do. 
TINIE 111s, ancimnmandiwsscmdmiiedialininen himeon 45 Do. 
W.R. al 450 Do. 
OR OE a ‘asiltealtagua 89 Do. 
RN a iaalctlcussisihcgiae asinine cv teitinenanteinein iid 19 Do, 
1893. 
TNE scat ntsiainncstedinentnmenél 9 | British. 
i  iccntitinoniretairninapamguemnel 108 Do. 
NEE no nfs h ce heepen i emsegiecunainivennite 256 Do. 
ee 109 Do. 
SUTIN ss siinis aiceeestaghiaidniiniadinalpaiaadiieiiptaadiid 1,@1 Do. 
SII ini innsSesiciicieabidee tiie nian diomecniiahenennii | 769 | British- nM. 
RIED cninicinnunincadeithbtidinnniiccthiabiindd 8 | British 
1894. | 
ii ncccinexindanh hb Dillannitinaninnlintnilpimniiee $38 | British. 
(oS i i ete aS «ape, tian 15 Do. 
pe "eS a 26 | Do. 
B rik dyw in 96... wince cccsncnscees conscepenate | 1,236 | German. 
Be » Be 9 British. 
Ga alle 454 | Italian. 
aa aE 33 | British. 
Tampico@......... 134 | Venezuelan, 
1895. | 
Glenola -.........----------.-2see- 2-2-0 135 | British. 
aE 72 Do. 
51 Do. 
8, 427 | Do. 
2, 896 Do. 
660 Do. 
813 Do. 
| 
2,461 | British-Spanish. 
104 | British. 
118 | Do, 
1, = | Do. 
| Do. 
2. ii German. 
% | British. 
Is accel 115 | British. 
ID ctethn aalinnddbbencunbaccenbinsuieets 315 | Russian, 
Bte Ee es ches geoene 2,016 | British. 
I es 83 | Do. 
Conner NN ct lit, nein edhiniipietivetauninte 1,060 | German, 
SS RE Se ae ee 1, 362 | British. 
TR I ccceoncedd icant ich lencedipitechrirmeic eminent 323 | Swedish. 
1898. 
BIR, .c.ccenn sonstittittinnsieeedocnienana 468 | Norwegian. 
AIOE G.. . noc cuvnsc cnvtesencncvececnses 10 | British. 
ITED . oc ccncickinmeevesinnmiancseiennn 152 | Mexican. 
OI ovicncc dnncientiticipe atenitbaiinininsuipnininn 1,963 | British. 
Et, SPANOS... an bidaginninetibesmenieiimamed 343 Do. 
IIE «nance utieoscecslgiphantnaeketnal 2,553 Do. 
CROOTIES . ncnses nodiensicmectsscebeimenedl 1,876 Do. 





















v- 


7. . Gross 
Name. tonnage. Flag. 
1898. 
aia snipe Rta iu lM A ane a ai ea a 9 | British. 
I III «0.0 Gilad ueasannerentiatininoais , 737 Do. 
IDS, ocuntnnueh ainteeise eames nate did 8,362 | Norwegian. 
Nyack 1,375 Do. 
Ceres 359 | German. 
Allan M 55 | British. 
Rena 42 Do. 
Carib 2,087 | British-Austrian. 
a ee 128 | British. 
I od re ee Si ae 852 | British-Norwegian. 
I lor "ida, Ne ics ciniicieadenakdah ci taghemalametiimietigh wists Mei: 1,071 | British-German. 
SN nas neil swiping estiianinin ie tenlhignentitida tate 548 | Swedish. 
LISS Se Ne 8,009 | British. 
Abbey Palmer... 1, 943 | Do. 
Nor bin sheslain ocrenedh iealacapawisenbioanbalate eilitetn dealin 761 | British-Norwegian. 
Re ke 138 | British. 
Bal a a a aa 996 | Norwegian. 
OL a Re 272 | British. 
a a esibemaenniel 874 Do. 
Ne wburgh Stdeiianndeds Sebi enens baba 524 Do 
Bi smarc k 12 | British. 
Ba lore cli 1,743 Do. 
Ww ili m Mc Kinley 318 Do. 
ae ae a ee 172 Do. 
H ler 5 tuck eee cecetneiiie eee aes 797 | Norwegian. 
In), onitinnien eéeamanremiaainelacdicninn 529 | German. 
We _ rn Ear 92 | British. 
Alcorea...... 403 Do. 
oo Ca ee aS te ee 107 Do. 
Mic ae 2,798 | British-Norwegian. 
Fe Ean ree 688 | British-Russian. 
J. ar thur Lord 212 | British. 
Tice aencidhin otenareeocidinatniiiemene aiiuacs > innnieshendl } 134 Do. 
1901. 
aa ane arent Dia 7 | British. 
a UIE cossatanaieiandeieeuiiicentediaebaaantiediindealicaninnadnainite 1,972 Do. 
0 ES a Ee 4, 436 Do. 
Noz i | 2, 674 Do. 
Sey th a ae ee ee 302 Do, 
a ce ee ee ee ae oe oe 2, 369 Do. 
SE hecicadakbtned scitnonshamannnnéinbnd 622 Norwegian. 
1902. 
EISIIEEY « cincciinnawentanediteeiietenewameusen 2,214 | British. 
ete tetas 170 Do. 
Ys i ee a 1,347 | British-Russian. 
a a 668 | Norwegian. 
Je I I i setcnintcmracesdiidinncniniaaaes 639 | British. 


@American built. 


Foreign-built steam vessels understood to be now in commission admitted to 
American registry. 
















| 

Name. Tonnage. || Name. Tonnage, 

i at tate Saati 

BE. i nds sédapesnedacceueen 832 || Philadelphia ................ 10, 786 
South Portland............. O00 § Florida. ..... .cccccesececcacs 1,786 
a eee! Ta A I i aaa tina athe 1,322 
Progreso. . 1,919 ee 1, 043 
DET oc ccuvdbedbastedush 1,835 || Washtenaw 2) 896 
Bluefields -. 735 || Pensacola... 1, 696 
Australia .. 2,755 || Evelyn ..... 1,963 
Ss. noc tienaemaueh wanda Ba Ot ES «nn vind on aatiemeiaad 1,879 
Stillwater 1,019 || Leelanaw 1,923 
Elihu Thompson ..........- SD 0 GY oc acbtancccswnewtpases 2, 635 
I ae GOEL ok. cunccscaneoenn 2,075 
George W. Kelley -........- Ce FGI. cancuvsonasnepecen 2,730 
CEN bib dn caiSeckeceseedene Dar SD « ccnces donde’ ccbudedlan 5,060 
|) ee ee eee 3.408 B Arloodia. «... 6.255. ccsacuntd 2, 206 
at dl 843 || Carib......-. taeaetentiiaiel 2,087 
I a ees 10,674 || Ambrosio Bolivar ....--...- 158 
Oa ae Be ee CR o wcidsecccactiovesued 84 
Enterprise 2,675 || San Mateo .................. 2, 926 
Buena Ventura............- 1,685 ] Re ean 479 
It tcticneetimeinacioell EE EE cock cnt dnas deme tinatale 1,972 
WENN. 51... nitsiod ceeeed S000 0 OORMNe ...252.--.-00c has 4, 436 
QUE cecmcccen sciesenents A RIED ccccnsnedndeccenscbows 2,953 
RR Sm 2 — | § S. V. Luckenbach........... 2, 674 
Harry Luckenbach. .......- 798 | IR... <a; cuangncesosghcuine 2,369 
| RE ae: I NEED <ceccktwccde demidaaea 302 
QO is. ntacticttahicimeces COS B DGCCIRY cnccce ssn cicsciipons 2,214 
ND oo) cin neinin 8, 508 + 
DAR TROOTR dec ccccssucecece 2,152 _ ae 127,300 





Mr. HAMILTON, You said 28 vessels had been admitted dur- 
ing this Congress? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, no. From 1884 up to 1902 179 ves- 
sels have been admitted, and that is the reason why men who 
have had their money invested in American shipyards, in Ameri- 
can ships, have found it necessary to make a vigorous protest, to 
inquire whether or not the policy of the statute laid down in 1852 
is to be maintained by this Congress or whether they are to be 
subjected to competition by foreign vessels under these circum- 
stances. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Has not the policy been with reference to these 
179 vessels that at least three-quarters of the value must have been 
put on in repairs? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I imagine that may be correct, because 
the gentleman from New York was chairman of the committee 
for a long while, and is therefore able to state the circumstances 
under which these 179 vessels have heretofore been admitted— | The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves the balance of his 


that three-quarters of the value must be puton in repairs in 
American shipyards. 

Now, there is no basis upon which that can be so in this case, 
because in all, including $100,000 in repairs to be put on, the total 
cost is $200,000. 


Now, with these suggestions, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen- | 


tleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. DALZELL], and reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let us hear from the other side. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very well; thenI reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr, METCALF. In the course of your remarks you said you 


had not understood that any protest had been made against | 
| that it has been the policy of this Government for many years to 


granting an American register until this session of Congress. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not until this term. 

Mr. METCALF. But that a vigorous protest had been made 
at this time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. METCALF. Have you any objection to stating by whom 
tle protest was made? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Several large shipyards, the Newport 
News yard, the New York and New England Company, and a 
Hawaiian company. There are several large companies that have 
made protests. 

Mr. METCALF. Just one more question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD (continuing). And it has been made by 
the largest shipowning concern in my own district, Arthur Sewell 
& Co. 

Mr. METCALF. Ashipbuilding company made the protest in 
this particular case? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They did. 

Mr. METCALF. They put in their bid for repairing this par- 
ticular ship, did they not? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I don’t know how that may be. 

Mr. METCALF. Was not that statement made before the 
subcommittee? 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; that statement was made before the | 
subcommittee, but not before the full committee. That is, I | 


don’t know what statement was made before the full committee; 
I was not there. 


Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Is it nqta fact that this Newport | 


News company that you speak of had their man there and made 
a bid on this very work, and because they did not get it they pro- 
tested most vigorously? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; that is not a fact. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Did not that appear before the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; it did not appear before the com- 
mittee. Idr. Gilcrist ‘threw out that insinuation, just exactly as 
my friend from California |Mr. Metca.r] has thrown it out, and 
just as some other gentlemen may desire to throw it out. It did 
not appear that Mr. Gilcrist said that. The specifications in 
this case were submitted to the Newport News shipyard and their 
bid was not accepted. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. They put in a bid and because their bid was 
higher than the Cramps it was rejected, and therefore they op- 

ose it. 
7 Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman does not, of course, un- 
dertake to say that they said that, eg by insinuation. 

Mr. FORDNEY. He said that they had bid and their bid had 
been rejected. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He did not undertake to say that except 
as an insinuation just as my friend from Michigan is saying by 


way of insinuation that that is the reason why they opposed the | 


American registry being given to this vessel. If the gentleman 


will pardon me let me say that Mr. Payson, who represented that | 
shipyard, said that they wanted notice from this committee of | 


every case of application made for giving a foreign-built ship an 
American register, because he was instructed by his clients to 
mo a vigorous opposition to such legislation. That is what he 
said, ~ 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WM..ALDEN SMITH. Does the committee propose to 
furnish him with that notice? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is he entitled to it? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He is a citizen, and representing the 
American merchant marine; I think everyone is entitled to that 


| 


| time. The gentleman has five minutes remaining. 


information when it is proposed by any legislation to indirectly 


| repeal the law on the subject. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. They are not the guardians of our 


| legislation. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They are not the guardians of our legis- 


| lation, but as individuals they have got the right to be heard. 


Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 


tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins]. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, Ihave served asa member of the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries nearly ten years 
during my service in this House. I was also present at the time 
when this bill was finally passed upon by the committee, in the 


| absence of the gentleman from Maine. I will state to the mem- 
| bers of this House that there was no intended discourtesy to the 


gentleman from Maine. The committee after full consideration 

determined the bill to be meritorious, and decided to favorably 

report it to the House. 
The gentleman from Maine has read a statement here showing 


| permit American register under the conditions presented here. 
He has shown, from the Commissioner of Navigation, that nearly 
a hundred vessels within the last fifteen years have been admitted 
under those conditions. So that when the contract was made to 
take this vessel from the rocks and into port and to an American 
shipyard and have these repairs made, these precedents were all 
before these parties. They understood if they complied with the 
requirements of the statutes of the United States that American 
registry would be granted to this ship. 

Now, we have a general statute that provides that where the 
expense of the repairs amounts to three-fourths of the value of 
the ship, the Secretary of the Treasury can grant an American 
register; and the only technical objection is that this vessel was 
wrecked in foreign waters, about 100 miles outside the limits of 
the waters of the United States. The salvage that is paid for it, 
and the amount of money that is paid for the repairs, in the ag- 
gregate amount to three-fourths of the value of the ship. If that 
be so, I can not see any valid reason why it should be denied an 
American registry. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Excuse me just a moment. I may be 
wrong in my calculation. Are you able to figure out anything 
in excess of $201,000? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam estimating the salvage at $50,000. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, You recognize salvage as a part of the 
repairs? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is what it cost to get the ship off the 
rocks and get it to the shipyard. The repairs will aggregate one 
hundred thousand more, and together they make about three- 
fourths of the value of the ship. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You estimate the salvage as a part of 
the repairs? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes,sir. The gentleman from Maine says the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries have adopted 
a new rule that excludes this ship from American registry. 

That rule, if it has been adopted by that committee, was not in 
vogue and was not known at the time these expenses were in- 
curred. Thatrule has not been made familiar to the members in 
this House or the members of the Senate; and I submit that after 
these men have gone forward and expended one hundred and fifty- 
odd thousand dollars to get this vessel off the rocks, and paid 
American workmen in American shipyards $100,000 and a little 
over for repairs, that we ought to grant the same privilege that 
we have been granting in nearly one hundred other cases. I now 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL}. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr, Speaker, from the foundation of the 
Government down to the present time it has been the American 
policy to secure and preserve our coastwise trade for vessels built 
in American shipyards. Down until 1852 it would have been im- 
| possible to have taken a wreck within the waters of the United 
States and have it repaired in an American shipyard and secure 
| an American register. Fifty years ago a concession was made, 
| and it was provided that a vessel wrecked within the waters of the 

United States might be raised and taken to an American ship- 
, yard, and if there were repairs equal to three-fourths of her value 
put upon her, she might have an American register. 

Mr. PAYNE. But salvage was no part of it? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not atall. Now, this bill not only asks us 
to go a step beyond the provisions of section 4163 of the Revised 
Statutes, the act of 1852, but it asks us to say to the Secretary of 
the Treasury that if he finds there has been not three-quarters of 
the value of the vessel put upon her in repairs, but if he finds the 
repairs and the salvage, with which the American laborer, the 
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American capitalist, or the American shipyard have nothing to 
do, if he finds that these two items—— 


Mr. HOPKINS. I want to say to the gentleman that in this 
instance it was the American laborer that did this. 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all; the vessel was wrecked 150 miles 
beyond the limits of the United States. Now, I can not yield to 
the gentleman; I have only a minute. There is no use in dis- 
guising the fact; this is a plain, simple case of an ans 7 to get an 
American register for a foreign-built vessel in place o 
the money in the product of an American shipyard. 
care whether the Cramps complain, or whether the Newport News 
people complain, or who else complains; I am complaining in 
behalf of my constituents, who, when they, want a coastwise 
vessel, go and buy it in an American shipyard. 

Iam complaining of the unfair treatment which allows the bene- 


investing 
Ido not 





ficiary in this case to go to a ship broker in New York and buy | 


a foreign vessel instead of buying a vessel built by American la- 
bor, by men who are paid American wages, by men who have 
invested money and capital in the protection of American labor 
and in the building up of American industry. 
protection or free trade in the case of this particular vessel sought 
to be admitted to the coastwise trade. I protest against it—I pro- 
test against it as un-Republican in policy, I protest against it as 
unfair to American labor, and as the inauguration of or continu- 
ance of a policy that ought to be abandoned in the interest of 
home industry. [Applause.] , 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROsSVENOR}. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a minute and a half. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise simply to say and re- 
peat what my colleague from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], on the 
committee, has said—that nobody intended any disrespect to the 
distinguished member of the committee from Maine; but we did 
think, upon the statement made and urged by the gentleman 
from Michigan, that this case came well within the rule laid 


It is a question of | 


under this bill it is finally left for the Commissioner of Navigation 
to admit this vessel to an American register if the expense, labor, 


| and material—American labor and material—put upon the vessel 


in America shall meet the requirements of that statute. If those 
ae are not met the vessel is not entitled to American 
registry. 

Now, this is only a question of letting these gentlemen from 
my State enter into competition in the coastwise trade of the 
United States with the constituents of the gentleman from Maine, 
and as between the two we simply ask that the same considera- 
tion and the same treatment be accorded to the citizen of Michi- 
gan that has been accorded to the citizens of the various States 
in the case of 28 other boats under similar conditions. 

This legislation proposed is eminently just, fair, and equitable. 
The ship, as reconstructed and rebuilt and made ready for service, 
becomes and in reality is an American-built boat, for under the 
law three-fourths at least of her value must be made up of Ameri- 
can material and American labor. This being so, there can be no 
danger that enactments of this kind will in any serious manner 
injure American shipbuilders. In the case of this boat under con- 
sideration, which had only been in commission about ten months, 
she was substantially new and worth no doubt $200,000. She 
was on a trip from Boston, with a cargo destined to Cape Breton 
Islands. She was owned by citizens of England, carrying the 
flag of Great Britain, manned and controlled by British sailors. 

As she was rounding the point below the Bay of Fundy in a 
severe storm, she is cast upon the rocks—fairly driven into the 


| rock—on Chebogue Point, Nova Scotia, only a little over a hun- 


| through which this ship was drawn to the dee 
| owner came to the aid of the wrecker and paid 


down in the law, with the single exception that the wreck of the | 


ship was in foreign waters instead of American waters. I think 
the accident occurred about 100 miles distant, and that stood be- 
tween her and the right to demand under our statute an American 
register. I have opposed the granting of these registers upon the 
same ground as does the gentleman from Pennsylvania. This 
especially long list of ships and vessels admitted to American 
register is due to change of sovereignty, change of ownership, in 
the Hawaiian Islands and elsewhere; that has had a good deal to 
do with the admission of these ships to American registry. 

I am glad to find that there is a feeling on our side of the House 
that there is something involved in the Republican policy of those 
trying to build up the merchant marine. I take occasion to say 
that if the policy that has been adopted in this House and in the 
Senate for the past ten months is to prevail, there will not be a 
shipyard in the United States, three years from to-day, building 
ships for the American merchant marine for seagoing vessels. 
These shipyards will go where the Virginia yard went a few days 
ago. There are not many shipyards in Massachusetts that can 
stand the loss of a half a million dollars a year, as one is said to 
be doing now. 

This whole policy is involved right here, and yet when you talk 
about upbuilding the merchant marine men who want to subsi- 
dize the irrigation of the public lands, and who want to subsidize 
the creameries of the country, and subsidize the fast mails to the 
South, are shouting against subsidies to the American merchant 
marine. We are paying $200,000,000 a year to laborers in foreign 
countries while our own laborers are standing still. ree.) 
The condition L,refer to is not met by the condition of our inland 
shipyards on the Great Lakes. I refer to our shipbuilding indus- 
tries engaged in building ships for ocean service, and which have 
to meet the crushing competition of European shipyards. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from Maine use his time 
now? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Iwillafter the gentleman has used some 
more of his time; then I will use the balance of my time. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield two minutes to my colleague from 
Michigan [Mr. Henry C. Sarre]. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, the main fact in this 
case is that if the ship had met with the disaster in American 
waters she would under the general law have been entitled to 
American registry, for there is no question but what the amount 
spent upon her meets the requirements of the statute. My friend 
from Maine [Mr. LitTLEFIELD] may talk about the definitions of 
the dictionary, but the definition of the Commissioner of Naviga- 
tion, backed by the opinion of the Attorney-General, brings this 
case within the law, with this exception, that the vessel was 
wrecked just a few miles beyond American waters. That is the 
situation. And let me say to the gentleman from Maine that 


| their services $51,000 more. 


dred miles eastward from the coast of Maine. By this disaster 
her value is taken from her; she is destroyed. The wreck is 
such—she is so embedded in the rock—that the Canadian wreck- 
ers, ripe in experience, are not able to rescue her. She is given 
up to perish, An American citizen, with Yankee genius and 
Yankee grit, undertook the saving of this boat, and by a feat 
worthy of commemoration blasted away the rock—blasted a canal 

water. The 
50,000 for the 
He paid the wreckers for 
And now he must expend from one 
hundred to one hundred and fifty thousand dollars in addition 


boat as she lay stranded on the rocks. 


| before she is seaworthy—before she can enter into the coastwise 





on — ee ee eee 


| trade. 


She was rated A 1,and we need just such ships as this. 
The contention made by some that our merchant marine will 


| be made up of rebuilt wrecked boats is, I submit, without merit. 


It is claimed that because ships can be built for less money in 
foreign lands than here at home—25 per cent less, I think it is 
claimed—that ships will be built elsewhere and wrecked con- 
veniently, or otherwise, bought up on speculation, and with the 
hope that Congress will give them American registry, and that 
the shipyards of America will be ruined. And appeal is made 
to protect American labor and American interests. And the claim 
is made that this legislation is in the line of setting aside tariff 
principles. I submit that there need be no well-grounded fear in 
these directions. And I want to say further, the shipyards are 
now overtaxed, that American labor has made no complaint, and, 


| as I have before said, the greater part of the value of this boat is 


now made up of and is the result of American material and 
American labor. And if such argument were to apply to the 
case under consideration, it would apply with equal force to 
boats which are wrecked within American waters. And this 
would have been a good argument to have urged when Con- 
gress passed the act permitting American registry to ships which 
were wrecked within American waters. And it would be an. 
equally good argument favoring the repeal of this act if this was 
before the House. 

But so long as the law remains as it is and this legislation is 
simply to remove the technical bar of the boat being destroyed 
just outside of American waters and saved under circumstances 
of equity which moved the committee to favorably report the bill, 
it is respectfully submitted that relief should be granted to the 
owner, an American citizen, and that no one will be seriously 
harmed. When the act of Congress permitting registry of for- 
eign vessels wrecked in American waters was under discussion 
before the committee and before the House, when it was passed, 
the question was considered as to foreign-built boats wrecked in 
foreign waters near to the American coast, and the claim was 
made that the equities might be strong in favor of admitting such 
boats to registry, and the answer was made that cases of special 
merit might receive favorable consideration and the technical 
provision of the statute removed. 

Since 1884 nearly 200 boats have been admitted. to American 
registry—foreign boats wrecked over here. And since the year 


1895 there have by special acts of Congress been 28 foreign-built 
ships admitted to American registry, and admitted to engage in 
the coastwise trade in free and equal competition with American- 
built ships, and which met disaster and were wrecked in foreign 
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waters. And these were saved and rescued by foreign wreckers, 
bought and owned and repaired in American shipyards b 
American owners. Here are 28 precedents for the action whic 
the House is asked to take. And this case is even stronger than 
the others, for in this case, as I have said, the boat was rescued 
and saved by an American wrecker. 

None but selfish interests object to this legislation. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has frequently and freely expressed the policy 
of that Department not to be in opposition to such legislation. 

We simply ask that Congress act for the public good and not 
for the special benefit and advantage of any particular community 
or neighborhood. The greatest good to the greatest number, a 
fair field and no favor, equal rights and justice to all, and 
special favors to none. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Burton]. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I believe in the passage of this 
bill, because it is in accordance with the best business policy. If 
anyone could object, it is the owners of the shipyards. The ship- 
yards of the country are overrun with orders. They are months 
and years behind. At any rate, the demand for shipping property 
is very much in excess of the supply. 

In regard to the admission of foreign vessels to American regis- 
try after having been wrecked, our policy has been liberal. This 
vessel was saved by an American wrecking company after a 
Canadian wrecking company had given her up. That forms an 
additional reason in favor of passing this bill. I, like the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, am a protectionist, but I do not believe 
in the abuse or exaggeration of that policy. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, my information does not 
accord with that of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Burton], that our shipyards are overrun with orders. I do not 
understand that to be by any means the fact, and I get my infor- 
mation directly from the yards themselves. 

I have just had a conference with the distinguished gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] who was chairman of this commit- 
tee for four years, on the question as to whether salvage was ever 
considered by this committee in determining the amount of “ re- 
pairs;’’ and he tells me that his recollection is that in no instance 
while he was chairman was any vessel ever admitted by that com- 
mittee to a new registry in a case where salvage was computed 
as repairs. Every maritime lawyer knows that salvage is covered 
by maritime insurance and it is a part of the maritime enterprise; 
salvage enters into the element of insurance and is entirely dis- 
tinct from repairs. This whole case as presented here rests upon 
this question, whether salvage can be counted as repairs. This 
bill itself, drawn by the attorneys of the gentlemen who make 
this application, contradicts their position, because the terms of 
this bill are: 


Whenever it shall be shown to the Commissioner of Navigation that the 
salvage and the repairs made ina United States shipyard have amounted 
to three times the price paid for the wreck to her foreign owners, exclusive 
of salvage. 

If salvage is included in the repairs, why does the attorney who 
drew this bill say ‘‘ the salvage and the repairs.’’ He knows that 
the salvage is not included. He knows that saving a vessel can 
not be done in American shipyards because it is done upon the 
high seas, and therefore can not be called repairs, 

| Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
views in this case. 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE SHIP MIRA. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, submitted the following minority views to accompany H. R. 16734: 

The minority of the Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee herewith 
submits reasons why this bill should not pass. 

This is an application for an American register for a foreign-built steamer 
called the Mira. As we understand this case, the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries Committee early in the lastsession deliberately adopted a policy to which 
it was proposed toadhere in ing upon applications of this sort. That 
policy tmnay be found declared in the adverse reports in the cases of the 
Antiope, HH. R. 8788, report No. 1842; the Admiral Tromp, 8. 2705, report No. 1844, 
and the Melanope, H. R. 6035, report No. 1843, and is therein stated as follows: 

“The committee are of the opinion that the immemorial policy of this 
country to preserve for American-built vessels its coastwise trade intact, and 
~~ — privilege to which they may be specially entitled, should be main- 

ined. 

“The general law has for a long time authorized under specific and well- 
defined conditions the granting of American registry to a foreign vessel. We 
do not believe that any such vessels should be admitted to American regis- 
try except in strict accordance with these conditions, unless there appears 
to be some extraordinary and unforeseen circumstances that clearly justify 
and require departure from this general rule,” 

The statute referred to, section 4136, reads as follows: 

“The Commissioner of Navigation may issue a register or enrollment for 
any vessel built in a foreign country, whenever such vessel shall be wrecked 
in the United States, and shall be purchased and repaired by a citizen of the 
United States, if it shall be proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioner 
that the repairs put upon such vessel are equal to three-fourths of the cost of 
the vessel when so repaired.” 


| print by leave herewith my minority 
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This has been the law of this country since December 23, 1852. 

The facts in this case are, briefly, as follows: 

About a year ago the Mira was wrecked on the rocks of Chebogue Point, 
Nova Scotia, 100 miles from the nearest point in the United States, while on 
a voyage from Boston bound for Cape Breton. She was salved by one James 
Reid, of Port Huron, Mich. After having been salved she was towed to 
Halifax, Nova Scotia, where the beneficiary in this bill, Mr. W. A. Gilchrist, 
purchased her at auction of her foreign owners for the sum of $50,000 in cash 
subject to the salvage charges, which were $51,000, making the actual cost of 
the Mira in Halifax as she then stood, to her purchaser, $101,000. There were 
ample facilities for her repair at Halifax, so that there was no occasion for 
her removal for that purpose. 

She has been since towed to the Cramps’ shipyards, where she is being re- 
aired under contract to repair her hull and machinery for the sum of $71,500. 
tis claimed and estima’ that something like $30,000 may be further ex- 

pended in fitting her for sea, although no detail of the estimate was made 
= = with the committee, and no contracts appear to have been made 
therefor. 

It appeared before the committee that she was purchased by Mr. Gilchrist 
with the full knowledge that she was a foreign-built ship; that he knew there 
was no lawauthorizing heradmission to American registry, and that he was 
gambling upon his chances, under the circumstances, of securing an Ameri- 
can registry for herafter she was repaired. It further appeared that he 
bought her upon the word of one Samuel Holmes, a -— broker of New York. 

There did not appear to be any reason why he should make the investment, 
except on the basis of making the purchase at a low price with a hope of get- 
ting the registry after the repairs, and thus adding very greatly to her value, 
unless, as was suggested by him, motives of —- friendship to Mr. Reid, 
who, it was said, was unable from a financial standpoint to properly protect 
his interest in the vessel as the salvor thereof by purchasing the vessel sub- 
ject tosaid salvage. Therefore Gilchrist was under no obligation of any kind 
to him and under no obligation to purchase. Mr. Gilchrist is a purchaser of 
the vessel with a full knowledge of her legal character and all of the chances 
involved in the enterprise and assumed the risks without any hesitation or 
question. There are no “extraordinary and unforseen circumstances” in 
this case. On the contrary, the circumstances are ordinary and everything 
foreseen and can probably be substantially duplicated in many applications. 

This vessel does not come within either of the provisions of the statute 
granting American registry to wrecked foreign vessels. 

First, it is of course clear and beyond dispute that she was not wrecked in 
the waters of the United States. The only other question remaining is 
whether the repairs to be put upon the vessel are equal to ‘three-fourths of 
the cost’? thereof. The total cost of this vessel is as follows: $101,000, pur- 
chase price (which includes value of wreck, $50,000, and expenses of salvage, 
$51,000); contract for repairs with the Cramps, $71,500; additional repairs, ac- 
cording to the claim and estimate of Mr. Gilchrist, $30,000, aggregating 
$202,500 as the total cost. One-quarter of this sum is $50,650, and three-fourths 
would be $151,950, the amount necessary under the second provision of sec- 
tion 4136 to be expended by her owner in order to entitle her to registry 
under that clause. The total sum of $202,500, we have no doubt, is the ex- 
treme limit of the cost of this vessel. We have no doubt that the $30,000 for 
the additional repairs is also the extreme limit for those, as the only estimate 
furnished to the committee was that furnished by Mr. Gilchrist, and it is 
fair to presume that he would not minimize the amount. 

The total amount of ‘‘repairs put upon such vessel,” according to this state- 
ment, would be only equal to $101,500, instead of the necessary $151,950 to en- 
title her to a register under that clause. Soit will be seen that under neither 
of the provisions in the general statute would this vessel be entitled to any 
consideration. 

But it is suggested by the beneficiary that the salvage, $51,000, should be 
reckoned as “‘repairs,”’ and, in fact, is ‘repairs’ within the meaning of this 
section of the statute. The first suggestion to be made upon this point is that 
the bill drawn by his attorney and now pending before the House distinctly 
negatives that contention, as it concedes and assumes that salvage is nota 
part of the repairs. It authorizes the register of the Mira under the name 
of Beaumont, “ whenever it shall beshown to the Commissioner of Navigation 
that the salvage and the repairs made in a United States shipyard have 
amounted to three times the price paid for the wreck to her foreign owners, 
exclusive of salvage.” 

It is very clear that the attorney who drew this bill knew that the term 
“repairs’’ was not sufficient to include salvage; otherwise salvage would not 
have been specified as one of the elements making up the total amount of 
‘three times the price.” The term “repairs made in a United States ship- 
yard” is undoubtedly one that is common to all bills in this class of legisla- 
tion and is, perhaps, intended to express in the act thespiritof thelaw. The 
incongruity of assuming that salvage is a part of the repairs appears very 
obviously in that connection. The bill says that “ wheneverit shall be shown 
to the Commissioner of Navigation that the salvage and the repairs made in 
a United States shipyard have amounted to, etc.”’ The gross absurdity of 
“salvage” “ made in the United States shipyards” is too obvious for discus- 
sion, = simply illustrates the inconsistency of including salvage in the term 
“repairs.” 

The attention of the committee was called to several decisions by Attor- 
neys-General and officers of the Department construing the term “repairs” 
under this section to mean and include “salvage.” The earliest opinion ap- 
pears to have been given by Attorney-General Crittenden, February 14, 1853, 
and is found in volume 5, Opinions of Attorney-General, page 674-675. In 
order to reach the conclusion that “salvage’’ was a part of “repairs” and 

sroperly included in that term, in order to make up the necessary three- 
fourths to entitle the vessel to registry under that provision, the Attorney- 
General had recourse to'‘what he calls “the definition of the verb ‘to repair’ 
as given by standard lexicons,” which he says is “to restore to a sound or 
good state after decay, injury, dilapidation, or partial destruction; “to 
recover.” The first thing to be suggested about this definition is that it isa 
definition of the verb “ to repair,”’ and nota definition of the noun “ repairs,” 
which is the word used in the statute. Without stopping to analyze it, I 
think it clear that the verb “to repair” has more significance and a wider 
and broader meaning than the noun “repairs” used in the statute, but the 
Attorney-General in this case apparently based his conclusion upon the 
term “to recover,” as he says: “In the case legislated for, the thing injured 
is a vessel; the injury to it is by being wrecked; that wreck is to be recov- 
ered, repaired, restored to a good state after having been wrecked, etc.” 

‘The first movementin the repairing of a wrecked vessel would necessarily 
be to recover her from the submarine or fixed situation.” 

It is apparently because of this extended meaning of ‘“‘ to recover” that the 
Attorney-General construes the term “repairs” to cover everything from 
the beginning of the accident to the vessel to the time she reaches the ship- 
yard and is actually repaired in the yard. 

I have examined a number of the standard lexicons, and we give the defi- 
nitions found therein herewith: 

The Century says: “Repair: To restore toa sound, good, or complete state 
ifter decay, injury, dilapidation, or partial destruction; restore; renovate.” 

Bouvier’s Law Dictionary defines *‘ repairs’ as follows: 


“That work which is done to property to keep it in good order. Repair 
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is held to mean to restore to a sound state efter decay, injury, dilapidation, 
or partial injury.” 
nderson defines ‘“‘repairs” as follows: 

“To replace a building as it was or to restore it after injury or dilapidation; 
not to enlarge or elevate it by raising it astory or extending its sides.” 

Webster defines “repair, v. t.,"’ as follows: 

“To restore to a sound or good stateafter decay, injury, or partial destruc- 
Gen; fo renew, to restore, to mend, as to repair a house, a road, a shoe, or a 

ip. 

Repairs, noun: Restoration to a sound or good state after decay, waste, 
injury, or partial destruction; supply of loss; reparation, as materials are 
collected for the repair of a church or a city.” 

Black’s Law Dictionary gives the following definition: 

‘Repairs: Restoration to soundness; supply of loss; reparation; work done 
to an estate to keep it in order.” 

‘Repair means to restore to its former condition; not to change either the 
form or material of a building.” 

In Worcester I find the only definition that even remotely tends to sustain 
the opinion of the Attorney-General quoted. He gives various definitions of 
the word “repairs,” as follows: 

“Repair, v. a. 1. To restore or make good after injury, dilapidation, or 
loss; to mend; to refit; to retrieve. 

“2. To make amends for; to redress. 

“3. To recover (a Latinism). 

“Repair, n. Act of repairing or state of being repaired, restoration after 
injury, dilapidation or loss; reparation; amends; redress." 

It is significant, however, to note that this term ‘to recover,” given asa 
definition by Worcester, is stated by him to be “‘obsolete.”” When it appears 
that the opinion of the Attorney-General, delivered in 1853, is mainly based 
upon a construction of the word “repairs” and an enlargement of its term 
which rests altogether upon a definition which was obsolete, it seems to me 
that it is by no means a safe or proper guide in construing legislation which 
we feel safe in assuming was written in language that was in common use 
and as ordinarily understood, and not in a vernacular and in aceordance 
with a meaning that had ceased to exist. 

The definition of the term “salvage” is extremely significant in indicat- 
ing that “salvage” can not by any means include “repairs,” and also indi- 
oases that it is a practical impossibility for the term ‘‘repairs” to include 
“salvage.” 

“Salvage” is defined by Anderson as follows: 

“1, Allowance for saving a ship or goods from the danger of the seas, from 
fire, pirates, or enenies. 

“The compensation allowed to persons by whose voluntary assistance a 
ship at sea or her cargo or both have been saved in whole or in part from im- 

sanding sea peril, or in recovering such property from actual peril or loss, as 
cases of shipwreck, derelict, or recapture.” 

It is not necessary to argue that this definition could not by any stretch 
of language or construction be held to include “repairs,” and it is equally 
difficult to see how “repairs” used in its ordinary signification, as it must 
have been used in this legislation, can be held to include “salvage.” From 
a maritime standpoint they are two absolutely distinct matters, neither hav- 
ing any connection with or capenapase upon the other. What would be said 
if under a statute giving a lien for repairs a lien was undertaken to be en- 
forced for salvage or vice versa? 

It is no doubt clear that the statute contemplates the performance of the 
“repairs” inan American shipyard, although the statute does not so state. 
This bill assumes that the “repairs’’ are to be performed in an American 
shipyard, but how can “salvage”? be performed in an American shipyard’ 
In fact, all the “salvage” in this instance was performed in a foreign coun- 
try, as thesalvage charge was figured at $51,000 and had been incurred when 
the vessel was sold in Halifax. 

If it was proposed now toconfine the expenditures to “repairs,” what more 
apt language could be used than now appears in the statute? 

The case of the Pyrenees, now pending before the committee, is a very apt 
illustration of an absurd result that would follow if “salvage” was A 20 
construed as “repairs” under the provisions of this general law. 

The Pyrenees was wrecked more than 2,000 miles from San Francisco. 
Without having seen her, her present owner purchased her for $1,250, and 
then proceeded to save her and get her to San Francisco. 

When she reached San Francisco, without ing had anything put upon 
her in repairs, the cost of saving her and getting her to San Francisco ex- 
ceeded the sum of $20,000. 

If salvage is to be reckoned as repairs, independent of the question of her 
having been wrecked outside of the waters of the United States, this vessel 
would have been entitled to an American register under the general law 
without ever having had a dollar of actual repairs expended upon her. 

In fact, none has been expended upon her, and so far as that provision of 
the statute is concerned, she is now entitled, if this theory is sound, to an 
American register, waiving, for the purposes of illustration, the fact that she 
was wrecked outside of American waters, because the amount expended for 
“salvage” construed as “repairs” has been nearly twenty times the amount 
of her original cost to her owner. This illustration could be very easily 
duplicated in a great many instances if “ salvage” is to be construed as ‘‘re- 
pairs.” 

, We submit, therefore, that the rule adopted by the Department is unsup- 
ported by a proper construction of the statute and that this vessel does not 
come and wil not come within either of the provisions of the statute. 

There was nothing out of the ordinary in her wrecking and there was 
nothing “unforeseen” by anybody connected with the transaction in any of 
the circumstances. In fact, everything was seen, known, understood, and 
anticipated. If the committee is to stand by the rule which it has already 
adopted, which I believe to be right, and treat all applicants alike, then this 
vessel, in our judgment, is clearly not entitled to the register asked for, and 
the bill should be refused a passage. 

©. E. LITTLEFIELD. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I now yield to my colleague [Mr. Wm. ALDEN 
Smiru}. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD} and his distinguished predecessor, the 
late Mr. Dingley, disagree entirely upon the doctrine of protec- 
tion. Under the leadership of Mr. Dingley 30,000 tons of foreign 
shipping was permitted to come in under our flag. What was 
the object of the registry law? It was to encourage American 
shipping and preserve the shipbuilding market for American 
workmen; and the gentleman from Maine knows very well—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker—— ee ; 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I can not yield. , 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Although I yielded to you, you will not 
yield to me. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











| did not know that that was so.’’ 


| cation of said dam shall first be submitted to and approved by the Secretar 
| of War: And 
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Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Icannotyield. You had twenty 
minutes; Ihave two. The gentleman knows that the doctrine of 
protection described by Mr. DaLzELt is not at stake atall. These 
registry laws were originally passed in the administration of 
George Washington; they have been constantly guarded ever 
since. During the war of the rebellion when some ships sought 
to go out from under the American flag because they lacked faith 
in our Government and feared we could not protect them we 
properly refused them admittance when they sought tocome back. 
Sir, there has never been a time when Congress could equitably 
refuse an American register to a ship bearing the marks of the 
American hammer upon its keel. Every gentleman on this side 
of the chamber familiar with the facts knows that the owner of 
this ship showed genuine American enterprise and courage when 
he went upon the rocks of Nova Scotia and blasted this ship off 
with American labor and towed her into an American shipyard 
to be rebuilt. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He did not do it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And has already spent $71,000 
upon her and will expend more. I say it is the height of unwis- 
dom—it is political bigotry personified—to say that this American 
citizen, the owner of 60 ships, all of which fly our flag, shall now 
be driven under a foreign register and compelled to fly the Eng- 
lish flag in order to operate this ship in American waters. [Ap- 
plause.}| Why, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaL- 
ZELL] says that he must protect the shipping interests in his 
State. Well, there are shipowners in his State that are flying 
foreign flags over their ships to-day. [Applause.] Let this Con- 
gress, at least in cases of real merit, invite American citizers, 
whose ships are manned by American sailors, to sail the seas un- 
der the ensign of the United States. [Applause.] 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp- 
NEY] has two minutes r ‘maining. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, as against the sum of $224,000 
expended in wrecks within a certain given time, in American and 
adjacent waters, American labor in American shipyards has re- 
ceived over $3,000,000. I was present at a meeting of the sub- 
committee the other day, and the shipbuilding interests who 
opposed this measure were ashamed to be personally present, but 
sent two lawyers there, and the money in dollars and cents in- 
vested by the concerns thus represented by those two gentlemen, 
compared with the shipping interests of this country and the ship- 
building interests of the country, does not amount to a flyspeck 
on the map of the world. [Laughter.] One of the gentlemen 
who was present stated that his company had protested against 
bidding on the ship, and that statement was met by the state- 
ment of the owner of this vessel that the gentleman’s company, 
the Newport News Shipbuilding Company, had put in a bid on 
this very vessel, which bid had been rejected, and because that 
company did not receive something out of the pie, as you might 
term it, it comes in here and protests through its attorney. When 
the question was put to this man he said, ‘‘ Oh, pardon me, but I 
Mr. Speaker, that is all I care 
to say. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER, The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
DALZELL) there were—ayes 143, noes 24. 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 


COOSA RIVER. 


Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass, with the committee amendments, the bill (S. 6231) au- 
thorizing Robert A. Chapman, of Alabama, his associates and 
assigns, to use the waters in the Coosa River, in Alabama, for the 
purpose of generating electricity, which I will send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Robert A. Chapman and his associates are author- 
ized to erect, construct, and maintain a dam across the Coosa River, in Ala- 
bama, at lock No. 25, 26, 27, or 28,as now indicated by the Government survey 
of said river, with all other works incident there to, for water-power purposes 
for generating electricity: Provided, That plans, specifications, and exact lo- 


a. Surther, That the said Robert A. Chapman and h 
associates shall, at their own expense, make such changes and modifications 
of said dam and appurtenant works as the Secretary of War may from timo 
to time direct in the interest of the navigation of said river: And provided 
also, That ladders suitable for the pa sage of fish over such dam shall be con- 
structed and maintained by the said Robert A. Chapman and his associates 
as may be from time to time required by the United States Fish Commis- 
sioner: And provided further, That this act shall not be construed as author- 
izing any invasion or impairment of the legal — of any person or cor- 
oration, and any litigation that may arise from the construction and main- 

nance of said dam or its appurtenant works may be tried in the proper 
courts of the State of Alabama and the courts of the United States. 

ane That the right to alter, amend, or repeal thisact is hereby expressly 
reserved. 

Sxo. 8. That this act shall be null and void unless the dam herein author- 
ized shall be commenced within two years from the date hereof. 
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The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 19, page 2, strike out the words “ two years" and insert in lieu thereof 
the words ‘‘one year and completed within three years;” and in line 20, page 
2, after the word “ date,” insert the words “of approval.” 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, on this bill I demand a second. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. THompson] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Burton] to control the time for and against the bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is to authorize Robert 
Chapman and associates to use the waters of the Coosa River 
in Alabama for the purpose of generating electricity. The bill 
has been drawn under the supervision of the Secretary of War, 
and has the approval of Mr. Gillespie, Chief of Engineers of 
the United States, and provides that it shall not in any way in- 
terfere with navigation. It is subject to repeal, as other bills of 
a similar character which have been passed, and I can see no ob- 
jection to the passage of this bill. I hope that it may be passed, 
as many bills of a similar character have been passed. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. panna, I have no personal interest what- 
ever in this bill, but I do not think the House ought to pass it 
without understanding just what it is. It is a proposition to 
grant to an individual and his associates the right to construct a 
dam in the Coosa River in the State of Alabama. Let us briefly 
review the history of that river. We have been improving it at 
an expense of about $1,500,000 in order to render it navigable. 
The proposed improvement contemplates, when it is completed, 
the construction of 81 dams, at an expense of not less than 
$6,000,000. It will be remembered by the House that at the last 
session the Committee on Rivers and Harbors opposed the exten- 
sive improvement of this river, not thinking it worth while; so I 
think I may say for the committee, and certainly for myself, that 
we have no objection to the use of the river for the purposes of 
creating water power, and the entire or partial abandonment of 
navigation. 

It is said that it affords for water power as great possibilities as 
any river in the United States, but, Mr. Speaker, Iam just enough 
of a States’ rights man to believe it entirely improper for this Con- 
gress to pick out different rivers in the United States and say that 
A B may construct a dam there and C D there and E F another 
there. submit that if we do anything upon this bill we ought 
to declare that the river is not navigable, and then let the State 
of Alabama determine who shall enjoy this water power. When 
we have done that we have done all that the Congress of the 
United Statesoughttodo. If it is navigable we ought not to give 
the right to anyone toconstruct adam. If itis not navigable the 
common law and the statutes of Alabama are sufficient to deter- 
mine who shall enjoy the privilege. There is no reservation of 
the right of navigation here except the promise to be obtained 
from the parties that they shall make such changes as are required 
in the future. But the bill specifies that a dam shall be built 
there. That means an abandonment for purposes of navigation. 

Mr. HAMILTON. If the gentleman will pardon me, have we 
not, by a clause in the river and harbor act of 1898, compelled 
A, B, C, and D to come here and ask permission to construct 
dams in streams which are navigable in more than one State? 

Mr. BURTON. In rare instances that has been done. The 
first bill of that nature which I find was passed in the year 1884, 
and perhaps eight or ten have been passed. 

Mr. ILTON. No; but was there not an amendment in 
the river and harbor act of 1898 saying that where a stream is 
navigable in more than one State it may not be obstructed by 
dams or bridges without the consent of Congress? Is not that 
the provision, in effect? Hence it becomes necessary for this gen- 
tleman and others to come here and ask the consent of Congress 
for the construction of specific dams. Is that not so? 

Mr. BURTON. Oh, he eapannl rule is, of course, that if Con- 
gress exercises supervision, then and in that case the action of 
pon must be had to take away the navigable quality of the 
stream. 

Mr, HAMILTON. But we can not evade it. 

Mr. BURTON. But what we should do is to declare that the 
river is not navigable. Does this man own the land adjacent? I 
would like to ask that question. Can the gentleman state 
whether this Robert Chapman owns the land adjacent to these 
locks here? 

Mr. THOMPSON. .I can not answer that question. 

Mr. BURTON. What right does he have to locate there? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not know whether he owns the land 
adjacent to the property or not, but the bill provides that this 
act shall not be construed as authorizing any invasion or impair- 
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ment of the legal rights of any person or corporation, and that 
any litigation that may arise from the maintenance or construction 
of said dams may be tried in the proper courts of the State of 
Alabama and in the courts of the United States. 

The bill provides that the parties owning the abutting property, 
where they propose to build, shall have their litigation adjudicated 
in the courts of Alabama. 

Mr. BURTON. Ah, but the gentleman must recognize that 
we give a special advantage to this man and his associates by 
passing this bill. We give them an advantage over all others. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDOX. Is it contemplated in this bill that these men 
shall build dams wherever they see proper to build them? 

Mr. BURTON. At three or four places, at the locations here- 
tofore selected by the Government engineers for locks. 

Mr. MADDOX. Is it not a fact that the Government has now 
provided for a survey? 

Mr. BURTON. The Government has provided for a survey 
and located locks 25, 26, 27, and 28. I believe those are the num- 
bers. Those are the specified locations for locks to be built to 
promote navigation. Now, it is specified in this bill 

Mr. MADDOX. There is a further specification for a new sur- 
vey of that river in the last river and harbor act. 

Mr. BURTON. I believe so; yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. It seems to me if what is asked for in this bill 
is allowed, why, it will be very much in the way of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. BURTON. It would certainly tend toward the abandon- 
ment of the river for that purpose. 

Mr. MADDOX. It seems so to me, and for that reason I[ shall 


oppose it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Does not this bill provide that these dams 
shall be built at the very places designated by the Corps of En- 
gineers of the Government where these proposed Government 
locks are to be built in case the Government undertakes to im- 
prove the river? 

Mr. BURTON. It does; and let me add—— 

Mr. THOMPSON. I want the gentleman from Georgia to un- 
derstand that this dam is to be built under the supervision of the 
Board of Engineers employed by the Government. 

Mr. BURTON. Let me explain that more fully. We have 
had a number of these bills, and in every case where it is intended 
that navigation shall be promoted we have also provided that a 
lock shall be constructed. This does not contemplate the con- 
struction of any lock. Itcontemplates the construction of a dam, 
which would be an absolute barrier to the navigation of the 
river. It can be nothing else. You can not get through ona 
stream where there is a fall of 12 feet withadamonly. You 
must have a lock, which provides a chamber where the boat may 
rise and fall. 

I will ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. THompson] if. it 
is not true that there is a statutory provision for the construction 
of dams for purposes of water power in that State? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Not where the water power is navigable. 

Mr. BURTON. There is none where it is navigable? 

Mr. THOMPSON. No, sir; and this is considered a navigable 
stream. 

I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] if 
section 2 of this bill does not provide that when the Government 
shall undertake to improve this river for purposes of navigation 
this bill shall be repealed or amended, as the Chief of Engineers 
may direct? 

Mr. BURTON. Section 2 has the usual provision giving the 
right to alter, amend, or repeal; but I do not believe the gentle- 
man thinks that after a dam is authorized there, after a plan for 
improvement has been under consideration for thirty years, and 
that work is partially, completed we will alter, amend, or repeal. 
Does the gentleman from Alabama think that such legislation 
would be quite fair toa man who should construct a dam there 


for pees of water power? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I want to say that if the Government will 
not remove it I would not advocate this bill. The parties asking 
this special privilege understand that the Government has the 
right to make this improvement for navigation purposes and 
that they were so to construct their dam as to conform with the 
requirements of the Government if it wants a lock. 

r. BURTON. Then I would ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama why was not the bill drawn in the ordinary form for the 
construction of both a lock and a dam instead of a dam alone? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I am not the author of the bill. It was 
drawn by Senator Pettus, of Alabama. and has the unanimous 
report from the Senate committee as well as the unanimous re- 
port of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio for information. How far up is Coosa River navigable? 
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Mr. BURTON. This portion of it is not navigable at all, be- 
‘cause the fall is very precipitous. It is navigable above for a 
considerable distance and below for a short space. I wan’ the 
gentleman from Michigan to understand that I have no objection 
to any project that means the abandonment of the navigation of 
that river. I fear the contemplated improvement for navigation 
wili be too expensive, but I think the House ought to understand 
what we are doing in this case. 

The SPEAKER. 
passing the bill with the amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker,I have listened to what the 
gentleman from Ohio has said in reference to this bill, and not- 
withstanding what he has said, I think the House ought to pass 
this bill. Now, if there was any doubt about the position the 
River and Harbor Committee or the position that the House of 
Representatives takes or intends to take in reference to the navi- 
gation of this river, then I would not be in favor of permanently 
building a dam across it. But the gentleman from Ohio reported 
last year that he did not think it wise for the Government to at- 
tempt to improve this river. Now that means, for the present at 
least, the Government of the United States intends to spend no 
money whatever toward making this river navigable. It is not 
navigable. Asa matter of fact, it is merely navigable on paper, 
and classed as a navigable river by the Government. 

Now, the committee over which the gentleman from Ohio so 
ably presides has distinctly said to this House that they would 
not vote a further appropriation to improve that river at this 
time. So this question comes here. 
want to get the use and benefit of this stream. They can not get 
the use and benefit of it as a navigable river, because the Con- 


gress of the United States has said in this House that it is not | 


going to improve it. They come and ask, as has been asked in a 
number of bills, that they may put adam across that river and 
use the water for the purpose of generating electricity. The bill 
provides that whenever Congress says that the Government needs 
the water on the river for navigation this dam shall come down. 
It provides that this work shall be done under the supervision of 
the Chief of Engineers of the Army. 
what do you do? Do you increase navigation? 
prove the navigation. If you were, I would not be in favor of 
the bill. But you will let this water run over these bluffs and 
waterfalls, where the people can never get the benefit of it. You 
say that it shall be useless, absolutely useless to the people of 
Alabama. 

Mr. BURTON. 
question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. Is it not true that by the common law as well 
as by the statutes of Alabama, if there is a stream that affords 
water power the abutting owners can utilize that water power? 
Do you not have a provision in your probate court for having the 
damages assessed? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think so. Thisriver is navigable on 
paper. It isclassed as a navigable stream, but as a matter of fact 
itis not. Of course the gentleman from Ohio knows if it were not 
classed as a navigable river there would be nothing in the way of 
the people at all. This portion of the river is not navigable, and 
it is not proposed to make it navigable. 


You do not im- 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 


Now, under these circumstances, is Congress going to deprive | 


the people of Alabama of the right to use the waters of this river 
for useful purposes. 
done before, there might be something in the gentleman’s argu- 
ment. But only a week ago you passed a bill in this House, and 
it is the law to-day, in reference to the construction of dams on 
the Tennessee River—a navigable river. You have passed since 
I have been a member of this House at least 25 or 30 bills of this 
kind, to my knowledge, on rivers known as navigable, for the 
purpose of allowing the citizens of the State to use the water 
power. And why in this case, after passing all of these bills, in 
a river where the gentleman’s own committee says that we have 
closed it as a navigable river and will not appropriate money to 
allow of its improvement and make it actually navigable, why, 
under circumstances of that kind, will you refuse to allow the 
= of the State to have the benefit of the use they can make 
of t 


e water? 
So far as the riparian owners are concerned, the bill ee 
that this can only be done by the courts of Alabama. If there is 


any damage, this bill provides that the riparian owners shall be 
paid. The Government rights are protected, the rights of the 
individual citizen of the State are protected, and at any time, 
under the terms of this law, the dam can be pulled down. Now, 
why not grant this right? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 


The question is on suspending the rules and | 


The people of Alabama | 


If you vote down this bill, | 


If it was a new venture, or something never | 


| Alabama to improve it. 





| 
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Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Ala- 
bama misunderstood me. I by no means desire to restrict the 
citizens of that State from the opportunity to use this water 
power, but I say there is a proper way to go about it, by declar- 


| ing that this stream is nonnavigable at that point, and thus let 


those who are the abutting owners and are granted the right by 
We ought not to allow any citizen to 
go down there with the prestige that would come from a bill of 
this character, so that he could say that the National Legisla- 


| ture has granted to him the right to use that river there and to 
I yield five minutes to the gentleman from | 


nobody else. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If this was the only bill, there might be 
something in what the gentleman says. But we have passed a 
number of bills of this character granting special privileges. 

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman must notice that thereis a clear 
distinction between this and these other cases. Those cases were 
where the work was constructed by the Government and a head- 
way made by a dam and the right to draw off the water was given. 
This is a radically different proposition. This proposes the build- 
ing of a dam, absolutely stopping the flow of the water, with res- 
ervations which are put in rather as a matter of form than other- 


wise, with a view to the future demands of navigation. One case 
is where the Government owns the land and allows the privilege 
to a citizen or corporation to draw off or divert water. ‘Those are 


the frequent cases to which the gentleman from Alabama refers. 

This isan absolute privilege to an individual to construct adam. 
It is practically saying that Robert Chapman and his associates 
are the only men who, in four localities, the best localities on the 
river,can construct dams. I really think the gentleman will find 
himself, as I have found, that protests will come in against giving 
this exclusive privilege, this monopoly, to one person to build a 
dam. It seems to me that the privilege should be thrown open 
to the public. 

Mr. MOON. If the gentleman will allow me, I want to suggest 
that I have a letter from Mr. Davis, who alleges that he is the 
owner of 40 acres of land adjoining this proposed dam, and he 
protests against the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BURTON. Ihave received myself four or five protests, 
sent to me under the impression that this matter was coming be- 
fore the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, the fact is that there are about 
250 miles of the river which is navigable above this proposed ob- 
struction; above this place where they want a charter to build 
dams. Probably for 250 miles below it is navigable to the Gulf. 
We are trying to get the obstructions out of the river so as to get 
navigationtothe bay. The last river and harbor bill provides for 
a survey, a new survey, for that purpose—in other words, to see 
if it is possible for us to remove these obstructions and get them 
out of the way so that we can open up the river for navigation. 

This survey is either going on now or will be at an early day. 
Here is a bill which proposes to give to some private individual 
or corporation the authority to build a dam somewhere. It is 
said or claimed that they could put the dam where the engineers 
say it should be put. I say they can not put it there, because it 
has not been surveyed. I am opposed to giving any corporation 
this right. Now, I want to say to my friend from Alabama that 
whenever you give these people such a right you will have them 
here fighting, doing all they can to prevent the opening of this 
river, which will be of so much benefit to all in that country. I 
know there is a sentiment here that is very eager and anxious to 
prevent this river from being opened. I know where it is and 
where it comes from, and so does the gentleman trom Alabama. 
I do not want this river further obstructed. I do not want to 
grant this privilege to any individual or corporation. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Will the gentleman allow me an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The gentleman says the survey has not 
been made. Is he not aware of the fact that three or four Gov- 
ernment surveys of this river have been made, and that all locks 
and dams have been designated by these surveys? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes; and is not the gentleman aware that 
the last Congress ignored the whole business and ordered a new 
survey? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Iam. 

Mr. MADDOX. Well, that survey will have to be made. 

Mr. THOMPSON. This bill provides that locks and dams shall 
be _ where the Government survey provides. 

r. MADDOX. It does not provide for any lock. 

Mr. THOMPSON. It provides for the dams where locks and 
dams are designated. 

Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman is just as much interested in 
this matter as I am. He can not do anything more effective 
— opening this river than by pushing this bill to its ge. 

that object should be carried out you will find a combination 
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here in Congress that will try to prevent the opening of that 
river, which is such a great necessity to our people. 

Besides, I am opposed to giving these privileges to one single 
corporation upon a river that is now opened and being navigated 


250 miles at one end and 300 miles at the other. We want these 
obstructions cleared away; we do not want to have navigation 
obstructed by these people; and if a dam be put there it will be- 
yond doubt be put at the wrong place when the engineers come 
to decide upon the question, and we shall have to pay money to 
remove it. For these reasons I think the bill ought not to pass; 
I hope it will not. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the truth is that 
the Coosa River above this stretch is navigable by small boats. 
Down below it is also navigable for a considerable distance. It 
would not do to come in with a bill or agreement declaring the 
Coosa River nonnavigable, because that would do away with the 
hope of Federal betterment of the stream below and above. But 
the Coosa River where it ey through the mountains of north 
Alabama, in the neighborhood of Gadsden, is about the farthest 
possible from being navigable. In that region you have beautiful 
waterfalls and wild mountain torrents. 

I do not see why the people there can not use that stretch of 
river for manufacturing purposes, especially when this bill re- 
serves the right of the Government to improve this stream regard- 
less of any right or privilege granted in the bill, and when there 
is also granted to the riparian owners their right of obstruction 
and defense if they imagine that their properties are interfered 
with. It seems to me that the power to use for manufacturing 
purposes this stretch of river in the mountains of north Alabama 
ought to be granted by Congress. It is evident it can not be 
granted by anybody else, because the river is recognized as a 
navigable stream subject to the exclusive jurisdiction of the 
Federal Government. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] has correctly stated this proposition. The 
Coosa River is navigable 142 miles above where it is proposed to 
build this dam, 78 miles of which is obstructed by shoals and 
rocks which, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors [Mr. BurToN] stated, would cost $20,000,000 
to remove and to build locks and dams necessary to make this 
portion of the river navigable. In the discussion on the proposed 
appropriation for the Coosa River, the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
BURTON] said: 

I regard this project as the most objectionable of all those in the whole 
list of river and harbor improvements for which there have been recom- 
mendations made. It proposes, in a stretch of about 142 miles, to build 31 
locks and dams. On that there has already been expended about $1,300,000. 
The balance required to complete it would be something over $6,000,000 ac- 
cording to the estimates made in 1890 and before. Captain Judson, an able 
young engineer, was in charge of this improvement, and he states frankly 
that when he first was assigned to duty there he thought favorably of it, but 
on further examination he was compelled to change his mind, first, because 
4-foot navigation would not do any practical good. 

Mr. MADDOX. Would the gentleman agree now with the 
gentleman from Ohio to abandon that river? 

Mr. THOMPSON. No, sir; but I agree to abandon this dam— 
to condemn it—to repeal the law authorizing it whenever the 
Government declares itself ready to improve this navigation. 

Mr. MADDOX. Which dam is the gentleman ready to abandon? 

Mr. THOMPSON. The dam that this bill proposes to allow to 
be erected. 

Mr. MADDOX. Where? 

Mr. THOMPSON. At or near Wetumpka, Ala. 

Mr. MADDOX. The United States Government has pretty 
well completed the dam, has it not? 


Mr. THOMPSON. No, sir; nothing has been done onit. No 
work has been done on any dam at our end of the river. One 


lock has been constructed at Wetumpka. 
Pm. MADDOX. There has been some considerable work done 

ere? 

Mr. THOMPSON. One lock has been built, but nodam. No 
work has been done on any dam on the lower end of the river. 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] argued that the 
improvement of this river was very remote, even if it were con- 
templated by the Government to make it navigable. The dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Iowa, in a speech delivered in Ala- 
bama on a tour of that State, said that Congress had thoroughly 
investigated this matter, and had decided that it would be 
cheaper to dig us a new river than to improve the Coosa. The 
House will see at once what probability there is of making this 
river navigable. No gentleman on the floor of this House, not 
even the distinguished gentleman from Georgia, Judge Mappox, 
is more anxious than myself to have this river improved for nay- 
igation. I think it would prove of untold benefit to our section 
of the country, and I labored earnestly with the committee to 
give us an appropriation to carry on and to keep up this work; 








but after careful consideration they refused to do so, stating that 
it had less merit in it than any proposition that was presented to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Now, these gentlemen simply ask permission of this Congress 
that they be allowed to construct a dam, for the purpose of gen- 
erating electricity, on that river 14 miles above Montgomery, 
which will enable them to use this electric power in the city 
of Montgomery and for the purpose of building and operating 
cotton factories and other manufacturing enterprises along the 
banks of the river, subject to the approval and under the direc- 
tion of the Board of Engineers of the Government, with a defi- 
nite understanding that whenever the Government proposes to 
improve this river, remove these obstructions, and make it navi- 
gable that they are required, under the provisions of this bill, to 
remove that dam, or so much of it as may be necessary, for the 
purpose of inserting locks, to carry out the plan proposed by the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors whenever that committee gets 
ready to improve it. I hope this House will not refuse my people 
the right to use this water power until the Government sees fit 
to give us navigation upon this river. I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD}. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, in a general way I am in- 
clined to agree with the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman 
from Georgia, but this is a peculiar case. The Rivers and Har- 
bors Committee during the last session of Congress, after very 
maturely considering this proposition and going over the whole 
question, came to the conclusion that it was unwise to enter upon 
the improvement of this river at this time, and perhaps at any 
time in the near future. To my mind, this river will some day 
be improved, but I am also of the opinion that the time is quite 
distant. In the meantime it seems to me that it would be a mat- 
ter of economy to permit the construction of this dam by this 
corporation for the purpose of generating power of some kind, 
or, in other words, to harness this water power and put it to work 
and make it productive. The Siate of Alabama can not grant to 
any of her citizens the power to engage in this enterprise, because 
this is a navigable river under act of Congress, and the power to 
improve it or the power to interfere with it in any way can only 
come from Congress. 

Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. Why is it that this privilege of using the water 
power at these four dams, so valuable that a United States en- 
gineer said it was worth more than the cost of improving the 
river, is by this bill absolutely restricted to one individual and 
his associates? Why is it not thrown open to the people of 
Alabama? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is well known by the gentleman from 
Ohio that no single individual could engage in an enterprise of 
this magnitude. It will costat least a half million of dollars, and 
the abutting property owners along this river, as a rule, are very 
poor men. I would not besurprised if it developed that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States still holds the title to the land at 
some of these locks and dams, because it is of that character that 
individuals have not cared even to homestead it. 

Now, the question is this in a nutshell: If this Congress is not 
willing to give authority to this company that has been organized 
for the purpose of developing this power and permit them to util- 
ize the water, it must run waste for an indefinite period and be of 
no service to anybody. In this bill authority is given the Secre- 
tary of War to supervise the construction of this dam in every 
particular, and the right is reserved to Congress to repeal it at 
any time whenever the Government, through an act of Congress, 
shall decide to begin the improvement of the river. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I know and I concede that this power, if properly utilized, 
is valuable, and I also know that unless a measure of this kind is 
passed and a company or corporation authorized to make this im- 
provement it will never be utilized. Therefore I hope, under 
existing facts and circumstances, that Congress will consent that 
these parties may construct this dam with the view of utilizing 
the power, subject always, as it is provided in this bill, to the 
control of the Secretary of War and to repeal by Congress when- 
ever it so desires. 

Mr. BURTON. Would the gentleman from Alabama object 
to an amendment here in line 3, after the words ‘‘ Robert A. 
Chapman and his associates,’’ to this effect, ‘‘or other person or 
corporation duly authorized by the State of Alabama?’”’ 

Mr. THOMPSON. I would not; but it might retard the pas- 
sage of this bill to such an extent as to defeat it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Not if it be granted by unanimous con- 
sent, I take it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I have no objection to that, except it might 
defeat the bill. It is a Senate bill. 


Mr. BURTON. I would prefer that the gentleman himself 
would ask leave. 
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Mr. THOMPSON. 
it through, I will do so. 


If the gentleman will assist me in passing 


Mr. BURTON. I think that would remove the objection. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Very well; write out your amendment. 

Mr. BURTON. ‘Or other person or corporation duly author- 
ized by the State of Alabama.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 

The SPEAKER. 
remaining. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama to make a statement regarding the proposed amend- 
ment by the insertion of the words I have referred to. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman be incorporated in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that the following amendment be incorporated in 
the bill. It will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 3, page 1, after the word “associates,” insert, ‘‘ or other persons or 
corporations duly authorized thereto.” 


Mr. MADDOX. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objects. The 
question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill with the 
committee amendments. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that, in his 
opinion, two-thirds had not voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 47. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were refused; 16 members seconding the demand. 

Accordingly (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the mo- 
tion was rejected. 

GROSSE ISLE, DETROIT RIVER, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (S. 1905) for the erection of a keeper's 
dwelling at Grosse Isle, North Channel Range, Detroit River, 
Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up, under suspension 
of the rules, the following bill, and moves its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $8,500, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the erection of a keeper's dwelling 
at Grosse Isle, North Channel Range, Detroit River, Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
mously reported by any committee? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Yes. 


I will accept the amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
Those opposed to the bill have three minutes 


Mr. Speaker, is this unani- 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What committee has re- | 


ported it? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
It is for a light-house keeper’s dwelling. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am informed there is no 
objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 


The question was taken; and two-thirds voting in the affirma- | 


tive, the rules were suspended and the bill passed. 
RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER, ALABAMA. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 


suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 17052) to authorize the 
building of a railroad bridge across the Tennessee River ata 
point between Lewis Bluff, in Morgan County, Ala., and Gunters- 
ville, in Marshall County, Ala. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves to sus- 
a the rules and pass a bill which will be reported by the 
Clerk. 

The bill was read. It provides that-it shall be lawful for 
Milton Humes, R. E. Spragins, R. E. Pettus, T. W. Pratt, and 
Lawrence Cooper, their associates and assigns, to construct and 
maintain a bridge and approaches thereto over the Tennessee 
River at a point on said river between Lewis Bluff, in the county 
of Morgan, State of Alabama, and Guntersville, in the county of 
Marshall, State of Alabama, and to lay on or over said bridge a 
railroad track or tracks for the more perfect connection of any 
railroad or railroads that are or shall hereafter be constructed to 
the said river, on either or both sides thereof, at or opposite said 
point, under the limitations and conditions hereinafter provided. 
Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of 
railway trains, and, at the option of the owners or builders 
thereof, may be used for the passage of wagons or vehicles of all 
kinds, for the transit of animals of all kinds, and for foot passen- 


Mr. Speaker, by direction of | 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I move to | 


gers, for such reasonable rates of toll as may be approved from 
time to time by the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill with the amendments. 

The question being taken, and two-thirds voting in the affirma- 
tive, the rules were suspended and the bill passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., WASHINGTON, 


Mr. CUSHMAN. I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H. R. 75) to establish a light-house and fog signal at Bur- 
rows Island, Rosario Strait, State of Washington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a light-house and fog signal be established and 
constructed at the southwest point of Burrows Island, Rosario Strait, Puget 
Sound, State of Washington, at a cost not to exceed $15,000. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I happened to notice the title of that 
bill. Itisa House bill. There wasaSenate bill oan reported 
from our committee for the same purpose. I would ask the gen- 
tleman why he does not move to suspend the rules and pass the 
Senate bill? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Iwill say to the gentleman, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask that a second be or- 
dered before the debate proceeds on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Debate has been running for some time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman 
from Illinois to rise and addressa question to theChair. I donot 
think I ought to be cut off from demanding a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not be cut off, if he did 
not know the condition of things. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see demands a second. : 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I ask unanimous consent that a second may 
be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington is recog- 
nized for twenty minutes in favor of the bill and the gentleman 
| from Tennessee for twenty minutes against the bill. 
| Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, the proposition contemplated 
by this bill, H. R. 75, is the construction of a light-house on Bur- 
| rows Island, Rosario Strait, Puget Sound, in the State of Wash- 
ington. ‘The construction of a light-house at this pvint is one of 
the absolute necessities of the commerce of this region. 

The Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, to whom 
this bill was referred for consideration, have made the following 
report on the same: 

(House Report No. 419, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.] 
LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG SIGNAL, BURROWS ISLAND, WASHINGTON. 
Februay 5, 1902, committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union and ordered to be printed. Mr. Coomns, from the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, submitted the following report (to 

accompany H. R. 75): 

Tne Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 75) to establish a light-house and fog signal at Burrows 
Island, Rosario Strait, State of Washington, beg leave to submit the follow- 
ing report and recommend that said bill do pass without amendment: 

This is a bill enacting that a light-house and foz signal be established and 
constructed at the southwest point of Burrows Island. Rosario Strait, Puget 
| Sound, State of Washington, at a cost not to exceed $15,000. 
| This bill has the approval of the Treasury Department, as will be seen by 
| the following letter: 
| TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, December 28, 1901. 
|  §1e: This Department has the honor toacknowledge the receipt of a let- 
ter from your committee, dated December 26, 1901, inclosing for suggestions 
a copy of H. R. 75, authorizing the establishment of a light and fog-signal sta- 
tion at Burrows Island, Rosario Strait, Washington. 

In reply the Department states that the matter was referred to the Light- 
House Board, which reports that the following recommendation made in its 
annual mo for the last four years is renewed on page 209 of its annual 
report for 1901: 

Burrows Island, Rosario Strait, Washington.—The following recommenda- 
tion, made in the Board's last four annual reports, is renewed: 

***There is much traffic through Rosario Strait, which will natura!ly in- 
crease in the future. During certain seasons of the year fog and smoke from 
forests fires prevail. Burrows Island is a point of departure for most of the 
vessels plying the strait. The tides and currents here are strong and vari- 
able, and there are several dangerous reefs in the immediate vicinity. A 
light and fog signal at the southwest point of Burrows Island would be of 
great use to commerce and navigation. Tit is estimated that they could be 
| established for not exceeding a. and it is recommended that an appro- 
| priation of this amount be made therefor.’ ” 

This Department therefore has the honor is state that it concurs with the 
Board in this recommendation. 

Respectfully, L. J. GAGE, 
Secretary. 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON 
INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 


You will observe that this bill not only has been favorably re- 
ported by the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, but 
the Light-House Board has been recommending for the past four 
| years that this light-house be built. 

I have here in my hand numerous petitions and memorials from 
commercial clubs and shipping men asking that this light-house 
be constructed at once. I call the attention of this House to the 
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following letter addressed to me on this subject from the Com- 
mercial Club of Anacortes, State of Washington, said city being 
near the site of the proposed light: 


ANACORTES COMMERCIAL CLUB, 
Anacortes, Wash., January 15, 1908. 


Hon. FRANCIS W. CusHMAN, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Srr: About five years ago there was circulated upon Puget Sound 
a petition praying Congress to make an So for and have erected 
a light-house and fog-signal station upon the western end of Burrows Island 
in Rosario Straits in Puget Sound. 1is petition was unanimously signed by 
masters and shipowners, and some action was taken thereon, one ‘House hav- 
ing passed the bill providing therefor. 

This measure has recently been very masinly brought to our attention by 
the running ashore of the passenger steamer Utopia and her almost mirac- 
ulous escape from great injury—possibly = destruction; also that of 
the tug Wigwam, flagship for the Alaska Packers’ Association, and the ex- 
ceedingly narrow escape from a serious wreck of the steamship City of 
Puebla. The diversity of tides and currents in this vicinity, caused by the 
numerous converging channels, makes navigation in the night or during 
fog extremely hazardous. This will be more patent to you by a casual ex- 
amination of chart of United States Geological Survey No. 6300. 

If deemed necessary a new petition for this most desirable aid for naviga- 
tion could be promptly secured containing the signatures of every liscensed 
master, engineer, and shipowner on Puget Sound, and we would suggest that 
the Navy and War Departments would most willingly assist, as the fre- 
quent visits of war vessels and other United States crafts would move them 
to take an active interest in this matter. 

Hoping this will meet with your earnest approval and secure your valu- 
able aid for its immediate authorization, we beg to remain, 

Your obedient servants, 
ANACORTES COMMERCIAL CLUB, 
WILL A. LOWMAN, 
CHAS. C. MATHEWS, 
Committee. 


You will observe that letter mentions one passenger steamer 
going ashore, and the narrow escape from destruction of two 
more boats, all for the lack of a cheap light at this place. 

I also insert here with my remarks a letter from C. W. Cook, of 
Tacoma, State of Washington, the manager of the Western Steam 
Navigation Company, showing the necessity for a light-house at 
this place: 

WESTERN STEAM NAVIGATION COMPANY, 
THE VANCOUVER LINE, 
Tacoma, Wash., January 19, 1908. 


Hon. FrRANcIs W. CUSHMAN, : 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Srr: Sometime ago there was a petition circulated asking Congress 


for a light-house and fog signal on the western end of Burrows Island, in | 
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Puget Sound. Some action was taken on this petition, but it has not resulted | 


in anything being done. . . 
I beg to impress it on you that the tides and currents in the waters adja- 
cent to Burrows Island are very strong, and there isa long stretch between 


the Port Wilson fog signal and Burrows Island, and no matter how much | 


care is exercised a vessel is likely to come to grief in case of fog or heavy rain 
such as we have in this section of the country. It is impossible to avoid the 
dangers of this place by steering a compass course, by reason of the strength 
of the currents above mentioned. I understand that every representative of 
the shipping interests on the sound will address you with regard to this, and 
we beg to assure you anything you can do toward getting this light-house 
and fog signal established will be greatly appreciated. 


Yours, faithfully, 
C. W. COOK, Manager. 

I also insert here with my remarks a letter recently received by 
me from Hon. Walter Oakes, treasurer of the Alaska Steamship 
Company and of the Puget Sound Navigation Company: 

ALASKA STEAMSHIP COMPANY, 
PUGET SOUND NAVIGATION COMPANY, 
Seattle, Wash., January 26, 1903. 


Hon. FRANCIS W. CUSHMAN, 
United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Srp: Referring to attached letter to us, will say that the light-house 


in question should by all means be erected, as it is necessary for the safety of 


Puget Sound shipping. 


I trust you will assist in any way possible and have it included in the list 


of Puget Sound light-house appropriations. 
fours, truly, 
WALTER OAKES, Treasurer. 

All of these letters and reports show the absolute necessity for 
the immediate construction of this light-house. The cost of the 
proposed light-house is $15,000. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. , 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman if there is 
not a Senate bill upon this same matter? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. There is. 

Mr. MANN. That our committee has reported? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Would it not be better to call up the Senate bill 
at this time instead of the House bill? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I thank the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] for his suggestion. I will endeavor very briefly to explain 
to the House the difference between the House bill and the Sen- 
ate bill, and at the close of my explanation I will ask unanimous 
consent to substitute the Senate bill for the House bill, and ask 
consideration on the Senate bill. 

The explanation in brief of this matter is as follows: One of the 
rules of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee of this 
House (which is the committee to whom all light-house bills are 
referred for reports thereon) is that every House bill which is 
submitted to their committee must be in such form that it simply 
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authorizes the construction of the light-house and fixes the limit 
of cost, and that the bill shall not make any appropriation for the 
light-house. Now, then, after a bill passes which simply author- 
izes the construction of a light-house and fixes the limit of cost, 
another committee of this House, the Appropriations Committee, 
makes the appropriation for the construction of the light-house by 
inserting a clause therefor in the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Now, then, in the United States Senate,a lawmaking body not 
governed by any special rules save *‘ Senatorial courtesy,’’ they 
are in a habit of passing light-house bills which not only author- 
ize the construction, but make a definite appropriation for the 
project. 

I introduced my bill here in the House in proper form as re- 
quired by the rules of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 
mittee, and according to the long practice in this House. My 
House bill was reported for me by that committee and placed 
upon the Calendar of the House. 

In the meantime there had been introduced in the United States 
Senate a Senate bill (S. 265) providing for the erection of this 
same light-house and making a $15,000 appropriation therefor. 
That bill passed the Senate and came overto the House. In order 
that nothing should be neglected in this matter (for the building 
of this light-house is a very urgent matter) I prepared and had 
adopted a favorable report on the Senate bill, and had that also 
placed on the House Calendar. 

Now, then, both of these bills are on the House Calendar. The 
bills are identical for all practical purposes. Each one provides 
for the building of a light-house on Burrows Island, Rosario 
Strait, in Puget Sound, State of Washington, at a cost of $15,000. 

The reason that I now wish to substitute the Senate bill and 
have it considered is that that bill having been passed by the 
Senate, when we pass it in the House that will, as far as the 
legislative branch of the Government is concerned, enact the bill 
into law. Butif we pass the House bill we will have one bill 
passed atthe Senate end and another bill passed at the Houseend, 
and though both bills relate to precisely the same subject, when 
we get through we will not have any complete legislation. For 
these reasons I wish now to consider the Senate bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to substitute in place of 
H. R. 75 Senate bill 265, which I now send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks unan- 
imous consent to substitute for the House bill the Senate bill, 
substantially the same, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 265) to establish a light-house and fog-signal station on Burrows 
Island, State of Washington. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the Senate bill will be 
substituted. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object to the substi- 
tution, as the session is so nearaclose. I think the rule of the 
House committee is a very proper one, and ought to be adhered 
to except in extreme cases, otherwise you can not keep track of 
your appropriations, which is a very desirable thing todo. But 
with only two weeks of the session remaining, I for one shall 
not object. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the similar House bill 
will lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com. 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the Senate resolution which I send to the desk, 
with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 108) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase additional oan for the post-office, court-house, and custom-house 
at Jacksonville, Fla. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That of the sum authorized to be expended in 
enlarging and improving the post-office, court-house, and custom-house at 
Jacksonville, Fla., the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, use 
not toexceed $45,000 for the purchase of additional ground: Provided, That 
such additional ground shall be contiguous to the present site and sha!l have 
a frontage on Forsyth and Adams streets of not less than 50 feet and a depih 
of not less than 208 feet. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire of 
the gentleman whether this bill comes from the Committee on 
Public Buildihgs and Grounds of this House? 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Yes, sir; with a unanimous report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the joint resolution. 
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The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 


PATENT TO BUFFALO, WYO., FOR CERTAIN TRACTS OF LAND, 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands to move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill H. R. 17192. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17192) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to issue a patent 
to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., for certain tracts of land. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to issue a oo to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., for lots 
7 and 8, section 3, township 50 north, range 82 west, of the sixth principal me- 
ridian, embraced within the abandoned Fort McKinney Military Reservation, 
wen, the payment by the authorities of said town of the appraised price of 
said lots 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I demand asecond on that bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that 
a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.]| The Chair hears none. The 
gentleman from Wyoming is recognized for and the gentleman 
from Georgia against the bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to sell 53 
acres of land lying adjacent to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., at the 
price for which the land was appraised by the Secretary of the 
Interior. The land has to be sold, because subsequent to the ap- 
praisal the Interior Department held up the survey of a portion 
of the land included in the reservation, and temporarily the sale 
of the land is suspended. The town wishes these lands for ceme- 
tery purposes, and a considerable portion of the 53 acres is now 
occupied for cemetery purposes. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. DoI understand the gentleman to say that 
this bill has been unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands? 

Mr. MONDELL. It is unanimously reported by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and recommended by the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, BOSTON HARBOR, 


Mr. CONRY. Mr. Speaker, I move the suspension of the rules 
and the passage of the bill (H. R. 16727) for the erection of a 
light-house in Boston Harbor, with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That Broad Sound Channel light station, Boston Har- 
bor, Massachusetts: For constructinga first-order light and fog signal at The 


Graves ona granite tower, to mark the entrance to the new Broad Sound 
Channel in Boston Harbor, $75,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to enter into a contract for the construction of said light 


station at a total cost not exceeding £188,000 

The following committee amendment was read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Light-House Board be authorized to change the location of 
Broad Sound Channel light at the entrance to Broad Sound Channel in Bos- 
ton Harbor to such point or location in that vicinity as in their judgment 
shall be practicable and safe.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the suspension of the rules 
and the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and 


the bill was passed. 
CONFIRMING CERTAIN FOREST LIEU SELECTIONS. 


Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill H. R. 15985, to confirm certain forest lieu selections made 
under the act approved June 4, 1897. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all bona fide selections under the act approved 
June 4, 1897 (30 Stats., 36), of lands in Montana which lie within the territory 
opened to entry under the provisions of the act approved May 1, 1888, chap- 
ter 213 (25 Stats., 113-133), entitled “An act to ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Gros Ventre Piegan, Blood, Blackfeet, and River Crow In 
dians in Montana, and for other pur ” made prior to the decision of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office dated October 20, 1902, in the case 
of George L. Ramsey, holding that such lands are one to disposal only 
under the forms of — provided by the said act of y 1, 1888, be, and 
the same are hereby, confirmed, no other valid objection to the acceptance 
of such selections appearing. 


The following committee amendment was read: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to confirm certain forest lieu selec- 
tions made under the act approved June 4, 1897.” 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and 
the bill was passed. 


OPENING FOR SETTLEMENT CERTAIN LANDS IN OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 16280), to open for settlement 505,000 acres of 
land in the Kiowa, Comanche, and the Apache Indian reserva- 
tions, in Oklahoma Territory, with committee amendments. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Whereas on the 6th day of October, A. D. 1892, the Comanche, Kiowa, and 
Apache tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory made a treaty with the 
United States, which treaty was duly ratified by Congress on June 6, 1900; and 

Whereas it was stipulated in said treaty that each Indian in said tribes 
should have allotted to them 160 acres of land, and that the remainder of 
their reservation should be thrown open to settlement on the payment by 
the United States to them of $1.25 per acre; and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Interior set apart 25,000 acres of land out of 
said reservation for a wood reservation; and 

Whereas said act of Congress of June 6, 1900, set apart 480,000 acres of graz- 
ing land out of said reservation for grazing purposes, said grazing lands to 
be selected and set apart for them by the Secretary of the Interior; and 

Whereas Congress has the right and it is its duty to sell the farming lands 
in said reservation not allotted to Indians to persons desiring homesteads on 
farming lands: Now, therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That all of that part of article 3 of section 6 of the act 
of Congress of date June 6, 1900, entitled “‘An act to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Indians of the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, in Idaho,” 
and making appropriations to carry the same into effect, which reads as fol- 
lows, to wit: * That in addition to the allotment of land to said Indians as 

»rovided for in this agreement the Secretary of the Interior shall set aside 
bor the use in common for said Indian tribes 480,000 acres of grazing lands, to 
be selected by the Secretary of the Interior, either in one or more tracts, as 
will none subserve the interests of said Indians,” be, and the same is hereby, 
repeaied. 

ano. 2. That the 480,000 acres of lands set apart in the Kiowa, Comanche 
and Apache Indian reservations in Oklahoma Territory by the Secreta of 
the Interior, referred to and mentioned in section 1 of this act, and the 25,000 
acres of lands set apart as a wood reservation in the Kiowa, Comanche, and 
Apache Indian reservations in Oklahoma Territory by Secretary of the In- 
terior, referred to and mentioned in the preamble of thisact, shall be opened 
to settlement by proclamation of the President of the United States within 
three months from the passage of this act and be disposed of at public auc- 
tion to the highest bidder for cash: Provided, That no one person shall be 
permitted to purchase more than 160 acres, under the rules and regulations 
adopted by the Secretary of the Interior: And provided further, That the 
money arising from the sale of said lands shall be paid to said Indians in the 
same manner as was provided in the said act of June 6, 1900. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, were read: 

Strike out the preamble. In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “referred 
to and mentioned in the ———— of this act.” In line 15, after the word 
‘* hundred,” insert the following: 

‘4nd it is also provided, That such sales shall be Oy to any leases 
made for agricultural purposes prior to the passage of this act, the rentals 
accruing after such sale to belong to the purchasers under this act.” 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, [demand a second. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I ask that a second be considered 
as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objec- 
tion? oo 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this bill throws open 
for settlement 500,005 acres of land in the Kiowa, Comanche, and 
Apache Indian reservations, in Oklahoma. In 1892 an agree- 
ment was entered into between these tribes of Indians and the 
United States by which the Indians were to have allotted to each 
member of these tribes 160 acres of land. The rest of their res- 
ervation was to be thrown open for settlement. That treaty was 
ratified June 6, 1900, by an act of Congress. Four hundred and 
eighty thousand acres was reserved by an amendment put on the 
bill in the Senate for the use of the Indians for the purpose of 
grazing their stock, and 25,000 for a timber reserve, making 500,- 
005 in all. The Secretary of the Interior had the right to locate 
this pasture land. Four hundred thousand acres of it was lo- 
cated fronting Red River, and nearly all of it was good agricul- 
tural land, and the people of the surrounding country desire this 
land to be open for the purpose of settlement. Itis wortha great 
deal moreor agricultural than for pasturage purposes. 

The bill opening all these reservations has passed the House two 
or three times in different forms, and the Senate’s amendment, 
reserving the pasture lands, is the reason why this bill should be 
now passed—so that these lands may go into the hands of actual 
settlers. 

The first bill introduced by me provided for the opening of the 
land for settlement under the United States land laws. That, in 
my opinion, was the correct way in which it should have been 
opened, but during the last session of this Congress the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] objected to the ge of the bill 
and it failed of engrossment. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] voted with the majority and entered a motion to 
reconsider. 

I introduced this bill to avoid the objections of the gentleman 
who opposed that bill. This bill provides for a sale of the land 
at auction in 160-acre tracts. It also provides that no one man 
shall purchase more than 160 acres. e proceeds of the land are 
to be paid by the Secretary of the Interior directly to the Indians. 
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It was believed by the gentleman from Illinois and others who 
opposed my first bill, which was a homestead measure, that the 
Indians were entitled to all that the land would bring upon the 
open market. They, therefore, desired a public sale of the land. 

I will state further that these Indians are wards of the Govern- 
ment, and that we are making annual appropriations for their 
support, and if this land is sold and the proceeds turned into the 
Treasury it will take them out of the care of the Government, 
and we will not have to support them any longer. There are be- 
tween 2,500 and 3,000 of the Indians, and stopping these annual 
payments will be quite a saving to the Government, as no appro- 

riations will have to be made for them in the future. Therefore 

hope the bill will pass in its present form. Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the balane of my time. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the 
attention of the House for about five minutes I think I can point 
out several reasons why this bill should not pass. In the first 
place, Mr. Speaker, it does not provide for the opening to settle- 
ment of 505,000 acres of land, but provides for the selling to the 
highest bidder of 505,000 acres of the public domain. The Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs have reported that the land belongs to 
the Indians. I maintain, Mr. Speaker, the lands do not belong to 
the Indians; that if they do belong tothe Indians, they should not 
be taken from them or disposed of without some treaty first hav- 
ing been made with these Indians. Then, if the lands do belong 
to the Indians and are to be ceded to the Government, they should 
be disposed of under the public-land laws of the United States 
and not sold at public auction to the highest bidder, or in any 
other manner. 

Mr. Speaker, in 1892 a treaty was made with the Kiowa, Co- 
manche, and Apache Indians by which it was provided that they 
cede, convey, transfer, relinquish forever and absolutely, without 
any reservation whatever, expressed or implied, all their claim, 
tithe, and interest of any kind and character in and to the lands 
that it is now proposed, as the gentleman says, to open to settle- 
ment. I read from the treaty. It provided, Mr. Speaker, that 
each and every Indian should first be permitted to take an allot- 
ment of 160 acres, 80 acres to be agricultural land and 80 acres 
grazing land. Now, that was a liberal provision, for the reason 
that in allowing the Indians to take allotments it is unusual to 
give children as much as you give to the heads of families. For 
instance, the head of a family may have 160 acres, a single man 
80 acres, and a child 40 acres. But this treaty provided that each 
ae should have 160 acres, 80 acres of which should be grazing 

nd, 

When that treaty was ratified by Congress, Congress of its own 
motion amended the treaty without any agreement with the 
Indians, without any application or petition from them to amend 
it, and simply provided that out of their lands 480,000 acres 
should be reserved—for what purpose? Simply for the use of the 
Indians for pasturage purposes—that they might use it to range 
their stock upon it. And the treaty was further amended so as 
to permit the Indians to take their allotments of 160 acres each, 
without regard to the character of the land and without being 
required to take at least 80 acres for grazing purposes. The 
treaty provided, further, that we should pay to these Indians the 
sum of $2,000,000, $500,000 in cash and $1,500,000 to be paid into 
the Treasury to their credit, upon which 5 per cent was to be 
paid annually to the Indians. 

In other words, Mr. Speaker, we paid the Indians for 480,000 
acres $500,000 in cash, and $1,500,000 paid into the Treasury. 
And now they propose to take those 480,000 acres and sell it at 

ublic auction to the highest bidder and pay the proceeds to the 

ndians, without even providing that the Government shall be 
reimbursed for the $1.25 per acre that we have already paid these 
Indians. Now, Mr. Speaker, 25,000 acres of the lands mentioned 
in this bill were set aside by the Secretary of the Interior without 
any authority of Congress; without any provision in the treaty 
or the bill setting it aside—were set aside for a wood reservation 
in order that the Indians might have some place where they could 
go to get fuel. But, Mr. Speaker, that was also a portion of the 
lands for which we had paid the Indians $1.25 an acre. 

Now, we propose to sell those 25,000 acres. in addition to the 
480,000, for the most we can get for them, without even a re- 
quirement of citizenship on the part of the purchaser, saying 
nothing about the homestead requirements. The only reserva- 
tion that there is in the bill is that no one purchaser shall be al- 
lowed to purchase more than 160 acres. y, Mr. Speaker, how 
easy it would be for one man to purchase 100 times 160 acres if he 
so desired. He would simply get his stool pigeons to each buy 
160 acres and immediately convey it to him. 

In addition to paying these Indians $500,000 in cash and putting 
into the Treasury $1,500,000, Congress, in 1900, the same year 
in which we ratified the treaty and paid these Indians $500,000 
in cash, gave them a gratuity of $75,000; and every Congress 
since that, including the present Congress, has provided in the 





Indian appropriation bill not less than $35,000 (except one year, 
when it was $25,000), and sometimes going as high as $75,000, for 
these Indians to whom we paid $2,000,000. And now it is pro- 
posed to sell 505,000 acres, for which we have already paid them, 
and give them the proceeds. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, we have come to a point where these In- 
dians have been treated in such a way that we ought not at least 
to give them the proceeds of the 505,000 acres sold at public auc- 
tion to the highest bidder, and for which we have already paid 
them, without any requirement of settlement or cultivation and 
without even the requirement of citizenship. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacry]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the argument made by the gentle- 
man from South Dakota [Mr. Burkr] might have had some force 
in connection with the original opening of the Kiowa and Co- 
manche lands. That question was fought out then. We bought 
that land then for about one dollar an acre. The Senate thought 
we were not giving the Indians a square deal. In order to make 
the arrangement a fair one for the Indians, these 480,000 acres 
were reserved. That land has been conceded now to the Indians 
by act of Congress. Who says we should take that back, that that 
act ought not to have been passed? Ithas been passed. The title 
belongs to the Indians. That property to-day is surrounded by 
the homes of the men who bought the Kiowa and Comanche 
lands; and every acre of the land for which we paid $1 an acre 
has been taken up by settlers. 

Now, there are 505,000 acres of land still remaining, which will 
make homes for about 3,200 families. They are willing to goin 
there and buy this land. The land belongs to the Indians. It is 
surrounded by farms, and it ought to be soid for whatever it will 
fairly bring in the market. The only limitation we place upon it 
is that they can sell only one tract of 160 acres to one individual; 
but this land belongs to the Indians; it is their property, and they 
should have the right to sell it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield fora 
question? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Is it not true that in the treaty 
of 1892 they ceded all their right, title, and claims, as I stated? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I will not discuss that. It is immaterial 
whether it is true or not. Congress did not stand by the cession, 
but took the balance of the land, which to-day is worth at least 
from six to eight dollars an acre, which is all occupied, and which 
has been laid out in towns and farms, and gave back to them 
480,000 acres as a part of that transaction. We are not Indians; 
we can not ‘‘ take back a gift.’’ The proposition of the gentleman 
now is to confiscate what was given to them by act of Congress. 
It is their property and they have aright to all it will bring. We 
put a limitation in this bill, as I state, which restricts any one 
man from buying more than one-quarter section. Otherwise, let 
the land bring what it will; let it be thrown open for settlement. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman explain 
how the Indians can possibly have any title to the wood reservya- 
tion? 

Mr. LACEY. That has been reserved just as the other prop- 
erty has. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. By what authority? 

Mr. LACEY. By act of Congress. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. What act of Congress? 

Mr. LACEY. The act of Congress ratified—reserved this land 
and opened the balance. Now, the gentleman would prefer the 
settlers to go to South Dakota. We want to open up this addi- 
tional land, and the gentleman should not stand in the way and 
block the settlement in Oklahoma in order to keep out those 3,200 
families. [Applause. } 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I hold in my hand the act of 
Congress to which the gentleman referred, and I would like him 
to point out wherein the 25,000 acres are reserved, or any author- 
ity given to anyone to reserve them. 

Mr. LACEY. The 25,000-acre tract is a wood reserve. That 
was reserved for the purpose of allowing the Indians to get tim- 
ber. Four hundred and eighty thousand acres are reserved as 
a pasturage. It is all valuable agricultural land. It is to-day all 
in a state of reservation, it is all to-day occupied by Indians, end 
Congress, as the guardian of the Indians, ought to see to it that 
this property brings all it is fairly worth. 

There is no better way to ascertain what property is fairly worth 
than to allow it to be sold in the open market. This country will 
be settled—it will be occupied within twenty-four hours after the 
opening. There will be the same demand for this land that there 
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was for the adjoining Kiowa and Comanche lands, and we should | irrespective of the desire of the Indians, to determine that their 
not stand here as dogs in the manger and keep this property closed | lands shall be sold without treaty with the Indians regarding it, 
to settlers, when the Indians are entirely willing that the property | this particular land, in my opinion, should not be sold without 


should be entirely disposedof. I hope this bill will pass. It was 
unanimously reported by the committee, with the exception of 
my friend from South Dakota. His idea was that we were giving 
too much to the Indians, that they were overreaching the white 
man. 
reached his white brother areso few thatit is hardly worth while 
for us to exercise ourselves very much about it at this late day. 
This land now does not belong to us; it belongs to the wards of 
Conzress. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman answer a 
uestion? 
’ Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if there has been any petition or any application from these 
Indians, if they do own this land, that it be sold, and is there any 
report from the Secretary of the Interior or any other depart- 
ment asking this legislation? 

Mr. LACEY. Thereis not. Their rights here are fully taken 
care of in this matter. There will be no trouble about that. No 
objection has been heard. This bill has been on the Calendar a 
long time, it has been pending along time, and no objection made 
to it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield for 
just one further question? 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman states that this 
bill has been on the Calendar some time. 
was reported to this House less than a week ago? 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not remember the date. It has been on the 
Calendar some time. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It was ordered reported on the 
7th and, I think, reported on the 10th. 

Mr. LACEY. It was held back from the Calendar about a 


week in order to give the gentleman from South Dakota oppor- | 


tunity to file a minority report. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The committee met on Thurs- 
day, and the gentleman filed his reporton Saturday. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to say just a word further. 
remaining. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
House the fact that if this land does belong to the Indians you 
dispose of it without any treaty whatever with the Indians. 

I want to say, further, that when the treaty was ratified by Con- 
gress the amendment was suggested by the Interior Department, 
and this reservation of 480,000 acres was made by the Secretary 
of the Interior under the authority given in that amended treaty. 
The 25,000 acres was reserved upon the motion of the Secretary, 
without any authority of law whatever, and the Department 
so far has not been heard from in favor of this bill, which was 
introduced in the House on February 7, considered at the meeting 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs a week ago last Thursday, 
and reported on the following Saturday without a word from the 
Department asking for this legislation. 

I yield such time as I have remaining to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FrrzGEra.p], if he desires it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, investigation convinces me 
that this bill should not pass in its present form. I was present 
at the meeting of the Committee on Indian Affairs when the bill 
was under consideration, and at that time did not have the informa- 
tion about it which I now possess. 

There is one feature of this bill in particular which should re- 
ceive careful consideration from the House. It is provided in the 
bill that this land shall be sold at auction to the highest bidder, 
but that no one person shall be permitted to purchase more than 
160 acres. All of the Fort Hall Reservation, with the exception 
of these 505,000 acres, was opened for settlement under the home- 
stead laws. I am strongly of the opinion that there are many 
persons who desire to secure great blocks of this land, no matter 
what the price; and while no one person can purchase at the sale 
more than 160 acres of land, there is nothing in the law which will 

revent any person or combination of persons from having as much 
d as is desired bid in by representatives, and afterwards by 
transfers secure control of great blocks of this land. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is the first time in my experience that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs has ever reported a bill which has 
not been reported upon by the De ent of the Interior. When 
the bill was up for consideration I was under the impression that 
there was before the committee a report from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. In that I was mistaken. The passage of this 
bill is not asked by the Indians themselves, neither is it urged by 
the Department. In my opinion the Indians have been fully paid 
for this land, and while I believe that Congress has the right, 


Mr. Speaker, the instances where the red man has over- | 


| braced within this bill, and if this bill be passed and the land 


Is it not a fact that it | 


I believe I have some time | 


I want to impress upon the | 





| it away from the Indians. 


full investigation by the Department regarding the conditions 
under which it is proposed to be sold. It has been said this land 
will bring from $25 to $30 an acre. 

The Government has paid to the Indians about $1.25 an acre 
for it. It has paid the Indians about $613,000 for the land em- 


sold at public auction, the Indians will receive several mil- 
lions of dollars in addition, and the Government will not even 
be reimbursed for the expenditure already made. In my opinion 
the bill should not be passed unless the land, when sold, is sold 
only to persons who intend to take homesteads upon it. No one 
person or combination of persons should be permitted to secure, 
by any method, immense tracts of this very valuable and desir- 
able land. 

I yield back whatever time is remaining to the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. Burke. ] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to print asa part of my remarks in the Beaumont matter the 
minority views which I filed to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that he may publish the minority report in the Beau- 
mont matter, which was up to-day, with his remarks. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry]. 

Mr. LLACEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York says 
that this land is worth $25 an acre, and therefore we should take 
That is hardly in keeping with the 


| generous Character of his action heretofore in relation to Indian 
matters. 


I read from the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United 


| States in the Lone Wolf case. The court holds that Congress can 


legislate as to its Indian wards without a treaty. Justice White 
in that opinion quotes from the statute as follows: 


That in addition to the allotment of lands to said Indians as provided for 


| in this agreement, the Secretary of the Interior shall set aside for the use in 








common for said Indian tribes 480,000 acres of grazing lands, to be selected 
by the Secretary of the Interior, either in one or more tracts as will best 
subserve the interest of said Indians. 


This land was set apart to them by act of Congress. It isa 
late day for us now to say that that land is worth $25 an acre and 
that we did not give it to them by that act of Congress, which 
expressly set it apart to them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Did not the gentleman himself state in 
the committee that this land would bring about $25 an acre? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no; I said some of the land was, perhaps, 
worth that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman said expressly that it 
would bring that. 

Mr. LACEY. If it brings that, so much the worse for the gen- 
tleman’s position. He says it should be taken away from the In- 
dians and given to somebody for homesteads. Certainly the two 
propositions of the gentleman do not hang together very well— 
that the land is worth $25 an acre, and that therefore it should 
be given to the white man for homestead purposes free of charge. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did not make that statement. 

Mr. LACEY. What statement? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That it should be given away for home- 
stead purposes. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, the gentleman said it should be opened 
under the homestead act, as I understood him. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I said that any person purchasing 
should be compelled to comply with the homestead act, so that 
he could not dispose of it immediately to some one who wanted 
to secure great tracts. In other words, the question is whether 
you shall allow the Indians to open up these lands in such a man- 
ner as to make the Indians get the best or lowest possible sum 
for the lands. There is no trouble about that land being 
devoted to farming. 

Indian lands in Kansas were sold years ago under a similar law 
to this, and every foot of it is occupied 7 homes of farmers in 
that community. There is no danger of these rich icultural 
lands being — together in large tracts for ranches. This 
land is not of that character. It is cotton land, it is wheat land, 
itis cornland. A farmer can make a living upon 160 acres of 
such land. The land —_ to be sold. It ought to be opened 
for settlement, and ought to be occupied. It belongs to the 
Indians, and as their guardians we have the right to open it in a 
fair way that will give the Indians a just price for their land, and 
to deny it is to allow it to stand there blocking the growth of that 
rag I eaner: my time to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. STEP. S of Texas. I ask for a vote, 
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Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I yield the four minutes ‘re- 
maining to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton]. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it would be 
a grave mistake for the House to pass the bill under the circum- 


stances detailed. 
action from the Indian tribes and no recommendation from the 
Secretary of the Interior. It is asserted here that this tract of 
land of 480,000 acres does not belong to the Indians at all. It is 
apparent from a very cursory reading of the treaty that the 
25,000 acres of timber land do not belong to them, for this part is 
not even mentioned in it. There is no reservation of any right to 
the Indians. Now, under these circumstances it would seem that 
we are asked to force the proceeds of these 505,000 acres of land 
upon these Indians against their will. There has already been 
paid to them, or deposited in the Treasury to their credit, $2,000,000, 
which is two-thirds of a thousand dollars apiece; and now, whether 
this land is worth $25 or $1.25 an acre, it would be extravagant 
and hurtful to them, as well as wasteful, for the Government to 
give them more. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
you start to open this country? 

be done. 

Mr. BURTON. In reply I will state to the gentleman that 
some evenings since I had a conversation with an Army officer 
who is a friend of these Indians. He insisted that we should not 
take away the wood reservation. He believed that the wood 
reservation should be retained and the pasturage as well. Now, 
you propose to sell both and take them from the Indians. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. These Indians are on the Red 
River, over 20 miles away. They have taken their allotment 
where there is some timber. 

Mr. BURTON. Twenty miles is not a very long way for an 
Indian. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman if he does 
not realize that it would be better for the Indians to have these 
lands sold at the price, or approximately the price, or half of the 
price that is suggested is the value of it and to get the ordinary 
interest upon that money than for them to retain it and to use it 
for grazing or leasing it? 

Mr. BURTON. I can not give an answer to that question ina 
moment. I dwelt on that at considerable length two weeks ago. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It is a well-recognized fact that when lands 
in the grazing country get over a certain value, say $2 or $3 an 
acre, they cease to be profitable for ordinary range uses, as they 
are called in the West; that is, for breeding and raising cattle on 
indigenous grasses. 

Mr. BURTON. Ido not realy see how that affects this ques- 
tion. The question in my mind here is whether this land belongs 
to these Indians at all. They have already received $2,000,000 
for their land. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate having expired, the 
question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that two-thirds 
have not voted for the bill. 

Mr. LACEY and Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 52. 

So the House refused to pass the bill. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH GOVERNMENT LANDS ON BIG SANDY 

RIVER, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill H. R. 16138, with amendments. 

The bill as amended was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 161388) granting the right of way to the Kenova and Big Sandy 
Railroad Company through the Government lands at Lock No. 2, Big 
cone River, and at Lock No.3, Big Sandy River, both in Wayne County, 

v. Va. 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


I would like to ask you how would 
It is very desirable that it should 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Kenova and Big Sandy Railroad Company, a 
corporation created under and by virtue of the law of the State of West Vir- 
= its successors and assigns, be, and the same are hereby, empowered to 

ocate, construct, and maintain its railroad through the lands belonging to 
the United States Government at Lock No. 2, Big Sandy River, and at Lock 
No. 3, Big Sandy River,in Wayne County, in the State of West Virginia, un- 
der such conditions and upon such lines, and of such widths, as shall be de- 
termined and approved by the Secretary of War: Provided, That the said 
opmpamy shall pay to the United States such sum of money as the Secretary 
of War shall decide to be the value of the lands so occupied. 

Src. 2. That the right of way granted herein under the provisions con- 
tained in this act shall become inoperative and null and void unless the said 
company shall, within the term of two years from the Ist of January, 1903, 
have so far advanced the construction of said road as to satisfy the War De- 
partment that said company is lawfully and successfully established and 
that said road will be completed as proposed within a reasonable time. 
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It appears there is no request whatever for this | 


Sec. 3. That if in the future, in the construction or operation by the United | That 
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States of locks, dams, or other improvements to facilitate navigation on the 
Big Sandy River, or the tributaries thereof, it shall be necessary to utilize 
any land or other property of the said railroad company, the privilege shall 
be granted on such terms as shall be determined by the Secretary of War, 
and the said railroad company shall execute a valid agreement to that effect 
to be submitted to and approved by the said Secretary of War. 

Sec. 4. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand a second. 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I will say that this is a bill to 
give the Kenova and Big Sandy Railroad Company the right to 
pass through the property of Locks Nos. 2 and 3 on the Big Sandy 
River, and it in no way interferes with the locks. The Gov- 
ernment at this point has considerable ground running back to 
the foot of the hill. The company asked in the original bill for 80 
feet. The War Department amended it. and said that they would 
give them just such ground as they needed. They also suggested 
another amendment, which is in the bill, that the railroad com- 
pany should pay to the Government a reasonable compensation, to 
be agreed upon ‘by the Secretary of War and the railroad com- 
pany, for this ground. As the bill is amended it gives them just 
such right of way as they absolutely need through the Govern- 
ment property at Locks 2 and 3 on the Big Sandy River. It in 
no way interferes with the lock system. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What committee reported 
the bill? 

Mr. HUGHES. It wasreported by the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee, and the committee authorized me to make this report. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why do they want to use the 
land? 

Mr. HUGHES. Because there is no other way of getting 
through without digging a tunnel. The Government owns all 
the bottom land. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What railroad is it? 

Mr. HUGHES. It is the Kenova and Big Sandy Railroad, 
which is a branch of the Norfolk and Western Railroad. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the suspension of the rnles 
and the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and 
the bill was passed. 

SAN FRANCISCO MOUNTAINS FOREST RESERVE. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (S.6968) granting the Central Arizona 
Railway Company a right of way for railroad purposes through 
the San Francisco Mountains Forest Reserve, in the Territory of 
Arizona. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.,. That upon the conditions herein named the Central 
Arizona Railway Company,a corporation existing under the laws of the 
Territory of Arizona, is hereby granted a right of way, conformably to the 
act entitled “An act granting to railroads a right of way through the 
iands of the United States,” approved March 3, 1875, and the existing ral 
tions adopted thereunder, over and through the San Francisco Mountains 
Forest Reserve, in the Territory of Arizona, for a line of railroad froma 
point at or near Flagstaff, in the county of Coconino, Territory of Arizona, 
in a southwesterly direction by the most practicable route to the town of 
Jerome, in the county of Yavapai, Territory of Arizona, and thence in a 
southeasterly direction to the town of Globe, in the county of Gila, Territory 
of Arizona, with the right to construct and maintain all nece y sid 
tracks, extensions, switches, spurs, and water stations: Provided, That as a 
condition to obtaining such right of way the said company shall be required 
to agree, in writing, to conform to such further regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior for the purpose of protecti ue 
said forest reserve and conserving the purposes for which the reser as 
established and is maintained; but said company shall not be authori 
take or cut any timber within the limits of said forest reserve outside of 
said right of way. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the suspension of 
rules and the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 

EXTENSION OF COAL-LAND LAWS TO THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 15946) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
extend the coal-land laws to the district of Alaska,’’ approved 
June 6, 1900, with an amendment. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to extend the coal-land 
laws to the district of Alaska,” approved June 6, 1900, be, and the same 
hereby is, amended to read as follows, to wit: 

“ SECTION 1. That so much of the public-land laws of the United States 









ed to 


its 


the 


are hereby extended to the district of Alaska as relate to coal lands, namely, 
sections 2347 to 2352, inclusive: Provided, That such lands, whether surveyed 


| or unsurveyed, may be entered without reference to the limitation contained 


in be) ip ttt Thee section 2401 of the Revised Statutes: And provided further 
© applicants shall only be required to show, so far as the discovery o 
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coal is concerned, that it has been discovered on each 40 acres and each frac- 
tional part of 40 acres embraced in such application and survey. 

“Sc. 2. That the reserved right of way, 60 feet in width, along the shore 
of navigable waters provided by existing law shall not be in any manner 
changed by this act; and no entry shall be allowed under this act extending 
more than 160 rods along the shore of any such navigable waters, and a space 
of at least 80 rods shall be reserved from entry between all such entries. If 
the land sought to be entered is unsurveyed, then it must be located in a 
rectangular form in tracts of 40, 80, or 160 acres, located by north and south 
lines according to the true meridian, under rules and regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior. The locationshall be marked upon 
the ground by permancnt monuments at each of the four corners of raid lo- 
cation, so that the boundaries of the same may be readily and easily traced; 
that the plat and application for said location shall within ninety days from 
the date thereof be filed for record in the recording district in which the 
land is situated. Said record shall contain the name of the applicant and a 
plat and description of the land applied for by reference to such natural ob- 
ject or permanent monument as will identify the same. 

“Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe rules and regu- 
lations for the application, survey, and patenting of coal lands under this 
act.” 


The following committee amendment was read: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 


“That any person or association of persons qualified to make entry under | yy a general appropriation bill at 5 minutes after 5 o'clock. 


the coal-land laws of the United States who shall have opened and improved a 
coal mine or coal mines on the unsurveyed public lands in the district of 
Alaska, and who may desire to enter and purchase the same according to the 
provisions of the said coal-land laws before the extension of the public-land 
surveys over the lands on which such mines are located, shall file in the 
proper land office an application to enter the lands held and claimed by them, 
together with a plat and field notes of a survey of the same made under the 


| At present there is no opportunity to get it at all, and of course 


direction of the surveyor-general of the district of Alaska, showing the | 


boundaries of said tracts and their location as regards permanent natural 
landmarks or other surveys. All tractsshall be rectangular in form, contain- 
ing 40, 80, or 160 acres, and distinctly marked by monuments on the ground, 
and the boundaries of the same shall be true east and west and north and 
south lines as nearly as practicable. 
field notes the application, if otherwise regular, shail be accepted as though 
the tracts sought to be entered were embraced within the regular public- 
land surveys. 

“Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall make all necessary rules 
and regulations for the purpose of carrying iuto effect the provisions of this 
act.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
second. 

Mr. LACEY. Iask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. 
Committee on the Public Lands, after a great deal of time and in- 
vestigation. The coal-land laws have been extended to Alaska, 


Mr. Speaker, I demand a 


Upon presentation of the said plat and | 


it can not be monopolized if you can not buy it at all. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill with committee amendments. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the chair, two- 
thirds having voted in the affirmative, the rules were suspended 
and the bill as amended was passed. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill H. R. 17046, 
the fortification appropriation bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the 
gentleman who makes this motion how long he intends to keep 
us here to consider an appropriation bill? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. So far as I know, there will be no discus- 
sion upon the bill. There are only about 10 pages in the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, it is unusual to take 


Mr. HEMENWAY. 
bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
to read it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no. I will state to the gentleman 
that there are only a few pages, and as it is near the close of the 
session I think we had better work until half after 5. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much does the bill carry? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. About $7.000,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. When was it reported? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, it has been reported for ten days or 
more. It was reported January 26. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of the fortification appropriation bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


I think there will be no discussion on the 


It will take half an hour 


| HEMENWAY) there were—ayes 51, noes 32. 


Mr. Speaker, this is the unanimous report of the | 


but they are inoperative because the surveys have not been made, | 


and this bill is drawn so as to enable special surveys to be made. 
It is the same matter that was discussed when the sundry civil 
bill was up the other day. The necessity of the bill was presented 
thoroughly then by gentlemen of the committee. There was an 
increase in the amount of the appropriation for surveys with a 
view of aiding in the opening of Alaska. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FINLEY. 
question? 

Mr. LACEY. I will. 

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to know what is the necessity for 
the passage of this act now in advance of the regular surveys? 

Mr. LACEY. Because Alaska has 300,000,000 acres of landand 
the surveys are very costly. It is hard to get that land surveyed, 
and the small part of it where the coal lies can be surveyed by 
the provisions of this bill without incurring the expenditure of a 
general survey. 

Mr. FINLEY. Dol understand that no coal lands will be taken 
up until after the Government has surveyed them? 

Mr. LACEY. They can not be until there is a general survey 
under the present general law. Although the coal laws have been 
extended to Alaska they are inoperative because the land can not 
be taken, for the reason that it has not been surveyed. 

Mr. FINLEY. You say the coal lands are limited in area. 
Will it not follow that persons will go in and take up all there is? 

Mr. LACEY. When I said that they were small I meant lim- 
ited in comparison with the great extent of Alaska; that is, they 
are perhaps three times the size of South Carolina; but the area 
of Alaska is so large that I spoke of them in comparison with that 
great area as small. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understand that. I ask the gentleman, will 
not this legislation enable a few individuals, or a number of in- 
dividuals, to go there and monopolize all the coal lands? 

Mr. LACEY. I do not apprehend any danger of that kind. 
They must pay $10 an acre for the land—— 

Mr. FINLEY. Does not the gentleman think it would be 
wise—— 

Mr. LACEY. Under the law they will have to pay $10 an 
acre, and if it is within 15 miles of a railroad they will have to 
pay $20 an acre. So that there is no danger of monopolization. 








Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
point of no quorum present. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, as that point is raised, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, just a word. I want to ask the 
gentleman from Tennessee if he does not think that at this stage 
of the session, this being a short bill, we had better get it over to 
the Senate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ithink we might have taken 
it up earlier, instead of some other bills. It is now ten minutes 
after 5, and I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 


Mr. Speaker, I make the 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a | Journed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


| Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17422 


| motors,’ 


to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to au- 
thorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the 
erection and completion of public buildings, and for other pur- 
poses, — the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3778); which said bill and report were referred tothe 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 242) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act providing for certain 
requirements for vessels propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or electric 
’ approved January 18, 1897, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3780); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15452) to appropriate 
the sum of $40,000 to the Cape Cod Pilgrim Memorial Associa- 


| tion, to be used in erecting at Provincetown, Mass.,a suitable me- 


morial of the landing of the Pilgrims, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied 7 a report (No. 3781); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6290) to extend the 
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provisions of section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States as amended by act of February 26, 1895, relating to pub- 
lic lands, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3782); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3620) to provide for the 
allotment of lands in severalty to the Stockbridge and Munsee 
tribe of Indians, to authorize the distribution of their trust fund, 
and for other purposes, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3783); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16734) to provide an Amer- 
ican register for the steamer Beaumont, submitted the views of 
the minority, to accompany report (No. 3771, part 2); which said 
views were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 17426) to authorize the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Allegheny River, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 17427) to amend section 4 of | 


chapter 665, ‘‘An act to provide for an additional associate jus- 
tice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico,”’ ap- 
proved July 10, 18890—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 17428) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Minnesota River near St. Peter, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


crease of pension to George F. Knowlton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17437) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Wheaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 17438) granting anincrease of pen- 
sion to Smoloff P. Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 17439) granting a 
pension to Michael Harrington—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17440) au- 
thorizing the heirs of Fannie P. Murfree, of Tennessee, to present 


| their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17441) to pay the heirs of Fannie P. Murfree, 
of Tennessee, for property lost, destroyed, taken, and used by the 
United States forces during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 17442) granting a pension 
to Cordelia H. Roby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17443) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Soule—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 17444) for 


| the relief of the heirs of John H. Belew, deceased—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 17445) for the relief 
of Charles H. Algert and others similarly situated on the Navajo 
Indian Reservation in Arizona—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the legislative board of tiie 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of Pennsylvania, in favor of 
House bill 15990, known as the employers’ liability bill; also favor- 


| ing the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Inter- 


By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 17429) authorizing the Purcell and | 


Lexington Street Railway Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge over the South Canadian River at the city of Purcell, 
Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the same, favoring the Grosvenor anti- 
injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of the Bookbinders’ Union 
of Topeka, Kans., for the repeal of the desert-land law and the 
commutation clause of the homestead act—to the Committee on 


| the Public Lands. 


By Mr. HEATWOLE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 271) pro- | 


viding that the bulletins of the Bureau of American Ethnology 
be printed in octavo—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 272) providing for printing 
2,000 additional copies of the annual reports of the American 
Historical Association—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 88) for printing 300 
copies each of the proceedings of the Board of Supervising In- 
spectors of Steamboats for 1899, 1900, 1901, and 1902—to the 
Committee on Printing. 


By Mr. HUGHES: A joint resolution of the legislature of West | 
Virginia relating to the development and improvement of the Ohio | 


and Little Kanawha rivers and the appointment of a joint com- 
mittee to take up the matter with the representatives of West 
Virginia in the upper and lower Houses of Congress—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. TIRRELL: A resolution of the Commonwealth of Mas- 


sachusetts relating to Castle Island—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 17480) for the relief of Vir- 
ginia Doyal Minor—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17481) for the relief of Louis J. Arceneaux— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17432) for the relief of Paul Duhon—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17433) for the relief of the estate of Duples- 
sin Broussard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LATIMER (by request): A bill (H. R. 17434) for the 
relief of Moses Winstock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 17435) donating the unsold lots of 
the United States, being a part of the original Hot Springs Reser- 
vation, in the county of Garland, State of Arkansas, to the city of 
Hot Springs, for the use and benefit of the free public schools of 
the school district of Hot Springs—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 17436) granting an in- 





By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of the Engineers of the Union 
Pacific Railway System in Nebraska, in favor of the Foraker 


| safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Allied Printing Trades Council relative 
to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Letter of E. B. Cowgill, of Topeka, 
Kans., relating to House bill 16656, regulating the importation of 
breeding animals—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Bookbinders’ Union No. 237, Topeka, Kans., 
favoring the repeal of the desert-land law—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolutions of Bookbinders’ Union No. 237, 
Topeka, Kans., for the repeal of the desert-land law—to the Com- 


| mittee on the Public Lands. 


Also, resolutions of the Trades Assembly of Kansas City, Kans., 
favoring House bill 16457, relating to giftsin connection with the 
sale of tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Kansas, asking for the passage 
of the Hanna bill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Resolutions of Protection Lodge, No. 2, 


: : | Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Phillipsburg, N. J., in 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | 


favor of the passage of the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Union County Trades Council, of Elizabeth, 
N. J., for the repeal of the desert-land law—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the executive board of New Jersey State 
Federation of Labor; Essex Trades Council, of Newark, and of 
Cigar Makers’ Union No. 427, of Rahway, N. J., favoring House 
bill 16457, relating to gifts in connection with the sale of tobacco 
and cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals, Elizabeth, N. J., protesting against the passage of the 
bill amending the law in relation to the shipment of live stock— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of retail druggists of Hackettstown, N. J., urg- 
ing the passage of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union No. 330, of 
Roselle Park, N. J., urging the passage of House bill 3076, for an 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 
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_ Also, resolutions of New Jersey State Council, Elizabeth, N.J., 
St. Patrick’s Alliance of America, in favor of increasing the 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Bayonne City Lodge, and Hebrew organiza- 
tion of Bayonne, N. J., against the exclusion of Jewish immi- 
grants at the port of New York—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of Energetic Lodge, No. 378, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Allegheny, Pa.,in favor of 
the passage of the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Webster C. Weiss, grand secretary of Grand 
Council, Royal Arcanum, of Pennsylvania, favoring amendment 
to the post-office appropriation bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of John A. Logan Post, No. 
1, Soldiers’ Home, Michigan; Innes Post, No. 408, of Grand 
Rapids, and Fitzgerald Post, No. 125, of Hastings, Mich., Grand 
Army of the Republic, in support of House bill 17103, permitting 
the payment of the value of public lands to persons entitled to 
make entry upon such lands in certain cases—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Resolutions of Typographical Union No. 68, 
of Keokuk. Iowa. for the repeal of the desert-land law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of Nels Nelson and 200 other citi- 
zens of Washburn, Wis., in favor of Senate bill 909, providing for 
the extension of the free mail delivery service—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Resolutions of Monon Division, No. 89, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Louisville, Ky.,in favor of the passage 
of the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. KERN: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 250, | 
of Belleville, [1l., favoring House bill 16457, relating to gifts in | 


connection with the sale of tobacco and cigars—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LATIMER (by request): Petition of Moses Winstock, 
of South Carolina, for reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Frank Fultz and Fred Bett- 
man and others, of the State of Indiana, urging the passage of 
House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of Akiba Eger Lodge, No. 37, 
Order of B'rith Abraham, of New York City, relating to methods | 
of the immigration bureau at the port of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of the Woman’s Christian | 


Temperance Union of Onawa, Iowa, in favor of an amendment | 


to the Constitution defining legal marriage to be monogamic, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. TOMPKINS of New York: Petition of C. W. Lock- | 
wood and other citizens of Port Jervis, N. Y., for the building of | 


thirty battle ships at the rate of six per year for five years—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 17, 1903. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings. 

Mr. QUAY. Iask unanimous consent that the further reading | 
of the Jourual be dispensed with. 


Mr. KEAN. I think the Journal had better be read, Mr. | 


President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. 
CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented the credentials of Aspury C. Lati- 
MER, chosen by the legislature of the State of South Carolina a 
Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1903; 
which were read, and ordered to be filed. 

PORTO RICAN COFFEE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the governor of Porto Rico, transmitting a peti- 


tion to the President and Senate of the United States, praying | 


that among such amendments as may be made to the reciprocity 
treaty between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, now 
under consideration, it shall be proposed that Porto Rican coffee 
be included among those products imported into the Republic of 
Cuba obtaining the highest rebate; which, with the accompany- 


ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 


BUILDING FOR DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for carrying into effect the act au- 
thorizing the erection of a new building for the Department of 
Agriculture. The Chair calls the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the communication and inquires whether 
it should go to the Committee on Appropriations or to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the communication ordinarily would 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication and ac- 
companying papers will be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and printed. 


COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Attorney-General inclosing a letter from the United 
States attorney for the Court of Private Land Claims recommend- 
ing that the life of that court be extended until December 31, 
1903, and submitting an estimate of appropriation for salaries, 
etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. That matter has always been placed on the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication and ac- 
companying papers will be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
| priations, and printed. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
| BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
| the following bills: 

| <A bill (S. 265) to establish a light-house and fog-signal station 
| on Burrows Island, State of Washington; 

A hill (S. 1905) for the erection of a keeper’s dwelling at Grosse 
Isle, North Channel Range, Detroit River, Michigan: 

A bill (S. 4577) for the relief of William McCarty Little; 

A bill (S. 6968) ) granting the Central Arizona Railway Com- 
pany a right of way for railroad purposes through the San Fran- 
| cisco Mountains Forest Reserve, in the Territory of Arizona; and 

A bill (S. 7288) extending the time for making proof and pay- 
ment for all lands taken under the de ‘sert-land laws by the mem- 
bers of the Colorado Cooperative Colony for a further period of 
three years. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
| lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 13605) for the relief of George A. Detc hemendy; 

A bill (H. R. 14384) to establish a life-saving station at the 
mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, in the State 
of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 15985) to confirm certain forest lieu selections 
made under the act approved June 4, 1897; 

A bill (H. R. 16069) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell certain lands therein mentioned; 
| A bill (H. R. 16138) granting the right of way to the Kenova 

and Big Sandy Railroad Company through the Government lands 
at Lock No. 2, Big Sandy River, and at Lock No. 3, Big Sandy 
River. both in Way ne County, W. Va.; 
| <A bill (H.R. 16946) to amend an act entitled “An act to extend 
the coal-land laws to the district of Alaska,’ approved June 6, 
| 1900; 
A bill (H. R. 17052) to authorize the building of a railroad 
| bridge across the Tennessee River at a point between Lewis Bluff, 
in Morgan County, Ala., and Guntersville, in Marshall County, 
Ala. : 

A bill (H. R. 17085) to effectuate the provisions of the addi- 
tional act of the international convention for the protection of in- 
dustrial property: 

A bill (H. R. 17204) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in the State of 
Arkansas; and 

A bill (H. R. 17243) to amend ‘‘An act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ approved 
June 13, 1902. 











ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7053) to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the States; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 
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MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE OTEY. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Saturday afternoon, February 28, I shall ask the Senate to con- 
sider resolutions in commemoration of the life, character, and 
public services of the late Hon. Perer J. Orgy, formerly a Rep- 
resentative of the Sixth district of Virginia. 

| 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PERKINS presented petitions of Local Union No. 311, of 
Los Angeles; of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 235, of 
Riverside, and of Local Union No. 59, of San Francisco, all of the 
American Federation of Labor, in the State of California: and of 
Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 745, American Federa- 
tion of Labor, of Honolulu, Hawaiian Territory, praying for the | 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered to | 
lie on the table. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Philo Hay Special- 
ties Company, of Newark, N. J., praying for the passage of the | 
so-called post-check currency bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the State Board of Agriculture, | 
of Trenton, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called pure- 
food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Society for the Prevention 
of Cruelty to Children, of Newark, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the establishment of a board 
for the protection of children and animals; which was ordered to | 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Union County Trades Coun- 
cil, American Federation of Labor, of Elizabeth, N. J., praying 
for the repeal of the desert-land law and the commutation clause | 
of the homestead act; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented the memorial of E. B. Voorhees, director of 
the New Jersey Agricultural Experiment stations, of New Bruns- 
wick, N. J., remonstrating against a reduction of the appropria- 
tion for irrigation investigations; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of Benjamin H. Crosby, of Tuck- 
erton; of William T. Conklin, of Montclair; of Uriah J. Allen, of 
New Gretna; of John Bray, of Vineland, and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Gladstone, all in the State of 
New Jersey, remonstrating against the repeal of the present anti- | 
canteen law; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented the petitions of J. W. Gifford. of Atlantic 
City; of Charles J. Quig, of Delaware, and of P. M. Van Syckle, 
of Delaware, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Government buildings; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. J. Henry Brittain, of 
Montclair, N. J., and the petition of Rev. Arthur 8. Lloyd, of | 
New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation | 
to recognize and promote the efficiency of chaplains in the Army; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
138, of Newark; of the New Jersey State Federation of Labor, of 
Newark, and of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 427, of Rahway, 
all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the | 
giving of presents, coupons, or promises of gifts with cigars and | 
tobaccos; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Patriotic Council, No. 80, 
Daughters of Liberty, of Jersey City, N. J., and a petition of 
Lincoln Council, No. 82, Daughters of Liberty, of Union, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Conner Millwork Company, | 
of Trenton, N. J., remonstrating against the passage of the so- | 
called eight-hour bill: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 524, of Orange; 
of Local Union No. 241, of Montclair; of Carpenters and Joiners’ 
Local Union No. 31, of Trenton; and of Local Union No. 68, of 
Newark, all of the American Federation of Labor; and of F. E. 
Sawyer, of Trenton, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for 
the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Cigar Dealers’ Asscviation, 
of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on 
cigars imported from Cuba; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of U. G. Wilkinson, of Comanche, 
Ind. T., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the removal of the court from Ryan, Ind. T., to Comanche; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. KEAN presented petitions of Edward B. Vorhees, of New 
Brunswick, of the New Jersey State board of agriculture, of 
Trenton, and of P. S. Van Anglen, of New Brunswick, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called pure- 
food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Howard J. Brown, of Vineland; 
of Uriah J. Allen, of New Gretna, and 7 citizens of Blairstown, 
all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the repeal 
of the present anticanteen law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Union County Trades Coun- 
cil, American Federation of Labor, of Elizabeth, N. J., praying 
for the repeal of the desert-land law and the commutation clause 
of the homestead act; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of St. Patrick’s Alliance, New Jer- 
sey State Council, of Elizabeth, N. J., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to increase the number of vessels in the United 
States Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


| Affairs. 


He also presented petitions of Pride of Aeolian Council, No. 138, 
Daughters of Liberty, of Elmer; of Ridgefield Park Council, No. 
128, Daughters of Liberty, of Ridgefield Park, and of Patriotic 
Council, No. 82, Daughters of Liberty, of Jersey City, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Salem, N. J., praying for the enactment of legisla- 


| tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Government 


buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 
He also presented a memorial of the Brewers’ Association of 


| Newark, N. J., and a petition of the Christian Feigenspan Cor- 


poration of Newark, N. J., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation granting to the States power to deal with intoxi- 
cating liquors which may be shipped into their territory from 
other States; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 7 citizens of New Jersey; of W. 
H. Chapin, of Montclair; of W. C. Coles, of Moorestown; of G. R. 
Munroe, of Newark; of Dr. W. C. Stokes, of Woodbury; of Rev. 
George G. Vogel, of Jersey City; of Rev. Charles A. Cooke, of 
Bloomfield; of Rev. Hedding B. Leech, of Hackensack; of Henry 
Collins, of Pleasantville; of Rev. A. W. Vernon, of East Orange; of 
sundry citizens of Orange; of Dr. J. A. Haggar, of Pleasantville; 
of Rev. W. C. Snodgrass, of Bloomfield; of Joseph W. Gifford, 


| of Atlantic City, of Dr. H. L. Gilmour, of Winonah; of G. C, 


Schmidt, of Atlantic Highlands; of Rev. J. B. Gallaway, of Pat- 
erson, and of David C. Johnson, of Atlantic City, all in the State 
of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation granting ~ 
to the States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may 


| be shipped into their territory from other States; which were re- 


ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a memorial of the C. B. Coles & Sons Com- 
pany, of Camden, N. J.,remonstrating against the passage of the 


| so-called eight-hour bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented petitions of David 8S. Mayhew, of Trenton; of 
H. Hirst, of Trenton, and of Local Union No. 241, of Montclair; 
of Local Union No. 188, of Paterson; of Local Union No. 68, of 
Newark; of Local Union No. 447, of Dover, and of Local Union 
No. 50, of Camden, all of the American Federation of Labor. in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented memorials of A. T. Hagen 
Company, of Rochester; of the Empire Drill Company, of Shorts- 
ville; of the Employers’ Association of Elmira, and of the Rome 
Brass and Copper Company, of Rome, all in the State of New 
York, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eight- 
hour bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Micrometer Lodge, No. 460, In- 
ternational Association of Machinists, of New.York City: of 
Power City Lodge, No. 316, International Association of Ma- 
chinists, of Niagara Falls; of John W. Rennie, of Brooklyn, and 
of the International Wood Carvers’ Association of Brooklyn, all 
in the State of New York, praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Rev. G. W. Barnes, of Blodgett 
Mills; of J. P. Roberts, of Ithaca, and of the Snyder Bee and 
Honey Company, of Kingston, allin the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called pure-food bill; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Pittsford, 
Yonkers, and New York City, all in the State of New York, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation relative to the 
interstate transportation of live stock; which were referred to 
the Conimittee on Interstate Commerce. 
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He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York | 
City, N. Y.; of Salina, Kans.; of Chicago, Ill.; of Charlevoix, 
Mich.; of Boulder, Colo.; of Montpelier, Vt.; of Sheldon, Iowa; 
of Pocatello, Idaho, and of Machias, Me., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to recognize and promote the efficiency of 
chaplains in the Navy; which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Woman’s Mu- 
nicipal League of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation relative to the interstate transporta- 
tion of live stock; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Atlantic Carriers’ Asso- 
ciation, of Bath, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation | 
providing for the construction of new revenue cutters to be sta- 
tioned on the coast of Maine, in Albemarle and Pamlico sounds, 
Key West, Fla., etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


INTERCONTINENTAL RAILWAY. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. A communication, in the nature 
of a petition, from Hinton Rowan Helper, praying for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to examine into the feasibility of the 
construction of an intercontinental railway through North, Cen- 
tral, and South America, was, on February 10, reported from the 
Committee on Printing and printed as Senate Document No. 144, 
Fifty-seventh Congress. second session. I move thatit be referred 
to the Committee on Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TOWN SITES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I have a paper in the nature of a | 
memorial, which I suppose may as well come in under the order | 
of petitions. 

The Senate will remember that pending the consideration of | 
the Indian appropriation bill I offered an amendment to the town- 
site provision. Since then I have received the following paper, | 
which I think had better be read and go in the RECORD, because | 
I desire to file the paper itself with the Interior Department. It | 
sheds light upon what is going on in the Indian Territory in this 
regard. The amendment scarcely seems to cover the case. 

I ask the Secretary to read the communication and the Reporter | 
to take it down, because I wish to withdraw the paper immedi- 
ately afterwards and file it with the Interior Department. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the request of the Sen- | 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania presents a memorial and asks that it may be read. 

Mr. QUAY. It bears on the question of my amendment to the | 
town-site provision in the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a memorial from whom? 

Mr. QUAY. It is from a Delaware Indian, or a citizen of the 
Cherokee Nation, named Bartles. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it not answer the Senator’s purpose 
to have it printed as a document? 

Mr. QUAY. No; I think not. I should like to have it go into 
the RECORD so as to be used by the committee of conference on 
the Indian appropriation bill. We can not use the paper itself, 
because I wish to file it in the Interior Department. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is a bad precedent. I suggest that | 
it be printed in the RecorpD without reading. 

Mr. QUAY. It is a matter probably of indifference, but I 
would rather that the Senate heard the paper. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
memorial. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the memorial. 

Mr. QUAY. The paper is longer than I had anticipated, and 
does not seem to be attracting much attention in the Senate. | 
Therefore I have no objection to the rest of it going into the 
ReEcorD without reading. It need not be copied further than the | 
signature of Mr. Bartles. The certificates of allotment and other | 
papers attached need not go into the Recor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
memorial will be printed in the Recorp. The Chair hears none. 

The memorial is as follows: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Indian Territory, Western District: 


I, J. H. Bartles, being first duly sworn, upon oath state: 

That I ama citizen of the Cherokee Nation and duly enrolled as such; that 
I have resided in the Cherokee Nation continuously since the year 1875. 

That in the month of May, 1898, I purchased the claims and improvements 
of the original Indian occupants of the lands embraced or proposed to be em- 
braced in the town of Dewey, Ind. T., lying in secs. 20, 21, 28, and 29, T. 27 N.., 
R. 13 E., and secured bills of sale of the same from George Hazelrig, Dennis 
Wilson and wife, Bell Wilson, J. H. Johnson and wife, Jenny Johnson, Andy 
Daniels, Frank Carr,and W.H.Shailer and his wife, Agnes Shailer; that the 
consideration for these bills of sale, actually paid in money, aggregated about | 
$1,500, in addition to other valuable consideration, consisting of agreements | 
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| A. Bartles, on the 27th day of 


| allowed improvements to be erected upon various parts of the premises now 


| Government town site be segregated at Dewey, and surveyed and laid out, 


| in furtherance of the contracts made with the individuals to whom I have 


| and family, and have expended my money on the faith of bein 


| to file upon the lands embraced in the plat_of the town of Dewey, which is 


| has not been determined, and we are still desirous of filing upon said 






































































































FEBRUARY 17, 





upon my part that when I secured my allotment and got title to the land 
and was able to make valid conveyances of the same to them that I would 
give them certain lots and blocks in the town of Dewey. 

That thereafter, to wit, on the 27th day of March, 1899, I made a written 
declaration that I had selected as an allotment for myself the E. } of the NE. 
; of sec. 29, T. 27 N., R. 13 E., copy of which is hereto attached. My son, Joe 
arch, 1899, made a written declaration that 
he had selected as an allotment for himself the N. } of the W. } of the NW. 4 
of sec. 28 and the W. } of the NE. } of sec. 20, T. 27 N., R. 13 E., copies of which 
declarations are attached hereto. 

Also, on the 27th day of March, 1899, my wife, Nannie M. Bartles, made a 
written declaration that she had selected as an allotment for herself the SE. 
sof sec. 20, T. 27 N., R. 13 E., copy of which is attached hereto. 

That thereafter I entered into contract with various persons whereby I 


proposed to be segregated as the town of Dewey, Ind. T.,in which Iagreed that 
as soon as I secured my allotment and got title to the land and could make 
valid conveyances I would convey to them the property called for in their 
several contracts, and that upon these contracts a number of persons have 
come to and settled in the settlement or town of Dewey, Ind. T. 

That the land proposed to be segregated as a Government town site is 
marked and designated upon a plat, which is attached hereto and made a 
part of this affidavit. 

That I have at all times stood ready to perform all of the stipulations and 
obligations contained in my said contracts with the persons whom I have 
granted permission to come upon said lands, and am stil] willing to abide by 
and conform to these said contracts. 

That there are less than 200 inhabitants now residing in the settlement of 
Dewey, to wit, about 175 persons; that a majority of the residents of the said 
town of Dewey are still willing to abide by their agreements with me, and 
are not desirous of having a Government town site segregated at that place, 
as will appear from a petition that they have filed with the Dawes Commis- 
sion for transmission to the Secretary of the Interior, protesting against the 
segregation of a Government town site at Dewey; that the signers of said 
protest embrace all of the property holders in the town of Dewey excepting 
two; that notwithstanding the facts above set out, I was edvvises about the 
middle of January, 1903, that application had been made by certain persons, 
some of whom resided within the town of Dewey and some of whom resided 
without the said town of Dewey, and not upon any part of the lands proposed ” 
to be segregated, petitioned the honorable Indian inspector, asking that a 


and disposed of under the control of the Department. 

That as soon as these facts came to my knowledge, the protest, before re- 
ferred to, signed by a majority of the residents of Dewey and by all of the 
property holders excepting two, was filed with the Dawes Commission for 
transmission to the honorable Secretary of the Interior; that this petition 
was not circulated for signatures by myself or any members of my family 
(except that my son, Joe A. Bartles, did procure the signatures of two persons 
thereto), all the other signatures thereto having been solicited and obtained 
by other citizens and residents of the town of Dewey. 

That I have acted in entire good faith with all persons concerned; that it 
has been my bona fide intention for the past five years to have the allotments 
of myself and family taken upon the lands hereinbefore mentioned and de- 
scribed, and it was for this a pose that I bought the improvements and 
claims of the original Indian holders; that within the past four years I have, 


granted permission to settle upon the lands which myself and family expected 
to take in our allotment, caused so much of said lands as are embraced in the 
limits now proposed to be segregated as the town of Dewey to be surveyed 
and platted, and have graded a number of the streets therein, and have my- 
self erected permanent and substantial buildings, which aggregate in number 
about thirty-two and which have cost me in the aggregate the sum of $75,000. 

That I have acted upon the belief that I was entitled to take the lands 
upon which I purchased the original improvements as allotments for myself 
able eventu- 
ally to secure said lands as the allotments of myself and family; that prac- 
tically all of the other allotable lands of the Cherokee Nation are now taken 
up, and it would be almost an impossibility for me to find suitable allotments 
elsewhere for myself and family, and that it would be an injustice to now 
deprive us of the right of taking these lands in allotment. 

That myself and family have already filed upon the lands embraced in the 
original declarations of our intention attached hereto, and have endeavored 


attached hereto, which lie in sections 20 and 29, but the Dawes Commission 
has not permitted us to make filing thereon on account of the fact that the 
onestion of whether a Government town site would be reserved at this place 
nds 


J.H. BARTLES. 

Subscribed to and sworn to before me this llth day of February, 1903. 
MINNIE P. DUMAS, Notary Public. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McCUMBER., from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 16522) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Caleb C. Van Sickell, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SIMON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 16309) granting a pension to Samuel H. 
Montanye, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 18612) granting a pension to Margaret Bell; 

A bill (H. R. 9154) granting an increase of pension to Lillie V. 
Ball; 

A bill (H. R. 15636) granting a pension to Matilda Tunison; 


in sections 20 and 29. 


and 

A bill (H. R. 15481) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Simpson. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15013) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles H. Barnes, to submit an adverse 
report thereon and to recommend its indefinite postponement. I 
wish simply to state that the adverse report is based upon the 
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fact that a similar bill has passed both Houses at the present ses- 
sion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely 
postponed, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11075) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Albert J. Hart, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | 


referred the bill (H. R. 7382) granting a pension to Jacob Mock, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5446) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Travis; and 

A bill (H. R. 5960) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 
Johnston. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 165) to 
establish market stands in the city of Washington for farmers 


and others selling produce of their own raising, reported it with | 


amendments. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7367) granting a pension to Ellen D. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 8711) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Crawford; and 

A bill (H. R. 15894) granting an increase of pension to Lewis P. 
Everett. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 

vas referred the bill (S. 3664) for the relief of A. H. Reynolds, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

vas referred the bill (H. R. 4952) granting a pension to Abner 
D. Rutherford, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
Mr. LopGE on the 16th instant, proposing to authorize the con- 
struction or extension of any wharf, pier, sea wall, or other 
structure, on any lands belonging to the United States which 
underlie the harbor areas and navigable waters and streams lying 
in or surrounding the island of Porto Rico and the islands lying 


adjacent thereto, etc., intended to be proposed to the sundry civil | 


appropriation, reported favorable thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
ras agreed to. 
Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 16656) regulating the importation of breed- 
ing animals, reported it with an amendment. 


REGULATION OF CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17) requiring corporations 
engaged in interstate commerce to make returns, prohibiting re- 


. . . . . . | 
bates and discriminations and the use of interstate commerce in 


attempts to destroy competition, and for other purposes, to report 
it with amendments. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I wish to say for 
myself that asa member of the Judiciary Committee I can not 
concur in the report which has just been made. 

Of course this is not the time or place to give reasons for my 
dissent, but briefly they may be stated thus: A large proportion 
of the bill, that which came over from the House, I think has 
been more wisely and appropriately treated in legislation which 
has been already enacted at this session; and as to the new mat- 


JUDSON E. WALKER. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
| sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4115) granting a pension 
| to Judson E. Walker, to report it favorably without amendment. 

This is probably the last Senate bill which will be reported dur- 
ing the session, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be con- 
sidered. It will take but a moment. 
| The being no objection, the bill was considered asin Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name 
of Judson E. Walker, late train master, United States Army, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY H. RUMPLE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17247) granting < 
pension to Mary H. Rumple, to report it favorably without 

|/amendment. I wish to call the attention of the senior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to this report. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent that the bill may be 
considered at this time. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of Mary H. Rumple, widow of John N. W. Rumple, late 
captain Company H, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INDEX OF GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
ported the following resolution; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to print from stereotype plates and to bind 150 copies of Comprehen- 
sive Index of Government Publications, 1881-1893, the preparation of which 
was authorized by joint resolution of March 3, 1897, and to deliver the same 
to the compiler for distribution. 

TREATIES, LAWS, ETC., RELATING TO INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported the following concurrent resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) That there 
be printed and bound 1,500 copies of Senate Document No. 452, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, first session, entitied ‘Treaties, Laws, Executive Orders, etce., 
Relating to Indian Affairs,” 100 of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 
400 for the House of Representatives, 100 for the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, and the remaining 900 shall be sold by the Superintendent of Docu- 
ments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 8) to permit the Spuyten 
| Duyvil and Port Morris Railroad Company to build and main- 
tain bridges across the Harlem River and Spuyten Dnuyvil 
Creek; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 7359) granting an increase 


Yom 


400 





ter proposed by amendments, I think there are unconstitutional | 
provisions in them, and that if they were within the constitu- 


tional authority of Congress they are mischievous and would 
work great injury to the business of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to say that the usual 
practice in the Senate is to state the reasons for and against such 


measures when they are up for consideration and debate. So my 
honorable friend has, out of order, stated his views now. I will 


not state mine yet. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think I was out of order 
for the reason that I suppose it would have been entirely in order 
and according to the customary practice of the Senate to have 
submitted my views in writing as one of the minority of the com- 
mittee. Certainly if I had asked for that permission it would 
have been, as it always is, granted. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The bill will be placed upon 
the Calendar. 


of pension to Edwin H. Wheeler; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 7360) for the 
| relief of Plains Lodge, No. 135, Free and Accepted Masons, of 
East Baton Rouge, La.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 7361) authorizing the Purcell 
and Lexington Street Railway Company to construct and main- 
tain a bridge over the South Canadian River at the city of Pur- 
cell, Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 7362) for the relief of Tillie 
P. Turner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BURTON (for Mr. MitcHeLi) submitted an amendment 
proposing to appropriate $12.50 to pay the estate of Solomon 
Hirsch, deceased, late United States minister to Turkey, for con- 
tingent expenses, foreign missions; $63.65 for salaries of diplo- 
matic officers while receiving instructions and in transit, 1898; 
and $7.04 for steam launch for legation at Constantinople, 1892; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$40,000 to continue the work of repairing and renewing revet- 
ments on the Kansas bank of the Missouri River near the city of 
St. Joseph, Mo., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment proposing to pay 
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to Calvtn J. Cowles, late assayer in charge of the United States | 
assay office at Charlotte, N. C., the sum of $1,500 per annum for 
services as such from July 1, 1875, to October 16, 1876, intended 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $100,000 for the purchase of 25,000 acres of land near 
Fort Sam Houston, Tex., for use as a target range and for ma- | 
neuvering of troops of all branches of the service of the Army of 
the United States, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $200,000 for enlarging, extending, and improving post- 
office. custom-house, and court-house building at Jacksonville, 
Fla., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill; which was referred to the Committée on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment relative to the rank, | 
pay, and allowances of retired naval officers when ordered to 
active duty, intended to be proposed by him to the naval appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment relative to the 
number, rank, pay, and allowances of the officers of the Civil En- 
gineer Corps of the Navy, intended to be proposed by him to the 
naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment directing the pay- 
ment to the Sioux Indians residing in Flandreau, 8. Dak., the 
share of said Indians in the principal permanent fund appropri- 
ated and placed in the Treasury of the United States to the credit 
of the Sioux Nation of Indians, by the seventeenth section of the 
act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the contract price for the 12-inch elevating carriage and its foun- 
dations now being built by A. H. Emery from $150,000 to $190,000, 
and appropriating $40,000 therefor, intended to be proposed by 
him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5.000 for the purchase and preservation of the battlefields of 
Balls Bluff and the soldiers’ burial place there, intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PROCTOR subsequently, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported favorably the foregoing amendment, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $10,000 for publishing and distributing a sufficient num- 
ber of the Yearbooks of the Department of Agriculture to supply 
one copy to each and every actual student pursuing agricultural 
studies at the agricultural colleges of the several States and Ter- 
ritories or at colleges or universities having an agricultural de- 
partment, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BATE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$50,000 to enable the Secretary of War, through the commission- 
ers of the Shiloh National Military Park. to construct a gravel 
road from that park to the city of Corinth, Miss., together with 
all necessary bridges, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, submitted an amendment author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to appraise, at their actual 
value at the time of such appraisement, town lots held by the 
citizens of the United States within the limits of the tract of land 
ceded to the United States by the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations 
at or near Sulphur Springs, in the Chickasaw Nation, in the In- 
dian Territory, etc., and also proposing to appropriate $25,000 for 
fencing the Sulphur Springs Reservation and improving the same 
for the purposes contemplated in the establishment of such reser- 
vation, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- | 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment proposing tocreate | 
the office of deputy commissioner of fisheries, at a salary of $3,600 | 
per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil ! 


appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of the assistant in charge, division of statistics and methods 
of the fisheries, from $2,500 to $2,700, intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the ap- 
propriation for the construction of buildings and the enlargement 
of such military posts as, in the judgment of the Secretary of 
War, may be necessary, and for the erection of barracks and 
quarters for the artillery, etc., from $1,250,000 to $1,370,000, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 17422) to increase the 
cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites 
for public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of 
public buildings, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 17422) to increase the limit of cost of 
certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 
public buildings, to cause the erection and completion of public 
buildings thereon, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 

Ordered, That the papers accompanying Senate bill 5953, Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress, granting a pension to Mary E. Darcy, be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate and returned to the proposed beneficiary, no adverse report hav- 
ing been made thereon. 

REGULATION OF CORPORATIONS, 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, to be delivered at 
the Senate document room, in addition to the usual number, 1,000 copies of 
the bill (H. R. 17) entitled “An act requiring corporations engaged in inter- 
state commerce to make returns, prohibiting rebates and discriminations 
and the use of interstate commerce in attempts to destroy competition, and 
for other purposes,” as reported tothe Senate from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, including the amendments proposed by the committee. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. QUAY. I present the following resolution. It will go 
over until to-morrow. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas House bill 12548, to enable the people of Oklahoma, Arizona, and 
New Mexico to form constitutions and State governments and be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, has been under 
discussion in the Senate since the 10th day of December last, and must fail 
unless voted upon at an early date: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that by unanimous consent a 
date and hour prior to the 2d of March next should be fixed for a final vote 
upon the bill and all amendments thatare pending or may be offered thereto. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 

Mr. QUAY. Inow ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that a vote upon the omnibus statehood bill and the amendments 
hereafter to be offered or then pending be taken on Thursday, the 
26th day of February, at 2 o’clock in the afternoon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that on the 26th of February, at 
2 o’clock in the afternoon, the final vote may be taken on the bill 
known as the omnibus statehood bill and all amendments then 
pending and amendments then offered, without further debate. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


ESTATES OF THE LATE SENATORS ABBOTT AND POOL. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I submit the following resolution for ref- 
erence to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America, That the Secretary 
of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay Ellen C. 
Abbott, widow of Joseph C. Abbott, late a Senator from the State of North 
Carolina, the sum of $6,543.38, due him as a Senator of the United States in 
the Fortieth Congress from the 4th of March, 1867, to the 24th of June, 1868; 
and to pay to John Pool, Mrs. Lela Pool Sessford, and to Mrs. Mary Pool Dan- 
forth, the heirs of the late John Pool, formerly a Senator from the State of 
North Carolina, the sum of $6,543.38, due him as a Senator of the United 
States in the Fortieth Congress from the 4th of March, 1867, to the 24th of 
June, 1868, both sums to be paid from the miscellaneous items of the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. BURROWS. Is that an amendment proposed to some bill? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; it is a resolution propos- 
ing to pay, the Chair judges from the casual reading, the salaries 
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of two former Senators between the beginning of the Congress 
and the time when they were seated. 

Mr. BURROWS. I judge, from the reading of it, that it is 
some matter upon which the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions has just reported adversely. I think that ought to be stated 
in this connection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Car- 
lina, as it proposes to make a payment out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, asks that it be referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection to that reference. 

Mr. HOAR,. I should like to make an inquiry of the Chair. 

It seems to me that in a matter which involves a general policy, 
which policy is always first considered by a certain committee 
and would involve the expenditure of money, the reference to that 
committee should be made first, before a reference to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses, because 
they are not expected to deal with questions of policy, but only | 
with questions specially relating to the fund, making payments 
from it at the will of the Senate. | 

So, unless the rule requires otherwise, it seems to me the reso- | 
lution ought to go first to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, and then if it be reported unfavorably the Senate will deal 
with the question, and if the Senate overrule the committee it | 
will then go the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent | 
Expenses of the Senate. 

I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on | 
Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks the Secretary 
to read the following order. 

The Secretary read from the Senate Journal, page 103, Janu- 
ary 24, 1901, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, as follows: 

On motion by Mr. Hoar, 

Ordered, That, unless otherwise directed, on the 22d day of February in 


each year, or if that shall be on Sunday, then on the day following, immedi- 
ately after the pence ee the Journal, Washington’s Farewell Address shall 
y 


be read to the Senate a Senator to be designated for the purpose by the 
presiding ofhcer, and that thereafter the Senate will proceed with its ordi- 
nary business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Presiding Officer desig- 
nates as the reader of the address on Monday, the 23d instant, the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots]. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 15985) to confirm certain forest lien selections 
made under the act approved June 4. 1897; 

A bill (H. R. 16069) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to sell certain lands therein mentioned; and 

A bill (H. R. 16946) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act to extend 
the coal-land laws to the District of Alaska,’ approved June 6, | 
1900. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 14884) to establish a life-saving station at the 
aoe of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, in the State 
of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 16138) granting the right of way to the Kenova 
and Big Sandy Railroad Company through the Government lands 
at Lock No. 2, Big Sandy River, and at Lock No. 3, Big Sandy 
River, both in Wayne County, W. Va.; and 

A bill (H. R. 17248) to amend “‘ An act making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved June 13, 1902. 

The bill (H. R. 17085) to effectuate the provisions of the ad- 
ditional act for the international convention for the protection of 
industrial property, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE AT MOORS ROCK, ARKANSAS, 


Mr. BERRY. A bill has come from the House of Representa- 
tives, which I think is on the table, for the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, Arkansas, 
which I shall be glad to have the Chair lay before the Senate, if 
it be agreeable to the Chair to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 17204) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in the State of Arkansas; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, there is a Senate bill reported 
from the Committee on Commerce precisely similar to the bill 
from the House of Representatives, which is numbered 2983 in the 
order of business on the Calendar. I ask that the House bill may 
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take the place on the Calendar of the Senate bill and that the 
Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and that order will be made. Senate bill 7238 
on the same subject will be indefinitely postponed, in the absence 
of objection. 

STATEHOOD BILL. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
QUAY, as follows: 


Whereas House bill 12543, to enable the people of Oklahoma, Arizona, and 
New Mexico to form constitutions and State governments and be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, has been under 
discussion in the Senate since the 10th day of December last, and must fail 
unless voted upon at an early date: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate thata date and hour prior to 
the 2d of March next should be fixed fora final vote upon the bill and all 
amendments that are pending or may be offered thereto. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I do not desire to press the reso- 
lution to a final disposition to-day, but to say in explanation of 


| its object that, as the Senate has noticed, from day to day, for a 


month and more, I have been asking for unanimous consent to 
fix a day and hour for the determination of this statehood propo- 
sition, and invariably I have been met with a single objection. 

The resolution merely states that it is the sense of the Senate 
that before the adjournment of this Congress the statehood bill 
should be voted upon. It does not fix any day for a vote, but it 
expresses what is certainly the sense of every friend of the state- 
hood bill, that there ought to be a vote. I think I do not err 
when I say that is the sense of every friend of the statehood bill. 
If I am in error, I should be glad to be corrected now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator a 
question, with his permission. 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the proposition of the resolution 
is to fix a day for a vote it means a good deal to some of us on 
this floor as to how that day is to be fixed. I am willing to vote 
for a resolution that there shall be a day fixed by unanimous con- 
sent, but I am not willing to say that the majority shall have the 
right to fix a day for a vote without regard to the views of the 
minority. 

Mr. QUAY. The only method of fixing a day for a vote is by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the only proper way of 


| fixing it. 


Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection to that. The proposition of 
the resolution is simply that there ought to be a vote, and it is 
offered because I have reason to believe that among the opponents 
of the statehood bill there are many gentlemen who are fair 
enough to be willing to yield us a day for a vote, and I shall be 
giad to give them an opportunity to put themselves on record. 
However, I understand that there is some sensitiveness on the 
other side of the Chamber in relation to the pressure of this reso- 
lution as being in a measure an advance toward cloture. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to the resolu- 
tion being presently voted upon with the understanding that it 


| means what the Senator from Pennsylvania says it must mean. 


I do not want there to be any doubt about that. 

Mr. SPOONER. But there is no unanimous agreement that it 
means that. 

‘ Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I want it to mean that when I vote 
or it. 

Mr. QUAY. I do not wish the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] to amend my resolution, but I have no objection to the 
amendment which the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. Jongs] indi- 
cates. However, the resolution can go on the Calendar. I have 
to-day offered a similar resolution which will come up to-morrow, 
I presume, in its regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes to the 
Calendar. 

Mr. QUAY. Having the floor, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the statehood bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator will withhold 
that motion for a moment, there are two other resolutions to be 
laid before the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the resolution of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] passes from the consideration of the 
Senate, I think that a motion ought to be entered, which I have 
no doubt the chairman of the Committee on Rules [Mr. SPoonER] 
intends to make. 

Mr. SPOONER. I rose for that purpose. I move to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Rules. Let that motion go over 
with the resolution. 

Mr. QUAY. I would prefer to have a vote upon that question 
at once. We may as well take it now us at any other time. 
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Mr. GALLINGER and others. 
Mr. QUAY. 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 


That is right. 
I ask for the yeas and nays upon the proposition 


Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Pennsylvania has dis- 
covered a method by which he can get a vote without discussion 
upon this question, he will probably solve the whole problem. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I do not pretend to have invented 
any plan of securing a vote upon this bill. I know as well as any 
other Senator upon this floor that any half dozen determined men 
can prevent the continuous consideration or, if not the consid- 
eration, a vote upon any proposition before this Senate prior to the 
4th of March; but I think it is fair that the Senate itself should 
have an opportunity as a whole to say whether or not it believes 
that it is exactly fair dealing to do that. That isthe intention of 
this resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution has gone to 
the Calendar. Is it desired to restore it to its position? 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. QUAY. I prefer to have a vote on the motion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not need to ask unanimous consent of 
the Senator, I suppose, to say that I have withdrawn the motion. 

Mr. BATE. With the confusion existing in the Chamber it is 
impossible to understand on this side what is the motion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I have withdrawn the motion, it is not 
very important what it may have been. 

Mr. BATE. It isa part of the business of the Senate, and we 
ought to know what it is; but of course it will gointo the RECORD. 


INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day; which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution yesterday submitted by Mr. 
CARMACK, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Philippines be authorized and in- 


structed to sit during the recess of Congress for the purpose of prosecuting 
the investigation heretofore authorized by resolution of the Senate. 


Mr. LODGE. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on the Philippines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts moves the reference of the resolution to the Committee 
on the Philippines. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I believe I shall ask for the 
yeas and nays on that proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
asks for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr, CARMACK. I do. 


POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT MARBLEHEAD, MASS. 


Mr. HOAR. I have requested the Senator from Tennessee to 
yield, in order to allow me to ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of a bill which has been reported from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CARMACK. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. It is essential that the bill should be passed at the 
earliest possible moment, in order to be provided for in the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; and as I shall be obliged to leave the Sen- 
ate for a few days, I ask unanimous consent at this time for the 
consideration of the bill (S. 7051) to extend the limit of cost for 
the United States post-office building at Marblehead, Mass. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that so much 
of section 4 of the act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the limit of 
cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites 
for public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of 
public buildings, and for other purposes,”’ approved June 6, 1902, 
as fixes the limit of cost for the United States post-office building 
at Marblehead, Mass., at $40,000, be amended so as to extend the 
limit of cost of the building to $70,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABSENTEE WYANDOTTE INDIANS, 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. CARMACK. I do. 

Mr. HARRIS. With the consent of the Senator from Tennes- 
see, I should like to ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3214) to authorize the Absentee Wyan- 
dotte Indians to select certain lands, and for other a. The 
bill is recommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs, by the 


The Senator from Tennessee 








Secretary of the Interior, and by the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs. Ithink it will give rise to no debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That each living adult Absentee Wyandotte Indian whose name eypeare 
upon a census roll of Absentee Wyandotte Indians, to be approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior, may select in person or by his duly authorized at- 
torney in fact, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the In- 
terior may prescribe, from the public domain, 80 acres of agricultural land 
subject to homestead entry; and the heirs of any deceased Absentee Wyan- 
dotte Indian so enrolled and approved may in like manner select a like quan- 
tity of land in the name of their deceased ancestor, and the natural or legal 
guardian of any minor Absentee Wyandotte so enrolled may in like manner 
select 80 acres of agricultural land for his ward, and when lands shall have 
been so selected by any person entitled to make such selection, and such 
selection is agereres by the Secretary of the Interior, he shall cause a patent 
to issue in the name of the enrolled Absentee Wyandotte by or for whom 
such selection has been made, which patent shall contain the condition that 
the lands covered thereby shall not be aliened within ten years after date of 
patent without the consent of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That 
as soon as any such selection has been made and approved, the pro rata share 
of the Indian by or for whom such selection was made in the funds provided 
in the acts of August 15, 1894, and March 2, 1895, shall thereby be relinquished 
to the United States and shall be covered into the Treasury as proceeds of 
the sales of public lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ' 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OREGON CITY, OREG. 

Mr. QUAY. Now, Mr. President, if the morning business is 
concluded 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is not 
concluded, There is a resolution which has been laid before the 
Senate which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] has 
moved to refer, on which motion the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. CARMACK] took the floor, and asked for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SIMON. With the consent of the Senator from Tennessee, 
I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 3635) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a building thereon at Oregon City, in the State of Oregon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CARMACK. With pleasure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had _ been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 7, after the word “‘ ap- 
paratus,”’ to strike out ‘‘elevators;’’ and in line 11, after the 
word ‘‘ apparatus,’’ to strike out ‘‘ elevators;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and 
cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States post-office, land office, and other Government 
offices at Oregon City, in the State of Oregon, the cost of said site and build- 
ing, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, 
complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 14 
to line 21, inclusive, on page 3, as follows: 

No money shall be used for the yun » mentioned untila valid title to the 
site of said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State 
of Oregon shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of 
said State and the service of civil process therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted yes- 
terday by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] providing 
for an investigation of affairs in the Philippines is now Seana the 
Senate, the pending question being on the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts |Mr. LopGr] to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I have no desire to debate the 
resolution, and if I could have any assurance, or if I had any rea- 
son to believe that the Committee on the Philippines would report 
this resolution back to the Senate in time to have any action upon 
it, I should have no objection to its going to that committee, but 
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I have every reason to believe that if the resolution goes there it 
will simply be smothered; it will never be reported back to the 
Senate, and we shall never have any action on it at all. 

In view of the fact that the committee arbitrarily stopped the 
investigation ordered by the Senate at the last session of Con- 
gress, and have refused to go on with it at this session, I take it 
that the resolution ought to pass, advising and instructing the 
committee to proceed with the investigation during the recess of 
Congress. For that reason I should like to have a vote on the 
resolution, and I should like to have it now. 

I repeat, I should not object to the resolution going to the com- 
mittee if I could have any assurance or any promise from the 
chairman of the committee that the resolution would be reported 
back to the Senate within any reasonable time. In the absence 
of such an assurance I want a vote, and I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts to refer 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@gr] to refer the reso- 
lution tothe Committee on the Philippines, on which the yeas and 
nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin}. 
In his absence, I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
eek In his absence, I withhold my vote. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘* nay.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am paired with the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Monry]; but I will take the liberty, if it is proper, to 
transfer the pair to the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY], and vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. DEPEW (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENEry] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. DEPEW. Then I beg leave to withdraw my vote, as I 
have a general pair with that Senator. 

Mr. NELSON (after having voted in the affirmative). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not voted. 

Mr. NELSON. In that case I withdraw my vote, as I have a 
general pair with that Senator. 

Mr. TURNER (after having voted in the negative). Iinquire 
if the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. TURNER. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 


Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I inquire 


whether the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] is 


recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is not recorded. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then I withdraw my vote, Mr. President, as I 
have a general pair with that Senator. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I desire to state that my col- 
league [Mr. Monry] is unavoidably absent on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the negative). I am in- 
formed that the Senator from Oregon |Mr. MITCHELL] has not 
voted. I have a general pair with that Senator, and as this seems 
to be a political question, I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—3i. 


The Chair is informed that he 


Aldrich, Dillingham, Hanna Platt, N.Y. 

Iger, Dolliver, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Allison, Dryden, Kean, uarles, 
Bard Fairbanks, Kittredge, may, 
Beveridge, Foraker, Lodge, Simon, 
Burnham, Foster, Wash. McComas, Spooner, 
Burrows, Frye, McCumber, etmore, 
Clapp, Gallinger, Millard, 

eboe, Gamble, Perkins, 
Dietrich, Hale, Platt, Conn. 

NAYS—23. 

Bacon, Clay, Hoar, Pettus, 
Bate, Culberson, Jones, Ark. Rawlins, 
Berry, Foster, La. McLaurin, Miss. Simmons, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mallory, Teller, 
Carmack, pa Morgan, Tillman. 
Clark, Mont. Heitfeld, Patterson, 


I in- | 
quire if the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has voted? | 
The Chair is informed that he | 





NOT VOTING—28. 


Bailey, Dubois, Martin, Scott, 
Burton, Elkins, Mason, Stewart, 
Clark, Wyo. Hansbrough, Mitchell, Taliaferro, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Money, Turner, 
Cullom, Kearns, Nelson, Vest, 
Daniel, McEnery, Penrose, Warren, 
Depew, McLaurin, S.C. Pritchard, Wellington. 

So the motion to refer the resolution of Mr. CARMACK to the 
Committee on the Philippines was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed, 
with amendments, the following bills and joint resolution; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 3560) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compel- 
ling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip 
their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and 
their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896; 

A bill (S. 7048) to establish a light-house depot for the Second 
light-house district, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 108) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase additional ground for the post-office, court- 
house, and custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 16727) for the erection of a light-house in Boston 
Harbor; and 

A bill (H. R. 17192) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue a patent to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., for certain tracts of 
land. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 9063) to refund certain taxes paid by the Anheuser- 
Busch Brewing Association, of St. Louis, Mo.; and 

A bill (H. R. 12508) granting a pension to James Jones. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


| signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 16915) authorizing the commis- 


sioners’ court of Escambia County, Ala., to construct a bridge 
across Conecuh River at or near a point known as McGowans 
Ferry, in said county and State; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 

ELMER E. FORESHAY. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previons day, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Dusois 
yesterday, and the Senate proceeded to its consideration, as fol- 


| lows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United Statesof America in Congress assembled, 
That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to furnish to the United 
States Senate a statement of the charges and evidence on account of which 
Elmer E. Foreshay was dismissed from the surveyor-general’s office of Idaho. 

Also, whether under the ruling of the civil service he is eligible to any 
other position in the Government service. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The questionis, Will the Senate 


| agree to the resolution? 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not know 
that there is any special objection to the passage of the resolu- 
tion, except this: It seems to me that if we are going into the 
business of calling upon the Civil Service Commission to report 
the charges upon which persons are discharged from the classi- 
tied service we will have a great deal of that kind of business. 
I do not know anything about the particular circumstances of 
this case, and I should like to have the Senator from Idaho show 
to the Senate that it differs from a great number of others and 
that there are special reasons why we should call for the charges 
and proceedings in this case. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, Iam very glad to do so. 

Mr. Foreshay was a member of a political party and his chief 
was a member of another political party, the chief being the 
surveyor-general of Idaho. The surveyor-general of Idaho 
thought he ought to surround himself with clerks who, in his 
opinion, could properly discharge the duties of his office, and he 
made several changes in his office. That brought on a conflict 
with the Civil Service Commission. Quite a fight was inaugu- 
rated, spreading over a considerable time, and resulting in an in- 
vestigation. Now this clerk, Foreshay, who did not belong to 
the political party of the surveyor-general, was ordered by the 
surveyor-general to receive contributions for campaign purposes. 
For that he was dismissed. 

In a letter and by telegram I called the attention of the Civil 








amet pews 


Service Commission to the fact that this young man did not be- 
long to the party for whose benefit it was alleged that he was re- 
ceiving contributions, and that if he had acted in that capacity it 
was under duress, and that he ought not to be punishea therefor. 
If he had not obeyed the orders of the surveyor-general he would 
most likely have been dismissed by him; and after acting as the | 
recipientof contributions, under the orders of the surveyor-general, | 
he was dismissed by the Civil Service Commission. All I could 
get from the Civil Service Commission was a reference to the 
statutes, which provide that if anyone contributes money for cam- 
paign purposes or receives contributions for that purpose he shall 
be dismissed. As I understand, no charges at all have been pre- 
ferred against this young man, except that he received contribu- 
tions. The surveyor-general happened to be the chairman of the 
State committee, I think, at the time. 

Mr. HALE. Who dismissed this man? 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. HALE. By what warrant? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Under a statute, which they cited, making it a 
cause for dismissal if a clerk or anyone in the civil service con- 
tributes to the campaign fund of any party or acts as the recipient 
of campaign funds, [ think. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly we are all familiar with that statute; 
it is clear in its terms; but to me it is a surprise to hear the Sena- | 
tor from Idaho state that the Civil Service Commission has the | 
power to execute that law by removing a man. Is the Senator 
certain that the Civil Service Commission, by specific act as a 
Commission, removed this young man? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am certain of this, I will say to the Senator 
from Maine. I telegraphed to the Civil Service Commission, pro- 
testing against the removal of this young man on the ground that 
he had received contributions for the campaignfund. Iaddressed 
my communication to the Civil Service Commission and received 
my answer from the Civil Service Commission stating the reasons 
why he was removed. Iam safe in making the statement that 
the surveyor-general did not ask for his removal, because he was 
acting under the orders of the surveyor-general. 

Mr. HALE. The surveyor-general not only did not ask for his 
removal 

Mr. DUBOIS. But he combated it. 

Mr. HALE. But he did not remove him? This has developed 
what to me I say is a surprise, that the Civil Service Commission 
can removea man. They can call attention to the fact of the law 
having been violated, but I think in this case, as the young man 
is undoubtedly out—there is no question about that? 

Mr. DUBOIS. He is out. 

Mr. HALE. I think it probable the Senator will find that he 
is out by the act perhaps of the Secretary of the Interior, who is 
at the head of the Department and who acted upon the certifica- 
tion to him from the Civil Service Commission that the law had 
been violated. But I have supposed, although I may be wrong 
about it, that enormous as are the powers of the Civil Service 
Commission, and aggrandizing as it does constantly and seeking 
new fields for investigation and for power, there was one point | 
where they were obliged to call a halt, and that is in arbitrarily 
dismissing a man. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will not state that the Civil Service Commis- 
sion removed this man, but I will state that Ican not find out 
anything about it, and I say to the Senate that this young man 
does not belong to the party to which his chief belongs, and that | 
he was discharged for the sole reason that he received contribu- 
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tions which were given to advance the principles of the party to | 
which his chief belonged. 

This is the only charge, so far as I have been able to ascertain, 
that lies against him anywhere. I thought it was an injustice 
that with no charges against the competency of the man, he 
should be discharged, and I asked the Civil Service Commission 
if he could be reinstated. I neversaw the young man, I willsay. 
It is no personal matter to me; but our folks there all thought it 
was unjust. I asked and recommended to the Civil Service Com- 
mission that he be reinstated in the service somewhere and received 
a very curt reply which conveyed to me no information at all. 

Now, the surveyor-general was removed after an investigation 
extending over quite a long time, I think, and through the in- 
tense activity of the Civil Service Commission, and he was the 
best surveyor-general the State of Idaho ever had. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose he was removed by the Secretary of 
the Interior, probably, was he not? 

Mr. DUBOIS. But the Secretary of the Interior, I think, did 
not want toremove him. I am satisfied that the President of the 
United States and the Secretary of the Interior both regarded this 
man as one of the most competent surveyors-general in the service. 
But the Civil Service Commission were determined he should be 
removed, and in his removal, I suppose, in some way this young 
man was mixed up, and he also was removed, although he did 
not belong to the party that his chief did. 


FEBRUARY 17, 


What I should like, as the Senator will see by reading my reso- 
lution, is to find out something about it. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt the Senator is right—that these 
proceedings were all instigated and carried out by the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission. They got the impression that this man was not 
doing certain things which they thought ought to have been done 
or was doing things that they thought ought not to have been 
done, and they appealed to the higher officers of the Department, 


| and the higher officers of the Department yielded to them. I 


have no doubt the Senator is right—that the moving power in this 
matter was the Civil Service Commission. 

I do not suppose the act of dismissal was done by them. It was 
done by somebody who yielded to the importunities of this Com- 
mission. which are constant in every branch of the Government, 
interfering with men who are good officers, but who perhaps may 
technically be guilty of something of this kind. I think the Sen- 
ator is right about that. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Does it not appeal to the Senator from Maine 
at all when a Senator says to him that he directed all of his in- 
quiries to the Civil Service Commission and received from the Civil 
Service Commission all of his replies stating why this man was 
removed, not referring me to the Secretary of the Interior or any- 
body else, but answering my inquiries directly, leading me, of 
course, to suppose that they were the ones who did it; and at any 
rate—— 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator must know that they have no 
power to do it. 

Mr. HALE. They have the moral power to enforce removal—— 

Mr. SPOONER. They have the power to investigate. 

Mr. HALE. And this is an instance of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. They undoubtedly called upon 
the Secretary of the Interior to remove this man and preferred 
the charges against him. 

Mr. HALE. And he yielded. 

Mr. SPOONER. And he yielded. I suppose if it appeared 
clearly to the Secretary of the Interior that the man had violated 
the law, as it is admitted by the Senator from Idaho that he had, 
he had to yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. Excuse me for just a moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose it is true that if this young man 
violated the law by command of his superior, the Secretary of 
the Interior would likely have to remove him for the violation of 
the law. It certainly can not be true, as the Senator from Maine 
says, that the Civil Service Commission can remove an employee 
of the Government unless it be one of their own. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I would take the position, if any other Senator 
had brought up this question, that it is unjust when an employee 
is directed by a superior officer to do something, and he does it 
under the direction of the superior officer, to remove him from 
his position and from any opportunity to be reinstated. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not wonder that the Senator is somewhat 
stirred up by this matter, and it looks to me as if the young man 
had improperly suffered, that his offense was technical, that he 
was acting under the advice or direction of his superior. I do 
not want to object to the resolution. I think it would be a good 
thing to have the facts brought out. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I may be mistaken, there may be other facts of 
which I am not aware, but I can not find what they are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the resolution? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, one moment. My objection 
to the resolution does not go at all to the facts upon which this 
young man was removed. I think every day men are removed, 
and there isa standing order that no man shall be removed from 
the classified service except upon charges which shall be exhibited 
to him and an opportunity to defend against which shall be ac- 
corded to him. But I believe that if we pass this resolution and 
turn the Senate directly or indirectly into a court of appeal in 
these cases it will prove to be a source of infinite trouble to 
every member of this body. Suppose every man who is removed 
from an office or a position, and who thinks, as they all think, 
that he was unjustly removed, should apply to his Senator and 
insist upon it that the Senate should pass a resolution calling for 
the evidence, bringing the matter here to be discussed in the Sen- 
ate, with a view to some sort of constraint upon the Civil Service 
Commission. 

I think it is a matter that belongs entirely to the executive de- 
partment. If any breach of the law is being perpetrated by the 
Civil Service Commission or by any executive officer of the Gov- 
ernment it is proper enough for the Senate to inquire into it with 
a view to affording a legislative remedy. It is not proposed, I 
suppose, by the Senator from Idaho through this resolution to 
invoke any subsequent action of the Senate. It is simply an in- 
vestigation to determine whether or not this young man has been 
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treated unjustly by the executive department of the Govern- 
ment in administering a law of Congress. Now, where will it 
end? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
if the report which they make is convincing to the Senators that 
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this young man has been unjustly removed, without sufficient | 


cause, perhaps we might enact such legislation as would prevent 
the recurrence of similar cases in the future. 

Mr.SPOONER. Uponthe Senator’s statement I doubt whether 
the young man was unjustly removed. The Senator says he isa 
young man of capacity. I supposed he knew that as an employee 
of the Government in that position he was by law prohibited 
from accepting or soliciting contributions for political purposes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 


| secret, and nobody knew what was going on. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxkinsinthechair). Does | 


the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. 
rection of his superior officer, that should perhaps be considered 


in mitigation, but he had no right to take a command of his | 
suverior officer, as his superior officer had no right to give it, to 


disobey alaw. The result in this case, as stated by the Senator, 
is that both the officer who gave the command to violate the law 
and the employee who violated it were removed. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
the surveyor-general was removed because he had removed sub- 
ordinates without the consent of the Civil Service Commission, 
in violation of civil-service rules. That is what he was removed 
for, and he had exercised that power and was exercising that 
power when he asked this young man to receive contributions. 
I think it is pretty hard to say a young man should refuse to obey 
the orders of his superior because there is a law saying that he 
shall not contribute or receive contributions, when at the same 
time the superior was removing men from his office—— 

Mr. SPOONER. But the surveyor-general ought to have been 
removed for asking the subordinate to do an unlawful thing. If 


he wanted to collect money for political purposes he ought to have | 


done it himself and taken the responsibility himself. Instead of 
that he asked the subordinate who held a position to violate the 
law. He ought to have been removed for that. At all events he 
was removed. But my objection to the resolution is that it is the 
beginning of procedure in the Senate which I think will lead us 
to an immense deal of trouble. 

Mr. HALE. It opens the door. 

Mr. SPOONER. It opens the door. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to.ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin whether or not this young man was not between the devil 
and the deep sea? With a superior who was removing subordi- 
nates arbitrarily, contrary to the civil-service rules, and the civil 
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Mr. DUBOIS. I have not begged and implored the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission to give me any details. 





Mr. HOAR. 
Mr. DUBOIS. 


I did not ask the Senator—— 
I have addressed one or two communications to 


| them, and the replies indicated to me that they did not care to 


give me very much information. In addition to that, I will say 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, the Secretary of the Interior 
sent one gentleman there to make an investigation and the Civil 
Service Commission sent another gentleman, and they were on the 
ground at the same time. The representative of the Secretary of 
the Interior held his meetings openly, and the surveyor-general and 
the clerks came before him, and they had their inquiry and hear- 
ing. Therepresentative of the Civil Service Commission held his 
Both of those re- 
ports were presented, and the Civil Service Commission in regard 


| to this particular case has not been extremely anxious, to say the 


Ina moment. Of course, if he did it by di- | 





| the Senate to go into this case at all. 


service not protecting them, and his receiving an order to collect | 


contributions, would he not have been removed immediately by 
this same arbitrary man if he had refused to obey? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think he may have thought he was between 
the devil and the deep sea, but I do not think he was. 

— TILLMAN. It seems they both got into the sea somehow 
or other. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems they both got into the sea somehow 
or other—the one because he ordered the doing of an unlawful 
thing and the other for doing an unlawful thing. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think if this young man, knowing that he 


was asked by his superior officer to receive subscriptions and col- | 


lections for political purposes in violation of the law, had brought 
that fact to the attention of the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Civil Service Commission, instead of obeying the order, he 
would not have been between the devil and the deep sea. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You think he would have been protected? 

Mr.SPOONER. I think he would have been protected. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from Wisconsin is speaking theo- 
retically. Asa matter of fact, the gentlemen who were removed 
arbitrarily by the surveyor-general have not been able to get back, 
and are still out. It is very easy to theorize, but it seems we are 
entitled to know. 

I do not want to distress the Civil Service Commission, nor do 
T care to distress the gentlemen who are touchy about the Civil 
Service Commission, and if the Senator from Wisconsin will sug- 
gest that the inquiry be directed toanybody else who can furnish 
the information which I desire, I shall be perfectly willing to ac- 
cept the suggestion. But Ithink I am entitled to the information. 

r. HOAR. MayIaskthe Senator from Idaho whether he him- 
self has applied for the facts which he asks the Senate to seek by 
this resolution and whether they are kept from his knowledge by 
the Civil Service Commission? I mean as to this particular case. 
The Senator seems to have knowledge of what the facts are. Is 
there any refusal on the part of the Commission to let him know 
what their records disclose, if he desires it? 
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least, to let the facts be known. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I hold that the lawmakers of the 
country are entitled to access to all the records of the Executive 
Departments, to inform themselves in regard to their legislative 
duties in regard tosubjects about which they are to legislate, with 


| certain necessary exceptions, such as matters relating to diplo- 


macy still in process of accomplishment or perhaps matters re- 
lating to diplomacy which the public faith and propriety require 


| should be received in confidence and kept in confidence, and ex- 


cept matters relating to military and naval operations in war, and 
certain other matters relating to the administration of justice 
when cases are still pending. We ought not to invade those sub- 
jects and make public what the Departments think should be kept 
private. But with those exceptions I think we are entitled to ab- 
solutely free access. Those records are kept largely and chiefly 
that the lawmakers and the people dealing with the administra- 
tion of the Government may know what happens. 

So when any Senator is denied by a Department access to such 


| information, except in the matters I have stated, as he wants to 


qualify himself for his duties, I should make it a rule always to 
vote for the inquiry, and the Senate has always made it a rule to 
adopt such resolutions when any Senator proposes them, except 
in one or two cases when there has been some high party excite- 
ment. In two cases recently the Senate has referred certain res- 
olutions to committees. So I should vote for the Senator’s reso- 


| lution if it should appear that he had made suitable attempts—I 


do not speak of begging or imploring, of course, but if he has ad- 
dressed a civil note to the Department and does not get the infor- 
mation he wants. But otherwise, it seems to me, we ought not 
to take up every little individual matter and make it a subject of 
action by the Senate. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, in my resolution I have not asked ° 
Ido not understand what 
the Senator from Massachusetts means by ‘* taking up every little 
matter,’’ or what he means by wanting to know whether a Sena- 
tor has tried to get information. I do not know where he draws 
the line. This thing seemed so unjust to me that while I was 
2,000 miles away I telegraphed to the Civil Service Commission 
at length, saying that, in my judgment, it was unjust to remove 
a man who was acting under duress; that it did not seem possible 
to me that this young gentleman could have willingly contributed 
to the success of a party to which he did not belong, and thatif he 
received contributions or if he gave contributions it must have been 
under duress; and I asked them not to act hastily in regard to it. 
I wrote td them afterwards, I think, twice, and the replies which 
I got were scant courtesy, in my judgment. 

As I said before. I do not know this young gentleman at all. I 
have no interest in him personally. To my knowledge I never 
saw him. I have not been importuned by his friends. Several 
months ago when it came up it made a great impression on my 
mind, and I wanted to know if he could not be reinstated in the 
service, because it came to me from sources undeniable that he 
was very competent and that this was the only complaint against 
him. I should like to know whether there is anything else upon 
which they have based his removal, and if there is nothing else, 
I think Congress ought to rectify it so that similar occurrences 
will not happen in the future. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, it does not seem 
to me that this is a matter which we can rectify. We can not 
order this young man to be restored. Iam not going to object 
to the passage of the resolution after what has been said about it, 
but I desire now, before it passes, to say that I hope it will not 
be made a precedent for supposing, whenever a clerk or anybody 
in the classified service has been dismissed, that the Senate is 
going to take up the matter. If the Senator had said here that 
he had applied to the Civil Service Commission for a copy of the 
charges and evidence, and they would not give it to him, i should 
have no hesitation whatever in supporting the resolution for the 
purpose of enabling him to obtain that information. 

I do not think the resolution really calls for any action on the 
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part of the Senate. As was well observed by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], it is manifest that we can not under- 
take to put ourselves in the position of a court of appeals to try 
over the question whether anyone in the classified service has 
been properly or improperly dismissed. But since so much dis- 
cussion has been had in the matter, Iam not inclined to insist 
seriously on the resolution being rejected. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, there is one view of this matter 


which seems to me to present a more important question than | 


that which is limited strictly to the interest of this young man. 
If it be a fact that this violation of law was perpetrated by this 
young man under the orders of his superior officer, and if the re- 
sponse to this resolution, if it shall be adopted, shall convey to us 
information that that fact was known to the Civil Service Com- 
mission, and that the Civil Service Commission limited its con- 
demnation to the young man and took no step against the supe- 
rior officer, then it is a matter, Mr. President, which rises to the | 
dignity of a subject entitled to very careful and very prompt con- 
sideration by Congress. 

Now, I do not know whether those are the factsor not. Iknew 
nothing of this resolution and have gathered noinformation except 
such as has been given by the debate. But from the utterances | 
here to-day it seems to be the conceded fact that this young man 
violated the law in obedience to the order of his superior officer. 
It seems to be also the conceded fact that the Civil Service Com- 
mission has visited its condemnation upon the young man, and | 
that it has failed to do what the Senator from Wisconsis says, and 
very properly says, it should have done—to extend it, and in much | 
more peremptory and severe terms, to the officer at whose instance 
and under whose command this violation of the law was perpe- | 
trated. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understood that the surveyor- | 
general was removed also. 

Mr. BACON. But the distinct statement is made here that he 
was removed for another cause. 

Now, Mr. President, itis not simply a matter limited to that | 
particular surveyor-general, but if it be a fact that superior offi- 
cers in the departments, either in many or few instances, are | 
guilty of this violation of law, not simply violating it themselves, | 
but commanding and enforcing a violation of it by their subordi- 
nates, it is a most important matter to be brought to the attention 
of the Senate. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. DUBOIS. My colleague calls my attention to a fact 
which I had forgotten. The surveyor-general was not removed 
at all; he simply was not reappointed. The facts came up over 
his reappointment. He served out his term. 

Mr. BACON. I think it is important, as this matter has been 
brought to the public attention, that the Civil Service Commission | 
should be given an opportunity to make known, if such be a fact, | 
that it condemned the principal as well as the subordinate, and | 
that it condemned him in severer terms than it did the subor- 
dinate. 

I think it isimportant that this matter should be brought to | 
public attention, in order that the facts may be ascertained. Is | 
this an isolated instance or isita commonoccurrence? Has there 
simply been a violation in this particular instance, or is itan every- | 
day occurrence or an every-year occurrence in the campaign that: 
the superior officers, those who are put there to see that the law | 
is observed by their inferiors, are themselves commanding the 
violation of law on the part of their inferiors? 

Mr. CARMACK rose. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment, I 
do not mean to say that such is a fact, but I do say that when it 
has been brought to the attention of the Senate and seems to be 
a conceded fact that this violation of law was done in response to 
the demand of a superior officer, it ought to put Congress upon 
inquiry whether or not that is an isolated occurrence or whether 
it is a common one in the departments. 

I yield to the Senator with pleasure. 

Mr. CARMACK. I simply suggest to the Senator what seems 
to me an equally important fact in this matter, under the direc- 
tion of the civil service, was the fact that those men who were 
discharged, as I understood the Senator from Idaho, for refusing 
to make a contribution, have not been reinstated. It is just as 
important to protect the men who obey the law and who refuse 
to violate the law as it is to punish the men who do violate the 
law. 

"Mr. BACON. That is true. 

Mr. DUBOIS rose. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I did 
not hear the entire debate as it has progressed, and I did not un- 





derstand that these young men were discharged by this officer for 
that particular reason. 

Mr. DUBOIS. No, Mr. President. I want to be absolutely 
correct. 

Mr. BACON. AndI do. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from Tennessee is correct in prin- 
ciple; but the surveyor-general removed civil-service clerks from 
his office because he wanted clerks in there in whom he had con- 
fidence, not because they would not contribute to the campaign. 
Some of those clerks who were removed in violation of the civil- 


| service law have not been able to get back, and they are not back 


now; but they were not removed because they would not con- 
tribute. They were removed for the convenience of the surveyor- 
general. 

Mr. BACON. I quite agree with the suggestion of the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] that it is not within the proper 
province of Congress to inquire as to the circumstances under 
which every employee is removed, and that it would be entering 
upon an interminable enterprise if we should undertake a thing 


| of that kind. 


Therefore I desire to be understood distinctly as not advocating 
the adoption of the pending resolution with reference specially to 


| the merits or demerits of this young man, but because of the 
| grave development which confronts us if the fact is, as I under- 
| stand it to be, that an inferior, an employee, has been required to 


violate the law by a superior officer, and the further fact that it 
was brought to the attention of the Civil Service Commission, 
and that by reason of it the Commission proceeded against this 


| young man, and that so far as information is given to us no steps 


were taken against his superior. That is a grave question, and if 


| it be true it suggests the necessity for inquiry as to whether this 


is an isolated instance or whether there have been frequent oc- 


| currences of that kind, which is a still graver question. It is 


upon that line that I ventured to say a word in reference to the 
matter. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have listened to the Senator 
from Georgia, and if there were foundation for what the Senator 
says, as there may be, although we are not informed of it, there 
would be great force in his statement. But the argument which 
the Senator from Georgia makes certainly would not be persuasive 


| at all to secure a vote for the pending resolution. 


We have a Civil Service Committee, and if the Senate is satis- 
fied or is informed that supezior officers are going unwhipped of 
justice while their subordinates are being punished for violating 
law under their command, our committee ought to be instructed 
to investigate the Civil Service Commission in that respect. 

But this resolution calls for no such thing. This resolution 
calls for no report as to any charges made against the surveyor- 


| general. An answer to it would elicit none of the information 
| which the Senator from Georgia assumes to be now before the 


Senate. 

Mr. BACON rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. I speak of the removal of the surveyor. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me a moment in order 
that he may understand my position? 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand it. I agree with it. 

Mr. BACON. But in reference to the statement just made 
by the Senator. I suppose, of course, that there is upon record 


| in the office of the Civil Service Commission the evidence relative 


to this matter. I suppose the entire evidence is there. I do not 
suppose that it is limited merely to a statement of fact that he 
did violate the law. Particularly if the young man was on trial, 
I suppose he stated the circumstances under which he did it and 
the command under which he did it. If so, that is information I 


| want to get. 


Mr. SPOONER. It would not at all elicit information from 
the Civil Service Commission as to the action which it took con- 
cerning the surveyor-general. 

Mr. BACON. No; but the evidence taken. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what the Senator wants. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that, and I wanted to say to the 
Senator that if the natural condition of the record is that which 
I suppose the Senator himself would consider the scope the tes- 
timony naturally covered, it would contain the very evidence we 
want. 

In other words, here is a young man on trial. I presume that 
he was given a hearing, or at least if not, there was evidence 
taken. I suppose the fact is on record in the Civil Service Com- 
mission not only that he violated the law, but the circumstances 
under which he violated it, and the circumstances under which 
he received a command which caused him to violate it, evidence 
as to the fact that his supesior officer required him to doit. If 
that exists, it is a fact that we want to know. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the action which the Civil Service Com- 
mission took or did not take against the surveyor-general would 
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be an entirely different thing. It would not elicit, and is not in- 
tended to elicit, any information from the Civil Service Commis- 
sion as to whether it removed or caused the removal of the sub- 
ordinate and took no action against the principal offender. 

Resolved, etc., That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to 
furnish to the United States Senate a statement of the charges and evidence 
on account of which Elmer E. Foreshay was dismissed from the surveyor- 
general's office of Idaho. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. SPOONER. The resolution should be broadened, I think, 
to accomplish what the Senator from Georgia has in mind. 

Mr. BACON. I would have no objection to its being broad- 
ened. On the contrary, I would like very much for it to be 
broadened. But I suggest, if the Senator will permit me, that if 
the Civil Service Commission should send us here a record of the 
evidence which it received, and that evidence disclosed the fact 
that it had been brought to the attention of the Civil Service 
Commission that this young man had violated the law, and that 
he had done so in obedience to the command of his superior officer, 
and the record showed simply a proceeding against the inferior 
and did not disclose anything against the superior, it would, in 
common parlance, certainly be up to the Commission to show why 
it had not so done. 

Mr. SPOONER. The record would not show anything on the 
subject. It would simply show the charges and evidence on 
which this young man was removed. It does not call upon the 
Civil Service Commission to return to the Senate any record as 
to proceedings against the surveyor-general. 

The Senator referred to me as being ‘‘ touchy ’’ about the Civil 
Service Commission. He is mistaken about that. I have not op- 
posed this resolution out of any concern for the Civil Service 
Commission. I opposed it on our own account. I opposed it, 
Mr. President, because I know, and so does every other Senator 
here know, that if we once begin the practice of introducing reso- 
lutions and calling for the charges and the evidence in the case of 
every young man in this country who is discharged from office, 
we will inaugurate a line of business which will keep us busy. A 
man from my State comes to me, and they often come, and says 
he has been unjustly removed—and almost every one thinks he 
is unjustly removed. I go to the Civil Service Commission and 
look into it. But he says: ‘‘ 1 want you to go into the Senate and 
introduce a resolution. The Senate did it in the Foreshay case; 
why not in mine?’’ We will have petitions in all such cases not 
only from the men themselves, but from their friends and neigh- 
pong and they will add to burdens that are now almost intoler- 
able. 

Now, the Civil Service Commission sometimes in discharging 
their duties are somewhat annoying to Senators and, I suppose, to 


‘o 


Members of the House, but they are discharging their duties un- | 


der the law generally and, I think, faithfully. My experience 
here as a Senator for nearly twelve years, and most of the time 
under an Administration with which I have been in sympathy, 
has led me to believe that the civil service, whatever it may be in 


other relations, is of vast importance to the country in the pro- | 


tection which it affords to gentlemen engaged in public life from 
constant and persistent pressure for little offices and from con- 
stant invocation for personal services and political influence in 
these matters of appointment and promotions and removals. 
And I want to say now that whatever men may think of the civil 


service law it is my conviction that if it were repealed and if we | 


should go back to the old method we would tear away a dam 


which protects men in public life here measurably and would 
leave ourselves in a position where life here would be almost in- 


tolerable. Isee nothing myself to criticize in the general conduct 
of the Civil Service Commission, and I believe the public interest 
requires us to stand by the civil-service law. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having | 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to place before the Sen- | 


ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and 
State governments and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iask unanimous consent that the regular order 
may be laid aside temporarily, without prejudice. It will take 
only a minute, I think, to dispose of the pending resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside for the purpose of considering the resolution now pend- 
ing before the Senate. Is there objection? 

r. QUAY. I will not object, with the understanding that 
the time taken up is to be brief. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There has been so much said in 
regard to the Civil Service Commission that I would not like to 
take a vote upon the resolution at this time without having an 


A bill (H. R. 12548) to enable the people of | 








opportunity to add some remarks of mine with reference to the 
suggestions which have been made. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution go over, holding its place. 
There are other Senators who desire to be heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the reso- 
lution going over without prejudice? 

Mr. QUAY. I think I will object toits holding its place. I 
desire to say that the resolution had better come in to-morrow be- 
hind the resolution now pending proposing to take the sense of 
the Senate on the statehood bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

Mr. QUAY. 
objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
tion. 

Mr. DUBOIS. That is agreeable to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the reso- 
lution going over until to-morrow—— 

Mr. QUAY. I want to have no mistake about it. The resolu- 
tion which was before the Senate to-day has gone to the Calendar. 
I introduced another resolution of the same kind which will 
come up in its regular order to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Idaho retaining its place upon the 
Calendar, second to the resolution which has been offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. QUAY. I have no objection to it in that shape. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the resolution go to the Calendar? 

Mr. HALE. It is not on the Calendar. 

Mr. QUAY. It is on the table. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then it has not gone to the Calendar. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Let it lie on the table to be taken up after the 
consideration of the resolution introduced by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
hears none. 


Tt will. 
If it comes in behind that resolutionI have no 


It will come in behind that resolu- 


Is there objection? The Chair 


TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. QUAY. Now I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
[Mr. DrPEw] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DEPEW. TheSenator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus] wishes 
the floor for a moment. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, House bill 17052 is the same as 
Senate bill 7158, which has been reported from tue Committee on 
Commerce. It is a bridge bill. I move to substitute the House 
bill for the Senate bill on the Calendar and to indefinitely post- 
pone the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
asks that a House bill be substituted for a Senate bill on the Cal- 
endar. The title of the House bill will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 17052) to authorize the build- 
| ing of a railroad bridge across the Tennessee River at a point be- 
| tween Lewis Bluff. in Morgan County, Ala.,and Guntersville, in 


| Marshall County, Ala. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
desire to have the bill considered at this time? 

Mr. PETTUS. I do desire it, if the Senator from New York 
will indulge me. 

Mr. DEPEW. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
| formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. QUAY. I will object to the further consideration of the 
| bill at the present time. I did no: understand when the Senator 
from Alabama took the floor that he proposed to passa bill. I 
thought he merely wished to substitute one bill for another on 
| the Calendar. 

Mr. PETTUS. That was my intention. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania is correct as to what I intended to do and what I 
| announced I intended todo. It was suggested to me whether 
I desired to pass the bill, and I said yes; but that was not my in- 
tention when I took the floor. 


The bill will be read for the in- 





Mr. QUAY. I object for the present. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 


| bill (S. 7158) to authorize the building of arailroad bridge across 
| the Tennessee River at a point between Lewis Bluff, in Morgan 
| County, Ala., and Guntersville, in Marshall County, Ala., will 
be indefinitely postponed and House bill 17052 will take its place 
| on the Calendar. The Chair hears no objection, and such is the 
order of the Senate. The Senator from Pennsylvania objects to 


| 
| 


the further consideration of the House bill. 
STATEHOOD BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people of Oklahoma, 
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Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and State govern- 
ments and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States. . ft 

Mr. DEPEW addressed the Senate in continuation of the speech 
begun by Limon the 11th instant. After having spoken about 
one hour, 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from New York kindly 
yield that [ may present a conference report? It is on the Army 
bill. I will not ask it unless it is entirely agreeable to the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16567) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows; 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 27, 28, 33, 43, 44, 45, 
and 46. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 
29, 31, 32, 34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 40, 42, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, and 53; and agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In line 8 of said amendment strike out the word “appointed” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “enlisted;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 of said amendment strike out the following: “As miljtary 
attachés at the United States embassies and legations abroad; and;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with amendments, as follows: 

After the word “ war,” in line 5 of said amendment, insert the following: 
“for more than one year;” and beginning with the word “and,” in line 11 of 
said amendment, strike out down to and including the word “honor,” in line 
19; and after the word “ officer,” in line 20 of said amendment, insert the fol- 
lowing: *“‘ whose service on the active list does not exceed twenty years, and 
shall not apply to any officer,” and strike out the proviso at the end of said 
amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
After the word “deposit,” im line 2 of said amendment, strike out the words 
**money upon the same terms as enlisted men” and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “of their pay; and at the end of said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing proviso: “‘ Provided further, That said deposits of any one officer shall 


never exceed in the aggregate $5,000 at any one time;” and the Senate agree | 


to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 


Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
At the end of said amendment insert the following proviso: ‘ Provided, 
That all volunteer officers now in the Porto Rico Provisional Regiment shall 
be mustered out on June 30, 1904, and their places be filled by detail from 
the line of the Army: Provided further, That any vacancy now existing or 
which may occur between now and June 30, 1904, shall be filled by detail 
from the line of the Army;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out lines 1 to 11, inclusive, of said amendment, and at the end of said 
amendment insert the following: ** Provided further, That not more than 
$40,000 of the above appropriation shall be expended at any one post or sta- 
tion:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


Strike out the word inserted by said amendment and insert in lieu thereof the | 
word “ fifteen;”’ and after the word “ million,” in line 20, page 29 of the bill, | 


insert the words “five hundred thousand;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
J. V. QUARLES, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J.A.T. HULL 
A. B. CAPRON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | 


to the conference report. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill what has been done with the provision pertaining to the 
Porto Rican regiment. I thought from the reading of the report 
it may have been abandoned by the conferees. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It has not been abandoned. The force is re- 
tained and the appropriation made. A provision was inserted by 
the Senate that Porto Ricans might be enlisted in the Regular 
Army. A further provision or compromise in the conference re- 
port provides that the volunteer officers shall be mustered out on 
the 30th of June, 1904. That gives them the full three years of 
service other volunteers have, and more; and it provides that va- 
cancies now existing or hereafter occurring shall be filled by detail 
from officers of the Regular Army. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No provision is made for the officers acting in 
Porto Rico to continue in the regular service? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Thereisnot. It was thought by the commit- 
tee that they had quite as good an opportunity as other volunteer 
officers, and it appeared that most of them were not qualified to 
go into the Re os Army. Several of them had failed on the ex- 
amination, and quite a number of them are far beyond the limit 


of age. They all have the opportunity civilians have, of an exami- 
| nation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to ask the Senator also what 
has been done with the retirement clause? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Theoriginal clause reported by the committee 
has been retained and enlarged a little in the direction of tho 
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
| which was agreed to in the Senate. The limit of service required 
| was twenty years instead of twenty-five. Itis practically the pro- 
vision in regard to the Navy, which has been the law for several 
years. 

Mr. McCOMAS. How does it affect officers on the retired list? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Officers retired since the 11th of August, 1898, 
who served during the two wars, are entitled to the full benefit 
of it, and officers who have served twenty years. 

Mr. McCOMAS. How as to those already retired? 

Mr. PROCTOR. My impression is that it does not apply to 
| officers retired previous to the 11th of August, 1898. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to hear read once more from the 
desk the amendment in respect to retirement. 
| Mr. PROCTOR. It was the last matter agreed upon by the con- 
ference, and I did not take a note of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Which amendment does the 
Senator from Maryland desire to have read? 

Mr. McCOMAS. The amendment relating to the retirement of 
officers. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Amendment No. 20. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with amendments, as follows: 

After the word “‘war,” in line 5 of said amendment, insert the following: 
“for more than one year;"’ and beginning with the word “and,” in line 11 of 
said amendment, strike out down toand including the word “ honor,” in line 
| 19, and after the word “ officer,” in line 20 of said amendment, insert the fol- 
lowing: “‘ whose service on the active list does not exceed twenty years, and 
shall not apply to any officer;”’ and strike out the proviso at the end of said 
amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Can the section be read as it will read after 
these amendments are adopted? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think I can read it just the way it will 
stand when the report is adopted. 

And any officer of the Army now on the active list, below the grade of 
major-general, who served with credit as an officer or an enlisted man in 
the regular or volunteer service during the civil war for more than one 
year before April 15, 1865, may, when retired, be retired by the President, 

»y and with the advice and consent of the Senate, with the rank and retired 
pay of the next higher grade. This section shall apply to officers who have 
een retired on or since the llth day of August, 1898, but shall not apply to 
any officer whose service on the active list does not exceed twenty years, 
and shall not apply to any officer who has been placed on the retired list by 
virtue of any_special act of Congress, nor to any officer who has already 
received an advance of grade at the time of retirement, or with a view to 
retirement. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should like to inquire of the Senator in 
charge of the bill what is the purpose in excluding from the 
benefits of this retirement act officers who have been retired by 
act of Congress? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The purpose is that it was a special favor, 
and they received their reward by the act of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
| (S. R. 108) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
additional ground for the post-office, court-house, and custom- 
house at Jacksonville, Fla., which was, in line 3, to strike out the 
words ‘‘ at this session of Congress.”’ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE DEPOT, BOSTON HARBOR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 70438) 
to establish a light-house meee for the Second light-house dis- 
| trict, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts. 

The amendment was, in line 4, to strike outall after “‘ to’’ down 
to and including line 8, and to insert: 
locate and establish a light-house —— for the Second light-house district 
in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, on land owned by the United States, ata 
cost not to exceed $25,000. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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SAFETY APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3560) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote the safety of em- 
ployees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common car- 
riers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their cars with 
automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomotives 
with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER subsequently said: I ask that Senate bill 3560 
be printed as it passed the House, with the House amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). In the 
absence of objection, it will be so ordered. 


° HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
The bill (H. R. 16727) for the erection of a light-house in Bos- 


mittee on Commerce. 


The bill (H. R. 17192) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior | 


to issue a patent to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., for certain tracts 
of land was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa, Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and State 
governments and be admitted into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing with the original States. 

Mr. DEPEW resumed his speech. After having spoken for 
thirty-five minutes, 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. TILLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] is recognized. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas about toask the Senator from New York 
to yield to me in order that I may make a motion to adjourn. I 
yield, however, to the Senator from South Carolina before mak- 
ing the motion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I desire to inquire if the Sen- 
ator from New York has concluded his speech? 

Mr. DEPEW. I have not concluded, but I yield to the Senator 
from South Carolina for to-morrow. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam very much obliged, and I shall take the 
floor when the Senate convenes and this bill comes up again. 


[Mr. DEpEw’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. | 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Feb- 
ruary 18, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuEspDAyY, February 17, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 


CORRECTIONS. 
The SPEAKER. 


be approved. 

Mr. SIMS. Irose for the purpose of making a statement in 
reference to the Journal, before it was approved. 

The SPEAKER. A correction of the Journal has priority over 
a correction of the REcorD. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not see the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Conry] present, but I think he understood—I so understood 
at the time—that unanimous consent was given to him to with- 
draw his remarks. 
they were expunged on motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STee.e}. 

The SPEAKER. The business as it came up yesterday was the 
continuation of the consideration of the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana made some days before. So that the Journal, in 
stating that the action was taken on the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana, states the facts as they were. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise tocorrect the Rec- 
ORD. The correction I desire tomake is upon page 2273. Itthere 
appears that I moved to suspend the rules and pass House bill 


In the absence of objection, the Journal will 


17248, The Recorp shows, after stating the title or caption of | 
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It appears, however, in the Journal that | 
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the bill, that the bill provided that all after the enacting clause 
should be stricken out and certain language inserted. It reads: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

The facts are that House bill 16339 had been introduced by mo 
and referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The com- 
mittee reported House bill 17243, intending it to be a substitute 
for the bill introduced by me. The report of the committee so 
styles it ‘‘a substitute therefor.”” There was no striking out of 
all after the enacting clause, but the committee bill, 17243, was 
passed. I desire the Recorp to show that this bill introduced 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurTON] was the bill that 
passed. 

The statement of the Recor» is in intention correct, but liter- 
ally is not correct. The House bill 17243 is a substitute for House 
bill 16339, as stated in the report of the chairman of the commit- 
tee. But the bill which was passed was House bill 17243. My 
statement does not change the condition of affairs in any respect, 


; : ; | but the RECORD, as it now appears, would show that the river 
< + _ tala °, ‘ - | e ’ . ’ . . 
ton Harbor was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | and harbor bill was repealed, which, of course, is not a fact. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Texas 
whether he has not got just what he wanted. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I have got exactly what I wanted in 
fact; but the Recorp discloses that the bill which was passed re- 
peals the river and harbor bill. Now, I do not know what it will 
show when it goes over to the Senate, but so far as the Recorp 
shows it discloses the fact that the river and harbor bill had been 
repealed by the bill that was passed. 

The SPEAKER. Was this repeal, as the gentleman states, by 
virtue of the recommendations of the report of the committee, or 
any action taken on the floor of the House? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The report of the committee is to the 
effect that they offer another bill as a substitute for the bill that 
I introduced, and the committee bill was the bill that passed. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman send up the report? 

Mr. BURTON. If I may be allowed, the report is perfectly 
clear and the bill is perfectly clear. The bill recommends the 
adoption of a substitute. The substitute is in this language: 

A bill to amend an act making appropriations for the « 
and preservation of certain public works 
and so forth, referring to the river and harbor bill of June, 1902, 
Then it goes on to state: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the paragraph in said act relating to the improve- 
ment of the mouths of the Sabine and Natchez rivers, Texas, be amended so 
as to read as follows. 

And, apparently in an entirely gratuitous manner, there is in- 
serted in the RECORD the words: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

There was no recommendation of that kind in the report, and 
nothing that will justify the striking out of all after the enacting 
clause of the river and harbor bill. It must mean to strike out 
all after the enacting clause of the amending bill. The report 
recommends the adoption of the substitute, and the substitute 
clearly points out what is intended. 

The SPEAKER. The language of the report is— 

They accordingly recommend the accompanying sub 
bill is amended by the adoption of said substit 
bill do pass. 

That is exactly what was done. 

Mr. BURTON. The committee refers to the amending 
and not the original bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, if the Recorp should 
disclose that all after the enacting clause of bill 16339 was 
stricken out and that House bill 17243 was inserted in lieu thereof, 
then the RecorD would be correct, and that was what was done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that in this case, as it 
seems to be somewhat complicated, the bill had better be hel 
up, and then it can be put in some proper shape. The Chair will 
order the message to the Senate transmitting the bill to be held up. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is immaterial to me 
what the Recorp discloses. It is a fact that that bill passed, 
and it was in order to keep the Recorp in proper shape, as sug- 
gested by the War Department, after having examined it, that 
I make this motion to correct the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman states from his place that 
the action taken, while it gives him what he wants, repeals tho 
river and harbor bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. No, the Recorp undertakes to show 
that the river and harbor bill was repealed, but I am objecting to 
having it show a repeal of the river and harbor act. I want the 
RecorD to show what occurred, and it is not at my own instance 
that I make the suggestion now. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that this matter stand 
over until to-morrow morning, and that in the meantime all ac- 
tion be stayed, and the matter referred to the Committee on 
Rules for a report to-morrow morning. 
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Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman 
moves that, the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors [Mr. BurToN] can make a perfectly clear and lucid state- 
ment of exactly what was done, and I would like the Recorp to 
be corrected in that shape. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman that that statement 
can go before the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. That means delay. 

Mr. PAYNE. It only means a delay of one day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that course had better be 
taken. The matter is in a rather complicated shape, and if there 
is no objection this course will be pursued, in accordance with 
the suggestion of the gentleman from New York. 

There was no objection. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I notice that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SULZER] isin his seat this morning. 
That being the case, I think I will proceed with the question of 
personal privilege that I raised on yesterday morning. 

In a speech made by the gentleman from New York on Friday 
last he continued some comments which related to a debate that 
occurred between him and myself on the Saturday preceding. 
On the Saturday preceding I had occasion to make a comment 
upon a paragraph included in the bill introduced by him, and in 


order that the matter may be fully understood, I will call atten- | 


tion to the fact that it was the bill H. R. 15927, introduced by 
the gentleman from New York on December 11, 1902. 

On that Saturday I read for the purpose of comment the fol- 
lowing paragraph from that bill—and I hold the bill now in my 
hand. 

The claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to incriminate 
the person giving such evidence or testimony shall not be used against such 
person on the trial of any criminal proceeding. 

The REcoRD shows on page 1903 I read as follows. And I will 
read it, and the House will see that the language is identical: 


The claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to incriminate | 


the person giving such evidence or testimony shall not be used against such 
person on the trial of any civil suit or criminal proceeding. 

Whereupon I suggested that did not state a coherent proposi- 
tion and it was not sensible. On the next page of the Rrecorp I 





suggested that if a certain clause had been inserted in that para- | 


gaph, which is not inserted, and was not inserted in the quotation, | 


that clause should read as follows: 

Shall not excuse such person from testifying, but such testimony if in- 
serted in the proper place would make a coherent proposition. 

The gentleman from New York on Friday took occasion to ani- 
madvert with some severity upon ‘‘ the gentleman from Maine,”’ 
and undertook to quote what the gentleman from Maine said on 
Saturday, but he interpolated this clause to which I have just 
called attention, that I have quoted from the REcorD, and put it 
into the mouth of ‘‘the gentleman from Maine’’—in my judg- 
ment deliberately perverting the RECORD. 

I have in my hand the minutes prepared by the gentleman from 
New York for the printer’s use, and this portion of the Recorp 
that he injected into the RECORD is in his own handwriting, and 
I read: 

Now I will read a paragraph of the bill— 

That is what he said I said, and it is correct that far— 

The claim that such testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the per- 
son giving such evidence or testimony— 

Here comes the interpolation, perverting the REcorD, in the 
handwriting of the gentleman from New York— 
shall not excuse such person from testifying, but such testimony— 

That is the clause interpolated within the minutes— 
shall not be used against such person on the trial of any criminal pro- 
ceeding. 

Now, the gentleman from New York in his speech on Friday 
undertook to quote from his speech made on the preceding Satur- 
day; and in his own speech made the preceding Saturday— 
and I read from his minutes prepared for the printer, because he 
has taken the printed matter from the Recorp—he quoted this 
paragraph from his bill exactly as it read in the bill, and exactly 
as it read in my quotation, as follows: 

The claim that such testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the per- 
son giving such evidence or testimony shall not be used against such person 
on the trial of any criminal proceeding. 

Having the same element of incoherence and lack. of sense, 
agreeing exactly with the paragraph in his bill and with my 
quotation from itin my remarks. But here are the minutes of 
the gentleman from New York, and he has got an ink line start- 
ing after the word “‘ not’’ and running out into the margin, and 
then he has this clause interpolated in his own remarks in order 
to make them consistent with the interpolation that he put in 
the remarks of ‘‘ the gentleman from Maine: ”’ 

Excuse such persons from testifying, but such testimony shall not. 


This I read from his minutes, furnished the printer with this 
written interpolation, so that I can reach no other conclusion 
than that the perversion of the REcoRD was deliberate, premedi- 
tated, and intentional. 

Now, I want to goa little bitfurther. Ifind that the gentleman 
proceeded at some length upon the basis of the proposition made 
coherent and sensible by this perversion of the Recorp. He fur- 
ther attacks ‘‘ the gentleman from Maine.’’ These are the min- 
utes which I hold in my hand. I didnot hearthisspeech. Iwas 
not present in the House, but I find the gentleman from New 
York started out thus: 

Mr. Speaker, [avail myself of this opportunity to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], and incidentally the attention 
of the members of this House— 

This is not an assertion that ‘‘ the gentleman from Maine ’’ was 
present and heard the speech. In his minutes I find in ink, in 
his handwriting, this statement: 

Observing that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] is with us 
this morning, and I am glad he is here, because I want to avail myself— 

I did not hear the speech. I donot know whether he said it, 
but I am reading from the notes of the stenographer as corrected 
by him. Now, just for a moment I want to call attention to this 
fact, and I reach another misrepresentation on this quotation 
in a minute, that if the proposition read by the gentleman from 
New York had read in his bill and in my quotation from his bill 
and in his own quotation from his bill as he would now have it 
read, in order to make this attack upon the gentleman from 
Maine, it would not even then be constitutional. Iam going to 
read from a case in a moment, because the courts have held that 
it is not enough to say that the evidence shall not be used against 
a person giving it, but that the statute must go further and pro- 
vide ‘‘ that no person shall be prosecuted or subjected to any pen- 
alty or forfeiture for or on account of any transaction, matter, or 
thing concerning which he may testify or produce evidence,” a 
clause that does not even appear in the proposition of the gentle- 
man from New York, even as interpolated and perverted by him. 
I read now from the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in Brown v. Walker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ido not understand that 
the gentleman is correcting the Recorp. I thought he was, -I 
submit—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am not correcting the Recorp; Iam 
simply stating a question of privilege, and I desire to have the 
House hear me. Ido not propose to debate it; I do not propose 
to discuss it, but I want to state this so that the House can under- 
stand it, so that the RecorD will simply disclose the facts involved 
in this controversy. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have no ob- 
jection to his stating a question of privilege, but I do not think 
he ought to undertake to prove or sustain that question of privilege 
by reading a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
or of any other court. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I will ask unanimous consent of 
the House that I may be authorized to read, right at this stage of 
this statement, the authority of the Supreme Court of the United 
States on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent to make a statement to the House. Is there objection? 
| After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In this case the court referred to the 
opinion in the case of Counselman against Hitchcock, construing 
the provision of a statute identical, substantially, in terms with 
that relied upon by the gentleman from New York, and the court 
say: 

The act is supposed to have been passed in view of the opinion of this 
Court in Counselman v. Hitchcock (142 U. S., 547), to the effect that section 
860 of the Revised Statutes, amen that no evidence given by a witness 
shall be used against him, his property or estate, in any manner, in any 
court of the United States, in any criminal proceeding, did not confer that 
complete protection to the witness which the amendment was intended to 
guarantee. The gist of that decision is contained in the following extract 


from the opinion of Mr. Justice Blatchford (pp. 564, 585), referring to section 
860: 


“Tt could not and would not prevent the use of his testimony to search out 
other testimony to be used in evidence against him or his property in a 
criminal proceeding in such court. It could not prevent the obtaining and 
use of witnesses and evidence which should be attributable directly to the 
testimony he might give under compulsion and on which he might be con- 
victed, when otherwise, and if he had refused to answer, he could not possi- 
bly have been convicted.” And again, “ Weare clearly of opinion that no 
statute which leaves the party or witness subject to prosecution, after he 
answered the criminating question put to him, can have the effect of sup- 
planting the privilege conferred by the Constitution of the United States. 
Section 860 of the Revised Statntes does not supply a complete protection 
from all the perils against which the constitutional prohibition was designed 
to guard, and is not a full substitute for that prohibition. In view of the con- 
stitutional provision, a statutory enactment, to be valid, must afford absolute 





immunity against future prosecutions for the offense to which the question 
relates.” 


Now, I wish further to call attention to another quotation, not 
made from the REcorD, but made by my distinguished friend 
from New York, and he has here in his minutes the printed ex- 
tract from the New York World, in which he made a suppression. 
This is the statement from the New York World: 


Representative LITTLEFIELD, of Maine, the author of the antitrust bill 
which passed the House last Saturday, went to the White House to-day. 


I did go to the White House. 


He asked the President to use his influence in securing the passage of the 
Littlefield bill by the Senate. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD never did ask such influence. 

The President refused to do so. ; 

He never refused. 
He told Mr. LITTLEeFi£.D that his antitrust bill was of no particular value— 


He never made any such statement— 
was unconstitutional— 


He never made any such statement, and I say here that the bill 
reported by the Judiciary Committee was the result of several 
conferences with the Attorney-General during a period of ten 
days or more, and the bill as reported not only was not criticised 
by him as unconstitutional but received his approbation as con- 
stitutional. 

He said it was entirely too drastic— 

He did not say that— 
and that he would not indorse it. 

He did not say that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD was greatly surprised— 

And here comes the erasure of three lines in the printed article. 
The way the article is made to read is this: 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD was greatly surprised and left the White House in no 
good humor. 

That is not true. The way the article read was: 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD was greatly surprised, as the antitrust bill had previ- 
ously received the indorsement of both the President and Attorney-General 
Knox. Mr. LirrLeri£eup left the White House in no good humor. 

I want to say here, because my attention was not called to it 
when the gentleman on Saturday addressed the House—the sug- 
gestion that the bill now referred to was the product of an anti- 
trust lawyer of New York—it struck me that it was hardly 
necessary to make any reply to that suggestion. The bill is the 
result of a conference, which I have just stated, with the Attorney- 
General of the United States, covering his points, and three men 
on the subcommittee, the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. Over- 
STREET], the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Powers]; the 
two minority members were not in consultation with the Depart- 
ment of Justice, and there was no suggestion from any other 
party until it was reported to the Judiciary Committee on the 





_ of the House. ‘That is all I care to say on this question. So 
ar as I am concerned, this controversy is now closed. 
Mr. SULZER. Not quite, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.] I ask 


unanimous consent to make a statement to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to make a statement on this subject. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, we have heard the defense of the 
gentleman from Maine with mitigled degrees of sorrow and sur- 
prise. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Maine last fall made 
several speeches to his constitments in Maine in which he said he 
would pass his identical entitrust bill or he would know the 
reason why. He did not pass his antitrust bill, he did not report 
his antitrust bill, and I suppose this is ‘the reason why.” 
{Laughter.] I presume the reason will have to be satisfactory to 
his constituents. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker,I decline to be interrupted; I did 
not interrupt the gentleman from Maine. In regard to what he 
has said about myself I will simply say that it is a mere quibble 
on words and demonstrates the constitutional inability of the gen- 
tleman from Maine to be fair, decent, or courteous. [Laughter. ] 
He is so puffed up with his own vanity that he can not see any 
good in another member, and is so self-conceited that he sees no 
good in any bill except his own bill—and at a critical moment 
abandons that, and runs away—no doubt with the hope of fight- 
ing the trusts some other day. He says he was absent last Friday 
when I briefly replied to him, but the Recorp shows he was pres- 
ent in the House. So much for that. 


in my antitrust bill which he said was unconstitutional he knew 
that the printer, in printing the identical bill which he read to 
the House, had left out one line, and when you come to read the 

ovision he has read it is apparent to any man not an idiot that 
t isa very simple error on the part of the Public Printer. [Laugh- 
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ter.] It was subsequently corrected, but the gentleman from 
Maine did not read that. I did read it, however. He is not fair. 
He quibbles and quibbles and quibbles. 

In regard now to his hairsplitting faculty relating to the con- 
stitutionality of the provision in question, I do not undertake to 
assume that I am as great a constitutional lawyer as the gentle- 
man from Maine, because I do not want to make myself Indi- 
crous. I have no doubt that he believes to-day and will have no 
hesitancy in asserting that Daniel Webster as a constitutional 
lawyer in comparison with him was a mere constitutional pigmy. 
I do not intend to quibble about this matter; I do not intend to 
split hairs about it. I am willing, as an amiable, good-natured 
citizen, to accept the gentleman’sapology. [Laughter.] Hecan 
read decisions of the courts in regard to the constitutionality of 
this proposition. 

I do want to say, however, Mr. Speaker, that we have in this 
House a few good constitutional lawyers besides the gentleman 
from Maine. For instance, I could mention the gentleman from 
Iowa [|Mr. HEPBURN]; and the gentleman from Iowa, a great 
constitutional lawyer, has said that this identical provision harped 
on by the gentleman from Maine is constitutional. Now, I will 
allow the gentleman from Iowa and all the other distinguished 
lawyers on his committee to debate the question with the gentle- 
man from Maine to their heart’s content. But more than that, I 
believe that the distinguished senior Senator from the State of 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has some reputation of being a con- 
stitutional lawyer, and he says also that this proposition is con- 
stitutional. But then, of course, they do not know as much about 
constitutional law as the gentleman from Maine. How could 
they? Perish the thought! 

But I will say once more that the courts over and over again 
have held in the States where the statute is similar to this provi- 
sion that it is constitutional. But the courts of the States, the 
statutes of the States, the great lawyers of the Senate, the great, 
lawyers of this House all to the contrary notwithstanding, I am 
satisfied that history ultimately will say the gentleman from 
Maine is right, because if we go on as we are going on now we 
must concede that the gentleman from Maine is the only man in 
the United States who knows constitutional law, or Congress, the 
lawmaking body of the land, has got to go out of business. 
| Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, just a few words in regard to what the gen- 
tleman has said about the article I quoted from in the New York 
World. I quoted that word for word; and if itis not true—if the 
President did not tell the gentleman from Maine that his bill was 
unconstitutional—that is a matter between him and the corre- 
spondents of the New York World. |Laughter.] Let me say 
here and now that I have always found the New York World a 
very truthful newspaper [laughter]; and whenever its correspond- 
ents printed a statement it was generally quite true. Iam sorry 
the gentleman from Maine has challenged the veracity of the 
newspaper correspondents. But they can take care of themselves. 
Yes, and I am sorry, too, the gentleman from Maine brought in 
the President’s name and commented on conversations he had 
with the President. I never do. [Laughter.| It is hardly in 
good taste. But I will say this to the gentleman from Maine— 
that if he was so determined to report and pass his bill as he told 
his constituents last fall he was, he would never have consented 
to accept the substitute, which was as much like his original bill 
as the moon is like green cheese. He would have said: Before I 
surrender my principles on this trust question—before I go back 
on my promises to my constituents regarding this trust matter— 
I will oppose the substitute suggested by some lawyers in New 
York, as Ihave beeninformed. But, no; the gentleman was will- 
ing to abandon his bill and champion the unconstitutional sub- 
stitute. |Laughter. | 

But I am pained and surprised that he shifted the responsibility 
for that substitute—that ‘‘hereafter’’ proposition, that legis- 
lative antitrust frand—which only relates to corporations to be 
organized in the future and leaves all the great trusts now organ- 
ized and thatare and have been preying on the people to go on 
and on robbing the people day in and day out forever hereafter. 
I was dumfounded when the gentleman from Maine made that 
astounding surrender. Up to that time, I admit, I had great re- 
spect for the gentleman from Maine. I thought he was honest; 
I thought he was earnest; I thought he was sincere on this ques- 
tion of the trusts. But Iwas mistaken. I thought after I read 
his speeches last fall to his constituents and to the people of the 
country from Maine to California that when he came back to 
Congress he would fearlessly insist on passing his bill or some bill 
like it, which would dosome injury tothe trusts. But I was mis- 
my 
{Laugh- 


taken, and when he surrendered to the trusts ‘‘that are’”’ 
faith in him was shaken—sadly and sorrowfully shaken. 
ter. | 

Now, the gentleman takes issue with the New York World; 
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I want to read what the World says to-day, and I want the gen- 
tleman to understand that I stand by every word in the World 
that I put in the Recorp formerly. |Laughter.] The World is 
a great independent newspaper published in my city, and its re- 
porters are among the ablest, the most careful, and the most 
truthful men in the city of Washington, the gentleman from 
Maine to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The World of this morning says: 

There is no probability that it will be considered or passed. 

That is, the gentleman’s substitute antitrust bill now in the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. It is reported it will be— 

Brought in partially as a rebuke to the President— 

Indeed! So we see the Senators are going to ‘‘rebuke’’ the 
President just the same as the gentleman from Maine has done— 
but the President can stand it. And it goes on— 
who [that is, the President] characterized the Hoar bill as worthless, and 
the Littlefield bill as unconstitutional. 

Here it is repeated again, and I suppose the gentleman will rise 
up again and deny it. But, sir, I never said the gentleman’s bill 
was unconstitutional. I would not have the audacity to take on 


to the gentleman’s substitute bill are printed in the Conerrs- | that the bill referred to in the resolution just read—— 


SIONAL RECORD, and my reply to his remarks regarding my bill 
and my remarks in regard to himself are printed in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp. And I stand by—and I want him to dis- 
tinctly understand that I stand by—every word that I have said 





| 
| 
| 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. MERCER, the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds was discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 17424) for the convey- 
ance of public lands belonging to the United States, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up 
a privileged report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 448, 
have had the same under consideration and hereby report the following in 


| lieu thereof: 


** Resolved, That it shall be in order to consider, in the bill (H. R. 17288) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
0, 1904, and for other purposes, legislation providing for increase of m:dship- 


| men, officers, and men in the line, staff corps, and Marine Corps of the Navy 
| and increase of limit of cost in reconstruction of Naval Academy; and it shall 
| be in order to have a separate vote in the House, if the same be demanded, 
| upon each of the foregoing subjects.” 


my shoulders that gigantic responsibility. My remarksinregard | 


in this debate: and I stand by every word I am saying now, and | 


Ican keep this up just so long as the gentleman from Maine 


wants it kept up. I never run away. I do not look for trouble, | 


but Iam not afraid of the gentleman’s heroic quibbles on words, | 


words, words. The gentleman from Maine is a good deal like 
some other people I have had the fortune or misfortune to come 
in contact with during my few brief years on thismundane sphere. 
[Laughter.] They bark and get bitten, and then they whine. 
The gentleman from Maine barked. I thinkitsufficiently appears 
to-day that he got bitten and is now whining—whining against 
me, but not so much against me as he is whining -against the 
fates, and not so much against the fates as he is whining here to 
square his conduct with his promises to his constituents. I am 
content. My skin is intact. 
Let the galled jade wince, my withers are unwrung. 

[Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I just want to make one statement. 

The SPEAKER. It willhave to be by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
he may make one statement. Is there objection? 

Mr. SULZER. I think we ought to let him complete his state- 
ment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It is only one statement and that is this: 
I can not stop to go over all the misrepresentations and misstate- 
ments made by the gentleman from New York. When he says 
that I knew that this language which is in controversy had been 
omitted by the Public Printer, he states what he knows is not 
true. I did not know it when I made the speech on Saturday. 
The first moment I ever received any intimation in relation to 
that fact was in the area of this House this morning, when it was 
made to me by the gentleman from New York himself, and I 
never heard that he had introduced a second bill containing this 
correction until this morning, before the session of the House. 
With that I leave it. 





JAMES JONES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House an amendment of the 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, if I can have order, I will state 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think the gentleman ought 
to move the previous question, or will he give us a little time? 

Mr. DALZELL. I will give the gentleman time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suggest to the gentle- 
man to move the previous question. Then both sides will have 
time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the bill referred to in the reso- 


| lution just read is the naval appropriation bill. That bill con- 


tains, as reported to the House, several items that are clearly 
subject to a point of order. In other words, it contains new leg- 
islation. I am willing to concede that under ordinary circum- 
stances legislation ought not to be provided for upon a general 
appropriation bill, but such a rule is sometimes justified by 
emergencies, and in this case we think it clearly so justified. The 
two items referred to in the resolution are, first, the increase of 
the personnel of the Navy, and, secondly, the increase of the 


| limit of cost for the construction of the Naval Academy. Very 


Senate to the bill (H. R. 12508) granting an increase of pension to | 


James Jones. 
Mr.SULLOWAY. Imovetoconcurin the Senate amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ANHEUSER-BUSCH BREWING ASSOCIATION, ST. LOUIS, MO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a Senate amend- 
ment to the bill (H. R. 9063) to refund certain taxes paid by the 
Anheuser-Busch Brewing Association, of St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr. GRAFF. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. TALBERT, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. McDermott, for two days, on account of important 
business. 


briefly I will call the attention of the House to what the Secretary 
of the Navy says upon those two subjects in his last report. 
With respect to the first he says: 

The most imperative need of the Navy to-day is of additional officers. I 
can not overstate this need. It invites the instant attention of Congress. 
The administration of the Department is embarrassed almost daily by the 
lack of officers below command rank. This condition has been approaching 
for some years, and was clearly apprehended and stated by my predecessor 
in office. It is acute to-day, and when the ships already authorized are com- 
pleted it will be desperate unless there is early action. 

Now. it is in answer to that demand from the Secretary of the 
Navy that the first item of the resolution is inserted. With re- 
spect to the second, the Secretary calls attention to the fact that 
certain improvements authorized by Congress, amongst others 
the construction of a hospital, will have to be abandoned for the 
present unless the limit of cost be increased. He says, further- 
more, that the entire work will have to be abandoned for the 
present unless the limit of cost is increased. That is owing to 
the increase in the cost of material and increase in the cost of 
labor. Healso gives us notice that he will not continue the work 
until the matter has been submitted to and received the consid- 
eration of Congress. I will submit at length what he says on this 
subject: 

The act for rebuilding the Naval Academy, approved June, 1900, authorized 
the expenditure of $8,000,000 and provided that plans, covering the entire 
improvements, should be adopted by the Secretary before any partof said 
sum should be expended. 

The Secretary approved plans October 3, 1900, and allotted such sums for the 
several buildings and improvements contemplated as would cover $8,000,000, 


| reserving $390,000 as a contingept fund. 


| not to exceed $100,000, an 


The act of July, 1902, appropriating for the improvements at the Academy 
in accordance with seen ans, authorized the building of a hospital at a cost 
additional dredging at a cost of $200,000, and fur- 


| ther provided that the cost of such hospital and dredging should be paid out 


| of said $8,000,000. Asin obedience to the law my predecessor had allotted 


the $8,000,000 prescribed as the limit of cost of the improvements at the 


| Academy, it is impossible to execute the provisions for the erection of a hos- 


pital and for dredging without exhausting the fund reserved for contin- 
gencies, which is already sufficiently small. 

Accordingly these two improvements will not be undertaken without fur- 
ther authority from Congress. But a still more serious question has arisen. 
The architect in charge of the improvements reports, after careful investi- 
gation, that the cost of labor and material to be used in the buildings and 
improvements not already under contract has increased more than #0 per 
cent since the original plans were adopted. It has therefore become im- 
poncsenwe to proceed further in the execution of the general plan without 
argely exceeding the limit of cost prescribed by Congress. No further con- 
tracts will be entered into until the subject is submitted to Congress and its 
will ascertained. 


It is for the reasons given that the two items are inserted in 
this resolution. But that the House may have an opportunity to 
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pass upon the matter as though it were general legislation, there 
is a provision in the rule that when the bill comes into the House 
a separate vote can be had upon these items. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I will take only | 


a moment or two. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has cor- 
rectly stated the effect of this rule. It is to make in order two 
amendments, two provisions in the naval appropriation bill, one of 
them providing for an increase of midshipmen, officers and men 
in the line, staff corps, and Marine Corps of the Navy, and the 
other an increase of the limit of cost in the construction of the 
Naval Academy; that is, permitting that increase from $8,000,000 
to $10,000,000. The objection the minority members of the Com- 
mittee on Rules have to this rule is that it provides this impor- 
tant legislation upon a general appropriation bill, in defiance of 
the plain rules of this House. » Your rules say we shall not legis- 
late on a general appropriation bill. You come and by this rule 
you break down your own well-established rules and permit this 
important legislation on this general appropriation bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we say that it ought not to be done. 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] says that ordina- 
rily it ought not to be done, but he says there are reasons for it 
now. What are those reasons? Why, he reads from the report 
of the Secretary of the Navy certain recommendations in respect 
to these two provisions. 
was presented to Congress at the beginning of this session, in the 
month of December, and yet we have been here through the month 
of December and the month of January and seventeen days of 
the month of February, and now, within twelve legislative days 
of the adjournment, the gentleman comes in and puts into a gen- 
eral appropriation bill these provisions. 

If these provisions are necessary to the proper promotion and 


advancement of the Navy and its expansion, why were they not | 


presented in a bill for that purpose by the Naval Committee two 
months and a half ago? The Secretary of the Navy said they 
were necessary then, and they are no more necessary now than 
they were then. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, we think the 
rule is unwise and improvident. We shall not attempt to call the 
yeas and nays on the passage of the rule. 


in the rule, and it is a saving clause. It permits the House of 


Representatives to vote upon these two propositions and to have a | 


yea and nay vote thereon, if it is desirable. I am not going to 
express any opinion as to the desirability or nondesirability of the 
two provisions. I shall leave that to the minority members as 
well as the majority of the Committee on Naval Affairs. I am 
content, Mr. Speaker, with what I have said and yield five min- 
utes of my time to the gentleman from Alabama, my colleague 
on the committee, Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
mit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Did not the gentleman in the Committee on 
Rules and in the House not more than a week ago vote for the 
rule authorizing general legislation on the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; I think I did. 
that is a wholly different proposition to that which is made here. 
I do not think the gentleman from Pennsylvania has any right to 
tell what occurred in the Committee on Rules. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam not. Iam asking you the question. 
am leaving it to you to tell. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
from Alabama five minutes. 


I 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I originally understood | 


when I came to this House that the legislation of the House would 
be first considered by appropriate committees to which it was re- 
ferred and then considered in an orderly way in the House of 
Representatives. 
and rights of every member on the floor of this House. Here is 
a great committee, one of the greatest committees of this House. 
that has been in session since last November, with every one of 
these propositions that they now propose to put on this appro- 

riation bill as riders laid before that committee on the ist of 

ecember. Last fall the recommendations were made there by 
the Secretary of the Navy insisting on their action. 
right and it was their duty to this House to consider these propo- 
sitions and report favorably or unfavorably and place these reports 
on the Calendar. 


The Naval Committee can not say they would not have had an | 


opportunity to properly and orderly consider this legislation. 


Every committee of this House has had its day in court in this | 
Some committees that have not thought | 


session of Congress. 
they had sufficient time under the ordinary procedure on the call 
of the committees have been granted special days by the Com- 
mittee on Rules for the consideration of legislation coming from 
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That report of the Secretary of the Navy | 


There is this provision | 


Before the gentleman sits down, will he per- | 


But | 


I yield to the gentleman | 


Now, I think this rule is for the independence | 


They had the | 
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their committees. No one can deny that if the Naval Committee, 
with important and proper legislation reported, if this House had 
been asked for a special day to consider the bills coming from 
that committee, that they would not have been given ample and 
sufficient time. But they have not done it. 

Mr. FOSS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. Was the gentleman from Alabama, like his col- 
| league from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], in favor of legislation 
on the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not have the privilege of being in 
the Committee on Rules orin the House when the proposition was 
up. If that is the information the gentleman desires, he has it. 
Mr. FOSS. Did the gentleman make a speech on the floor? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwas not here. Unfortunately, I was 
sick at home. 

Mr. FOSS. Conveniently absent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Idenythat. IfI have anything of which 
Ican congratulate myself on since I have had a seat upon the 
| floor, it has been that I have expressed my views on any subject 

before it. I was confined to my bed by sickness on that day. 

But I do not believe in this class of legislation. Now,I say I 
do not mean to criticise the chairman of the committee, because 
| he is personally my friend. He has worked hard, he and his 
committee, and it is not a personal criticism that I am making of 
the Naval Committee, but reaching out to all the great appro- 
priation committees. Instead of bringing in legislation in an 
orderly and proper way, they save it up and launch it in an ap- 
propriation bill, and the House is then required to swallow it or 
not swallow it. It has got to take it asa whole, and itis bring- 
ing about a vicious class of legislation in making one set of mem- 
bers vote for a proposition because they have something in it. 
It is intended that the legislation of this House should be con- 
sidered separately and each branch stand on its own merits. It 
is a question of continually reporting legislative matters on ap- 
propriation bills which should be orderly considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to have about two minutes 
more. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
to my colleague. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Have them considered under the five- 
minute rule, which gives a fair opportunity for consideration by 
the members of this House. 

Now, I say to the membership of this House, and especially to 
the minority, that if you want your rights protected you have 
got to maintain the rules of this House. The rules of this House 
are intended for the protection of the minority, and when you 
come to the condition that you are going to allow the rules to be 
broken down, and especially this rule that is for the greatest pro- 
tection of the minority and protection of the members of the 
| House who are not on the great appropriation committees; when 
| you allow them to be infringed and broken down you are tram- 
pling on your own rights and the rights of your constituencies 
and very much minimizing the opportunity that you have to rep- 
resent your constituents here on the floor and be effectiv« 
| legislation of the country. For that reason I shall vote against 
| thisrule. I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania want to use a portion of his time? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido not know whether I do or not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I want to yield three 
| minutes to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin],a 
member of the committee. 

Mr. DALZELL. How doI understand the gentleman? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to yield three min- 
| utes to the gentleman from North Carolina. If we are to stop’ 
now, I will not take any further time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not want to commit myself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then, if the gentleman is 
willing for debate to close, it can close now. 

The SPEAKER. The question is onagreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
| Union for the consideration of the naval appropriation bill, and 
pending that I will ask my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
| man from Georgia |[Mr. TATE], whether or not he desires at this 
| time to agree upon the closing of general debate. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
| House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 17288, 
| the naval appropriation bill, and pending that motion desires to 
| reach some decision in regard to the closing of general debate. 

Mr. TATE. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that we go on for the 
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present. 


I do not think we will take a great deal of time on this 
side for general debate. 

The motion of Mr. Foss was agreed to; accordingly the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union (with Mr. Gituetr of Massachusetts in the chair). 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 17288) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, 
and the Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, Ido not desire to take up the atten- 
tion of the committee with any long explanation of this bill. I 
have carefully prepared a report giving the different items in the 
bill, which any member can read if he cares to, and which makes, 
I think, a reasonable explanation of all of the important provi- 
sions. The estimates that were submitted by the Secretary of 
the Navy to the House and by the Speaker referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs amounted in all to $82,426,000. 
speaking in round numbers. 
estimates to the amount of $1,126,000, and additional estimates 
came in after this to the amount of $1,602,000, making’‘in all a 
total in the amount of estimates submitted to the committee for its 
consideration by the Navy Department of $85,154,809.59. 

Now, the committee. after careful consideration of these esti- 


mates, having before it at different times the bureau chiefs and | 


the Secretary of the Navy, saw fit to reduce the estimate by the 
amount of $6,142,089.43. So that this bill which is under con- 


I am | 
There were added supplemental | 





sideration to-day by this committee carries in round numbers | 


$79,048,000. This is about $200,000 more than the naval appro- 
priation act of last year. 
Now, there are a fewimportant matters in connection with this 


bill to which I desire to call the attention of the committee. The | 


most important thing, perhaps, is the provision for the increase 
in the personnel. Every member of this committee must realize 
that as we go on with the building up of our Navy and with the 
construction of new ships we must necessarily add to the person- 
nel. We must have more men and more officers. We have at 
the present time about 26,000 enlisted men in the Navy. When 
our present ships now building are completed we will need 40,000 
men in the Navy. It has been the policy of the committee to in- 
crease year by year the number of men so that by the time of the 
completion of these ships which have already been authorized 
we will have a personnel, so far as the men are concerned, which 
is adequate to thoroughly man the ships. 


In this bill is a provision for theincrease in the number of men | grade), of whom not more than #9 assistant surgeons shall be appointed in 


by 3,000. Now, as regards the officers, there is perhaps no more 
important provision in this bill than the provision for the in- 
crease of officers. The Secretary of the Navy has called the at- 
tention of Congress to it in his able report. That has been 
alluded to in the discussion upon the question of the rule here 
this morning by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The Secre- 
tary of the Navy in his report says that we have reached a crit- 
ical condition and we must have more officers, not only in the 
line, but in the staff. In his hearing before the committee he 
emphasized it. He says: 

From the very moment I entered the office the most embarrassing daily 
question of administration has been to supply officers for the needs of the serv- 
ice. We have taken men from one duty and put them upon another often when 
we realized that we might be impairing the service by removing a man from 
his present situation of duty. 

Then it became a balance of advantages, or a balance of disadvantages, as 
you might term it. As I have stated, we have not officers enough at the 
present time to man three-quarters of our present serviceable ships. And 
that condition will grow worse as the new ships come into commission. 


Now, in the report which I have submitted to the House, I have | 


called particular attention to this subject. 
in that report a table showing our present condition. 
have a deficiency of 577 in the number of officers. 


To-day we 
When we have 


completed the ships which are now under construction, we shall | 


need 498 more officers; and if you add to those 125 as a proper 
allowance for officers in transit, on shore duty, and on leave, then 


Gentlemen will find | 


you will find that at the end of four years, when our ships now | 


under construction are completed, there will be a total deficiency 
of 1,360 officers. 

The committee every year have been calling the attention of the 
House to this matter. 
increase the number of naval cadets by 500, but it went out upon 
a point of order here in this House. This year, however, the com- 
mittee have come back with renewed vigor and desire to be all 
the more emphatic upon this question and say here to this Com- 


| additional officers that the gentleman 





number of officers you ought to stop the construction of ships, 
because you will not have men to officer those ships.’? What is 
the necessity of building up the Navy unless you propose to use 
your ships? 

In this bill we have made provision for doubling the number of 
midshipmen in our Naval Academy, so that each member of Con- 
gress shall have an appointment once in two years instead of once 
in four years. That is one provision that we have recommended 
in order to meet this alarming situation. 

Mr. RIXEY. Does not the gentleman think there ought to be 
a limitation of the time during which this provision in regard to 
doubling the number of cadets shall continue to operate? 

Mr. FOSS. I would say to my friend that Congress will be in 
session in the years to come, and it can at any time cut off this 
provision or otherwise reduce the number of midshipmen as we 
may see fit. We have not fixed any limitation here. At first I 
thought there ought perhaps to be a limitation, say, of twelve 
years, but Congress can at any time make any reduction in the 


| number that may be deemed necessary. 


Mr. RIXEY. Can the gentleman tell me whether or not the 
Secretary of the Navy has recommended that there be such alim- 
itation? I am under the impression that he has so recommended. 

Mr. FOSS. I donot recollect that anywhere in his hearing. 
If the gentleman can recall any such recommendation, I shall be 
glad if he will refer me to it. 

Mr. METCALF. Has the committee considered the question 
of doing away with the two years’ sea cruise and commissioning 
midshipmen immediately upon graduation? 

Mr. FOSS. No, sir. 

Mr. METCALF. Doesnot the gentleman think that ought to be 
done? 

Mr. FOSS. As the gentleman knows, that question was under 
consideration, I think, last year and two years before, and I do not 
know but the year before that. But there has not come to the 
committee any recommendation of that kind from the Depart- 
ment this year, and we did not give the subject any considera- 
tion. I may say, however, that I think the House is favorable to 
that proposition, because it has been carried through here on 
two occasions. 

Mr. METCALF. That would place the midshipmen on the 
same footing as the cadets at West Point. 

Mr. FOSS. In order torelieve the situation as to the deficiency 
in our number of officers, the committee has recommended— 

Second. The appointment of 12 ensigns from the warrant officers each cal- 
endar year, under the restrictions imposed by existing law. 

Third. The appointment of 30 additional lieutenant-commanders and 50 
additional lieutenants (of whom not more than 25 per cent shall be appointed 
in each of said grades during one calendar year) and such increase in the 
grades of lieutenant (junior grade) and ensign as may qualify under exist- 
ing law and the provisions of this act. 

Fourth. The appointment of 30 additional surgeons with the rank of 


lieutenant-commander and 120 additional passed assistant and assistant sur- 
geons with the rank, respectively, of Neutenant and lieutenant (junior 


one year. 

Fifth. The appointment of 2 additional pay inspectors, 36 additional pay- 
masters, 26 passed assistant and assistant paymasters, of whom not more than 
20 assistant paymasters shall be cumointed each year. 

Sixth. The appointment of 29 additional naval constructors and assistant 
naval constructors, of whom not more than 5 assistant naval constructors 
shall be appointed in any one year. 

Seventh. The appointment of 1 additional civil engineer and 12 assistant 
civil engineers, of whom not more than 3 assistant civil engineers shall be 
appointed in any one year. 

ighth. The following increase of officers and men in the Marine Corps: 1 
colonel, 1 lieutenant-colonel, 5 majors, 12 captains, 25 first lieutenants, 12 sec- 
ond lieutenants, lassistantadjutantand inspector with the rank of lieutenant- 


| colonel, 2 assistant adjutants and inspectors with the rank of major, 1 assist- 


ant quartermaster with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 5 assistant quarter- 
masters with the rank of captain, 1 assistant paymaster with the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel, | assistant paymaster with the rank of captain, 1 sergeant- 
major, 40 quartermaster-sergeants, 12 first sergeants, 65 sergeants, 55 cor- 
porals, 10 drummers, 10 trumpeters, and 527 privates. 

These are the recommendations which are proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs in order to meet the condition which is 
spoken of by the Secretary of the Navy in his report, and also re- 
ferred to more emphatically in his hearing before the committee, 
to relieve the present dearth of officers and the prospective de- 
ficiency which will occur in the next few years unless we make 


| some provision now. 


Mr. STEELE. I should like to eee whether the various 
1as enumerated are to be 
appointed from the Navy, or, if not all, how many of them and 


from what class? Is it provided that civilians shall be ap- 


| pointed? 


Mr. FOSS. Well, in the Marine Corps they are taken from 


| civil life when the supply from the Academy has been exhausted. 
Last year we recommended a provision to | 


Mr. STEELE. And the rest, the engineer officers and the pay 
officers, are they to come from the Navy? 

Mr. FOSS. They would be taken from civil life. 

Mr. HULL. Let me put one question to the gentleman from 
Illinois. Has he or his committee ever considered the advisabil- 


mittee of the Whole, ‘‘ Unless you provide for an increase in the ! ity of bringing in legislation independently of the appropriation 
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bill? I see that this bill is full of new legislation. In other 
wor.ls, you concentrate all the legislation for the Navy and the 
Marine Corps on an appropriation bill. I should like to suggest 
that it is impossible for Congress to give very much consideration 
to it in that way, and to ask if the gentleman has not considered 
the advisability of doing as the other committees do—bring in 
these measures as independent measures, so that they may be 
considered without tying up the appropriation bill or being sub- 
ject toa — of order? 

Mr. FOSS. I would say to my friend from Iowa that the 
committee considered that matter, and they are of the opinion 
that it is better and wiser to have these matters considered by 
special bills, rather than upon the appropriation bill; but this 
year, owing to the pressure which has been upon the committee 
for the consideration of many matters, it was deemed advisable 
to ask the Committee on Rules for a rule allowing the considera- 
tion of this matter, which was so important and so pressing, and 
the Committee on Rules reported this morning, probably in the 
absence of the gentleman, and passed a rule allowing a considera- 
tion of the increase in the number of officers, in connection with 
this bill. But as to the general proposition which the gentleman 
advances, I believe that our appropriation bills should be kept as 
free as possible from new legislation. I think that is the opinion 
of the committee. 

Mr. HULL. Iam glad of it. 

Mr. FOSS. Now. Mr. Chairman, there is one other matter to 
which I would like to call the attention of the House, and that is 
a matter which is perhaps of greater interest to the people at 
large in the consideration of this bill than anything else, and that 
is the naval programme. 

This year the committee recommend the building of three first- 
class seagoing battle ships, one armored cruiser, and two training 
ships. The cost of these vessels when completed will amount in 
round numbers to about $30,000,000. This is about the same pro- 
gramme in sizeas the one which passed the House last year in the 
naval appropriation act. But you will recall, however, that in- 
stead of three battle ships we provided for two battle ships last 
year, and instead of one armored cruiser asked for this year, we 
provided for two. 

Now, I do not know that I care to say anything further in rela- 
tion to the appropriation bill at this time, but as these different 
provisions come up in the course of debate, I shall be pleased to 
give what little information I possess to the members of the com- 
mittee, if called upon. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask my colleague upon the commit- 
tee [Mr. TATE] if he is ready to go on with the general debate. 

-apers were presented by Mr. Foss as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 
OFFICE OF NAVAL INTELLIGENCE, 
Washington, D. C., January 2, 1903. 

DEAR Srr: Referring to your letter of December 17, 1902, requesting a 
statement as to foreign naval programmes, I have the honor to forward here- 
with the desired memorandum. 
ing the number and displacement of vessels of different classes, built and 
building, for the principal naval powers, which has been corrected up to 
November 30, 1902. 

A valuable chart showing graphically the policy of the leading naval powers 
of building ships in homogeneous groups or otherwise, has been sent to the 
Scientific American for publication and will probably reach you in due time. 

Very respectfully, 
C. D. SIGSBEE, 
Chief Intelligence Officer. 
Hon. GEORGE EpMuND Foss, M. C., 


Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 





MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION—FOREIGN NAVAL PROGRAMMES, 


OFFICE OF NAVAL INTELLIGENCE, 
January 2, 1903. 
Hon. GrorGE EpMuND Foss, M. C., 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives: 


Austria.—Three battle ships of 10,600 tons displacement each are proposed. 
One of these has been laid down. The budget of 1902-8 includes 2 monitors 
for the defense of the Danube, and 5 patrol boats. 

England.—The new vessels authorized by the budget of 1902-3 are 2 battle 
ships, 2 armored cruisers, 2 third-class cruisers, 4 scouts, 9 destroyers, 4 tor- 
pedo boats, and 4 submarines. 


F'rance.—The new vessels authorized are 1 battle ship, 2 armored cruisers, | 


2 destroyers, and 16 torpedo boats. 
for 3 battle ships to be laid down in 1903, and orders were to be placed for 13 
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| Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) | 





In addition, I forward a printed list show- | 


In addition, material was to be ordered | 


submarines, with the understanding that they should not be begun until | 


1908. A change in the ministry of marine resulted in the countermanding of 
the order for the 3 battle ships to be laid down in 1908, and the matter is still in 
abeyance. Public opinion is in favor of their being reinserted in the budget. 

Germany.—The new vessels authorized are 2 battle ships, 1 armored cruiser, 


8 smal! cruisers, 1 gunboat (extra to programme), 1 division (6) of destroyers, 


and 1 gunboat for service in Chinese rivers. 

Italy.—The Italian budget for 1902-8 provides for the laying down of 3 bat- 
tle ships, 2 colliers, 2 destroyers, 1 submarine, 4 seagoing torpedo boats, and 
l repair ship. 

Japon.— The programme for new construction in Japan is at present con- 
fined to cruisers and torpedo boats, to be built at home yards. new build- 
ing programme, covering the period 1904-1907, and now under consideration, 
provides for 4 battle a, 2 armored cruisers, 4 protected cruisers, 15 tor- 
pedo boat destroyers, and 50 torpedo boats. 

Russia.—No plan has been formed for the building of new ships beyond 
the varrying out of the programme of 1899, There have been laid down under 
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this yeegremmne 7 battle ships, of which 6 have been launched. There are now 
building in Russian shipyards 5 protected cruisers, of which 4 have been 
launched. 
C. D. SIGSBEE. 
Chief Intelligence Officer. 
Number and displacement of vessels of different classes built and building for 
he principal naval powers November 30, 1902. 
UNITED STATES. 


Built.| ‘Tons, | Build- 




















Type. ing. Tons. 
Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) - 10 | 132,329 9 131, 200 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- | 
TG te nin ccegbneindatdeleineakesen 10 j} 41,002 2 6, 428 
EEE 2} 17,415 8 111, 800 
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 
Raa, Seaitecas on citeies Menlisebedllia angie 2; 14,750 8 28, 880 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 
ia iS ale acai alideia initia Sieideeh 12 47,100 6 18, 600 
Unprotected and partially protected 
cruisers (above 1,000 toms) -........----.-. 23 SOUT Batis CandBeddeionostan 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons and of or | 
I 6 | Se eae 
Torpedo-boat destroyers. -_.......-.-.--...- 12 | 5, 259 4 1,620 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons) -| 25 8,913 5 1,116 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 | 
| REARPRE tYRRA A ee | 6 cata tedienteans 
I I iincincictncdincews ccsvcscces 1) 75 | 7 | 840 
aes i diaiiceieh ehieeaiiia abbas 
Total displacement .................. 109 | 278,259 | 4 300, 484 





Total built and building............. 153—578,743 tons. 


GREAT BRITAIN. 

















41} 551,160 ll 167,750 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- 
icra a a eh ae 5 ED ican diene accaean ances 
i a eeienes 17 | 158,300 20 205, 700 
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 
Ol a ch eR act 21 SY Dh cetkacmet naninh salute 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 
OE Sh iinicn inane aetna sen eabgnese-sieds 52 | 228, 480 4| 17,760 
Unprotected and partially protected | 
cruisers (above 1,000 tons) ..............- 48 | 105,630 2 | 1,140 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons and of or 
oO ee. a eee S84 Neate 
Torpedo-boat desttoyers..........--...---- 108 | 35,066 | 23 11, 455 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons) - 19 2,971 | 9 1,746 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 | 
a seminal 151 GD Pech tei itauettocas 
See Rees Dt denteaunt | 9 1,305 
Total displacement -................- 546 /1, 401,018 | 78 406, 856 
Total built and building ............. 624—1,807,874 tons. 
FRANCE. 
Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons). 20 | 225, 687 | 6 | 87,780 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- | } 
nid ts nica garded meccahibiwin ound | 19 _ , ) ee ee 
i oo iar ctemuncenwdens cade 15 105, 324 10 110, 546 
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 | } 
a li te me dhe amen 4 I ibis taticaitaas ner eaterincas 
| Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 
sc Adhinindcdnacatdnecdanness 7 68, 783 1} 5, 595 
Unprotected and partially protected | 
cruisers (above 1,000 toms) ...........---. 18 Sidi cie ti gis 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons and of or | | 
I fo itt cca onda whindd anos 25 14,151 | i td 
Torpedo boat destroyers .................-. 16 | 4, 764 18 >, B88 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons) 38 5 Yee oo 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 
eee oe iin de cena tees cnwen 186 13, 379 | 26 2,319 
“SS ere 12 1,553 | 2 1, 704 
Total displacement ................-. 370 | 590,942 83 213, 332 
Total built and building -............ 453—804,274 tons. 
GERMANY. 
| Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons). 9 | 100,969 5 |} 62,779 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- | 
aan car eis eed tinted acene 23 110, 886 |...... late eee 
aa a ond 3 28,146 2 18, 238 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to | 
eel ead ania nae easeaend 10 50, 120 1} 3, 250 
Unprotected and partially protected | 
cruisers (above 1,000 tons) ..........-.-.-- 30 61, 250 5 18, 446 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons and of or 
CEE rae es 10 9,029 l 900 
Torpedo-boat destroyers. ..............---- 35 11,815 6 | 2,100 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons) . 47 Tee Paseoccc ea, 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 } | 
re eueminindinione 38 OP bxkseens OE 
Total displacement. -.................. 205 | 882,715 20 100,713 
Total built and building ............. 225—483,428 tons. 
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Number and displacement of vessels of foe classes built and building for 












































the principal naval powers Ni 80, 1902—Continued. 
JAPAN. 
Type. | Built. | Tons. _— Tons. 
Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons). 6 Ge Bie anacasbicendeusen 
Other battle shipsand coast-defense iron- 
at 0s a src dulicniaidh alee 2 OE aie inenei ls ieanetiiinal 
I I i ccmieal 7 60,600 |........ RRR 
Protected cruisers,second class (3,000 to 
NN EER 10 41, 226 2 6,730 
Unprotected and partially protected 
cruisers (above 1,000 tons) -..........-.-.- 14 25,570 |..... a 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons and of or 
above 400 tons) -.... ntsinisinanineeaneeeetineimads 12 I il a eerie 
rpedo-boat destroyers. ies 15 4,597 4 1,500 
Tor pe: do boats, first Class (above 100 tons). 18 1,240 6 900 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 
TOMS) ~~~ --- ---- en 2eee en eeee eee eee enn e en eeee| 58 | 4,302 | 10 850 
Total displacement ................-- | 142 | 22 | 9,980 
Total built and building --.-........... 164—248,008 tons. 
RUSSIA. 
| 
Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) -| 11 | 124,231 | s 105, 754 
Othe r battle ships and coast-defense iron- | 
clads ...... aa ee a 18 I idan eM circle cities 
Armored A aS ar ne | 8 OR a ee ea 
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 
NE eincisncnuape einconnb eg eatenetinnind 5 | 82,330 4 26, 340 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 
TR i iin Bd eb ieee 5! 18,612) 5 15, 200 
Unprotected and p: irtially protected | 
cruisers (above 1,000 tons) ..........-.... 8; 10,057 te ee = 1 ae 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons and of or | a 
atti ll | ae ee 
Torpedo-boat destroyers -.......-...------| 27 tb | 27 9, 374 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons) -| 39 | 4,670 10 1,500 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 
SRS, tee eee ee es 93 Ot Ike 
I a a a ! B tlichaines 
Total displacement .................. 220 351, 400 55 158, 168 
| } 
Total built and building --...........- 5—509,568 tons 
AUSTRIA. 
Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons).!........).......... | 2 | 21, 200 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- | j | 
i aati i tacit itl | 9 57, 430 | 2 16, 600 
Armored cruisers .....--..--------=-------- 2) 11,520 | 1 7, 300 
Protected cruisers -ond class (3,000 to | 
SS a See Sa Sa 2 RD Sates Pecks 
Unprotected and partially protected | 
cruisers (above 1,000 tons) .........-.-... | 8 I tee ho ae 
Gunb« mats (below 1,000 tons and of or 
I ill 10 al eit 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons) -| 6 iain ae lida a 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 | 
SI aisha sn 16h tla ieee et isaninden eveiiaibinhindiintings 63 EE Bak inindgidl attra aamoan 
Total displacement ................-- 100 | 162,985 5 | 45, 100 








Total built and building -...........- 105—148,085 tons. 


| 
| 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed bill and joint resolution of the following titles; in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

8. 6212. An act tocompensate the Old Point Comfort Improve- 
ment Company for the demolition and removal of the Hygeia 
Hotel property from the Government reservation at Old Point, 
Virginia; and 

S. R. 159. Joint resolution granting to the New York and New 
Jersey Railroad Company the right to construct and operate an 
underground railway under land owned by the United States in 
the city of New York. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

S. 4448. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Bas- 


| sett; 


S. 6063. An act granting an increase of pension to Orson Nick- 
erson; 

S. 6370. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice F, 
| Smalley; and 

S. 6653. An act granting a pension to Halvor Paulsen; and 

S. 7207. An act granting an increase of pension to May Mosher 
Chase. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 





the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
| 15659) granting a pension to Elise Sigel. 

The message , also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
| its amendment to the bill (H. R. 12098) to amend section 1 of the act 
| of Congress approved May 14, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act extending the 

homestead laws and providing for a right of way for railroads in 
the district of Alaska,’ disagreed to by the House of Represent- 
| atives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House, and had 
| appointed Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, Mr. GAMBLE, and Mr. Mo- 
LAURIN of Mississippi as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill of the following title in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 15804. An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904, and for other —. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

| H.R.17247. Anact granting a pension to Mary H. Rumple; and 
| H. R. 15767. An act to authorize Washington and Westmore- 
land counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to construct and 


| maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the State of 
| Pennsylvania. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 


| amendment bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
| of the House of Representatives was requested: 


ITALY. 

Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) -_} 9| 116,596 | 7 | 88, 553 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- | 

I eS Ri Me Ts bape oY 
ee eS eee 5| 31,891 1 7, 204 | 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to | 

I ie eetiaia alent a astilbin Dh FEB ctttndiciidccatos 
U aa 1 tected and partially protected | 

uisers (above 1,000 toms) .............-- 15 GR. BD Tasccones a ota 

Gu iboats (below 1,000 tons and of or 

RR a 16 iach etal 
Torpedo-boat destroyers...........-.-...--- 9 | 2,833 2 650 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons) -! 13 | 1,706 560 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 

I it ae 0 ee 124 adit cdccthes 
eimai Ran 1} 105 Bhi De dalpiainiitinen 


Total displacement...........-.---.-- 200 | 244,098 | 5 15 | 97,057 


Total built and building ............. 215—341,155 tons. 





N. B.—Vessels launched before 1878, unless | reconstruc ‘ted and rearmed, 
are not included in these lists. Unprotected cruisers and gunboats do not 
include converted merchant vessels or yachts. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask my colleague upon 
the committee [Mr. Tate] if he is ready to go on with the gen- 
eral debate? j 

Mr. TATE. I ask that my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
Rrxey] be recognized. 





H. R. 15520. An act to establish a standard of value and to pro- 


vide for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, the large amount carried by this 
bill, $79,000,000, does not, I think, indicate that the limit of ex- 
penditure for the naval establishment has been reached. The 
bill now carries about three times as great an amount as it did 
prior to the Spanish war, and notwithstanding the large amount 
it seems to me that the bills in the future will carry still larger 
appropriations. 

his is made manifest by the fact that this bill provides for 
doubling the number of cadets at Annapolis, and that it provides 
for doubling the Medical Corps. It provides for adding 50 per cent 
to the Paymaster Corps, 40 per cent to the Construction Corps, 
and it provides for an increase of officers in the higher grades. 

In addition to this, it provides for an increase in the number of 
meén in the Navy, as well as increase in the numberof men and 
officers in the Marine Corps. 

The rapid rate at which appropriations in the Navy have in- 
creased is well illustrated by a statement given us by the Bureau 
of Ordnance. Admiral O’Neil, the head of that Bureau, when 
before that committee, stated that in 1892 and 1893 the appropri- 
ation for the Ordnance Bureau, which did not include anything 
for construction or repair, was $180,000; for 1893 and 1894 it was 
$200,000; and it remained at $200,000 until 1898 and 1899, while 
now the ap sropriation is $1,500,000. 

The oss increase in expenditures for the Navy Department is 


also shown by the first three statements in the report of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs. Under ‘‘ Pay of the 


oe 


ane 
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Navy,” the estimates were $17,816,099, while the amount carried 
by this bill is $18,361,099.10. Under ‘‘ Bureau of Navigation,’’ the 
estimates were $1,157,125, while the amount carried in the bill is 
$1,575,723. Under “ Bureau of Ordnance,’’ the estimates were for 
$2,761,006.75, while the bill carries $3,061,006.75. In other words, 
the estimates made up to the 1st of December did not keep pace 
with the requirements for the appropriations, and the bill made 
up in January carries for a number of these bureaus larger ap- 
propriations than were estimated for. 

It is therefore manifest that we have to meet increased expendi- 
tures for the Navy in the future. This bill provides under the 
head of increase in the Navy, which applies more especially to 
the number of ships authorized, for three battle ships, one armored 
cruiser, and three smaller ships. It is a fact, Mr. Chairman, that 
we have already completed 9 battle ships of the first class and 
1 of the second class, and 2 armored cruisers. It is a striking 
fact that we are now building under authorizations already 
had as many battle ships as we have in commission. In other 
words, we are now building 10 battle ships, which will cost 
$75,000,000; we are now building 8 armored cruisers, whereas we 
have only 2 completed. These 8 will cost us $60,000,000, and the 
smaller craft now building will bring the grand total of cost up, 
for ships now building, to not less than $150,000,000. It is true 
that a portion of this money has been paid; but from the reports 
of the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs I take it that 
we still owe upon the authorizations for ships now building over 
$100,000,000. 

My view of this matter is that we can well wait until December 
before we authorize any more great ships. Two years ago in the 
short session of Congress the Committee on Naval Affairs brought 
inits bill,recommending the building of 2 battleships and 2 armored 
cruisers. I opposed the provision at that time, believing that we 
could well wait until the incoming Congress. Uponan amendment 
by the Senate that provision was struck out, and the Navy Depart- 
ment was instructed to furnish plans to the next session of Con- 
gress for these great ships. These ships were authorized, and for 
a short time thereafter it seemed to be the opinion of the people 
in authority that we would not authorize at this session of Con- 
gress any of these great ships. 

I remember when the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs of the House and the chairman of the Naval 
Affairs Committee of the Senate and the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Dayton] an influential member of the majority on 
the House Naval Affairs Committee, all gave out interviews 
during the maneuvers at Newport, R. I., in which they gave it as 
their opinion that Congress ought only to authorize the building 
of these great ships once during the life of a Congress, and that 
during the long session. I thought, after these interviews from 
these distinguished gentlemen, that we would not have this propo- 
sition here during the short session. I am somewhat at a loss to 
understand why it should now be insisted that, notwithstanding 
the fact that we are building ships costing $150,000,000, and are 
practically already doubling the number of great ships, as well as 
men, we must at this time authorize the building of four battle 
ships, because the armored cruiser costs as much as a battle ship 
and is such in everything except name. 

We are told, in some places, that it is because of the Venezuelan 
incident. Why, Mr. Chairman, Germany sent only acruiser there. 
Great Britain sent only a cruiser there. Tell me that we are to 
be frightened by a cruiser from a foreign country going to South 
American countries? In my judgment we have at this time as 
good a Navy as any upon the face of the earth; and I believe we 
are building now as fast as any other country except Great Brit- 
ain. * We have heard, in some places,a great deal said about the 
naval prowess of Germany, and it seems to me an effort has been 
made to prejudice the people of this country against that great 
people. Advantage seems to have been taken of the fact that Ger- 
many is increasing her navy to make it appear that she has de- 
signs upon this country. It is a well-known fact that so far as 
Great Britain is concerned she is bound to us by many ties which 
can not well be broken, and, so far as I am able to judge, there is 
no greater danger from Germany or any other foreign country 
than there is from Great Britain. 

Bat what is the armament of Germany? I have here a state- 
ment taken from the Philadelphia Inquirer of February 12, 1903. 
That paper has always been a consistent advocate of a great 
building a for the Navy. This statement shows a few 
figures which will suffice to make the situation clear: 

The German Naval Yearbook is good authority upon the question, and 


in its edition for 1902 it publishes some statistics which are to the point. Only 
ee ee and cruisers of over 5,000 tons not launched prior to 1882 are in- 
clu 


By 1906 England will have 57 battle ships, 52 of them over 10,000 tons, with 
an aggregate ene of 765,750 tons, and 70 large cruisers, 20 protected, 
with an aggregate displacement of 648,440 tons. This would make the aggre- 
Fit tonnage of the battle ships and cruisers comprised in the British navy 

414,190 tons. Now, look at the Navy of the United States: 


ep -~ 
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Assuming that the programme which has been adopted is fully carried cut, 
this country by the year 1906 will heve 20 battle ships, 19 of them over 10,000 


tons, which will aggregate 248,204 tons, and 16 cruisers, 13 protected, aggre- 
gating 176,155 tons. The total tonnage of the United States Navy will then 
»@ 424,449, or considerably less than one-third the tonnage of the navy of 
Great Britain. France with 32 battle ships and 28 cruisers, and Russia with 
25 battle ships and 18 cruisers, will be ahead of us, while Germany, with 19 
battle ships and 11 cruisers, will not be far behind. It must be remembered, 
however, that the German naval programme will not have been carried out 
as soon as 1906. When it shall have been executed, Germany at the present 
rate of progress will be ahead. At this time that country and the United 
States as respects their naval strength stand close together, each being mate- 
rially behind Great Britain, Russia, and France. 

We have now already eompleted 10 battle ships. We are build- 
ing 10 more and 8 armored cruisers. In other words, we are 
building 18 great war ships, and I do not believe that there is any 
other nation, with the exception, possibly, of Great Britain, which 
has as many of such ships now building. 

Something has been said about the opinion of the honorable 
Secretary of the Navy. The Secretary of the Navy, in regard to 
this building programme, when asked his opinion, stated that it 
was simply a question with him as to whose opinion he should 
adopt. He said: 

Oh, of course, when I talk about my opinion it is a question of whose opin- 
ion I should take or adopt. I cannot have any opinion that is worth very 
much. Having looked the whole question over, I think the opinion of the 
board is correct that we ought toduplicatethe programme. There are many 
officers who believe that instead of building battle ships of the Connecticut 
type of 16,000 tons we should build them of 12,000 or 13,000 tons of the Maine 
type. If this committee wishes to modify it in that respect, I have no objec- 

10n. 

I have seen it stated if these ships are authorized it is the inten- 
tion of the Department to build them upon the identical planswhich 
were adopted two years ago. I am not in favor of continuing 
the building of great battle ships upon old plans. I believe there 
ought to be some improvement, and my judgment is that instead 
of adopting this provision directing the building of these ships 
we ought to call upon the Navy Department for plans and speci- 
fications upon which the ships can be authorized at the next ses- 
sion of Congress. 

This bill provides for battle ships which shall be of 16,000 tons 
displacement. The Secretary of the Navy says that the Depart- 
ment is divided in its opinion as to whether we ought to build 
the 16,000-ton battle ships or types of the 12,000 or 13,000 ton. 

I would ask, Mr. Chairman, why this great haste in the build- 
ing of battle ships? We have been going on year after year 
authorizing the building of battle ships and making no provision 
for officers for these ships. It takes as long to educate an officer 
as it does to build a battle ship. For many years we have au- 
thorized no officers; but almost every year we are authorizing the 
building of great battle ships. Why isit? I do not know; but 
this is a significant fact, that for four great ships an appropria- 
tion of $30,000,000 is required, and that the $30,000,000 go practi- 
cally to two sources—about one-half to the shipbuilders and the 
other half to the armor-plate manufacturers. Year after year 
we authorize the ships and make the great appropriations. But 
after these great ships are authorized there does not seem to be 
any very great haste in their completion. 

From the report of the Chief of the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair I find that the battle ship Maine was seventeen months 
over her contract limit for completion. I find that the Missouri 
is already twenty months behind. I find that the Ohio is twenty- 
nine months behind the contract limit. I find that the Virginia 
is thirteen months behind. I find that the Nebraskais ten months, 
the Georgia twelve months, and the New Jersey ten months behind, 
and so on with other ships. 

Furthermore, I find from the hearings that there is a penalty 
of $300 a day attached to the contract for a failure to complete 
within the time, but Admiral Bowles, Chief of Construction and 
Repair, says that this penalty has never been enforced, and yet 
we are year after year authorizing the building of ships. We 
can not delay for six months for fear, forsooth, some disaster may 
happen to this country! Yet after the contract is let these con- 
tractors are anywhere from ten to twenty months behind in the 
time for the completion of their contracts. 

Solongasthisis the case, is there any necessity for this great and 
ill-considered haste in the authorization of battle ships? My own 
view is to wait until December and begin with the new Congress 
upon plans to be furnished us, and then decide what shall be the 
number of ships to be then authorized. I know, however, Mr. 
Chairman, that my protest in this respect amounts to nothing 
I very well remember that two years ago the distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, stated that while he would support the authori- 
zation for ships carried by that bill, in his judgment when those 
ships were authorized we would then have reached, in his opinion, 
the size of the Navy that was necessary for the needs of this coun- 
try. And yet, since that time, with no justification for change of 
opinion, I believe that the overwhelming sentiment of this House 
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is not only for these ships carried in this bill, but for the con- 
tinuation of this programme almost indefinitely. 

My own judgment is that we have built and are building as 
fast as, if not faster than, the needs of the Government require. 
With 20 battle ships, 10 armored cruisers, and a great number of 
smaller fighting craft, we have already as great a navy as this 
country requires. To man and officer these ships it will take, in- 
cluding the Marine Corps, about 50,000 men. 

I do not care, Mr. Chairman, to say more on this subject. I 
realize that my views are not in this respect in accord with the 
majority of this House, but being convinced that there is no more 
necessity for a navy of more than 50,000 men than there is for an 
army of more than 50,000 men, I shall vote at this time against 
the authorization of these great battle ships. [Applause.] Mr. 
Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, in the absence of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Foss], the chairman of the committee, 
and acting in his stead, I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAms]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois did not con- 
sume the whole of his time, and the Chair will recognize anyone 
to whom the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] may 
assign the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, as one of the Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution, representing this House on the board of 


| nually be expended for its support. 





to the East. There are great iron works there, which are supply- 
ing for that section railroad rails and machinery, the cost of 


| which, if the expense of transportation were added to the cost of 


manufacture in the far East, would be practically prohibitory. 
Surely, Mr. Chairman, the money expended in geological sur- 
vey has been of practical use, and has brought back a return that 


| mounts into the millions, and is beyond human computation. 


In regard to the Museum itself, the gentleman says that it 
would be of great interest to all, that it should be maintained and 
handsomely housed, but he does not see why $175,000 should an- 
Why, Mr. Chairman, if I 
thought fora moment that the great National Museum was 
simply a place of amusement for the people who come to Wash- 
ington, I would not only be unwilling to serve on the Board of Re- 
gents, but I would oppose the appropriation of a single dollar for 
that institution. It costs $170,000 a year because the great col- 
lections that have been gathered there from all over the country 
at vast expense to the Government would be useless to science 
and scientific students if they were not properly arranged and 
classified and put in such order that those who seek information, 
not amusement, could have free access to them and find them 
properly arranged. 

I am glad tosay that the Board of Regents have submitted, and 


| it will be put on the appropriation bill in the Senate, and will 


|} come to the House, an appropriation of $1,500,000 or $3,000,000 


that institution, I take this, the first, opportunity to reply to some | 


remarks made during the consideration of the sundry civil bill 
by the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GIL- 
LETT] relating to that institution, its management, and the various 
scientific bureaus under its control. 

The gentleman prefaced his remarks with a confession that he 
Was a novice on that committee, and he undertook, as he said, 


for a new building. I shall ask the earnest support of my col- 
leagues for that appropriation, because these specimens that have 
been gathered at such great expense are now actually going to 
decay for the want of proper space and proper care and a build- 


| ing of sufficient size which should be waterproof, something the 
| present building is not, in order that they may be properly pro- 
| tected. 


simply to give the impressions which he had gained during the | 


first year of his service. Had the gentleman used his ‘* new 
broom ”’ to stir up a little dust which may have accumulated on 


| ical Survey. 


the machinery of the Smithsonian Institute, I should have been | 


in hearty sympathy with him; for Iam frank to confess that under 
the management of the amiable gentleman, as he described the 
distinguished secretary who presides over that institution, I think, 
and confess as a member of the board, that there is some ground 
for criticism. But the gentleman left the dust still settled in the 
various cracks and crevices, and attacked the institution as a 
whole, together with the object and utility of the various bureaus 
under its jurisdiction. Iam somewhat surprised at such criticism 
coming from a gentleman whois an accomplished graduate of two 
of New England’s most distinguished colleges—surprised that he 
should have seen fit to criticise the ‘‘ uselessness’’ of science, and 
take the position that the institution should neither be encouraged 
nor supported by the Government's supervision or appropriations 
for that purpose. 

The gentleman said: 

There is another whole series of expenditures which attracted my atten- 
tion in the appropriations for the Geological Survey and the Smithsonian 
Museum. I confess it does not seem to me that such expenditures are war- 
ranted for scientific researches which do not promise any direct material 
advantage. 

Mr. Chairman, it was my great privilege to be a member of the 
Geological Survey for five years. 
over thirty years—when the preliminary explorations and surveys 
were opening up the great Territories then of Idaho, Montana, 
Wyoming, Utah, New Mexico, and Colorado. 

Sir, there never was money expended by the United States that 
ever brought back such material returns as the money that was 
expended in that survey. It directed attention to and opened up 
the agricultural lands and the mining regions—pointed them out 
to those who were about to take their course westward and settle. 
Those territories have now become great and flourishing States, 
guided and directed to a great extent by the reports that were 
furnished by that ‘‘ useless ’’ geological survey. hy, Mr. Chair- 
man, the results are simply colossal. It is not necessary for me 
to dwell upon them when I am addressing Representatives sitting 
here from the very States whose settlement, when they were but 
Territories, was guided under the exploration and practical infor- 
mation of this survey. 

I am afraid to turn to the exploration of the Yellowstone Park, 
which has preserved those great physical wonders to our country, 
because the practical gentleman from Massachusetts would have 
no sympathy with the pleasure and the instruction obtained for 
our people by preserving the wonders and the fast dying out spe- 
cies of game in that park. I will ask him to turn his view from 
the curling columns of steam of the geysers in a southerly direc- 
tion, where he will encounter the smoke rising from the smoke- 
stacks of the Colorado Coal and Fuel Company, and I will say to 
him that when I was a member of the'survey in that section the 
preliminary geological reports on the coal and iron fields of that 
section were made by this ‘ useless’’ survey. To-day Pueblo is 
to the far West what Birmingham is to the South and Pittsburg 





I was there a long time ago— | 





The gentleman objects to the appropriation of $40,000 a year 
for the Bureau of Ethnology. This is a branch under the Geolog- 
It is purely histori¢al and genealogical, I admit, in 


its character. It may not bring any practical returns, but it has 


| to do with a question that interests all the men on this earth far 


more than science, far more than practical utility. That is the 
question of how we come to be here, where we came from, and 
what is the history, from an ethnological standpoint, of our 
country, who were the American Indians, what relation they 
have to Holy Scripture, what relation they have to the history of 
man in general. The sum asked is not a large sum. The re- 
search is purely scientific, I will admit, but it is nota work which 
could be expected to be carried on by private enterprise. It in- 
terests and benefits all the people of the country. It strikes me 
that it is a proper function of government, and one that should 
be carried on. 

The gentleman criticises the item of $10,000 annually for the 
Paleontological Bureau. That is a practical branch of geology. 
Geological formation can not be interpreted, nor can its history 
be written, except through a study of the fossils. The practical 
side to this is that when great engineering problems come to be 
carried out, when tunnels are to be built and shafts are to be 
sunk, a knowledge of the nature of the soil and of the rock is abso- 
lutely essential. It has apractical side which is worth the money 
over and over again. 

The gentleman criticises the appropriation of $15,000 for astro- 
physical research. Mr. Chairman,so much has come of practical 
utility from what was originally abstract study of science that 
nobody can pronounce what is useless or what will be useful. I 
am afraid the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT], if 
he had seen the great Franklin breasting the thunderstorm and 
flying his kite in the noise and roar thereof, and amid the shoot- 
ing lightning, might have thought he was toying with a useless 
science. Yet I doubt not that when the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts prepared his remarks he did it with the aid of the elec- 
tric light, which would not have been at his command had it not 
been for that abstract study of science by Franklin. 

The one branch of science about which we probably know less 
than any other is the relation of the sun to the earth. We have 
now great atmospheric disturbances. We have hurricanes that 
sweep the country, entailing great loss of life and terrible loss of 
property. We can not understand their origin or know whither 
they will take their course. So also with respect to the effect of 
the heat coming from the sun and the analysis of its rays. What 
may come from that in time no man can tell. It is a proper 
function of government, in my judgment, to carry on those re- 
searches. We are now using electricity for heat and other prac- 
tical purposes. Who knows but some inventor may discover 
how to gather and concentrate the heat from the sun? Then we 


will have no trouble from grasping corporations or striking min- 
ap eee the supply will be unlimited and within the reach 
of all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored to call the attention of 
the House to the great work that is carried on by the Smithsonian 
It was endowed, I am almost ashamed to say, not 


Institution. 
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by an American, but by a lover of science who was an English- 
man, a man who left his large fortune to this country for the dif- 


fusion and spread of knowledge among mankind. The Board of 
Regents is trying to carry out that object in its literal and inter- 
preted sense. We are also trying to conduct, both scientifically 
and practically, the various Government bureaus which have 
been put under our charge. 

I am frank to say there has not been that energy in the Board of 
Regents which is desirable, but there is a movement now on foot 
which shows activity. In fact, it is so active that some of us were 
almost frightened when at the end of the annual meeting we ad- 
journed to meet again—something which has not happened in the 
six years during which I have had the honor to serve on the Board 
of Regents. We think that the great collections in that institu- 
tion must be housed in a fine, large building and we feel they 
must be arranged and classified and properly taken care of by 
ersinent curators. 
logical Survey, in conjunction- with the main one, should be car- 
ried on to a useful conclusion, and we ask that the House give 
that support to the institution in the future which it has always 
done in the past. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. GARDNER of New 
Jersey having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a mes- 
sage from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16567) making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 380, 1904. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 7043) 


to establish a light-house depot for the second light-house district, 
Boston Harbor, Mass. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 108) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase additional ground for the post-office, court-house, and cus- 


We feel that the various bureaus in the Geo- | 





tom-house at Jacksonville, Fla. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I fear this 
onslaught upon me by the gentleman from Pennsylvania in this 
an House will blast my reputation if I do not give a word 
of reply. 

I can not expect to attain the eminence in all the branches of 
science which distinguishes him, and yet I do not wish to admit 
that I have that hostility to scientific attainment and improve- 
ment which his remarks would indicate. 

When I spoke the other day I appreciated the fact that I prob- 
ably should draw criticism upon my remarks from some of these 
branches of the Government that were reaching, as I suggested, 
into the Treasury, but I did not think at the time that I was 
touching my friend from Pennsylvania. 

As he was extolling the usefulness of the Geological Survey it oc- 
curred to me that probably his first assistance from the National 
Government—and I must admit that all he has received from 
the Government he has more than repaid by his services—was as 
a member of the Geological Survey. And while I thought that I 





could, with impunity, criticise paleontology and ethnology and 
the Smithsonian Institution without touching the personality of 
any member of this House, I find I was mistaken; and it is really 
inconvenient that we should have in the House a member whois 
so distinguished in all scientific lines as our friend from Pennsyl- 
vania, so that I can not criticise any of these bureaus without 
having it appear to be a personal attack upon him and have it 
resented. 

I knew the gentleman was distinguished as a diplomatist. I 
knew that he was distinguished in international law, but it did 
not occur to me at the time I spoke that he, like Edmund Burke, 
had made all knowledge his ore and that he was as familiar 
and intimate with paleontology as with international law and 
See usages. I am very glad to welcome and recognize his 
lofty attainments in these unusual pursuits. And yet I do not 
wish him to impute to me, from his superior standing ground, 
hostility to them. I did not attack science. I do not at all deny 
the utility of science. The gentleman illustrates it. But I simply 
think that it is not a part of the business of the Government to 
spend its money in advancing science unless it has some practical, 
material benefit. 

The gentleman intimates that the great discoveries and devel- 
opment of our Western States come from geological researches. 
I do not agree with him upon that. I think the coal fields of 
Colorado would have been discovered without any geological sur- 


lead mines have come from scientific research. It is the inherent, 
selfish, insatiable energy of the American people to make discov- 
eries which will better themselves that have developed our coun- 
try. It has not generally been the scientists who have made the 
money. As far as I know, my friend from Pennsylvania has never 
coined his scientific attainments into wealth. Nor is it the scien- 
tists, as a rule, who make the discoveries of mines and coal fields 
which materially benefit the country. Itisthe hard-working men 
who are out on the pioneer line making discoveries for themselves. 
And therefore I think we should trust them for the development 
of the country and that that is the way in which it will be best 
developed. 

I do not believe paleontology and ethnology, which my friend 
so eloquently and enthusiastically describes—although 1 admire 
the intellect which is able to find pleasure in those studies—are 
so materially advantageous to the country that we ought to ap- 
propriate for them from the public Treasury. At the same time 
I do heartily agree with the desirability of them, and I recognize 
what my friend so well and eloquently expressed, the value of 
them to the world. I have no doubt he finds them of great value 
himself. I have no doubt that in the long evenings, when we 
perhaps suppose that he is getting relaxation from the intricate 


| problems of international law which absorb his time, that he 


is really in his room communing with ichthyosauria and megathe- 
riums, and going back to his younger scientific days, where his 
imagination revels, and where he finds that real intellectual 
pleasure which his nature craves and the fruits of which we all 
enjoy. 

Me. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman and I are to- 
gether about three evenings a week, we spend our time very 
profitably together. 

Mr. MANN. Profitably to which one? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It occurs to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that perhaps I have occasionally misjudged my friend, and 
when I have sometimes seen him here with the dreamy, senti- 
mental look in his eyes, which I perhaps thought were turned 
upon the gallery and found their inspiration there, I was mis- 
taken, and that really he was ina reverie, and had returned in 
fancy to his favorite realms of the Eocene and Silurian ages, and 
was indulging himself in that intellectual enjoyment which is so 
very much to his credit, and which I have no doubt strengthens 
his action and influence on this floor. 

Now, I shall endeavor in future to give him full credit for these 
ursuits. I trust that science will still to high intellects give re- 
axation and pleasure, and I have no doubt but that in that way 

the world will be advanced. Ido not decry it. I do not wish it 
should be diminished. I recognize the enthusiasm of scientists 
as inspiring perhaps the highest intellectual effort which we have 
and I would be the last one to criticise it. The only criticism I 
made the other day and the only one which I wish to stand by 
now is not that it is not most creditable to the persons who engage 
in it, not that it is not most useful to civilization and humanity, 
but that it is not one of the practical purposes for which the 
United States of America was organized and to which our Treas- 
ury should be devoted. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know of anyone who de- 
sires to speak on this side of the Chamber. I ask my colleague on 
the committee if he desires to speak. 


[Mr. VANDIVER addressed the committee. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire at 
this time to submit some remarks, not upon the pending bill, but 
upon another question of much public interest. The question 
that I shall discuss for a while is that of the ownership of the 
Isle of Pines. This is a matter of concern to quite a number of 
citizens of the United States who have, since the ratification of 
the treaty with Spain, gone forward with the idea that that island 
belonged, under the treaty, to the United States. They have made 
investments to a considerable sum in the lands of that island and 
are entitled, as they think, and as I shall contend, to the protection 
of our Government, which they are not now receiving. 

At the outset of what I shall say, Mr. Chairman, I want to dis- 
claim here and now any partisanship or any intention to present 
this question from the standpoint of politics. It is a question 
which belongs to us as American citizens, and not as members of 
any political organization. The contention I make is that that 
island, under the treaty of Spain, belongs to the United States. 
The people who have gone there and invested their means—citi- 
zens of the United States—were warranted in the opinion that the 
territory belonged to our Government, and that they would be 
protected in all their rights as citizens of this Government in in- 
vesting their money inthatisland. They have not been protected. 
They are not now being protected in their property and in their 
rights as citizens of the United States in that territory, which, I 
say, belongs tous. On the other hand, Cuba is exercising sover- 


See Appendix. ] 


vey. Ido not think our gold mines or our silver mines or our ' eignty over that island and is oppressing American citizens, who 
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are lawfully there, by severe exactions, as I shall show. Before 
I proceed further, I desire, Mr. Chairman, to have read, in my 
time, three*petitions or memorials, signed by several hundred 
citizens of the United States now in that island. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 


A MEMORIAL OF AMERICAN CITIZENS OF THE UNITED STATES RESIDING ON 
THE ISLE OF PINES. 


Srr: Your memorialists, numbering 300 American citizens, residing on the 
Isle of Pines, and who own more than one-half of the island, make the fol- 
lowing prayer: First, relief from the present government of the Isle of 
Pines, and, second, that the island be retained as a part of the territory of 
the United States. 

In respect to the first, it may be said that there is no rene on the 
Isle of Pines. There isan alcalde and seven policemen and aclerk to a judge, 
whose office is in Habana Province, Cuba. The official actions of all these are 
governed by officers residing on the island of Cuba. As a matter of fact, 
there is no need of the presence of the alcalde and the policemen and clerk on 
the island, for the reason that the moral influence of the Americans is domi- 
nant and quite sufficient to maintain order. The clerk referred to has no 
jurisdiction nor powers which will enable him to transact any business of 
conseguence to the residents of the island. 

Almost the entire business that would come before a governmental officer 
has been the conveyance of land, the paymentof taxes, and such acknowledg- 
ments as might be taken before a notary public. Yet whenever this business 
had to be attended to it was necessary to travel to the province of Habana, 
which required several days and entailed considerable expense, a hardshi 
which many Americans have found it hard to bear. But this hardship is 
less burdensome and less objectionable than the greed shown by Cuban 
officials in the exaction of unreasonable fees for the performance of the sim- 
»lest official acts. The experience of one of our American colonists, Mr.S. H. 

-earcy. vice-president of the Isle of Pines Improvement Company, fully illus- 
trates this. e had purchased a tract of land and was compelled to go to 
Bijucal, Cuba, where the records of the Isle of Pines are kept, to have the 
conveyance of the property made. : 

Owing to the procrastination of the Cuban officials he was unable to have 
the necessary papers executed for nearly four months, during which time he 
made ten trips from the Isle of Pines to Bijucal, which cost him about $300. 
In addition to this vexatious delay and unnecessary expense, he was com- 
pelled to pay the Cuban a for drawing the deed. Under the law no 
one but a notary can draw a deed in Cuba. He was then compelled to pay 
$1,160 to the recorder for recording the papers. Then he was forced to pay 1 
per cent onall amounts of money sta in the papers, the purchase price of 
the property, all mortgages, etc., and then taxes amounting to $1,310.08. The 
total cost of obtaining a simple conveyance of this one piece of property was 
nearly $4,000. Undera rational and just system of government on the island 
nothing like this would be possible. Besides, the fees and taxes collected un- 
der an American government would be applied to improvements on the 
island. As it is now, Americans es fot on the island are taxed 
a representation, and money exac from them is used in no way for 
their benefit. 

It certainly could not have been contemplated by the United States Gov- 
ernment, when the instruction was given to General Wood, dated May 16, 
1902, to continue “the — government of the Isle of Pines as a de facto 

overnment,” that it should continue any longer than was necessary for the 

»partment of State to take up the matter and formulate a new and better 
government for the island. 

The War Department relinquished control of the Isle of Pines when the 
island of Cuba was turned over to the Cuban Government, although it is 
respectfully submitted that this was not at all necessary, for the law officer 
of the War Department had explicitly recommended that an “arrangement 
should be male to station troops on said island before withdrawal from 
Cuba” (see telegram of Acting Secretary of War to Root, Secretary of War, 
Habana, Cuba, April 26, 1902). But the War Department did relinquish con- 
trol of the Isle of Pines without stationing troops there in pursuance of the 
advice given by the law officer of that Department. It was believed that 
the State Department would immediately take up the administration of 

overnment on the island, which, however, it failed to do, and the island has 
Coen left without government and the prey of Cuban officials since May 2), 
1902. 

Prior to that time the government of the island was essentially under the 
administration of the War Department as represented in Governor-General 
Wood. This was the government that must have been referred to as the 
“present government” in the order of transfer which should be continued 
as a de facto government on the island. Had that government been con- 
tinued as the de facto government, your memorialists would have no cause 
of complaint. But it was not. Instead, an entirely new government was 
instituted, provided for in the constitution of Cuba, rea the 
fact that article 6 of the Platt amendment in terms omits the Isle of Pines 
from the “proposed constitutional boundaries of Cuba.” Thus the scope 
and meaning of the order of transfer are disre ed and the act of eo 
violated. hy this anomalous and remarkable condition of things has n 
allowed to continue month after month in the face of appeals and prayers 
and protests. made in writing to the United States Government by 200 
American citizens, who are entitled to the protection of their Government, 
is inexplicable. How much longer will this condition be allowed to continue? 

It is difficult to understand how, under the cession of the island to the 
United States by Spain, and in the light of the Platt amendment omitting 
the island from the proposed constitutional boundaries of Cuba, any declara- 
tion of transfer coal be held legal which turned over the island, even tem- 
porarily, to the Cuban Government. This would be essentially a repeal of 
the act of Congress and an abrogation of the terms of the treaty by an ad- 
ministrative officer. No power, save the Congress itself, could do this le- 

liy. Yet the order of the Secretary of War accomplished this very thing. 

n elfect, it placed the Isle of Pines, which had _ been omitted by an act of 
Congress from the proposed constitutional boundaries of Cuba, within those 
boundaries, and it is there now. It is not only there by virtue of the declara- 
tion of transfer, but by express language of the Cuban constitution, Chapter 
VI, thereby violating the act of Congress approved March 2, 1901. 

About May 1, 1902, Mr. J. C. Tichner and Mr. 8. H. Pearcy, and others, had 
an interview with General Wood in Habana, in which the latter stated em- 

haticaliy that it would not do to turn the Isle of Pines over to the Cuban 

overnment, for the reason that it would be a violation of the Platt amend- 
ment, as well as be do violence to the rights of the Americans on the 
island. He further sta that it was his intention to send a small military 
force over to the island to administer affairs there until something else was 
done to give the island a suitable form of government. The assurances 
given by ood were communicated to the Americans on the island. 
and great rejoicing followed. This rejoicing was turned into sorrow and 
depression by what actually occurred. 

n respect to the second Bete your memorialists beg to say that in lo- 
cating on the Isle of Pines y relied upon the terms of the treaty of Paris 


affecting this island, to wit: ‘‘Spain relinquishes all claim of sovereignty 


over and title to Cuba * * * and cedes to the United States the 
island of Porto Rico and other islands now under Spanish sovereignty in the 
West Indies.” They relied not alone upon their own interpretation of the 
treaty, but also upon the interpretation of it given out by the War Depart- 
ment. August 10, 1899, George Bridges wrote to that Department as follows: 

‘‘Tam seeking information respecting the Isle of Pines. Does it come in 
as Porto Rico, or under same conditions as Cuba? I expect to go there in 
November, and for this information I would thank you in advance.” 

The War Department replied, under date of August 14, 1899, as follows: 

“Referring to your communication of August 10 instant, soliciting infor- 
mation respecting the Isle of Pines, Iam directed by the Assistant Secretary 
of War toadvise you that this island was ceded by Spain tothe United States, 
and is, therefore, a part of our territory, although it is attached at present 
to the division of Cuba for governmental purposes. A copy of ‘The Isle of 
Pines’ is inclosed for your information, and you are advi that the disposi 
tion of public lands must await the action of Congress. 


“Very respectfully. 
, “JOHN J. PERSHING, 
“ Assistant Adjutant-General.” 


This was ee as sufficient. Theisland had been ceded by Spain to the 
United States. The War Department, which had administrative control of 
the island, had declared that it was a “ part of our territory.” Relyin == 
this statement, your memorialists, numbering over 300, emigrated to the Isle 
of Pines, purchased land, and immediately began improvements on the same, 
recisely as they would have done had they removed to any other territo 
velonging to the United States. They sought the genial climate, the ric 
soil, the fine timber, and the other advantages offered on the island. Under 
the circumstances they assuredly had a right to go there as American citi- 
zens, and they also had a right, as they now have, to expect full protection 
of life, liberty, and property under the flag of their country. These people 
are bona fide citizens of the United States. They have no purpose of ex- 
— themselves, and they now appeal to their own Government not to 
some a party to any act or treaty that will force expatriation upon them. 

American citizens have acquired most of the land on the island. There 
are not to exceed twenty natives who are landed proprietors on the island. 
More of the island is owned by nonresident Spaniards and Cubans than by 
native residents. The public land does not exceed 20,000 acres. Hence the 
larger part of the island belongs to citizens of the United States, who pur- 
chased it from private individuals, and have made and are making substan- 
tial improvements upon it. Consequently the turning over of the island to 
Cuba would not only be giving that Government the control of the island 
but would be placing under its absolute control a colony of 300 citizens o 
the United States, together with all of their interests, who are thus forced 
out of their own country, driven from under their own flag, deprived of 
the value of their property without hope of compensation, and many of them 
ane to wantand misery. Can the United States Government afford to 

0 this? 

Your memorialists have reason to rely upon statements current in Cuba 
that in the event of the Isle of Pines being turned over to the Cuban Govern- 
ment a part of the island will be used for prison purposes and a part for the 
colonization of lepers. Under such conditions Americans could notremain on 
the island. They would therefore be forced to part with their holdings at 
any price and leave the island. But whether the Cuban Government should 
use the island in the way indicated or not, it is not unreasonable to conclude 
that the administrative conditions would doubtless be such as to drive out 
self-respecting and independent Americans. 

In this connection your memorialists would respectfully call attention to 
the following statement of facts: 

First. There are over 300 American citizens domiciled on the Isle of Pines. 
They are bona fide American citizens who located on the island for the pur- 
pose of making permanent homes. 

Second. They own in fee simple more than one-half of theisland. On their 
holdings they have made large and valuable improvements in the way of 
building residences, barns, hotels, bath houses, electric and ice plants, and 
= setting out of hundreds of acres of orange trees procured in the United 

tes. 

Third. There is one colony of Americans who own 14,000 acres of as fine 
land as there is on the island. This land has been divided into farms on 
which are located families from Ohio, Indiana, New York, Illinois, and other 
States. They have built homes and are making all the improvements neces- 
sary for successful farming and fruit growing. 

The Isle of Pines Company, composed of people from New York, New Jer- 
sey, Tennessee, and other States, own 200,000 acres of land, on which they 
have made extensive improvements, costing not less than $75,000. The in- 
vestments of this company in land and improvements amount already to 
over $1,000,000. The company has recently erected a hotel, the furnishings 
of which alone cost $13,000. It purchased one estate for which $80,000 was 


paid. 

The Fruit Culture Company has invested $175,000 in land and improve- 
ments, and more than 100 people are interested. These people represent 11 
States of this Union. 

The San José Company, in which 90 people are interested, has made in- 
roo amounting to over $1,000,000. The people in this company repre- 
sent 7 States. 

The Iowa colony comprises 40 families, or about 150 people, all from the 
State of Iowa, who have purchased 20,000 acres of land, on which they are 
making substantial improvements. They have laid out a town and havea 
post-office which was established by General Wood. 

Fourth. There are 190 individuals, not connected in any way with compa- 
nies or colonies, who have purchased small tracts of land and are making 
homeimprovementsthereon. Oneof these individuals is Mr. Thomas Keenan, 
of Pittsburg, Pa., who has invested in land, on which he has erected a fine 
residence, an ice plant, and bath houses and other improvements, at an actual 
outlay of over $ob,000. 

Fifth. The value of the Isle of Pines to the United States is not fully 
appreciated by the United States Government. Its land is fertile, and the 
climate of the island is most salubrious. The water for drinking purposes is 
abundant and of the purest quality ible. There never has been an epi- 
demic on the island of any kind. Even when yellow fever raged in Cuba, 
there was not a single case of that disease on the Isle of Pines. The Cubans 
who were able to do so fled to the Isle of Pines to escape the ravages of yellow 
fever. Its value as a winter resort for Americans is inestimable. Those who 
are most familiar with the island and its waters are firmly of the belief that, 
with comeneesivaly anne expenditure of money, one of the finest harbors 
in the world could be as . This would enable the United States to have 
a coaling and naval station on their own island that would meet all the needs 
of the United States in that part of the West Indies. 

We have the honor to be, your most obedient servants, 


HE RAR an, 
T. J. KEENAN. 


CoLuMBIA, IsLzE OF Prvgs, October 15, 1902. 
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We, the subscribers, citizens of the United States, property owners and | Ninth. That no provision is made by the usurping Government for the 


residents of the Isle of Pines, respectfully show: 


First. That the Isle of Pines is, and has been since the ratification of the | 
treaty of Paris between the United States and Spain, territory belonging to | 


the United States. By the language of the treaty “Spain relinquishes all 


claim of sovereignty over and title to Cuba * * * and * * * cedes to | 


the United States the island of Porto Rico and other islands now under 
Spanish sovereignty in the West Indies.” In an official letter from the War 
Department, dated August 14, 1899, it was stated, in reply to an inquiry as to 
the status of the Isle of Pines, that ‘this island was ceded by Spain to the 
United States and is, therefore,a part of our territory, although it is at- 
tached at present to the division of Cuba for governmental purposes * * * 
and * * * the disposition of. public lands must await the action of Con- 
ress.” 
Second. That no sovereignty, jurisdiction, and control over the Isle of 
Pines can be lawfully or rightfully exercised —— by the United States. 
Third. That such sovereignty, jurisdiction, and control over the Isle of 
Pines were exercised by the United States up to May 20, 1902, by the military 
overnor of Cuba, under the direction of the President of the United States 
in his capacity as Commander in Chief of the Army of the United States. 
Seerdh. That on May 16, 1902, the said military governor of Cuba was di- 
rected by the Secretary of War, in contemplation of the approaching estab- 


lishment of the Republic of Cuba, on May 20, 1902, with sovereignty over the | 


Island of Cuba, to continue “the present government of the Isle of Pines as 
a de facto government.” 

Fifth. That, disregarding such directions, the said military governor failed 
to take any steps to continue the then existing government, but did, on May 
20, 1902, turn over to the authority of the Republic of Cuba, as on that day 
established, full control over the Isle of Pines. 

Sixth. That since May 20, 1902, the Government of the Republic of Cuba 
oo continued to exercise all the functions of the government of the Isle of 

ines. 

Seventh. That the exercise of such functions of government by the Repub- 
lic of Cuba is without warrant under the constitution of that Republic, by 
which instrument the Isle of Pines is expressly excluded from the constitu- 
tional limits of the Republic. 

Eighth. That in the éxercise of the authority thus usurped the Cuban Gov- 
ernment has levied and collected and continues to levy and collect oppressive 
taxes in the Isle of Pines, the proceeds of which are remitted to and expended 
in the island of Cuba. 


Ninth. That no provision is made by the usurping government for the | 


adequate administration of justice in the Isle of Pines, and that such govern- 
ment as is there maintained is inefficient, inadequate, and unreliable. 

Wherefore the subscribers, who, relying on the statement and the official 
assurance that the island is territory of the United States, have settled in the 
Isle of Pines and who have invested large sums of money there in the pur- 
chase and improvement of real properties, now claim from the Government 
of the United States the protection due to American citizens on American 
territory, and respectfully pray: 

First. That it be publicly declared, by are er authority, that the Isle of 
Pines is territory of the United States, and that as such it can not be ceded 
to any other sovereignty except by the Congress of the United States. 

Second. That steps be taken immediately to establish a government in the 
Isle of Pines under the authority of the United States. 

Third. That pending the establishment of such government the Republic 
of Cuba and all persons acting or claiming to act under its authority be re- 
strained from levying and collecting duties, imposts, and taxes of any kind, 
and from exercising any of the rights and functions of government, except 
so far as may be necessary to keep the peace, within the island. 

Fourth. That on relinquishing control of theisland the Cuban Government 
be required to account to the United States for all duties, imposts,and taxes 
of all kinds levied and collected in the Isle of Pines or from residents thereof 
since May 20, 1902, and that the net product of such taxes be turned over to 
such government as may be established in the island under the authority of 
the United States. 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 


PETITION OF CERTAIN RESIDENTS AND PROPERTY OWNERS OF THE ISLE OF 
PINES PRAYING THAT IT BE PUBLICLY DECLARED, BY THE PROPER AU- 
THORITY, THAT THE ISLE OF PINES IS TERRITORY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
ETC.; AND THAT STEPS BE TAKEN IMMEDIATELY TO ESTABLISH A GOvV- 
ERNMENT IN THE ISLE OF PINES UNDER THE AUTHORITY OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


, OT Qve . > * 1c ; . > ; F % e | . . . . . ° 
January 27, 1908.—Referred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba and | ested in this property in the Isle of Pines desired a further assur- 


ordered to be printed. 

We, the subscribers, citizens of the United States, property owners and 
residents of the Isle of Pines, respectfully show: 

First. That the Isle of Pines is end has been, since the ratification of the 
treaty of Paris between the United States and Spain, territory belonging to 
the United States. By the language of the treaty “Spain relinquishes all 
claim of sovereignty over and title to Cuba * * * and * * * cedes to 





adequate administration of justice in the Isle of Pines, and that such gov- 
ernment as is there maintained is inefficient, inadequate, and unreliable. 

Wherefore, the subscribers who, relying on the statement and the official 
assurance that the island is territory of the United States, have settled in 
the Isle of Pines, and who have invested large sums of money there in the 
purchase and improvement of real properties, now claim from the Govern- 
ment of the United States the protection due to American citizens on Ameri- 
can territory and respectfully pray: ; 

First. That it be publicly declared by the proper authority that the Isle 
of Pines is territory of the United States, and that as such it can not be ceded 
to any other sovereignty except by the Congress of the United States 

Second. That steps be taken immediately to establish a government in the 
Isle of Pines, under the authority of the United States. 

Third. That pending the establishment of such government, the Republic 
of Cuba, and all persons acting or claiming to act under its authority, be re- 
strained from levying and collecting duties, imposts, and taxes of any kind, 
and from exercising any of the rights and functions of government, except 
so far as may be necessary to keep the peace within the island. 

Fourth. That on relinquishing control of the island the Cuban Govern- 
ment be required to account to the United States for all duties, imposts, and 
taxes of all kinds levied and collected in the Isle of Pines, or from residents 
thereof, since May 20, 1902, and that the net product of such taxes be turned 
over to such government as may be established in the island under the 
authority of the United States. 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 

ISLE OF PINE Co., 
By 8S. H. PEARCY, Vice-President. 
§. H. PEARCY. 
THE ALMACIGAS SPRINGS LAND Co., 
By C. M. JOHNSON, Secretary. 
C. M. JOHNSON. 
THE SANTA FE LAND Co., 
By R. T. WALL, President. 
ROBERT T. WALL. 
E. J. PEARCY. 
W. E. YOCUM. 

During the reading of the foregoing the following occurred: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That memorial is quite long, 
and I will ask 

Mr. DALZELL. To whom is the first memorial addressed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was not addressed to 
anyone. 

Mr. DALZELL. It begins with the word ‘“Sir.”’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have a copy of it here. 
It is intended to be addressed to Congress, and has been presented 
to Congress. I ask permission that, without further reading of 
the three petitions or memorials, they may be inserted in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that the memorials may be printed as a part of his 
remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to comment some- 
what, Mr. Chairman, upon some of the statements in these me- 
morials. First, I desire to call attention to article 2 of the treaty 
of peace between the United States and Spain concluded at Paris 
on December 10, 1898. Article 2 of that treaty is as follows: 

ART. 2. Spain cedes to the United States the island of Porto Rico and the 
other islands now under Spanish sovereignty in the West Indies. 

Of course it goes without saying, Mr. Chairman, that the Isle 
of Pines was one of the islands in the West Indies, and at that 











| time under the sovereignty of Spain. and by the express letter of 
| this treaty it was ceded to the United States. 


On the 14th day of August, 1899, one of the persons now inter- 


| ance from our authorities as to the title to this island. and at that 
' time he addressed a communication to the War Department. 


| facts. 


the United States the islands of Porto Rico and other islands now under | 


Spanish sovereignty in the West Indies.’ In an official letter from the War 
Department, dated August 14, 1£99, it was stated, in reply to an inquiry as to 
the status of the Isle of Pines, that “this island was ceded by Spain to the 
United States and is thereforea part of our territory, although it is attached 
at present to the division of Cuba for governmental purposes * * * and 
* * the disposition of public lands must await the action of Congress.” 


Second. That no sovereignty, jurisdiction, and control over the Isle of | 


Pines can be lawfully or rightfully exercised except by the United States. 

Third. That such sovereignty, jurisdiction, and control over the Isle of 
Pines were exercised by the United States up to May 20, 192, by the military 
governor of Cuba, under the direction of the President of the United States, 
in his capacity of Commander in Chief of the Army of the United States. 

Fourth. That on May 16, 1902, the said military governor of Cuba was di- 
rected by the Secretary of Wer, in contemplation of the approaching estab- 
lishment of the Republic of Cuba, on May 20, 1902, with sovereignty over the 
island of Cuba, to continue “the present government of the Isle of Pines asa 
de-facto government.” 

Fifth. That, disregarding such direction, the said military governor failed 
to take any steps to continue the then existing government, but did, on May 
20, 1902, turn over to the authority of the Republic of Cuba, as on that day 
established, full control over the Isle of Pines. 

Sixth. That since May 20, 1902, the Government of the Republic of Cuba 
has continued to exercise all the functions of government in the Isle of Pines. 

Seventh. That the exercise of such functions of government by the Re- 

ublic of Cuba is without warrant under the constitution of that Republic, 
y which instrument the Isle of Pines is expressly excluded from the consti- 
tutional limits of the Republic. 

Eighth. That in the exercise of the authority thus usurped the Cuban 
Government has levied and collected, and continues to levy and collect, op- 
pressive taxes in the Isle of Pines, the proceeds of which are remitted to and 
expended in the island of Cuba. 


XXXVI——146 


| is inclosed for your information, and you are advised that the dis; osition of 


This was Mr. George Bridges, and the memorial sets out these 
Mr. Bridges said: 

Iam seeking information respecting the Isle of Pines. Does it come in as 
Porto Rico or under the same conditions as Cuba’ I expect to go therein 
November, and for this information I would thank you in advance 


This was addressed, as I understand it, to the Secretary of 
War. The War Department replied under date of Augnst 14 
1899, as follows: 

Referring to your communication of August 10 instant, soliciting 
mation respecting the Isle of Pines, Iam directed by the Assistant Sec 
of War to advise you that this island wasceded by Spain to the United Sta 
and is, therefore, a part of our territory, although it is attached at prese 
the Division of Cuba for governmental purposes. Acopy of The I 





’ 





public lands must await the action of Congress. 
Very respectfully, JOHN J. PERSHING, 
Assistant Adjutant-General 


This petitioner states that he accepted this assurance as suffi- 


| cient, and he went forward believing that the Isle of Pines was a 


part of the territory of the United States and invested his money. 
Not only that, but over 300 other memorialists, citizens, as they 
stated in those memorials, have Gone the same thing. 

To show you that the Government treated this island as not 
belonging to Cuba, when Congress passed the Army bill in Febru- 
ary, 1901, near the close of the last Congress, there was attached 
to the Army bill what is known as the Platt amendment. Item6 
of the Platt amendment provides that the Isle of Pines shall be 
omitted from the constitutional boundaries of Cuba, and so forth, 
the title being left for future adjustment. So that not only the 
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treaty, not only the Secretary of War, but the Congress by posi- 
tive enactment in the Platt amendment excepted the Isle of Pines 
‘from the constitutional boundaries of the island of Cuba. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Has the United States Government 
ever in any way disclaimed ownership of the Isle of Pines? And 
if so, when? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Government of the 
United States has never disclaimed ownership. On the other 
hand, it has all along asserted ownership, and I was coming to 
that. The military governor of Cuba, General Wood, had mili- 
tary control of the Isle of Pines, and when he retired in May he 
had a provision made with respect to the Isle of Pines. I have it 
here. The sovereignty, jurisdiction, and control over the island 
was exercised by the United States through General Wood up to 
May 20, 1902, when the military government of the United States 
terminated in Cuba. 

On the 16th of May, 1902, four days before the termination of this 
military government, the military governor of Cuba was directed 
by the Secretary of War, in contemplation of the then early ap- 
proaching establishment of the Republic of Cuba, to continue the 
present government in the Isle of Pines as a de facto government. 


| on the President for the information. 
| presented another resolution, which I will read: 
Will the gentleman allow me to | 





The order was that the present government of Cuba—on the 16th of | 


May, 1902, which was the military government of General Wood— 
should be continued in the Isle of Pines as the de facto govern- 
ment. No other government could be referred to as the present 
government except that of General Wood. 

Now, as a matter of fact, this de facto government has not been 
so continued. On the other hand, the authorities in Cuba are to- 


day exercising sovereignty, jurisdiction, and control over this | 


island and over the American citizens who have gone there under 
the assurances which I have briefly adverted to and which gave 
them the right to go there and make their investments and their 
homes. 

The first memorial which I have set out here mentions a very 
interesting fact to which I wish to call attention. A prominent 


S. H. Pearcy. I give his name that it may be known to whom I 
refer. Heisa reliable and responsible man. In taking a deed 
to property in the Isle of Pines only recently he was compelled to 
submit to what I consider the grossest extortion. I call attention 
to the charges he was required to pay in taking this deed. 
first place. he was compelled to make ten trips from the Isle of 
Pines to Cuba, some 90 or 100 miles. He was then compelled to 
go to a notary public in Cuba and pay $300 for the mere drawing 
of the deed. He was then forced to submit to a charge of over 
$1,160 for the recording of the deed, and then to a tax of $1,310.92 
for the benefit of the Cuban Government. 

Not one dollar of it went into the treasury of the Isle of Pines, 
for it has no treasury. Nota cent of it was applied to the bene- 
fit or uses of the people resident in the Isle of Pines. Every dol- 
lar of it went into the treasury of the present Government of 
Cuba. Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the reservations to which 
I have referred, the express language of the treaty with Spain, 
notwithstanding the provision in the Platt amendment, notwith- 
standing the order of the military governor of the l6th of May, 
1902, before he turned over the Government of Cuba to the peo- 
ple of Cuba, Cuba has assumed to exercise sovereignty or juris- 
diction and control over the island, and is now exercising such 
jurisdiction and control. 

In fact, by the constitution of that island, the Isle of Pines is 
declared to be included in the province of Habana. Chapter 7 
of their constitution says the third circuit ‘‘ will be composed of 
the ayuntamientos of Guines, La Catalina, Madruga, Melena del 
Sur, Nueva Paz, San Nicolas, Guara, Bejucal, Batabano, Quivi- 
can, Isle of Pines, San Antonio de las Vegas, San Felipe, and La 
Salud.’”” And this plainly in violation of the statute of the 
United States, as I have already quoted. Since May 28, 1902, the 
Isle of Pines has been treated as within the constitutional bound- 
aries of Cuba; indeed, as an integral part of thatisland. Now, I 
have mentioned the fact which led up to it, and it seems to me 
it makes a very interesting chapter for our country. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. STEELE. Has it been so treated by the United States? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; the United States has 
taken no action so farasI know. With a view to ascertaining 
what all the facts in the case are, a resolution has been prepared, 
and I believe it has passed the Senate, calling on the President to 
give us all the facts and information in respect to the matter. - I 
am not seeking to interfere at all in the case, or to prejudge the 
question, but am seeking simply to express my view as to the 
conditions in the island, and to say that with the information we 
have the title to the island is in the United States, I have my- 


In the | 








self introduced a similar resolution in the House to-day calling 
In addition thereto I have 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That it is 
the sense of Congress that the Isle of Pines is, and has been since the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty of Paris between the United States and Spain, territory 
belonging to the United States, and can not as such be ceded to any other 
sovereignty or government, except by the Congress of the United States. 

2. Resolved, That no sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over the Isle of 
Pines can be lawfully or rightfully exercised except by the United States. 


This resolution and the other one to which I have referred as 
having been introduced by myself were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. I hope they will be considered at an 
early day and that a report will be made to Congress. Under the 
rules of the House it may be, unless some special power is in- 
voked, that the resolutions, if reported, will not be considered. 
How that is I shall not attempt to say, but I believed that it was 
necessary and proper that the attention of the House, of Congress, 
and the country should be called to the conditions now obtaining 
in the Isle of Pines. 

I close by saying now what I said in the beginning, that I do 
not do this in any partisan sense. I do not seek to have the mat- 
ter prejudged in any way; but simply desire to put before the 
country the conditions prevailing in the island and toask that re- 
lief be given to over 300 American citizens who have gone there 
under full guaranty of protection, etc., as I believe, from the 
Government of the United States. These 300 citizens come from 
scores of States. I know a number from my own State. The 
memorial that I shall print in the Recorp sets out that 40 fami- 
lies or more have gone from the State of Iowa and have made in- 
vestments there. I know from what the memorial sets out and 
from conversations with the distinguished gentleman on the other 
side from the Pittsburg district that citizens of Pennsylvania 
residing within his district have made investments in this island. 
All I wish to do is to call attention to the matter, and I would be 
delighted if the Committee on Insular Affairs will take up and 
consider the resolutions I have presented so that the House may 
pass them, and that we may declare that in our judgment under 


: 1 L tel | the treaty and under the acts of Congress this island belongs to 
holder of the property in that island is a citizen of my own State, | 


the United States. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
I agree with the gentleman thoroughly that we ought to have the 
information asked for in the first resolution, but as long as we are 
asking for that information, does the gentleman not think that it 
would be well to withhold the second resolution until that infor- 
mation has been presented, instead of passing judgment and de- 
claring a positive fact? We are asking for information which 
might change our minds when it is given. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly, I agree with the 
gentleman that that is right. I would not ask the committee or 
Congress to act upon the second resolution until we have the in- 
formation, but I have introduced both in order that we might get 
the information, and when we get it have the second resolution 
before the committee so that they may act upon it. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Does the gentleman understand that there 
are any civil or military officers of the Cuban Republic exercis- 
ing authority there? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This memorial sets out 
that there is an alcalde there, with a few lieutenants or officers 
under him, but if the gentleman had given attention he would 
have seen what they say upon that question. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I listened to the reading of the memorial. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It will be printed in the 
REcoRD, and the gentleman will see that they say that there is 
some form of administration there, but it is very imperfect, very 
unsatisfactory, highly tyrannical. 

Mr. BOUTELL. And it would appear to be in contravention 
of the terms of the treaty. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Clearly in contraventior of 
the terms of the treaty and the order of the military governor, 
General Wood, when he turned over the island of Cuba to the 
Cuban authorities. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Do you understand that either judicial writs 
or law are used against our citizens in the Isle of Pines? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is understood it is a mili- 
tary law. I know it is not law and order, though I do not want 
to comment upon that improperly. 

Mr. ESCH. Have you any information of the collection of 
taxes on the Isle of Pines, and, if collected, if they are paid, into 
what treasury they are being paid? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have already said that 


that money is paid into the treasury of Cuba. One of these me- 
morials insists that the Government of Cuba should be required 
to account to the United States for every dollar of tax collected 
in this way since the 30th of May, 1902. 
Mr. ESCH. And that notwithstanding the treaty of Paris? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Notwithstanding the treaty 
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of Paris, notwithstanding the Platt amendment, and notwith- 
standing the orders of the War Department. I will ask to print 
all three of the petitions, though they cover the same ground. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to print certain matters to which he has referred 
in the Recorp. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman,I do not know of anyone on this 
side of the Chamber who desires time in general debate. I will 
ask my colleague on the other side whether that side of the Cham- 
ber is through? 

Mr. TATE. We do not care for any further time. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will ask unanimous con- 
sent that I may extend my remarks in the REcorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Iask the Clerk to proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PAY, MISCELLANEOUS. 


For commissions and interest; transportation of funds; exchange; mileage | 


to officers while traveling under orders in the United States, and for actual 
personal expenses of officers while ——— abroad under orders, and for 
traveling expenses of civilian employees, and for actual and necessary trav- 
eling expenses of midshipmen while proceeding from their homes to the 
Naval Academy for examination and appointment as midshipmen; for rent 
and furniture of buildings and offices not in navy-yards; expenses of courts- 
martial, prisoners and prisons, and courts of inquiry, boards of inspection, 
examining boards, with clerks’ and witnesses’ fees, and traveling expenses 
and costs; stationery and recording: expenses of purchasing-paymasters’ 
offices of the various cities, including clerks, furniture, fuel, stationery, and 
incidental expenses; newspapers and advertising; foreign postage; telegraph- 
ing, foreign and domestic; telephones; copying; care of library, including 
the purchase of books, photographs, prints, manuscripts, and periodicals; 
ferriage, tolls, and express fees; costs of suits; commissions, warrants, diplo- 
mas, and discharges; relief of vessels in distress; recovery of valuables from 
shipwrecks; quarantine expenses; reports; professional investigations; cost 
of special instruction, at home or abroad, in maintenance of students and 
attachés and information from abroad, and the collection and classification 
thereof, and other necessary and incidental expenses, $600,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee in charge of this bill the meaning of the 
word “‘interest,”’ inline 16, page 2? What interest does the Navy 
Department pay? 

Mr. FOSS. The explanation of that is in the hearings of last 
year. I will have to get the hearings of last year to give the gen- 
tleman an explanation of the matter. It has been in the bill for 
a number of years. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
enlisted men? 

Mr. FOSS. I understand it does. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is satisfactory. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Gunnery exercises: Prizes for excellence in gunnery exercises and target 
practice; diagrams and reports of target practice; for the establishment and 


maintenance of targets and ranges: for hiring established ranges, and for 
transportation to and from ranges, to be immediately available, $120,000. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out of that para- 
graph the words * one hundred and twenty thousand” and insert 
**sixty thousand.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, the amount carried in the bill for the past year 
was $12,000, and this increase of 1,000 per cent strikes me as more 
than necessary. The only reason given to the committee for this 
increase was in a paper filed before that committee and the testi- 
mony of Captain Cowles, who was the acting chief of the Bu- 
reau of Navigation. This paper stated, among other things: 

There are now practically no ranges owned by the Navy. 
in the past have been improvised, and with insufficient money, disappeared. 
At any rate, we have now adopted “Army firing regulations,” and we must 
provide places to carry out the “ firing.” 

Again: 

It is proposed to build permanent ranges for firing up to a thousand yards, 
and to purchase the necessary land at places marked with (A): Pensacola, 
Fla.; (A) Yorktown, Va.; (A) Great Sait Pond, Block Island; Frenchmans 
Bay, Me. (coaling station); New London, Conn.; training station, Newport, 
R.1.:; Naval Academy; (A) Puget Sound; (A) Santa Rosa Island, Cal., near 
Santa Barbara. 

This provision as now before the committee does not include 
the purchase of land. In the hearings it was stated that no part 
of it was to be used for the purchase of land. Under these cir- 
cumstances, as no part of this money is to be used for securing 
permanent ranges and ownership of the land, I think an increase 
of 500 per cent in one year is sufficient, and for that reason I have 
offered the amendment to reduce the amount. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, in truth this is alarge increase. I 
know that the committee at first thought it would be wise to 
adopt the suggestion made by the gentleman in his amendment— 
to cut it down to $60,000. But the Secretary of the Navy came 
before us and showed, we thought conclusively, that this was per- 
haps in many respects one of the most important items in the bill. 
In his hearing before the committee he says upon this subject: 


Does that refer to interest due on deposits of 
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At the present time we are having in the Navy a great deal of 
target practice, and the present administration is emphasizing that 
particularly. Further in the Secretary’s hearings, he says: 

Every nation in the world is training its men to shoot these guns quickly 
and straight. There is no way that we can multiply our offensive power so 
cheaply as by making our gun fire effective. We want to offer prizes to the 
men every month, and we want to build targets on the land—ranges, rather 
where they can practice with rifles and pistols, because if they become good 
marksmen with the rifles the tendency is to become good marksmen with 
the guns. 

We wish to spend this money for the two purposes that I have named. 
The President is very anxious about this, and he inquired of me why we 
stopped paying — tothe men. Westopped that because our money gave 
out; and I would suggest, if you make this appropriation, that you make it 
immediately available, as otherwise we can not begin to pay the prizes until 
the Ist of July. 

Mr. DAyTon. Can you spend the whole of this money in inaugurating this 
system carefully and painstakingly this year? 

Secretary Moopy. I think so, because we want to buy some land and build 
some ranges. It will bein an unfrequented place, and the land will be very 
cheap. I think we can use this amount in the coming year and do it without 
any waste. I would like to add tomy testimony, with your permission, this, 
which is prepared by one of our young and ambitious officers, with regard to 
target practice. It contains a good deal of information, and I do not believe 
any harm would come from publishing it all. 

I would say to gentlemen of the committee that we regard this 
as veryimportant. We have not in the past paid as much atten- 
tion to target practice as we ought to have paid, and the result 
is that our Navy is not up to the point it ought to be. Foreign 
navies are paying a good deal more attention to this matter than 
ever before, and more than we have been paying ourselves, and 
on this account and on account of the strong emphasis which has 
been given to it by the Secretary of the Navy and the President 
in his desire to keep up an efficient navy in every respect, I ask 
that this provision stand in the bill as reported by the committee. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Capron having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President, 
by Mr. BARNEs, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On February 14, 1903: 

H. R. 2422. An act for the relief of Edward S. Crill; 

H. R. 12064. An act for the relief of Lebbeus H. Rogers and 
the administrators of William B. Moses, deceased; 

H. R. 14512. An act to amend an act to add certain counties in 
Alabama to the northern district therein. and to divide the said 
northern district, after the addition of said counties, into two di- 
visions, and to prescribe the times and places for holding courts 
therein, and for other purposes, approved May 2, 1884; and 

H. R. 16834. An act fixing terms of United States courts in 
Colorado, and for other purposes. 

On February 17, 1903: 

H. R. 10678. An act for the relief of the Florida Brewing Com- 
pany. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION 

The committee resumed it session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that instead 
of diminishing this appropriation wisdom would require that it 
should be increased. The very object of having a navy is to have 


BILL. 


| an effective navy that can use their guns, and use them effectively. 


Evidently we have not reached that point yet. I want to call at- 
tention to something I find in the hearings before the committee. 


| The report of the inspector of target practice is by no means en- 


The few that | 


couraging. 

The forward turret of the Kearsarge, in charge of Lieut. J. M. Poyer, of 
the United States Navy, did some extraordinarily good shooting, 11 shots 
and 7 hits. But the remainder of the firing was far under the average that 
should have been made. Such a result as the A/abama, 53 shots and 15 hits; 
the Kearsarge, 49 shots and 13 hits; the Massachusetts, 50 shots and 3 hits. 

Now, in my judgment, without knowing very much about the 
matter, that is a disgraceful record. It is one that the Navy 
ought to be ashamed of if they are responsible for it. If Con- 


| gress, by niggardly appropriation is responsible for it, refusing 
| to give the proper funds to make these experiments in gunnery, 


I do not know of anybody who has expressed it better than the President 


has when he says that the only shots that count are those that hit. 





then it is another thing, and the Navy and the personnel of the 
Navy should be relieved from the disgraceful exhibition here 
recorded. 

I would a great deal rather see the sum doubled than cut in 
two. Just think of it, suppose by this procedure, this expendi- 
ture, we can double the efficiency of the Navy in making hits. 
Think what the result would be. It would make each one of our 
battle ships that cost $6,000,000 the equal of two. By doubling 
the power of a gun’s crew and the crew of a vessel, it would be 
tantamount to saving $6,000,000 of the cost of two ships. Isn’t 
it wisdom to do that rather than haggle over an appropriation of 
$120,000, which is far too small—by one-half? [Applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I[ wish to call 
the attention of the gentleman from Iowa to the fact that this 
item is not the main provision that furnishes the target practice 
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| 
for the Navy. Last year there was an appropriation of $800,000 | 
in another part of the bill, and, as I recollect it, Admiral O’Neil 
stated that one-half of that $800,000 was used in target practice. | 
On page 10 of the bill we are now discussing there isan item 
for other matters mentioned ‘‘and for target practice”’’ of $1,500,000 
instead of the $800,000 of last year. As I understand it, one-half 
of this $1.590,000 will probably be used for target practice. If 
that be true, then in another paragraph of this bill than the one 
now under discussion there is practically an appropriation of 
$750,000 for target practice. This particular item now under dis- 
cussion is for— 
Prizes for excellence in gunnery exercise and target practice; diagrams 
and reports of target practice; for the establishment and maintenance of 


targets and ranges: for hiring established ranges, and for transportation to 
and from ranges, to be immediately available, $120,000. 


It does not include any other expense of target practice what- 
ever. It does not include the cost of the powder and the ball, it 
includes nothing of that character. It seems to me that the in- 
crease of this item from $12,000, when we expended $400,000 in 
target practice, to $60,000 for the ensuing year, will be amply 
sufficient to enable them to expend the $750,000 provided as I 
have indicated elsewhere for target practice. 

So, recognizing the desire of everyone that there shall be satis- 
factory practice and improvement in target shooting, it seems 
the service would not be endangered or injured by striking this 
appropriation down from $120,000 to $60,000, which will then 
leave it five times as much as it was last year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the | 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia | Mr. Rixry]}. 

The question was taken and the amendment was lost. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois in charge of the bill to two 
clauses in this paragraph. Gentlemen understand that under 
the rules of the House—which are wise when you get down to the 
reason of them—that while the naval appropriation bill goes to 
the naval committee. all the deficiency items go to the Appropri- 
ation Committee. Now, the difference between the two is that 
this bill provides for the service of the naval establishment for the 
coming fiscal year, commencing on the Ist of July, whereas a de- 
ficiency bill is a bill to provide money for the service in this year 
where the appropriations are short. 

Now, this item in this bill, on page 5, closes with ‘‘to be im- 
mediately available, $120,000." Just before that, in line 22, on | 
page 4, under the head of *‘ recruiting,’’ says ‘‘ to be immediately 
available, $88,571." Now,I hold in my hand a deficiency es- 
timate for $80,000 for a recruiting item. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations has considered that item and, in the preparation of its 
bill. has inserted it. I have another instance in mind, for barracks 
and quarters in the Philippine Islands. The Secretary of War 
submits a deficiency item of $250,000; that is for the current 
year. 
" We have considered it, and in the preparation of our bill, almost 
ready to report to the House, that is to be one of the items. It is 
also in by a Senate amendment now in conference; they put the 
item on the Army bill for next year, so that you see the tendency | 
is to put the items in the current year upon bills for the coming 
year, and it breeds confusion. The respective committees, the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, did they put items in their bills 
for the current year and we put them on the deficiency bill we 
should not know where we are at. It breeds confusion and dupli- 
cation of appropriations. Both of these items are, in my judg- | 
ment, eminently proper. | 

I do not know whether there is too much money appropriated | 
for the coming fiscal year for recruiting, or whether the amount | 
ought to be decreased if the words ** to be immediately available’”’ | 
are stricken out. I am not speaking about that; but if the House | 
and the Senate are to be enabled to keep any track of appropria- 
tions, and to avoid duplications, the rules will have to be com- 
plied with. Hence I ask my colleague whether he will not con- 
sent to strike out in the two places where they occur the words 
**to be immediately available.’’ Let me add that this bill will 
not pass until about the 4th of March; and the deficiency bill will 
pass at about the same time. 

Mr. FOSS. Iam thoroughly in sympathy with the suggestion 
of my colleague. The words ‘‘ to be immediately available ’’ are 
undoubtedly subject to a point of order, and on general principles 
ought not to appear in the regular appropriation bill. They did 
not appear in the first draft of the bill, but the Secretary of the 
Navy sent us a letter requesting that these words be inserted. 
He said that we had reached almost the limit in the number of 
enlisted men and that we would probably reach it fully by the 
1st of March; atid he desired these words to be put in so that the 
recruiting of the additional 3,000 men provided for in the bill 
might go on. 

But if, as my colleague says, this matter has been taken care of 
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in the deficiency bill, I am perfectly willing to let the words go 
out. Let me add that I am always willing to join with my col- 
league in the matter of seeing to it that we keep these appropria- 
tion bills free from any and all of these objections. I am will- 
ing even to go further and seek to have the appropriations made 
from year to year in these appropriation bills so reasonable that 
there will be no necessity for deficiencies whatever. 

The tendency on the part of all Departments is perhaps to ask 
more than they can actually get along with; and I think it would 
be wise if we could make our appropriations sufficiently liberal 
in our regular bills and cut down deficiencies. This would, in 
my judgment, tend to advance the economical administration of 
the public service. 

But as far as this particular matter is concerned, as my col- 
league has said that it is taken care of in the deficiency bill, I 
move to strike out in line 22, page 4, and also in line 12, page 5, 
the words ‘*‘ to be immediately available.”’ 

The proposed amendment of Mr. Foss was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. VANDIVER. If these words be stricken out, what be- 
comes of the necessity for the appropriation? Does it need to be 
just as large? 

Mr. FOSS. These amendments were sent to the committee be- 
fore the request was made that the money be immediately avail- 
able, and in view of that fact I should think the amount ought 
to stand. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Foss was 


| agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Athletic exercises and sports: Prizes to enlisted men for excellence in 
athletic exercises on national holidays and at other times; for hiring grounds, 
and for transportation to and from place of sports of men taking part in the 
sports, $5,000. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I raise a point of order on the 
paragraph just read. My point is that there is no law authoriz- 
ing this appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
refer the Chair to any law under which this appropriation is 
made? 

Mr. FOSS. I will say that this is an entirely new provision, 
and is, in my judgment, subject to a pointof order. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina |[Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN] is, of 
course, familiar with the statement of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and he knows the necessity for the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from North Carolina to make.the point of order? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval training station, Great Lakes: For the purchase of a site for a naval 
training station and toward the erection of the necessary buildings thereon, 
$250,000: Provided, That said site shall be upon the shore of Lake Michigan 
below latitude 43° 4(’, at a point to be selected, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, by the board of naval officers appo ated by the Secretary 
of the Navy for that purpose in pursuance of the authority conferred by the 
act making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908, and for other purposes, approved July 1, 1902. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I raise a point of order against this para- 
graph. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the same point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is a proposition which was left out 
of the order as adopted by the Committee on Rules. It was in- 
serted in the original resolution, but was stricken out on an amend- 
ment in the committee. 

Mr. DAYTON. Before the Chair passes on the point of order 
I should like to be heard for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. DAYTON. I submit to the Chair that this provision is 
not subject to a peint of order for two reasons: First, for the 
general reason that these training stations are a part and parcel 
of the naval establishment, just as much so as a dry dock ora 
shipyard. 

I submit to the Chair that this question was decided adversely, 
and for a long time it was held, for instance, that to provide for 
the erection of a dry dock was not in order as a provision for the 
But finally the better reasoning prevailed, 
and it was decided that a provision for any or all things neces- 
sary to the naval establishment was not subject to a point of 
order, but was a proper thing to be provided for in an appropria- 
tion bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state to the Chair 
where an appropriation for dry docks has been held to be in order? 

Mr. DAYTON. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, the provision 
in the bill for dry docks at Algiers was rejected on the point of 
order. That was in the Fifty-second Congress, first session. In 


the second session of the Fifty-fourth Congress an amendment 
| for the construction of a dry dock at Boston went out on a point 
‘of order. and in the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress an 
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amendment for a new dock at League Island went out on a point 
of order. 


order was raised against a paragraph providing for a dry dock at | 


Algiers. The Chair overruled the point of order on the ground 
that the appropriation had been authorized by previous law and 
would be a part of the naval establishment. Then in the Fifty- 
fifth Congress, in the second session, a paragraph appointing : 
board of naval officers in connection with the dry dock at Gal- 
veston was passed upon. 

Now, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that it was finally determined 
that anything pertaining to the naval establishment as a whole 
was not subject to a point of order. The second reason why I 
insist that this point of order should not be sustained is that this 
training station has been already authorized by law, and I call 


the attention of the Chair to the fact that in the last appropria- | 
tion bill, when it was considered by the House, substantially this | 


section was incorporated in it: 
Naval training station, Great Lakes: The Secretary of the Navy is hereby 


directed to appoint a board composed of naval officers, whose duty it shall be | 


to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an additional naval training 
station, and, having selected such site, if upon private lands, to estimate its 
value and ascertain as nearly as practicable the cost for which it can be pur- 
chased and acquired, and of their proceedings and actions to make full and 
detailed report to the Secretary, who shall transmit such report with his 
recommendations thereon to Congress for its action; and to defray the ex- 
penses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


I want to be frank with the Chair and state that a point of or- 
der was made in the House against that provision in the appro- 
priation bill of last year, and that point of order was sustained 
because it provided for the selection of a site and the establish- 
ment of a training school on the Great Lakes. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 





But when the bill | 


went over to the Senate that provision was incorporated in it, | 


and when it came back and finally passed it became a part and 
parcel of the law carried by that bill. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I would ask the gentleman if that site has 
been selected in accordance with that provision? 

Mr. DAYTON. That site has been selected within a radius as 
shown by the report of the Secretary of the Navy, but for the 
benefit of the Government the board has not made known its se- 
lection, simply because it will be to the interest of the Govern- 
ment not todo so. The site can be procured for a lower price 
than it could be if it were known where it is to be. I insist this 
language could not be stronger, or that the parliamentary situa- 
tion could not be plainer. It went out on a point of order on the 
last appropriation bill because it substantially established a train- 
ing station on the Great Lakes. In the Senate it went into the 
bill and it became a law by the last appropriation bill. This is 
simply carrying out the appropriation necessary to make good the 
legislation of last year. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, suppose we stop at the 
point where we are, what would we have? We would have acom- 
mission and we would have a report from thatcommission. - How 
would you obtain the land? Why, to my mind this is not a de- 
batable question, and the Committee on Naval Affairs seems to 
have so understood it, for they sent to the Committee on Rules a 
proposition for authority to make this valid in this bill. 

There were four propositions sent to the Committee on Rules. 
First, as to the personnel of the Navy, additional midshipmen, 
etc., and, second, this very proposition; and, third, another, and, 
fourth, another. The order as it came back, and as it has been 
enacted by the House, left in two of them and struck out two of 
them. That request came to the Committee on Rules by order of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. They seem to have put a cor- 
rect construction upon their own powers at the time. Now, it 
has never been held in any instance that the power to appropriate 
money to builda dry dock carried with it authority to purchase ¢ 
site. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
just for a moment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Iam in the middle of a proposition. 
Take the Algiers case. That is not a permanent stone dock, that 
requires the purchase of land, but a floating dock, and that is the 
distinction borne all the way through in this legislation. 

Mr. DAYTON. 
the fact, and ask him the single question as a conclusion to be 
drawn on the other side. 
might very well insist that the only reason for doing it was to 
avoid all question on the proposition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, they might. 

Mr. DAYTON. Wait a moment. And is it not also a legiti- 


mate conclusion that when the Committee on Rules excluded it 
they did so because they did not deem it necessary to have any | 
rule upon the subject? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to give 
away the secrets of the committee, but I think it would be a most 


The committee asking for the rule | 





2325 





absurd act on the part of the Committee on Rules to exclude a 


| matter of this character because the authority was already there. 
In the second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress the point of | 


Rather they would give the authority. 

I myself had very serious doubts personally whether there was 
not already sufficient authority without the action of the Commit- 
tee on Rules to enable this Committee on Naval Affairs to bring 
in the proposition for the personnel of the Navy and the Marine 
Corps, because that relates to the organization and the filling up 
of the corps of officers of the naval establishment. But not since 


| I have been a member of this House has there ever been authority 


conferred to buy land and erect buildings upon the purchased 
land under the authority given to maintain a navy or an army. 
My friend the chairman of the Military Committee [Mr. Hutt] 
suggests that you can not build anarmy post. You may organize 
as many troops as you please and you may locate them wherever 
you please. You may send them to the Philippines or to Chicka- 
mauga Park, but you can not buy land and build honses upon 
that land, for that is certainly and clearly new legislation. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman pardon me for one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. DAYTON. Iwant tocall the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that as to our naval establishment we constantly add by the 
purchase of land. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Of course you do. 

Mr. DAYTON. We have done so in the case of Bremerton, 
Washington, New York, and all the stations. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We buy land adjoining the property to 
extend the station already located, but will the gentleman point 
out the time and place where anew Army post was established on 
an appropriation bill in the House and land purchased and loca- 
tion brought about by legislation? And the same true of a 
naval station. 

Mr. DAYTON. Iam notable to point out an instance of an 
Army post, but we purchased land at Algiers and established, as 
he says, a floating dry dock. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But no point of order was made. 

Mr. DAYTON. We did that upon a simple report of a board 
of officers appointed under a similar authority to this, and not so 
strong as this. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman has got into my 
speech. I simply state that in the case of Algiers, that he has 
cited as an authority, no point of order was made, and I state 
that upon the authority of a member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. DAYTON. I have just cited the provision where the 
point of order was urged, and it was finally held that by reason of 
the report of this committee it was authorized by law, and the 
land was authorized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And at the same time the gentleman has 
cited four other cases where the same proposition has been dis- 
tinctly overruled. 

Mr. DAYTON. No, no. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid that the gentle- 
man on my right here [Mr. GROSVENOR], as a member of the 
Committee on Rules, was influenced somewhat in his action by 


is 


his desire to have this station located on Lake Erie. I think that 
if the provision had been for the location at some point south of 
the forty-third parallelof latitude on Lake Erie there would not 
have been any difficulty about it, but it is a little too far west, and 


that is the reason why I want this provision to stay in this Dill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not every amendment to an appro- 
priation bill that is subject to this point of order. Amendments 
may be made. Our rules provide the character of amendments 
that may be made and when they may be made. No amendment, 
I take it, is subject to this point of order if the amendment pro- 
posed is in continuation of appropriations for a public work or 
object already in progress. Now, that is this case exactly. This 
is a continuation of an appropriation. An appropriation was 


| made a year ago in part, and this is a continuation of it, as I learn 


I want to call the gentleman's attention to | 


| ards of comparison and judgment. 


from the gentleman. 
Mr. DAYTON. Five thousand dollars. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Five thousand dollars. Here we have the 
continuation of an appropriation and for a public work. Is this 
in progress? If the selection of a site is a necessary antecedent to 


the building of a work, then this isin progress. Now, the proper 
commission has been appointed to make a selection, and we are 
informed by the gentleman who just spoke upon this question 
that it has accomplished that work, made the selection. but for 
certain reasons has not disclosed it. Therefore I think that 
gentleman from West Virginia is clearly right in his contention 
that it is not subject to the point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, we all of us have stand- 
My friend from Iowa has 
one. He believes all men are selfish and sordid. His standard 
of comparison is his own conduct, and he measures others by 


the 
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himself. He does not believe that any public man is ever sincere 
or logical or honest in the advocacy of a position, and always 
looks around to see what selfish and personal motive actuates 
him. It is because the gentleman himself has no other standard 
of morality and judgment than that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will permit me, he is in 
error. I draw the line at Ohio people. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, let me point out what is true, and he 
will remember it. It has not been but three years ago that there 
came an appropriation fora million dollars to carry onan investi- 
gation of the Nicaragua Canal. Now, the gentleman started, as 
I recollect, with about the same umount of selfishness that he 
does now. He denies it now. He didnot then. He was thena 
pro bono publico advocate at that time. That was not a provi- 
sion to carry on an existing work, although there had been more 
than a million dollars expended, and a report from a committee 
had been made establishing the Nicaragua route; but because 
we had not begun to dig in the ground it was held in this House 
that the amendment was not in order; that it was not a going 
work, not a work proceeding. 

Now. the gentleman comes and says that because some com- 
mission now sitting, an appropriation for which was made, and 


there is no doubt about the appropriation being made, that there- | 


fore because the appropriation was made and because the com- 
mittee has agreed on a report that it will not let anybody know— 
the gentleman seems to know; he seems to understand it—that 


therefore it is a going work, a work in progress, a work that has | 


sroceeded. 
: Well, suppose itis. I just make the supposition that it is a pro- 
ceeding work. After giving jurisdiction and making an appro- 
priation of enough money to buy a site, where? Where will it be 
bought; at what place will it be located? That is the test that is 
applied, a perfect test, the work done up to this time. The in- 
vestigation has brought out the opinion from somebody thatafter 
a while there ought to be something done at some time or place, if 
you please. The next question is the right legislation looking to 
the carrying out of the proposition. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I have something of sympa- 
thy for the lapse of memory of my friend, and yet I do not pro- 
pose to hold him responsible. I recognize the fact that I myself 
am getting old and that senility is to be my fate after awhile. 
{Laughter.] Therefore I am not disposed to be harsh; but I will 
take the liberty to remind the gentleman that I took the position 
on the question he cites that I take now. I want to ask him if it 
is not true that when we came to divide upon that question of 
whether the Chair ought to be overruled or should be sustained 
or not, the gentleman from Ohio voted by my side and stated 
that the Chair was wrong? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ididnot. I opposed the proposition from 
the start. [Laughter.] Now, then, we have got senility on him. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. HEPBURN. Wait a moment. 
in this in my own mind, but Iam reminded by the gentleman, 
and my own recollection is reenforced by the fact that one of my 
neighbors suggested to me this very proposition that I put to the 
gentleman. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, in all seriousness, is this a work begun, is 
it an object for which an appropriation has been made, and is this 
an appropriation, a continuing one, for an object? If it is, then 
in my judgment the gentleman’s contention is an error. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the language contained 
in the appropriation act of last year can not be tortured into an 
authorization of a purchase for this site. It merely provides for 
a commission to investigate the establishment of a naval training 
station on the Great Lakes. In the last session of Congress, with 
Mr. SHERMAN, of New York, in the chair, it was held that an 
amendment to erect barracks for enlisted men at a navy-yard was 
subject toa point of order. The point was raised by the chair- 
man of the committee. Here was a public work, here was some- 
thing necessary for the comfort and the convenience of the en- 
listed men of the service, the Government owned the ground upon 


which the building was to be erected, and yet the Chair held that | 


it was subject to the point of order. There is no authority, no 
provision of law, authorizing the acquisition of a site upon the 
Great Lakes fora naval training station. This is new legislation, 
pure and simple. The decision I refer to was made in the last 
session upon the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, this case reminds me some- 
what of the old story of the Government agent sent to the Far 
West for the purpose of establishing a sawmill to saw lumber for 
use at some Army stations there. They heard from him regu- 
larly; that he had selected a site,and was building a mill, and he 
drew funds for that purpose. Finally the reports stopped, and 
they sent another agent to make an investigation. He reported 


There is not any question | 


| that he found adam bya mill site, but no mill by a dam site. 
[Laughter. ] 

As I understand the situation Congress has authorized a com- 
| mittee to select and report upon a site, but it has not purchased 
any site. This case is one degree removed from the one I have 
cited. The committee has not even reported its selection of a site. 
Therefore it seems to me there is no Government work in progress. 
| Congress has not yet by legislation determined whether it will 
buy a site when the committee determines where one ought to be, 
and therefore there is no existing legislation to which this appro- 
priation can apply or attach. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the rules prohibit legis- 
lation upon appropriation bills, but such bills may contain appro- 
| priations for public works in progress. An appropriation bill 
| may contain an appropriation for enterprises and improvements 
that have already been authorized by law. I take the position 
| that the paragraph contained in the naval appropriation bill! last 
year authorized this appropriation. 

The commission provided for in that bill was not simply au- 
thorized to investigate and report its opinion upon the advisability 
of locating a naval training station on the Lakes, but it was ap- 
pointed and imperatively required to investigate the situation 
and select a site for the station, and the conclusive inference from 
| that law is that Congress had already settled the question—that a 
naval training station should be established on the Great Lakes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman permit me a question 
at that point? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iwill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Suppose the commission had reported 
against the establishment of it? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The Commission had no such power. 
Congress gave the Commission no such discretion. Congress de- 
clared, almost as strong as it is possible for language to declare, 
that a naval training station should be established on the Great 
Lakes. That is the irresistible inference and implication from 
the language of the provision, and the only question confided to 
the Commission was the question of location. The Commission 
has now reported. Congress has committed itself by the legisla- 
tion last year to the location of a naval training station some- 
where upon the Great Lakes, and the Commission was only to 
select the particular place. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Willthe gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I have the naval bill here and I do not see 
any mention of the location. Will the gentleman tell me where 
it 1s? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The provision in the bill of last year 
authorizes the appointment of this board and charged it with the 
duty of selecting a site on the Great Lakes suitable for a naval 
training station, and having selected the site, if upon private land, 
to estimate its value. Now,the Commission appointed under the 
authority of that law made a preliminary report that, in their 
| judgment, the station should be located upon the shores of Lake 
Michigan, below the parallel of 43° 30’. 

Mr. SHATTUC. But it does not locate it. , 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Has the gentleman any report like that? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ihave; the report of the commission. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Where did it come from? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was reported to the Senate by the 
Secretary of the Navy and printed as a Senate document. The 
| commission reported that it would not be advisable nor in accord- 
| ance with business propriety to locate specifically and publicly 

the training station because of the liability of the owners of the 
property to extort from the Government a higher price than it 
might otherwise be compelled to pay, and therefore they recom- 
mend an appropriation of $250,000 and that they be authorized to 
negotiate for the site. 

That is the situation. The law practically declares it to be the 
| purpose of Congress to locate the station, and provision was made 
| for the appointment of the commission to make the location. 
| That commission has acted, has made its report; and if there is 
! not authority of law for this appropriation I should like to know 
what is necessary to create such authority. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I understood the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Dayton] to say that the committee had reported a site. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The committee has reported; I have 
their report here. 

Mr. DAYTON. They have not reported a site. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I mean to say that the committee has 
made a preliminary report fixing the general territory where the 
site ought to be established; but they say. as a matter of public 
policy, it is not advisable to announce a particular location. They 
indicate in a general way the available or eligible territory for the 
location of the establishment and ask an appropriation of $250,000 
to enable them to proceed in a businesslike way to negotiate for 
the land within the most eligible and available section. 
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Mr. OLMSTED. I seem to have misunderstood the gentleman 


from West Virginia. As he was some distance from me, I did 
not hear him distinctly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me submit this question, Mr. Chair- 
man: Suppose that this provision had been embodied in an inde- 


pendent law—a law by itself—would any member of the House | 


question the authority of the Naval Appropriations Committee 
to report an appropriation for this object? Would such a report 
be questioned on the ground that it was not authorized by law? 
And yet that case is identical with the one before us. The pro- 
vision made in this instance, although embodied in an appropria- 
tion bill, has as much force asif it had been enacted independently 
of an appropriation bill. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that there is 
authority for the provision. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is in order. 
order is pending. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, I wish to be heard for a 
moment. This seems to be an item making a large appropria- 
tion, and I want to know the reason for it. I have just returned 
from lunch, and from what I have heard since my return 1 sup- 

sed the item was being discussed on its merits. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there is a point 
of order pending. Ifthe gentleman wishes to enlighten the Chair 
on the point of order, the Chair will be glad to hear him. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am not quite positive that I can 
do so. It would be a hard undertaking, I know. But I should 
like to make an inquiry of the gentleman on the other side | Mr. 
CRUMPACKER], who has just addressed the committee, and I 
could not hear a word he said. 

The CHAIRMAN. It might be difficult for the gentleman to 
enlighten the Chair if he does not know what the point of order is. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The Chair did not state it, so that 
I am, I admit, somewhat in ignorance as to it. Still, Mr. Chair- 
man, I should like to ask the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat [Mr. CRUMPACKER] why, if we are to have this naval station, 
it should be located on the lakes?’ Why not over on the Missis- 
sippi River? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ican not discuss the merits of the prop- 
osition while the point of order is pending. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 1 know that this inquiry has not 
much to do with the point of order, still I should like to have that 
information. 

The CHAIRMAN. That matter can come up later. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Atl right. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the 
argument of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CrumMPpackER] I 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


A point of 


wish to call attention to the exact language of the last act in re- | 


gard to this naval training station. I agree with the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FirzGrera.p] that there is nothing in this 
language that can be properly construed to authorize the creation 
of a naval training station. The language merely authorizes an 
investigation and a report; and it specifically states that upon the 


reception of that report the action of Congress is to be taken, or | 


words to that effect. I will read the language: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to appoint a board composed 
of naval officers, whose duty it shall be to select on the Great Lakes a suit- 
able site for an additional naval training station— 


They are to select that site— 


And having selected such site, if upon private land, to estimate its value 
and ascertain, as nearly as practicable, the cost for which it can be pur- 
chased or acquired; and of their proceedings and actions to make full and 
detailed report to the Secretary, who shall transmit such report, with his 
recommendations thereon, to Congress for its action. 


For what action of Congress? Why, sir, it seems to me the 
only construction that can be placed upon this is that when the 
report has been transmitted to Congress it shall then be for Con- 
gress to say—after having the recommendation of this board, with 
a description of the land, the price, and all the information that 
the board can lay before Congress—whether it will proceed to 
erect a naval training station there. What other action can be 
intended? : 

If Congress last year had intended to say that we shall have a 
training station at the Great Lakes, it would not have used any 
doubtfullanguage. It would have positively declared its purpose 
to have this naval training station. But as Congress left the 
matter in this condition, with a naval board empowered to select 
a site, ascertain its price, and report all its proceedings to Con- 
gress with recommendations for the action of Congress, no other 
action, in my judgment, could have been intended than that Con- 
gress should then say, after getting this information, whether it 
would proceed further in the matter or not. In that view, Mr. 


Chairman, Congress heretofore not having taken action, it seems 
to me there is no law which authorizes this appropriation. 
I should like to call the attention of the gen- 


Mr. LESSLER. 
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tleman from North Carolina to Appendix A of this report, in 
which Secretary Moody says: 

Sir: A board, consisting of yourself, assenior member, and Civil Engineer 
Harry H. Rousseau, United States Navy, as member and recorder, is hereby 
appointed to examine the District of the Lakes for the purpose of fixing upon 
a site for a naval training station at a convenient point on the shores of 
those lakes. 

Evidently the Secretary of the Navy does not agree with the 
gentleman’s interpretation of the law. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, there is cer- 
tainly nothing in that which contradicts the position I take. 
That board was to be selected for that purpose and the report was 
to be made for the action of Congress, and Congress has never 
yet acted upon it, and until Congress does act upon that report 
there will be no law, in my judgment, to authorize the appro- 
priation. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Gi.uett of Massachusetts). It seems 
very clear to the Chair that if it were not for the legislation of 
last year this section would be subject toa point of order. The 
decisions are quite uniform on that subject. Take, for instance, 
the decisions with reference to dry docks, and even the Algiers 
case, cited by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton]. 
The first time in that case the point of order was sustained. It 
was only afterwards overruled when some appropriation had 
already been made for purchase of land; so that it seems clear to 
the Chair that without the legislation of last year this point of 
order must be sustained. 

The question then arises, Does the legislation of last year bring 
it within the rule, and is this a continuation of a work now in 
progress? The legislation of last year provided that a board 
should select a site, estimate its value, and report to Congress. 
It does not follow from this that Congress would appropriate for 
that site or would approve the action of the board, and this sec- 
tion in question provides not for the purchase of a selected or spe- 
cific site, but for a site still to be selected. A work would not be 
considered begun, in the ordinary use of language, simply by an 
appropriation for a board which was to select a site and make a 
report which might or might not be acted upon favorably by 
Congress, so that, it would seem to the Chair, if there were no 
authority pertinent, that the legislation of last year would not be 
sufficient ground for this appropriation. 

But there is extensive authority in thesame line. The decision 
cited by the gentleman from Ohio |Mr. GROSVENOR] as to the 
Nicaraguan Canal is very closely in point, and sustains the point 
of order. There was a decision last year in reference to an ap- 
propriation for a survey of a dam and site. The appropriation 
for the survey was held not to be the commencement of a work. 
The Chair also has before him a decision by Mr. Speaker Carlisle, 
which holds that the purchase of land for a bnilding is not such 
a commencement of the work as to authorize an appropriation 
for that building. He says: 

The Chair has before him theact approved March 3, 1875, whichauthorized 
the purchase of a site for this building, but it confers on the Secretary of 
the Treasury no authority whatever to contract for the erection of a publie 
bunere and the Chair is therefore bound to rule the amendment out of 
order. 

That is certainly a much stronger case than the one in question. 
The Chair, therefore, sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase and manufacture of smokeless powder, $500,000 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, w 
will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after line 13 as an independent paragraph: 

“To enlarge smokeless-powder factory at Indian Head, Md., 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to read somewhat from 
the hearings before the Committee on Naval Affairs. Admiral 
O'Neil testified we purchase about 8,000 pounds of smokeless 
powder a day and make 2,000 pounds. He stated that it cost us’ 
to manufacture powder 40 cents a pound and to buy it 80 cents a 
pound. In reply toa question asked him by Mr. Roberts— 

Can you tell us what the cost would be if we were to include those things? 
referring to interest on plants, etc., he said: 

I suppose it would beabout 10 cents more per pound. We have done that. 
We have figured the exact cost of the investment and everything else, and 
even then it is a great deal cheaper than you can buy it. Of course you can 
not expect to buy things without profit. People will not make them, and 
besides, powder making is a very hazardous business. 

To the question by myself— 

If you were to enlarge your plant, how much of an appropriation would 
be necessary? 
he replied: 

Fifty-five thousand dollars would enable us to increase the output to 5,000 
pounds a day, and I should be glad if you would vote us that amount. 

Mr. Chairman, increasing the output to 5.000 pounds a day 
would give us an additional manufacture of 3,000 pounds a day. 
At a saving of 40 cents a pound, that would make a saving to 
the Government of the United States of $400,000 in one year, It 


h 


ai 
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$55,000. 
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does seem to me that when we can invest $55,000 and save for the 
Government $400,000, it onght tobe done. As shown, this recom- 
mendation has the approval of the admiral who has charge of the 
Ordnance Bureau. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Washington, D. C.: For 1 chemist, at $2,500; 2 foremen of gun 
factory, at $2.20) each; 1 ordnance engineer and computing draftsman for 
gun factory. $3,000; 1 chief clerk, at $1,600; 1 clerk, at $1,400; 1 clerk, at $1,200; 
1 clerk, at $1,100; 3 writers, at $1,017.25 each; 1 draftsman, at $1,800; 3 drafts- 
men, at $1,081 each; 1 assistant draftsman, at $772; 2 copyists, at $720 each; 1 
telegraph operator and copyist, at $1,000; in all, $26.506.75. 

Mr. CANNON. 
in charge of the bill in reference to what is provided for on line 
10, namely, 1 ordnance engineer and computing draftsman for 
gun factory. Is this a new officer? It is newin the bill. 

Mr. FOSS. It is a new man. 

Mr. CANNON. Has he never been employed? 


Mr. FOSS. Never been employed. 
Mr. CANNON. Who has been doing that work heretofore? 


Mr. FOSS. I can not answer the gentleman just who has been 
doing it, but somebody down there. I desire, however, to call 
his attention to the letter, which appears in the hearings, of Ad- 
miral O'Neil. He says that the necessity for a permanent civilian 
employee of superior attainments in the Bureau of Ordnance at 
the naval gun factory is very pressing; that this Bureau is charged 
with the duty of designing guns, mounts, and turret fixtures, 
with all of their intricate details, and upon the successful opera- 
tion of which the Navy depends. And theSecretary of the Navy 
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_ to pay for a man that would compete to be selected by the Com- 


Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman | 


also, in his hearing, on page 34, speaks of this, and it came to us | 


in the regular estimates sent here by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. DAYTON. 
tion further: 

Mr. CANNON. All right. 

Mr. DAYTON. I think by reading a line or two further down 
you will find that that this duty has been performed by officers 
who have been detailed to that work. Under the present Admin- 
istration the demand for officers has been so great that most of 
them have been sent to sea. Here was an instance where the 
work could be done by a civilian instead of a naval officer, and 


I should like to answer the gentleman's ques- | 


the services of a naval officer could be utilized elsewhere at sea. | 


He says: 

All such work must originate at the Bureau and be perfected at the Naval 
Gun Factory, and for its performance the Bureau has been dependent upon 
the services of such officers of the Navy as it could procure by detail from 
time to time. ' 

Now he asks for a civilian employee and states the necessity for 
it to be the fact that it is important, and that he has no man to 
perform it except a naval officer to be detailed there. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, in perfect good faith, is it not probable 
that there is an officer detailed that either has not the health or 
the ability to do the work, and that this is to employ somebody 
to do the work, in the shape of a clerk? Iam not now throwing 
out any insinuation against the officer. That does happen some- 
times. 

Mr. DAYTON. I do not believe the gentleman's presump- 
tion is exactly right. I tuink that this work is of such impor- 
tance and of such intricate detail that it requires an officer who 
has all his faculties and is in perfect good health. That gun 
factory is a pretty busy place, and I think it has been dependent 
upon the detail of one of our best ordnance officer experts, but that 
it can be very well supplied by a civilian who can take his place 
and enable the naval officer to go elsewhere. 

Mr. CANNON. Itisa pretty large salary to pay a draftsman, 
for that is what he is. 

Mr. DAYTON. He is not a draftsman alone. 

Mr. FOSS. Ordnance engineer and draftsman. 

Mr. DAYTON. He is an ordnance engineer, 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, that is what it says. 

Mr. DAYTON. He says this: 


These employees should be graduates of technical schools, and should. pos- 


mission. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Coal and transportation: Purchase of coal for steamers’ and ships’ use and 


other equipment purposes, including expenses of transportation, storage, 
and handling the same, $2,500,000. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like toask the gentleman 
reporting this bill from whom and where, and if possible, at 
what price is this coal bought? Hereis a good deal of money for 
coal—about two and a half million dollars. 

Mr. FOSS. The Navy Department pay $2.50 aton. Where it 
is bought and when it is bought and how it is bought I have not 
the information to state. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
that price? 

Mr. FOSS. Ido not know. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where? 

Mr. LESSLER. We made contracts last year. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from New 
York tell me from whom it was bought? 

Mr. FOSS. lam not familiar as to whether it was long ton or 
short ton, or any of the details as to the buying of coal, but I pre- 
sume the gentleman from Tennessee can find all that information 
if he will send a note to the Navy Department or go down to the 
Department himself and investigate. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman should know, it 
seems tome. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. LkssLer] 
tell me, as he has just stated that the Government bought coal 
at $2.50 a ton? 

Mr. LESSLER. They made contracts last year. Now, with 
whom I do not know, and without an examination of the hear- 
ings I could not answer. 


From whom was coal bought at 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, Iam glad I made 
this inquiry. I see we are about to appropriate $2,500,000 for 
coal, and I am gratified at the information furnished by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] that we have bought our coal 
for $2.50 a ton. 

Mr. LESSLER. The gentleman will find that information as 
to the price of coal on page 29 of the hearings given to Admiral 
Bradford. 

The Department is now paying $2.50 a ton, f. o. b. at Norfolk, for Pocahon- 
tas coal, and $2.43 a ton, f. o. b. at Baltimore, for Georges Creek coal. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Two dollars and a half a ton? 
From whom does he say this coal was bought? 

Mr. LESSLER. ‘ Thesecontracts were with the best coal com- 


| panies in the United States,’’ this report says, but Admiral Brad- 


ford does not give any name. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman. I am very 
glad I made the inquiry, because it satisfies me the Government 
has not been held up by any parties in the purchase of coal for 
our Navy as the American people have been held up this winter 
by the coal combines and the railroads and the various other cor- 
morants and scoundrels—I started to say thieves, and I will with- 
out making any apology. because the man who held up his neigh- 
bor and allowed his neighbor and his children to freeze is not as 
good as the man who is put in the penitentiary for an offense. I 
wish we could in this bill bar every one of them from selling an 
ounce of coal to the Government. 

I said a few days ago, in reply to an inquiry made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], that in the State of Penn- 
sylvania there were six railroads in a *‘ coal combine,’’ combined 
to control the output of coal, combined to control the wages of 
the men employed in digging it, combined in the hauling of it, 
combined on the question of freights, and combined against the 
people—from the time of digging it from the bowels of the earth 
until sold in the East at Boston, where the people have been suf- 
fering. and sold in New York, where also they have been suffer- 
ing. The gentleman from Pennsylvania said he did not know ot 
any combination in that State. 

Now, I cite the gentleman to page 865 of the CONGRESSIONAL 


| Recorp of January 16, 1903, where a Congressional committee 


sess a thorough knowledge of calculating strains and stresses in ordnance | 


construction and fixing the proper dimensions of parts of guns, gun car- 
riages, projectiles, etc.; calculations in exterior and interior ballistics; me- 
chanionl drawing and designing; practical application of the science of elec- 
tricity and optics; architecture of shop building: installation, testing, and 
superintending the operation of steam and electrically operated machinery 
to meet given conditions, etc., and a good general knowledge of modern 
ordnance. 


Mr. CANNON. Is the selection of this man under the civil- 
service rules? 


Mr. LESSLER. Yes. The Admiral says that on page 21: 


Mr. Roperts. Would you secure these additional employees through the 
Civil Service Commission? 

Admiral O’Ner. Yes, sir. We would have to have an examination for 
them, and have them compete for the places. 
navy-yard and one for the Bureau of Ordnance. The fact is that to-day we 
can not get naval officers to do these things; everybody is at sea. I can not 
get enough officers to do the routine work of my Bureau. 


Mr. CANNON. Three thousand dollars is a pretty high salary 


that had investigated that question in 1893 found that six great 
railroads operating in Pennsylvania controlled the output of the 
coalin the State of Pennsylvania, controlled the mines, controlled 
the men that worked them, owned the coal, controlled the coal 


| and the hauling of it, and were in a combination for the purpose 


| of putting up coal, and are doing so now. 


I give that statement 
from the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD at this place. 

I will read from the REcorRD as cited: 

We have further here quotations from the report of the Congressional 


committee made to Congress in 1893, in which the statement eqpenee: 
“The committee, after a careful investigation, has come to the conclusion 


| that the railroad companies engaged in mining and transporting coal are 


There are two, one for the | 


practically in a combination to control the output and fix the prices which 
the public pays for this important and_necessary article of consumption. 
The combination is not confined to the Philadelphia and Reading and the 
Lehigh Valley, but embraces all the railroads connecting the anthracite re- 
gion with tide water. There is substantially no competition existing between 
these companies. The only limitation to their demands is the indisposition 


on the part of the public to buy their product at an exorbitant price ” 








1903. 


That was in reference to the conditions nine years ago. Now Mr. Shearn 
goes on to a sk (1903): 

“Now what isthesituation? Thesame situation precisely, except that itis 
more aggrav at ted. They have attempted to get around the law by this sub- 











terfuge. They have bought the control of the stock of the Central Railroad 
of New Jersey. The Reading Company now owns a majority of the stock of 
the Central Kailroad of New Jersey. The officials of the Central Railroad 


of New Jersey resigned. All of its direc tors resigned; but we find now in 
that new order of things the preside nt of the Reading is the president of the 
Central. The offices are in the same building. The directors are the same 
men. They are en gage din the same line of business, but there is no more 
competition bet n them; and t 1cy have omplished by virtue of 
buying up of the stock of the Centr al the same thing that Chancellor McGill 

denounced and that the Congressional committee found resulted in a combi- 
nation in restraint of trade in 1898." 

The Attorney-General of the United States knows this, and yet 
he fails to crush this trust under the antitrust act of 1890. 

Now, I am very glad, I really rejoice, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Government of the United States, upon the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss], has escaped these cormorants 
thus far. Iam glad that there is somewhere, somehow, some in- 
dividual, even if it is Uncle Sam, who has escaped the clutches 
and the greed of the coal barons and coal kings of this country. 
I hope this may be true during the next year, but I doubt it. I 
shall wait and watch. 

I am very sorry that the gentleman could not tell me from 
what coal company we have been buying this coal at $2.50 a ton. 
At one time we had to burn wood to warm this House, and the 
Post-Office Department came very near having to stop the fur- 
naces in the Post-Office because coal could not be had, not at 
$2.50 a ton, but could not get it at $12 or $15 a ton—any price. 
For the Government to have escaped this one time inits life from 
being skinned by the trusts, by these coal barons and coal kings, 
is a thing that we ought to congratulate ourselves upon, and I am 
especially delighted that we have brought this information to light. 

Taking the duty off coal a few weeks ago has reduced, I am 
told, the price of coal. The very fact of foreign coal coming here 
helped to do this, and the actual coming here of fleet after fleet of 
foreign coal from foreign countries has aided in relieving the 
people somewhat. Greater would have been the relief had the 
antitrust laws of Pennsylvania and of the United States been en- 
forced. But they were not. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
17288, the naval appropriation bill, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 


u we ace 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HULL. 
on House bill 16567, making appropriations for t 
the statement, to be printed in the RECORD. 
TheSPEAKER. This will be done in accordance 
The report and statement are as follows: 
CONFERENCE 


the Army, with 
vith the rules. 


REPORT. 
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GILLETT of Massachusetts, Chairman of the | 


Mr. Speaker, I submit the report of the conferees | 


| 





Thecommittee of conference on the Carecing votes of the two Houseson | 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16567) making appropr 
for the 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective House 3 2S follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 27, 28, 38, 43, 44, 45, 
and 46. 

That the House recede f 
Senate numbered 1,2, 3,4, 


82, 34, 35, 36, 87,39, 49, 42, 47, 


rom its disagreement to the amendments of the 
5,6, 7,8, 10, 11, 12, 18, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 29, 31, 
48, 49,! 51.52, and 53, and agree to the | same. 

Amendm ent numbered 9: Phat the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered { lagree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 8 of said amendme nt strike ‘out th e word 
“appointed ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ enlisted;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 





an 


Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement | 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lines 6 and 7 of said amendment strike out the 
following: “as military attachés at the United States embassies and lega 
tions abroad; and;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20 and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: After the word “war” in line 5 of said amendment 
insert the following: “for more than one year;"’ and beginning with the 
word “and” in line 11 of said amendment strike out down to and i including 
the word “honor” in line 19; and after the word “ officer” in line 20 of said 
amendment insert the following: ‘* whose service on the active list does not 
exceed twenty years, and shall not apply to any officer,” and strike out the 
proviso at the end of said amendment; and the Senate agr ee to the same. 

Amendme ont numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreeme ant 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the words “deposit” in line 2 of said amend- 
ment strike out the words *‘ money upon the same te rms as enlisted men” and 
insert_in lieu thereof the following: “of their pay,” and at the end of said 
amendment insert the following proviso: 

** Provided further, That said « eposits of any one officer shall never exceed 
in the aggregate $5, 000 at any one time;” and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: At the end of said amendment insert the followi ing 
psoviso: 

“ Provided, That all volunteer officers now in the Porto Rico Provisional 


iations | 
support of the Arn 1y for the fiscal ye oa ling June 30, 1904, and for | t 
| requi res them to be reporte d to the Se 








| pro 


| from its disagreement and agrees to the same with the amen: 


| tachés and for service in connection with the or 
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Regiment shall be mustered out on June 30, 1904, and their places be filled by 
detail from the line of the Army: Provided fur ts r, That any vacancy now 

isting or which may occur between now at nd a » 30, 1904, shall be fil led by 
detail from the Ii ne of the Army;” and the Sena ‘ree to the same 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its di agreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out lines 1 to 11, inclusive, of said amendment, 
and at the end of said amendment insert the following: ** Provided further, 
That not more than $40,000 of the above appropr iation shall be e xpended at 
any one post or station;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as folk ws: Strike out the word inserted by said amendment anc 
insert in lieu thereof the w ord “ fifteen; and, after the word “ million,” in 
line 20, page 29 of the bill, insert the words “five hundred thousand; and 
the Senate agree to the same, 

J.A.T. HULL, 


A. B. CAPRON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
J. V. QUARLES, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT. 

The conferees on the part of the House on the disagreeing vote of the two 
Houses on the bill oe appropriations for the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904, ce the following statement: 

Amendments Nos. 1 po 2 refer to the chief of staff, and are neces 
the bill for the reorganization of the Army. 

Amendment No. 3 refers to the purchase of the manuscript of Francis B. 
Heitman, a complete register of the United States Ar my from its organiza- 
tion to the present time, embracing both regular and volunteer sole liers. 

Amendment No. 4 applies only to the purchase of aowranee rs by the mili- 
tary information division and is in line with the legislation enacted by the 






sary by 


| House. 


Amendment No. 5 makes the same provision for equipment of the Signal 
Comme. now applying to other officers, to waive advertisement for small pur 
chases, 

Amendment No. 6 simply corrects a mistake. 

Amendments Nos. 7 and 8 simply change the language without changing 
the intent. 

Amendments Nos. 10, 11, 12,and 13 simply refer to the chief of 
are made necessary by the legislation passed creating a general 

Amendments Nos. 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 refer to the Signal Cor} 

Amendment No. 21 extends the provision as to dot service for war 
service to those that served in China now accorded to those who served in 
Porto Rico, Cuba, and Philippine Islands. 

Amendment No. 22 refers to soldiers’ deposits and is simply a verbal 
change. 

Amendment No 
officers. 

Amendment No 

Amendment No. 
$500 per annum. 

Amendment No. 29 refers to the abolition of tt 

Amendment No. 31 is simply a verbal « 

Amendment Nov. 32 places in the dincwetion of ‘the 
ice to enlisted men should be furnished. 

Amendment No. 34 refers to oflice furniture, etc. 
schools at the several military posts. 

Amendment No. 85 makes provis sion for the sale of horses owned by ofii- 
ers to the Government when the officer is ordered to duty beyond the seag. 
Amendment No. 3) makes immediately available $2,000,000 out of the ap- 
riation for barracks and quarters. 
eee dment No. 37 makes immediately available the appropriation for the 
pur thas e of additional ground in Omaha. 

Ame dme nt No. 3) in reases the appropriation for barracks and quarters 
in the P niliy pine Islands $250,000. 

Amen dme nt No. 40 makes the amount immediately avail: ble. 

Amendment No. 42 increases the amount for clot thing and 
page $i 50,000. 

Amendment No. 47 refers to the jurisdiction of the Chief of Engineers. 

Amendment No. 48 relates to furnishing national trophy and medals for 
the Regular Army and the National Guard for expert riffe sl shoo ting, and also 
an appropri ation of $2,000,000 for the militia of the St 

Amendment No. 49 refers to purchases by the O = 
‘re tary of W: 
5), 51, 52, and 53 relate to ch: aaa in the law governing 
rs for the Ordnance Der ‘par tment. 
he House recedes from its disagreeme 


staff, and 
staff corps. 
Ss. 


. 24 gives mileage to contract surgeons same as other 
25 simply makes a verbal change. 

26 increases pay of the computer for the Artillery Board 
1e Porto Rico Regiment. 


Secretary of War where 


, for the use of officers’ 








garrison equi- 





ance Department, and 


Amendments Nos. 
the detail of office 


In all the foregoing amendments t nts. 


Amendment No. 27 relates to injuries at Fort H. G. Wright, N. ¥ 
Amendment No. 28 relates to damages at Fort Preble, Me., and other 


laces. 
; Amendment No. 88 increases the appropriation for regular supplies of the 
Quartermaster's Department $500,000. 

Amendment No. 43 relates to the purchase and preservation of th: 
field at Balls Bluff. 

Amendments Nos. 44, 45, and 46 relate to the paymen 
of soldiers on furlough after the 21st of April, 1598. 

All of which amendments the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 9 relates to master electricians, and the House recedes 
iment strik- 
ane inted” and inserting the word ‘“‘e nlist a 

9 relates to the detail of retired officers as military at- 
zed militi a of the States 


» battle- 


1S 


t of medical expens 


ing out the word ‘ 
Amendment No 









and Territories. The House recedes from its disagreements and agrees to 
the amendment with an amendment striking out all relating to the service 
of retired officers at embassies and legations abroad, da confining their 


services to this country with the organized militia of the Statesand Territo- 


ries upon request of the governors. 


Amendment No. 20 relates to the advancement of certain officers of the 
Army to an additional grade. The House recedes fromits disagr itand 


agrees to the same with an amendment, and if adopted as agreed to in con- 
ference will read as follows: 

“And any officer of the Army now on the active list below the crade of 
major-general who served with credit as an officer or an enlisted man in the 


regular or volunteer service during the civil war for mor than one year be 
fore April 9, 1865, may when retired be retired by the Presid nt, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, with the rank and retired pay of the 


rs who have been re- 


next higher grade. This section shall apply to offic 
y toany offi- 


tired on or since the lith day of August 1598, but shall not appl 
cer whose service on the active list does not exceed twenty years, and shall 
not apply to any officer who has been placed on the retired list by virtue of 
any act of Congress, nor to any officer who has already received an a ivance 
of grade at the time of retirement, or with a view to retirement.’ 
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Amendment No. 23 extends the provision for deposit with the Government 
to officers of the Army, and the House recedes from its disagreement and 
agrees to the Senate amendment with an amendment limiting the right of 
deposit from pay of officers, and limiting the aggregate amount at any one 
time to $5.000. 

Amendment No. 30 makes provision for the continuance of the Porto Rican 
Regiment of Infantry, and the House recedes from its disagreement and 
agrees to the Senate amendment with an amendment providing that all vol- 
unteer officers now in the regiment shall be mustered out on the 30th of June, 
1904, so as to extend the present organization another year. 

Amendment No. 38 appropriates money to purchase heavy furniture for 
permanent ofiicers’ quarters, for the payment of special assessment against 
the military reservation at Indianapolis, Ind., and an appropriation for the 
continuance of the construction and maintenance of post exchanges. The 
House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the amendment with an 
amendment eliminating all appropriations for heavy furniture and for the 
payment of a special assessment at Indianapolis, Ind., 11d with an additional 
proviso limiting the appropriation for post exchanges 1 $40,000 for one post 
or station. 

Amendment No. 41: The Senate amendment appropriated $16,000,000 for 
the transportation of the Army and supplies, and the conferees agreed to 


$15,500,000, 
J. A. T. HULL, 
A. B. CAPRON, 
JAMES HAY, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 
FNROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 16915. An act authorizing the commissioners’ court of 
Escambia County, Ala., to construct a bridge across Conecuh 
River at or near a point known as McGowans Ferry, in said 
county and State. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 6212. An act to compensate the Old Point Comfort Improve- 
ments Company for the demolition and removal of Hygeia Hotel 
property from the Government reservation at Old Point, Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Claims; and 


| ate to $75 per month. 


TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Massachusetts asks isave 
for twenty-four hours to print remarks on the trust bill. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ELISE SIGEL. 


Mr. APLIN. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report and 
statement on the bill (H. R. 15659) granting a pension to Elise 
Sigel, to be printed under the rule. 

a SPEAKER. This will be done in accordance with the 
Tule. 

The report and statement are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15659) granting a pen- 
sion to Elise Sigel, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 


| to recommend and dorecommend to their respective Houses as follows: That 


the Senate recede from its amendment. 

H. H. APLIN, 

E. 8. HOLLIDAY, 

J. A. NORTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

A. G. FOSTER, 

GEO. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT. 

This bill passed the House at $100 per month, and was amended in the Sen- 
The Senate has receded from its amendment, and the 
result of the adoption of this report by the House will be to restore the rate of 
pension to Elise Sigel, widow of Gen. Franz Sigel, to $100 per month, the same 
as it originally passed the House. 

H. H. APLIN, 


E. 8. HOLLIDAY, 
J. A. NORTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Houso do now ad- 
journ. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 4 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 


journed until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


H.R. 15520. An act to establish a standard of value and to pro- 


vide for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands, with Senate | 


amendments—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 10 THE PRESIDENT OF 
STATES. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H.R. 14164. An act for the relief of Charles. W. Carr; 

H.R. 15757. 

H. R. 6332. An act granting a pension to Michael Conlon; 

H.R. 14845. An act granting a pension to Margaret Snyder: 

H. R. 15400. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos 
Turner; 

H.R.7792. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John L. Young; 

H.R. 13307. An act for the relief of Valdemar Poulsen; 

H. R. 7642. An act providing for the holding of terms of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Kansas City, 
Kans., and for other purposes; 

H.R.12411. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Bart: 

H. R. 10355. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Smithson; and 

H.R.9107. An act granting a pension to Austin A. Vore. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill and ask for a conference thereon with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs, asks unanimous con- 
sent that the House disagree to the Senate amendments and ask 
for a conference. Is there objection? [After a pause.| The 
Chair hears none. 

The Chair appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. LITTLe. 

REPRINT OF A BILL, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the reprint of the bill (H. R. 4564) to provide for ocean mail 
service between the United States and foreign ports, and the com- 
mon defense; to promote commerce, and to encourage the deep-sea 
fisheries. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for the reprint of the bill H. R. 4564. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for leave to print in connection with the bill H. R. 
7, the trust bill, for twenty-four hours. 


THE UNITED 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of State in relation to 
the participation of the United States in the International Rail- 
way Congress—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 


° . " | » be p i ted. 
An act granting a pension to Frances C. Broggan; | . printed 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy 
submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the Ma- 
rine Corps—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 


| eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 


(5. 6847) to increase the number of light-house districts, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3786); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6867) 
to authorize the building of dams and other improvements in the 
Columbia River, in the State of Washington, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3799); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
3864) to provide for the construction of a light-house and fog 


| signal at Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North Carolina, at 


Cape Hatteras, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3800); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7298) to fix the rank of 


| certain officers in the Army, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3802); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate ani For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 17426) to authorize the Pennsylvania Railroad Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Allegheny River. in 
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the State of Pennsylvania, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3803); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 

7284) to provide an American register for the British ship Pyre- 
nees, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3784); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 39) to correct the 
military record of William B. Thompson, reported the same with- 
out amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 3787); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 

9230) to authorize Malcolm 8S. Potter to raise and remove certain 
sunken vessels, boats, floats, or other structures from Lake Cham- | 
plain, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3788); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6881) for the relief 
of James L. Elmer, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3797); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6895) to authorize 
the promotion of Maj. William Crawford Gorgas, surgeon in the 
Army of the United States, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3798); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 6666) for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain, United States 
Revenue-Cutter Service (retired), reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3801); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 








ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3612) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Charles J. Clark, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied bya report (No. 3789); 
which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 28) for the correction of the military record 
of John R. Leonard, reported the same adversely, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3790); which said bill and report were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 26) to correct the military record of Perry 
J. Knoles, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 8791); which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1354) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam J. McGhee, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3792); which said bill and report were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 690) to correct the military record of Talton 
T. Davis, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3793); which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the 
table. s 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14240) granting an honorable discharge | 
to John P. Miller, reported the same adversely, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3794); which said bill and report were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12125) to correct the military record of 
Perry Childs, late of Company I, Fifty-seventh Pennsylv ania | 
Volunteers, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report | 
= - 3795); which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the | 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the House (H. R. — to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Conrad Springer, reported the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3796); which said bill and report 
were ordered to lie on the table. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds was discharged from the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 17424) for the conveyance of public lands belonging to 
the United States, and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 17446) authorizing the Secretary of 
State to cause the destruction of invoices filed in consular oftices 
for more than five years—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 17447) authorizing the Asher 
Bridge Company to build, maintain, and operate a wagon bridge 
across the South Canadian River—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A concurrent resolution 
(H. C. Res. 89) declaring the Isle of Pines to be territory belong- 


| ing to the United States—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


By Mr. ROBERTS: A resolution (H. Res. 452) directing the 
Clerk of the House to supply the Public Printer with the copy of 
the Digested Summary and Alphabetical List of Private Claims— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

3y Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. R. 453) to consider—in 
the bill (H. R. 17288) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice—legislation providing for increase of midshipmen, officers, 
and men in the line, staff, corps, and Marine Corps, and increase 
of limit of cost in reconstruction of Naval Academy, etc.—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution (H. Res. 
454) requesting information from the President relative to the 
government of the Isle of Pines—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A resolution (H. Res. 455) to appoint W. S. 
Sims a special employee—to the Committee on Accounts. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17448) granting a pension to 
James Donahoo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 17449) for the relief of Thomas M. 
Lippitt—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 17450) granting an increase of 


| pension to R. F. Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 17452) for the relief of Lawson 
M. Fuller—to the Committee on Claims. 


17451) for the relief of ¢ ‘opiah 


By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 17453) for the relief 
of Anna Wendell Miller—to the Committee on Private Land 


Claims. 


By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 17454) granting a pension to 


| Theophilus Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS. ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petition: 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of Naval ¢ lommand, No. 1,Camp N 


sand papers 


91, Spanish-American War Veterans, Philadelphia, Pa., favoring 
the passage of a bill to equalize the yo ote ond pay of the 
po ains in the Army and Navy-—-to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of the Columbia (S. ¢ 
of Commerce, for the improvement of the Santee 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 5. B. Gordon and others, for the improvement 
of Lenuds Lake—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of M. Bernstein Lodge. No. 
of Glens Falls, N. Y., favoring certain modifications of the immi- 
| gration law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Petition of retail druggists of Staunton and 
Basic City, Va., in favor of House bill 178, for reduction of tax on 
distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOERDERER: Petition of Naval Command, No. 


’.) Chamber 
Canal—to the 


203, 


1, 
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Camp No. 91, Spanish-American War Veterans, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., favoring the passage of a bill equalizing the allowance and 
pay of the chaplains in the Army and Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of James Donohoo for restoration of 
his name to the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petitions of Peter Egli, Henry W. A. 
Wimberg, and others, favoring House bill 178—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. SCARBOROUGH: Petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Columbia, 8. C., for survey of water route for river 
navigation from the inland to Charleston, 8. C., by way of the 
Santee and Cooper rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

sy Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Papers to accompany House bill 
for the relief of Anna Wendell Miller—to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of Typographical Union No. 47, 
of New Haven, Conn., for the repeal of the desert-land law—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEWART of New York: Petition of Cigar Makers’ 
Union No. 112, of Oneonta, N. Y., favoring House bill 16457, re- 


lating to gifts in connection with the sale of tobacco and cigars— 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Maritime Association of the | 


Port of New York, asking that sail vessels be exempted from the 
compulsory employment of State pilots under the safeguards re- 
quired in respect 89 steam vessels—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Sunday-school board of the Reformed 
Church of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the post-check currency 
bills—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of 
Pennsylvania, urging the passage of the Grosvenor anti-injunc- 
tion bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Grand Council, Royal Arcanum, of Pennsyl- 
vania, favoring an amendment to the Post-Office appropriation 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also. resolutions of Mount Moriah Lodge. No. 319, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, Philadelphia. Pa., in favor of the 
passage of the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 18, 19038. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CULLOM, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
POTOMAC RIVER FLATS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting the final 
report cf the supreme court of the District of Columbia under 
section 4 of the act of August 5, 1886, entitled *‘An act to pro- 
vide for protecting the interests of the United States in the Po- 


tomac River Flats in the District of Columbia,”’ together with a | 


letter sent to the Secretary of the Treasury suggesting the form 


of a proposed appropriation for the payment of amounts found | 


due the defendants by the court; which, with the accompanying 
papers. was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIST OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a copy 


of Senate Document No. 414, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, | 


containing a list of claims certified by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department in favor of certain insurance com- 


panies of New York, for which no provision for payment has | 


been made; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15804) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 
and for other purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 


| Mr, SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. LirrLk managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 
The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 16734) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Beaumont; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


| 
| 
| 
} 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented the memorial of Mary 
L. Page, of Olympia, Wash., and the memorial of Benjamin Cur- 
rey and sundry other citizens of Olympia, Wash., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation relative to the interstate 
transportation of live stock; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of Local Division No. 
186, Amalgamated Association of Street Railway Employees. of 
Anderson, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called eight- 
hour bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of Rev. H. H. Hewitt, of 
Elkton, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation to rec- 
ognize and promote the efficiency of chaplains in the Army; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| He also presented the petition of H. C. Sessions & Son. of Sioux 
| Falls, S. Dak., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the Post-Office appropriation bill relative to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of Charles Lerchen, of 
Denver, Colo.; of the Humane Society of Denver, Colo., and of 
the American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, 
of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation relative to the interstate transportation of live 
stock; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BATE presented the petition of Anna H. Allen, of David- 
| son County, Tenn., praying that she be reimbursed for certain 
| property used and occupied by the Army during the war of the 
| rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARMACK presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Kenton, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
to the States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may 
be shipped into their territory from other States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of W. H. Paige & Co. 
and 10 other citizens of Terre Haute. Ind., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called immigration bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 218, Interna. 
tional Association of Machinists, of South Bend, Ind., and a peti- 
tion of Local Division No. 186, Amalgamated Association of 
Street Railway Employees, of Anderson, Ind., praying for the 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the American Chemical Com- 
pany, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to amend the internal-revenue laws so as to reduce the tax 
| on distilled spirits: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of William Hugo Lodge, No. 166, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Huntington, Ind., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation relative to the running of 
engines on railway trains; which was referred to the Committee 
on Railroads. 

He also presented petitions of J. Crouch & Son, of Lafayette; 
of J. Shannon Nave, of Attica; of Hanley & Weaver, of Winamac, 
and of H. & H. Wolf, of Wabash, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the importa- 
tion of breeding animals; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Franklin County Bar Asso- 
ciation, of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a 
laboratory for the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective 
classes; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. P. Goodhart & Co.. of Cin- 
| cinnati, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
| for the issuance and circulation of national-bank notes; which 
vas ordered to lie on the table. 
| He also presented a memorial of the health committee of the 
| Woman’s Municipal League, of New York City, N. Y., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation relative tothe inter- 
state transportation of live stock; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment proposing to appropriate $12.50 to pay the 
estate of Solomon Hirsch, deceased, late United States minister 
to Turkey, for contingent expenses, foreign missions; $63.65 for 
salaries of diplomatic officers while receiving instructions and in 
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transit, 1898, and $7.04 for steam launch for legation at Constan- 
tinople, 1892, intended to be ee to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, and moved that it be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 15842) granting a pension to Mary H. Talcott; 

A bill (H. R. 13881) granting a pension to William M. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 15362) granting an increase of pension to Grace 
Harrington; 

A bill (A. R. 
Churchill; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Gifford; 

A bill (H. R. 
Fullerton; and 

A bill (H. R. 17298) granting an increase of pension to Clara 
E. Smith. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports there- 
on, which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

A bill (H. R. 1624) granting a pension to James Allen; and 

A bill (H. R. 8573) granting a pension to William McDaniel. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7244) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Lucetta Arnold, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 14758) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Talbott; 

A bill (H. R.1 
H. France; 

A bill (H. R. 17305) granting a pension to Philander H. Graves: 

A bill (H. R. 6969) granting a pension to Visa C. Morrill; and 
‘ A bill (H. R. 14788) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
i. Hills. 


15038) granting an increase of pension to Lucy T. 


12090) granting a pension to Arvilla N. Stocker; 
6442) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 


~~e 


5533) granting an increase of pension to William 


to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


15440) granting an increase of ponsion to John | 
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Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 16857) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
W. Kile; 

A bill (H. R. 13046) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Ludlum; 

A bill (H. R. 15696) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
D. Wells: 

A bill (H. R. 1 
Wheeler; and 

A bill (H. R. 14263) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Journal. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11122) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Copley; and 

A bill (H. R. 10922) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Feldhausen. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions. to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3503) granting an increase of peusion 
to Edward H. Brady, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9799) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Murphy; and 

A bill (H. R. 5010) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Pace. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 13711) granting a pension to Simon 
M. Yates, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1488) for the relief of T. A. Woodress, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. NELSON on the 14th instant, pro- 
posing to appropriate $4.926.67 for payment to the owners of the 


~~oO~ 


5735) granting an increase of pension to John H. 


| Norwegian steamship Nicaragua for damage by reason of the 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, | 


A bill (H. R. 14091) granting a pension to Charles A. Warrick; | 


A bill (H. R. 14235) granting an increase of pension to George 
White: and 
7 A bill (H. R. 15186) granting an increase of pension to Isaac J. 

Vichols. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8314) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Kauffman; 

A bill (H. R. 
and 

A bill (H. R. 


2918) granting a pension to Catharine A. Sawdy; 


2911) granting a pension to Charles M. Walker. 


rescue of an American citizen and the consequent quarantine of 
the ship at Mobile, Ala., intended to be proposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will inquire whether the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CuULLoM], the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, has made a report on Senate joint resolution 163? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That report has not been made. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was a little in doubt whether the joint reso- 
lution should be reported in open or executive session, but I will 
report it in legislative session. I report the joint resolution ad- 


| versely from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- | 
lumbia, reported a bill (S. 7369) to authorize street railway com- 


panies in the District of Columbia to convey small freight, ex- 
press matter, and so forth; which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill (S. 6093) to authorize 
street-railway companies in the District of Columbia to convey 
small freight, express matter, etc., being Order of Business 2587 
on the Calendar, be indefinitely postponed, and that the bill just 
reported by me be given the place of the Senate bill on the Cal- 
endar, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8085) granting an increase of pension 
to David K. Wardwell, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 15528) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Williams; and 

A bill (H. R. 17179) granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher G. Divers. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11958) granting a pension to Henry H. 
a en reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 163) to preserve and 
enforce the act approved June 28, 1902, entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to file a minority report upon the 
joint resolution. I have not yet prepared it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 


The joint resolution will be 


desires to have the joint resolution go to the Calendar instead of 
being indefinitely postponed? 








Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
placed on the Calendar with the adverse report, and the Senator 
from Alabama will later on file views of the minority. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16990) making ap- 
propriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1257) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 17303) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
W. Huffman; 

A bill (H. R. 12611) granting a pension to Alexander J. Thom- 
son; and 


ony 


wi 
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A bill (H. R. 1238) granting a pension to Margaret A. Stuart. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7247) for the relief of 
certain homestead settlers in the State of Alabama on lands which 
have been recovered or which may hereafter be recovered in the 
courts by the grantees of certain railroad companies of that State, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
amendment proposing to appropriate $90,000 for constructing, 
equipping, and outfitting, complete for service, a first-class steel 
steam light vessel with steam fog signal at Healds Bank light 
vessel, Texas, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, and moved that it be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES IN CUBA. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
Piatt of Connecticut on the 13th instant, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be pricted 2.000 copies of the report of the War Department on the receipts 
and expenditures in Cuba during its occupation by the United States; 1,000 
copies for the use-of the House of Representatives, 750 copies for the use of 
the Senate, and 250 copies for the use of the War Department. 

CIVIL ORDERS IN CUBA. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on, Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
Piatt of Connecticut on the 13th instant, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resoived by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed in English and Spanish 1,700 copies of the civil orders issued 
during the occupation of Cuba by the United States; 1,000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives, 50) copies for the use of the Senate, and 200 
copies for the use of the War Department. 

CUBAN CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
Piatt of Connecticut on the 13th instant, reported it without 


amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and | 


agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 3,000 copies of the English translation of the proceedings of 
the Cuban constitutional convention; 1,700 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives, 1,200 copies for the use of the Senate, and 100 copies for 
the use of the War Department. 

EMPLOYEES AT MALTBY BUILDING, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 11th instant, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the engineer at the Maltby Building be paid at the rate of 
$1,440 per annum and the three firemen at the rate of $1.000 each per annum; 
and that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to appoint a skilled laborer at the rate of $800 per annum; the 
above changes to take effect on the Ist day of July, 1903. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 
Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 


trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Perkins on the 10th instant, 


reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- | 


mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resulved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and it is hereby, author- 
ized to employ a messenger, at an annual salary of $1,440, to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided for by 3 

DESTRUCTION OF USELESS INVOICES. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report a short bill authorizing the Secretary of State 
to destroy certain invoices, and I ask to have it immediately con- 
sidered. 

The bill (S. 7363) to permit the Secretary of State to cause the 
destruction of invoices of merchandise exported to the United 


States which have been on file in the consular offices for more than | can National Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France; which 


five years was read the first time by its title, and the second time 
at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of State is authorized to cause, from 
time to time, the destruction of invoices that have been filed in the consular 
offices for a period of more than five years. i 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 








BANK OF COLFAX, IOWA. 


Mr. STEWART. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13257) to refund penalty to 
the Bank of Colfax, Iowa, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment and recommend its passage. It is a perfectly just measure 
and involves only $75. I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


_ Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and 
directed to refund to the Bank of Colfax, Iowa, the sum of $75, penalty col- 
lected by reason of delay in the receipt of special tax. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to say that I sha!l make no objection to 
this bill, as it has been read, but I shall object to any other inter- 
ruption of the routine morning business. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FORT SMITH RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. BACON. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15595) confirming and 
ceding jurisdiction to the State of Arkansas over certain lands 
formerly in the Fort Smith Reservation in said State. and assert- 
ing and retaining Federal jurisdiction over certain other lands in 
said reservation, to report it without amendment, and I ask for 
its present consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. Iobject to unanimous consent until the morning 
business is concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

ESTATE OF SOLOMON HIRSCH, DECEASED. 

Mr. BURTON. Yesterday I submitted for the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] an amendment proposing to make a pay- 
ment to the estate of Solomon Hirsch, deceased, intended to be 
proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. I find, upon inquiry, that 
it should have gone to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


| Therefore I ask that that change of reference be made. 


Mr. CULLOM. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that 
the same amendment was acted upon by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations this morning, and it has been favorably reported 
by me and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURTON, Very well. 

JOHN S, WHITLEGE. 

Mr. DEBOE. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to 
John 8. Whitlege, to report it favorably without amendment, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of John 8. Whitlege, late of Company F, Twenty-eighth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 7364) to pay to certain 
Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan unpaid annuities under treaties 
made with them; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying memorial, which was ordered to be printed, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 7365) for the relief of Levi 


| Carnrike; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 


panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7366) for the relief of 
Charles H. Stockley; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 7367) authorizing the Secretary of 


| War to issue a certificate of muster to Adolph F. Hitchler; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 7368) to incorporate the Ameri- 


was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
which was ordered to be printed, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 
Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $125,000 for Rock of Ages light and fog-signal station, Lake 


Superior, Michigan, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 














$75,000 for a light-house tender for St. Marys River, Michigan; 
$25,000 for Middle Island light and fog-signal station, Lake Hu- | 


ron, Michigan, and $54,100 for repairs and reconstruction of Spec- | 
tacle Reef light station, Lake rn Michigan, intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be | 
printed. 

, Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | 
priate $50,000 for the construction of a new Freedmen’s Hospital | 
building and accessories on the ground now occupied by the | 
Freedmen’s Hospital, in the District of Columbia, intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to | 
be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate an additional $600 for completion of chaplain’s quarters, 
$5,000 additional for combination barracks, and $1,600 additional 
for headquarters building, all at the Western Branch of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Leavenworth, 
Kans., said sums to be immediately available, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be | 

wrinted. : 

" Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment relative to the adjust- 
ment and settlement of the accounts of the Alaska Commercial 
Company, the North American Transportation and Trading Com- | 
pany, and the Alaska Exploration Company for supplies fur- 
nished and services rendered natives of Alaska during an epidemic | 
of disease over that country in 1900, intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $74.40 to pay Sidney L. Griffin for leave of absence earned 
during his term of service at the Government Printing Office 
from December 7, 1891, to May 19, 1894, intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also submitted an amendment authorizing the appointment 
of William Crawford, of Philadelphia, Pa., as an assistant en- 
gineer with the rank of lieutenant, junior grade, on the retired 
list of the Navy, intended to be proposed by him to the naval ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate | 
$100,000 for necessary expenditures incident to the occupation | 
and utilization of the naval station at Guantanamo, Cuba, in- | 
tended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. | 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate $25 | 
for cost of repairing injuries to dwelling house of E. M. Ferguson 
by reason of mortar practice at Fort H. G. Wright, N. Y., on 
August 23, 1902; and $3,806.72 for damages to private property 
by gun firing and mortar practice at Fort Preble, Me., Fort | 
Winthrop, Mass., and Fort Hamilton, N. Y., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM (for Mr. Proctor) submitted an amendment 
proposing to appropriate $135,000 for the purchase of land for the 
enlargement of the military post at Fort Totten, at Willetts | 
Point, Long Island, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment ans to ap- 
propriate $120,000 for the establishment of a military post at or 


} 
| 


near Indianapolis, Ind., intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $90,000 for establishing a light vessel at Healds Bank 
off Galveston Harbor, Texas, intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for the purchase or construction of two launches 
for use at the fish-cultural stations at Gloucester, Mass., and Bat- 
tery Island, Maryland, from $2,000 to $4,000, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
aoe to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5.000 for the erection of an addition to the quarters now occu- 
pied by the subtreasury at Baltimore, Md., etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
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| claim or item of a claim heretofore presented to the Treasury 
‘ize and supply and equip the Volunteer Army of the United 


| printed. 


| posing to appropriate $50,000 to enable the Secretary of War, 


| Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
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was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,303.09, the amount found to be due the Chesapeake Bank, of 
Baltimore, Md., by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, under 
the act of Congress approved February 28, 1901, for taxes illegally 
paid, intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment proposing to extend the 
time fixed in section 6 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1899, relative to the reimbursement to the governors of States and 
Territories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United 
States to raise and organize and supply and equip the Volunteer 
Army of the United States in the war with Spain, to January 1, 
1905, and also authorizing the accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department, on application of the governor or other duly author- 
ized officer or agent of the State or Territory made on or before 
the ist day of January, 1905, to reconsider and audit anew any 































































Department under the provisions of the act approved July 8, 1898, 
providing for the reimbursement to the States and Territories for 
expenges incurred in aiding the United States to raise and organ- 


States in the war with Spain, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi submitted an amendment pro- 


through the commissioners of the Shiloh National Military Park, 
to construct a gravel road from that park to the city of Corinth, 
Miss., etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 17422) to increase the limit of cost of 
certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 
public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of pub- 
lic buildings, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 


printed. 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 17422) to increase the limit of cost 
of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 
public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of pub- 
lic buildings, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Isubmita resolution and ask for its pres- 

ent consideration. 
he resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That 500 copies of the document on the establishment and gov- 


ernment of the District of Columbia be printed for the use of the Senate 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the cost exceed the limit of $500? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will cost a small amount, I will say to 
the Senator. The plates are at the Printing Office. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

STATEHOOD BILL. 

Mr. QUAY. I submit a resolution and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas House bill 12543, to enable the people of Oklahoma, Arizona, and 
New Mexico to form constitutions and State governments and be admitted 
into the Union on an equat footing with the original States, has been under 
discussion in the Senate since the 10th day of December last, and must fail 
unless voted upon at an early date: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that by unanimous consent a 
date and hour prior to the 2d of March next should be fixed fora final vote 
upon the bill and all amendments that are pending or may be offered thereto. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Let the resolution go over under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
resolution goes over under the rule. 

ELMER E. FORESHAY. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ate 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the resolution I offered yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
oot resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read, 





The Chair lays before the Sen- 
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The Secretary read the resolution submitted on ee 16th instant 
by Mr. Dusots, as follows: 


Resolve d by the Senate _—— United States of America in Congress assembled, 


Vo-st the Civil Service C nmi sion ishereby directed to furnish to the United 
Siutes Senate a statement of the charges an d evidence on account of which 
Elmer E. Foreshay was dismissed from the surveyor-general’s office of Idaho. 

Also, whether under the ruling of the civil service he is eligible to any other 


pe sition in the Government service. 
STATEHOOD BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will withdraw for 
tne present the resolution which has just been read, and lay be- 


fore the Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from | 


Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], coming over from yesterday. 
The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Qu AY was read, as 
fc lows: 


Whereas the bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the peo pl e of Oklahoma, Arizona, 
and New Mexico to form constitutions and State governments and be ad- 
mitted ir ito th e Union on an equal footing with the orig zinal States has been 
under discussion in the Senate since the 10th day of Dec ember last, and must 
fail anless v« te d upon at an early date: 

Resoived, That it is the sense of the Senate that by unanimous consent a 
date and hour pri or to the 2d of March next should be fixed for a final vote 
upon the bill and all amendments that are pending or may be offered thereto. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
resolution? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I doubt very much if Senators 
who examine carefully the resolution which was introduced a day 
or ¢wo ago, or this resolution, will care to vote for it. The reso- 
lution introduced yesterday or day before yesterday is really a 
resolution inviting a majority of the Senate to vote for a cloture 
rul2. The Senator from Pennsylvania disclaims that purpose, 


I am frank to admit that years ago, when I was first a member 
of the Senate and a struggle of that kind came, I was very restive 
under it. I thought that a minority ought not to be able to ob- 
struct the passage of legislation. 

But, Mr. President, I do not believe there is any legislative 
body in this world which accomplishes as much in a deliberate, 
thoughtful, and careful way as the Senate accomplishes under 
its existing rules. The very freedom which is accorded to Sena- 
tors here assures debate, which would not occur if we had a pre- 
vious question. There would of necessity be an exclusion of 
many from debate. 

I have often seen in the newspapers and I have often heard it said 
that debate is of no effect in this body. That is not true. I ap- 
peal to every Senator here if the contrary is not true, as is shown 
at every session repeatedly upon full debate, because Senators de- 
sire here to get at the right. Sometimes we are constrained by 
political prejudice and more or less of partisanship where proposed 
le gislation may have a political phase, but in the matters of legis- 
lation almost universally debate in this body has had great veight, 


| and many members have risen and acknowledged a change of 


but it is impossible for him to eseape the conclusion that that | 


would be its effect 

Why is it that the Senator, with a majority of the Senate back 
of liim. as he claims (and I think the Senator is not likely to be 
mistaken in his opinion as to whether he has a majority back of 
him in the Senate or anywhere else), can not bring or has not 
been able to bring this bill to a vote? It is because under the 
rules of the Senate a single objection can prevent ‘a vote as long 
as there is a desire on the part of members of the Senate to debate 
the bill. Now, that may be an unhappy situation. Some Sena- 
tors think it is. Other Senators think in the long run and taking 
it by and large it is not. I am one of the latter. 

The Senator’s proposition was that a majority cf the Senate 
should say that a day ought to be fixed before the end of this 
Congress for taking this vote. That could only be done by a 
change of the rules. 

Mr. QUAY. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPOONER. That could only be done by a change of the 
rules. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield? : 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. QUAY. 
that there was no intention of pushing a cloture upon the resolu- 
tion; that theonly method by which a vote could be reached was 
by unanimous consent. I stated that yesterday, and I amended 
the resolution to meet the objection of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, and it is that resolution which is now before the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam discussing the other resolution. 

Mr. QUAY. I suggest tothe Senator that he had better discuss 
the one now pending. 

Mr. SPOONER. I discuss what I choose, when I have the floor, 
without the consent of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. Allright; the Senator can discuss what he pleases. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not be told what I had better discuss. 

Mr. QUAY. Then the Senator will accomplish no purpose. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will accomplish what I want to accomplish, 
and I will not be long about it, either, for lam not speaking for 
the p rpose of obstruction. 





view because of a discussion which has taken place. It would be 
quite absurd to have it understood that debate is of no conse- 
quence here. 

This power to stop the hasty passage of bills by a single objec- 
tion in the afternoon sometimes when we take up the Calendar 
has been of infinite benefit to the country. We rely largely upon 
committees. Sometimes the committees act hastily and im- 
providently—all the committees. Sometimes bills are reported 
along toward the end of the session by a poll of the members of 
the committee, and it has often happened that objection to a bill 
has delayed it for an hour until the Senator in charge could ex- 
plain it; and it has often happened the delay brought about a 
conference which disclosed a defect in the bill which was reme- 
died by amerdment. 

It is true thut when a bill is objected to by a single Senator it 
is possible, under the rules, to move to proceed to its considera- 
tion. LIappeal to Senators that that rarely becomes necessary, 
and by common consent, as a rule, when a measure is objected to 
it goes over for examination, and that delay seldom fails to be 
useful, 

For one I have become convinced that under the rules of the 
Senate as they are, the interest of the public, of the whole country, 
is better subserved than it would be had we a cloture. 

Now, this proposition has been amended, admitting by the 
amendment the justice of the criticism which was made upon the 
other resolution. What does it call upon the Senate to do? It 
calls upon the Senate practically to put a vote of censure upon 


| those gentlemen who are members of this body who happen to 


be conscientiously opposed to this measure as it stands. Is a 


| majority of the Senate prepared to do that? Is not that a novel 


I desire to say that I stated distinc tly at the time | 


proposition? 

Recurring to what occurred in a former term, I remember when 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber, and some upon this 
side, were unwilling to permit what was called the force bill to 
come to a vote. I favored the force bill, as it was misca)led, for 
as we amended it in our committee there was nothing in it which 
justified that characterization of it. There was a majority in the 
Senate, I believed then and believe now, in favor of that bill. I 
never doubted for one moment the sincerity of gentlemen on the 
other side in their opposition to it, nor did I challenge their sin- 
cerity in the belief that they wrought a patriotic purpose in re- 


| fusing to permit us to pass it. 


No matter what the Senator intended by his resolution, we are | 
ject to a vote; an impeachment by a majority of the Senate be- 


to judge by the resolution itself what is involved in it. He asked 
the Senate by a majority vote to declafe that a time should be 


fixed before the end of this session for taking a vote. Thatcould | : : 
| motives of any man who rises here under the rules, as he has a 


not possibly be done without a change of the rule. It would in- 


volve. of course,acloture; and it amounted to a proposition that in | 


the judgment of a majority of the Senate there should be acloture. 
There was a time when I was in favor of acloture. I have 


been a member of this body now for twelve years. I have been | 


very constant in my attendance upon its sessions; I have been 
somewhat active in all controverted matters which have been be- 
fore the Senate. I have seen times when members of this body, 
impelled, not by partisanship, but only by the strongest possible 
motives of conscience, felt constrained to resist the passage of 
measures which they thought were unconstitutional, or which 
they thought, if constitutional and passed, would be subversive 
of great public interests. 


If at that time some one on this side had introduced such a res- 
olution resolving that it is the sense of the Senate that by unani- 
mous consent a day and hour prior to the 2d of March next should 
be fixed fora final vote on the Federal election bill and all amend- 
ments thereto, what would have been thought about it en the 
other side? A vote of censure by a majority here upon any man 
who saw fit to exercise the right which the rules give him'to ob- 


cause they happen to differ with a large and conscientious minority 
upon the merits of the measure; an impeachment almost of the 


right to do, to object. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, may I make one suggestion to my 


| honorable friend? 


Mr. SPOONER. I am always glad to get a suggestion from the 
Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. It is one of fact. I would not presume, of course, 
to suggest anything to the Senator by way of argument. I had 
the charge of that bill, the election bill, which had no more of an 
element of force in it than the taking of a census has. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is right. 

Mr. HOAR. But I am satisfied, I think I know, that if there 
had been a vote when the bill first came up it would heve had a 
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majority of the Senate. However, in the progress of the discus- | 
sion—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, we can not hear the Senator on | 
this side. 

Mr. HOAR. If there had been a vote 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, can we not have a little order? 
We can not hear the Senator in this part of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will suspend until order is restored. Senators will resume 
their seats. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I was saying that I had the charge 
in the Senate, as chairman of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, of the bill known as the force bill, which was a bill pro- 
viding for watching the elections as it was reported, and had no 
more element of force in it than the taking of a census has. But 
I am satisfied thatif there had been a vote on the bill when it 
was first reported it would have had a majority of the Senate in | 
itsfavor. If there had been a vote on that bill at the end of the | 
session, at the end of the discussion, it would have been beaten | 
by a majority. In other words, the progress of the discussion, in 
my judgment, changed the majority in the Senate in regard to 
that bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, one word. The fact with re- 
gard to it was that it was twice displaced by calling up other 
measures. In December the silver bill was called up and dis- 

laced it by a vote, and finally, in February, the apportionment 
bill was called up and it got a majority and displaced the other 
measure by a vote. 

Mr. HOAR. The fact as to that 1:1, as I understand it, abso- 
lutely supports the contention of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HALE. And if there had been then, as some Senators be- 
lieved there ought to have been, a previous question, there would 
have been no opposition that could have stopped the passage of 
the bill, and the change in sentiment the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has referred to, which undoubtedly took place, never would 
have taken place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will proceed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, I have said about all I 
wish to say on this resolution. It accomplishes nothing. It does 
not change any rule of the Senate. If adopted, it does not move 
the statehood bill one moment nearer a vote under the rules of 





The Senator from Wisconsin 





the Senate. It has but one possible effect, and that is to put 
upon the record the judgment of every Senator who votes for it, | 
censuring any Senator who under the rules objects toa vote. I | 
think it is a bad beginning. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am myself very much in favor 
of the statehood bill and prepared to do anything which I think 
is just and consistent with my duty here to further that object. 
I agree with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], the | 
chairman of the Committee on Rules, as to the desirability of | 
maintaining in this body the right of freediscussion. I have my- | 
self had occasion in the number of years I have served here to see 
the advantage of it. 

I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] that 
the bill, which he thinks did not have any element of force in it, 
would have become a law if we had had a cloture rule. I myself | 
was an active opponentof that bill. If itdid not have the element | 
of force in it, it had in it, in my judgment at that time, the ele- 
ment of fraud, and created an opportunity for dishonest people 
to meddle with elections. But I do not care to discuss that ques- 
tion. I believe that discussion created a sentiment and belief in 
this body—and it was very much of the character which has been 
expressed in the debate which is going on here this morning—that 
it was not wise to pass that bill. While that bill was not voted 
on directly, the men who voted to displace it were the men who 
would have voted against it if there had been a vote taken upon it. 

Mr. President, I have been a little restive sometimes, and prob- 
ably once or twice I have said some things which I ought not to | 
have said as to the length of the discussion on the statehood bill, 
but I myself will not vote for anything, directly or indirectly, 
which will indicate the right of the majority to censure the mi- 
nority, or that will look directly or indirectly to any method, 
either legal or moral, which may prevent any Senator from exer- 
cising his judgment in securing delay whenever he thinks he 
ought to do so. 

I believe that there ought to be somewhere in the Government | 
of this country a place where unrestricted and untrammeled de- | 
bate may be had. I believe it was the purpose of the creation of | 
this body that deliberation and thought and delay might be se- | 
cured for great questions which might for the time being unduly | 
agitate the public mind, either because of intense partisanship or | 
for any other reason, and I believe that there is nothing which | 
can so secure to the American people righteous and just legisla- 
tion as the right on this floor to discuss in every way and to delay 
by every method which shall meet the approval of Senators act- 
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| under the rules, then I say the 


| Hoar] has referred, I was the chairman of the 


ing under oath all bills or measures which they think are im- 
proper and unwise. 

I was delighted to hear the chairman of the Committee on Rules 
say what he has said this morning. I believe he expresses the best 
thought of this body when he says that he is in favor of untram- 
meled debate and unrestricted obstruction when, in the judg- 
ment of Senators, such a course is necessary. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move that the resolution be re 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine 
moves that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that a debatable proposition, Mr. Presi- 
dent? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I merely want to say that I 
heartily concur in what the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER | 
and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLE R] have said. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I want to say that Iam very glad 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] introduced this 
resolution, because it has given opportunity for the expression of 
views by leading Senators here which I think will be of priceless 
value to the Senate in the future. I think, Mr. President, the 
utterances which we have heard here to-day will finally put at 
rest the question whether the Senate will ever adopt, at least in 
our day, a cloture rule. 

Mr. President, there are three distinguishing features of this 


| body which I think justify the expression which we so frequently 


hear, that this is the greatest deliberative body in the world. 
One of them, of course, we all recognize in the fact that we are 
a part of the executive of this great nation; another is the fact 
that there is equal representation of the States here, and that the 
membership of this body, except in the increase of States, can 
never be either increased or diminished, and the third which I 
have in mind is the right to unlimited debate. without which, 
Mr. President. neither of the other two would entitle us to the 


| high rank which we claim for the Senate. 


I only rose, Mr. President, for the purpose of giving expression 
to the gratification which, as a member of the minority party in 
this body, I feel at the expressions which have been given to us 
to-day by leading members of the majority, those who have the 
power to control if the power of the majority is attempted to be 
ruthlessly exercised. 

I agree most heartily with my distinguished friend from Mis- 


| souri [Mr. CocKRELL] in commending the utterances which we 


have heard, and I express my most thorough concurrence there- 


| with. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should have said nothing, Mr. 
President, if the observations which have fallen from the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] and other Senators here did not 
impel me to say at this time in a very few words that I do not 
agree with them in the assertion of their opinion that there 
should be no rule adopted in this Senate for reasonably litniting 
debate here. I do not wish to enlarge upon it at this time. 

I do not think the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr.\QuAyY] which has been introduced has been introduced at a 
time when this question can be raised and discussed temperately 
and carefully; but I have always been of the opinion that some 
rule limiting debate might be adopted in this Senate which would 
not cut off the right of the minority, which would not interfere 
with the real rights and privileges of any Senator to properly 


| debate a subject which might be pending before the Senate. 


I donot believe in absolute, untrammeled debate when it reaches 
the point of obstruction; and I think we may well consider as to 
whether there is not some method in which debate can be re- 
strained within reasonable limits and not allowed to run to the 
limit of intentional obstruction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if it was not the intention of 


| the mover of this resolution to indirectly limit debate upon the 


statehood bill and to placea restraint upon the rights of Senators 


| under the rules and under the Constitution, then its introduction 
| and consideration is a farce and nothing else. 


If the Senator’s 
resolution simply means that if unanimous consent can be se-’ 
cured it ought to be secured, then it has no purpose here. If the 
intention is by this indirect method to change the rules of the 
Senate and to say to Senators you can not exercise your rights 
resolution should not be adopted. 
In the contest to which the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Committee on 
Rules and reported rules placing a limitation upon debate. At 
that time and at other times in my earlier service in the Senate I 
believed that such restriction was necessary, but from my ex- 
perience in the Senate and my knowledge that very rarely, if ever, 
has the Senate by delay and by discussion defeated a measure 
that should have been adopted, I am free to confess with the 
Senator from Wisconsin to-day that I should not vote for any 
rule or resolution which would undertake to place restrictions 
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upon debate, because I believe that in the long run the Senate 
will arrive at a wise conclusion on all questions submitted to its 
decision. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, when [entered the Senate I came | 
here fresh from the greatest contest that had been made in the | 
House of Representatives, certainly in this generation, and which | 
involved the question of closure or of the previous question. Stated 
more broadly, the issue was whether the majority in the House 
of Representatives was to transact any business at all. The 
House of Representatives, when I entered it, was under the old | 
system of rules, and had fallen into a condition where practically | 
one man could arrest the business of the House by an apt use of 
complicated rules and long roll calls. I was in the House which 
revised the old rules and adopted what were known as the Reed 
rules, which, in my judgment, were the salvation of the House 
of Representatives and of its position as a legislative body, for 
under the old rules it had fallen into a state of almost complete 
inanity. Therefore I came to this body with a very strong preju- 
dice in favor of vigorous and prompt methods of closing debate. 

I entered the Senate with all these opinions very strongly 
upon me, and I remember on August 7, 1893, or immediately | 
afterwards, when we assembled in extra session, I introduced a 
resolution to compel the Committee on Finance immediately to 
report a bill for the repeal of the Sherman law, moved thereto by 
the discipline which I had received in the House. That motion 
was met by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] as an im- 
possible method of procedure, and with much the same argu- 
ment that he has repeated here to-day. 

Mr. President, I have been here since then for ten years. Ina 
very short time after my coming into this body, within a year or 
two, in fact, I came to the conclusion that the practice of the 
Senate was on the whole a wise one, and though hard at times to 
bear when we are interested in passing a bill and grow naturally 
impatient, that it was the safest system for the country and for 
the general interests of the Government. Mr. President, I have 
seen in that short time both parties in control of, the Senate, and 
I do not remember that any measure desired by an actual and 
true majority of the Senate has ever failed of a vote. 

In the first session of the Senate a previous question was adopted 
which could be applied, by a majority vote, if moved and seconded 
from the floor. In 1806 the Senate struck that provision from the 
rules, and for a hundred years has never reenactedit. I think the 
principle involved, therefore, ought not to be lightly set aside. for 
there is much to be said in behalf of the practice of a hundred 
years. Moreover, Mr. President, as I was just saying, in that 
long period and in late years it has been clear that the majority 
of the Senate always gets a vote when it is a real majority. 

Mr. President, I believe thoroughly in majority rule. I had 
that lesson borne in upon me in my service in the House of Rep- 
resentatives; but those who invoke majority rule, Mr. President, | 
must not begin by overthrowing it. This country intrusts the 
Government to one political party or the other, and the party in 
power is responsible for the Government, and is the majority 
party. If a bill passes this Congress, it makes no difference by 
what combination of votes it passes, the party in power at the mo- 
ment, which now happens to be the Republican party, is held 
responsible for it, even if the great mass of their Members and | 
Senators voted against it. 

A bill, for example, came to this table the other day fram 
the other House settling the currency of the Philippine Islands. 
It was passed there by the minority party acting with a small 
fraction of the majority party; that is, the party to whom was | 
intrusted the Government of the country was, under that vote, to 
be made responsible for a measure to which the great majority 
of its members objected, and which they did not believe in. 

Therefore, Mr. President, a majority in this Senate must be 
something more than a numerical majority at any given moment, 
and there must be time to develop the fact whether it is a genu- 
ine and responsible majority, and also whether votes can not be 
changed. 

I was deeply and profoundly interested in the force bill, as it 
was called, which has been alluded to here. I had it in charge in 
the House of Representatives and I saw it defeated on this floor 
by methods of obstruction, which resulted finally in the change 
of votes which has been here alluded to. But, Mr. President, I 
had much rather take the chances of occasional obstruction than 
to put the Senate in the position where bills could be driven 
through under rules which may be absolutely necessary in a 
large body like the House of Representatives or the House of 
Commons in England, but which are not necessaryhere. I think | 
here we should have, minority and majority alike, the fullest pos- 
sible opportunity of debate. 

I myself have never indulged in obstruction and I have no desire 
to indulge in it now, but I think, Mr. President, that it would be 
the height of unwisdom to pass a resolution like this and open the 
way to a closure rule, which is what this resolution does, and ' 


| lution. 


| to be good for every important measure in this body. 


| that. 


which is a matter of the utmost gravity, without more consider- 
ation than can be given in the morning hour. Those whom it 
most behooves to oppose such resolutions as this are the party of 
the minority, for it is the minority whose rights are at stake and 
whose last protection is found on the floor of this Senate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute for the resolution, so that if the resolution 
shall go to the Committee on Rules this amendmént may go with 
it. Ido not desire to have it read nor to debate it. 

It seems to me that if the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
QUAY] is. right—that there should be a time for voting on the 
statehood bill, because, as he alleges, a majority are for it—then 
there should come a time for voting onall bills if a majority favor 
those bills. So I have offered as a substitute a proposition long 
ago submitted by the Senator from Connecticut Ate PLATT]. I 
desire that the substitute may go to the committee with the reso- 
ertainly a rule that is good for one day ought to be 
good for all days; a rule that is good for the statehood bill ought 
I oppose 
the statehood bill, but I concede and believe from observation in 
the other House and from brief observation here that a rule 
which would apply to all bills, so that at some time a majority 
could have them considered and voted on, is proper and orderly, 
and the proposition I now offer as an amendment is for the or- 
derly procedure with and the final dispesition of questions which 
a majority in this body desire to have passed. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a parliamentary question, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine will 
state his parliamentary question. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose, if the motion which I have made car- 
ries, that the resolution and any amendment pending to it will 
go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BATE. I rise to a parliamentary question, Mr. President. 
Do I understand the Senator objects to a discussion of this ques- 
tion? Does he want to put a cloture rule on us now? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no; I only raised a question as to whether, 
if my motion prevails, it will not carry not only the resolution of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], but any amendment 
offered to it to the Committee on Rules. Of course I do not 
desire to interfere with debate, and I do not insist on my motion 
being put now. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. Noamendment like the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas] is in 
order, the motion to refer having been made. If the motion to 
refer should be withdrawn, then the Senator from Maryland 
could offer his amendment as a substitute for the pending reso- 
lution, and then if a motion were made to refer and it were 
adopted it would carry with it both the original resolution and 
the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection under those conditions, Mr. 
President, to temporarily withdrawing my motion and letting 
the Senator from Maryland put in his amendment. After that 
I will renew the motion. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I shall.be very glad to have the Senator do 
I have no desire to debate the proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand 
that the motion to refer the resolution is withdrawn for the present? 

Mr. HALE. For the present. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I now offer the amendment to which I have 


| referred as a substitute for the resolution. 


Mr. BURROWS. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. HALE. It has been read, I think. 

Mr. BURROWS. No, it has not been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Maryland has not been read. It will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposod to substitute for the resolution 
of Mr. Quay the following: 


: poosiect, That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding thereto ihe 
olOW ing: 

When any bill, resolution, or other question shall have been under consid- 
eration for a reasonable time, it shall be in order for any Senator to demand 
that debate thereon be closed. On such demand no debate shall be in order, 
and pending such demand no other motion except one motion to adjourn 
shall be made. If such demand be seconded by a majority of the Senators 
present, the question shall forthwith be taken thereon without debate. If 
the Senate shall decide to close debate on any bill, resolution, or other ques- 
tion, the measure shall take precedence of all other business whatever, and 
the question shall be put upon the amendments, if any then pending, and 
upon the measure in its successive stages according to the rules of the Sen- 
ate, but without further debate, except that every Senator who may desire 
shall be permitted to speak upon the measure, including all amendments, not 
more than once, and not exceeding thirty minutes. 

After the Senate shall have decided to ciose debate as herein provided. no 
motion shall be in order but a motion to adjourn or to takea recess, when such 
motions shall be seconded by a majority of the Senate. When either of said 
motions shall have been lost or shall have failed of a second, it shall not be in 
order to renew the same until one Senatorshall have spoken upon the pend- 
ing measure or one vote upon the same shall have intervened. 

Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule no proceeding in respect of 
a quorum shall be in order until it shall have appeared on a division or on the 
taking of the yeas and nays that a quorum is not present and voting. 

Pending proceedings under the foregoing rule all questions of order, 
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whether upon ap 1 or otherwise, shall be decided without debate, and no 
obstructive or dilatory motion or prossetines of any kind shall be in order. 

For the foregoing stated ree the following rules, namely, VII, VII, 
Tx, X, XII, XIX, XXII, XXVIII, XXVIII, XXXV, and XL are modified. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I now move that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 


Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I desire to say only a few words on | 


the pending resolution. I want to emphasize what has already 
been so well said by the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. Spooner}, 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CocKRELL], and other Senators. 

I wish also to say that I believe I represent every Senator on 
our side of the Chamber when I state that there is not a single 
one of us who would vote for anything that contained anything 
in the direction of cloture. We dppose it. We believe in the 
freedom of debate to the fullest possible extent, as we always 
have done, and especially, as has been said, when this is perhaps 
the only legislative body in the world where that privilege is so 
extensive. 

Mr. President, in regard to the resolution which has been pre- 
sented here by the Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Quay] I 
wish to say that I see nothing in it tending toward a cloture rule. 
It occurs to me that that Senator had no such idea when he 
penned that resolution and presented it. In other words, it is 
very clear that the resolution is in almost the exact language 
which that Senator has been using here every morning for nearly 
a month, asking that a given day be assigned by unanimous con- 
sent forthe purpose of securing a vote upon the pending omnibus 
statehood bill. That is the language used in the resolution. 

That unanimous consent, Mr. President, is one of the most 
sacred obligations which the Senate has, and I am glad to say 
that in the sixteen years I have had the honor of a seat in this 
body I have never known a unanimous-consent understanding to 
be violated. Everyone respects it as sacred and solemn and 
stands to it to the last; and the resolution submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania has that language in it, ‘‘ by unanimous 
consent.’’ A single Senator could object to it. 

But, Mr. President, I go farther. I will say that Ido not desire 
to do anything that will cause Senators to feel restive and uneasy 
or to feel that this resolution is a reflection upon them. I do not 
desire to be a party to anything of that kind. I want them to 
have a clear idea of the propriety of their action and to exercise 
that idea in their own way. I do not wish for one to criticise 
them for it. Therefore, although I see nothing objectionable in 
it, Iam willing to vote for the motion to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Rules. I have no objection to that, but I do 
not want to impinge on the rights of any Senator. I do not be- 
lieve that this proposition amounts to anything more than what 
has been done here ever since we have had the statehood bill 
under discussion for more than two months, when the Senator 
from Pennsylvania has risen in his seat every morning at the ter- 
mination of the routine morning business and put the same 
proposition in substance to the Senate which is embodied in the 
resolution desiring unanimous consent. 

I do not understand that there is anything in the resolution 
which indicates that it tends to the adoption of acloture rule; but, 
notwithstanding that, I shall, for the reasons I have stated, vote 
for its reference to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I would not even by indirection 
vote for a cloture rule, and I am willing to assume that the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. Hae], and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH] 
represent the views of the other side in their declarations against 
a cloture. I honor and respect the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. PLatr], who now has before the Senate a resolution limit- 
ing debate, rather a drastic resolution, of which he says he is in 
favor; but I rise chiefly to dissent totally from the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loper], who proposes the most partisan and 
indefensible scheme that I ever heard presented here. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that if the majority of 
the Senate on any question does not belong to the majority party 
in the body it is not a real and bona fide majority, but that the 
majority of the majority party has the right to decide what 
measures shall pass. In the House of Representatives, as an illus- 
tration, he cites a recent case in the passage of the Philippine cur- 
rency bill by that body, when the minority in politics joined with 
afew members of the majority in politics and passed the bill. 
He objects to that. I would call the attention of the Senator 
from Massaclrusetts to the fact that the majority of the Senate 
when the Sherman law was repealed were not the majority party. 
That majority consisted of a small number of the majority party 
added to most of the-minority party, and this majority repealed 
the Sherman Act. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will allow me to interrupt him? 


| Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. They represented the Administration which had 
| been elected by a majority of the people of this country and which 
was responsible for its government, 

Mr. DUBOIS. Oh! 
| Mr. LODGE. And the combination of Democrats and Repub- 

licans was supporting the Administration, which favored the re- 
| peal of the Sherman Act and was responsible for the government. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President. the fact remains that the Dem- 
ocratic party was in the majority in number in this body when 
that repeal bill was passed, and a large majority of the Demo- 
cratic Senators were against that repeal. A minority of them 
joined with the almost solid Republican vote and passed it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts was criticising severely the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] by indirection, and yet 
the same situation exists now in regard tothis bill as then existed 
in regard to the repeal of the Sherman Act. The Senator says 

| that unless the majority in favor of a bill belongs to the majority 
party it does not reflect the genuine sentiment of the responsible 
majority. His language was very nice, it was very clever: but 
that is exactly what he meant and that is what he said. I dissent 
from that. 

If a majority of this body—lI do not care to what party they be- 
long—think it is for the best interests of the country to pass a 
bill, they ought to be allowed to vote on it and it ought not to be 
necessary for all of them to belong to the majority party; other- 
wise the political minority in this Chamber might just as well go 
home. If you give a license to the minority, provided that mi- 
nority belongs to the majority party, to kill a bill by filibuster- 
ing, we might as well have no rules at all. 

But the logic, the sequence, of that proposition is that if the op- 
position is confined to one side of the Chamber or to the other, 
then it ought to be held up and made to submit to the will of the 
majority. Yet, if the majority is composed of those on both 
sides of the Chamber and if the majority of the dominant party 
should be the minority in that discussion, then that minority has 
a perfect right to prevent and ought to prevent legislation. I 
dissent from any such doctrine on this floor. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I think this is an opportune time 
to again call attention to resolutions I have introduced annually 
for the last six years providing for an amendment to the rules. 

This is the only deliberative body in the world where the mi- 
nority controls legislation. This is the only body in the world 
where a member of the minority can take the floor and by reason 
of Senatorial courtesy set his vocal organs at work for a week at 
a time without any intellectual exercise. [|Laughter.] And it 
is marvelous to me to see with what rapidity our hearts and sen- 
timents change when, in the hurly-burly of politics, we are shifted 
from the minority to the majority. When I am in the minority 
in this body I expect other Senators to treat me with great con- 
sideration, to watch carefully and see that all of my bills are 
passed without discussion, and that I never am refused unani- 
mous consent for anything lask. But when I am inthe majority 
my sentiments and conditions are changed. Lapproach the minor- 
ity who are engaged in filibustering—to call it bya little more gentle 
name, dilatory tactics—with the greatest care and consideration. 

The minority is the great part of this body, and it is the only 
body in the world where the minority stops legislation and pre- 
vents the majority—notwithstanding the boast of the Republic is 
that it is a country of majorities—from exercising its will. The 

rule of the majority prevailsin every body, from the lowest legis- 
lative body in the nation to the supreme tribunal. In the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, when a majority of those 
eminent jurists pass upon a question, that majority opinion be- 
comes the law of the land and the minority bows to it. 

Here we are in this situation again and again. Day after day 
three new States are knocking at the door; the majority of the 
Senate is for the measure, but the minority says, ‘*‘ No; let us wait; 
let us talk; let us have more vocal exercise,’’ in order to: prevent 
the expression of the will of the majority here. Here, pending 
before this body, is the treaty providing for the construction of 
that great canal from ocean to ocean. <A majority are for it, but 
a minority say, ‘‘ No; unless you move out of your minorityship on 





another measure and let us vote for statehood, we will not play 
in your back yard and let you vote for the canal treaty.’’ Digni- 
fied gentlemen, in a dignified body, permitting the minority to 
govern our course of conduct! 

Gentlemen say that legislation is always reached when a ma- 
jority is forit. Idenyit. I assert that the graveyard of legisla- 
tion is full of legitimate legislation asked for by the people, 


abandoned because one man in the minority says, ‘‘I shall feel 
obliged to take the floor for a week or two on that bill if you call 
it up.”’ Mr. President, I am sorry thus to find fault, but I say 
that the time never will come in this country when the Senate of 
the United States can transact its business until you provide a 
plan so that the majority may govern. 
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It is not necessary to cut off debate or unduly to limit debate. 
The rules which have been propounded here, even the one sug- 
gested by the distinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT], contemplate giving ten days, twenty days, thirty days. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], who has asked you 
to vote upon the pending statehood measure, offered to give you 
thirty days’ debate. But no; you are not ready. It is the love 
of power. I have learned it. I like it when Iam with the mi- 
nority. It is a splendid thing. It is glorious to stand in the 
minority and say the majority shall not act. It is a delightful 
habit we have of drawing the cloak of hypocrisy around us and 
saying, ‘‘ We are not filibustering.’”’ But we know we are, and 
you know it, and they all know it, and the country knows it. 

To-day we could have voted and passed the canal treaty a dozen 
times over; the statehood bill could have been beaten or passed 
twenty times over after full and fair debate; but the truth is that 
this love of power which, when a man is in the minority, enables 
him to put the brake on the train regardless of the order of the 
general superintendent has filled the legislative graveyard of the 
country, and, in my opinion, it will not be corrected until the 
people of the United States so shape their Constitution that the 
Senators in this body will owe their seats to, and answer directly 
to, the people, who ought to elect the Senators. [Manifestation 
of applause in the galleries. | 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I had not intended to say any- 
thing more upon this subject. I regret, however, so much that 
what I said annoyed the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBots] that I 
wish to be a little more explicit. 

Mr. President, the success of parliamentary and representative 
government has been complete only «mong the English-speaking 
people, and all observers and students of the history of parlia- 
mentary and representative institutions admit that one cause of 
that success has been the fact that both in England and in the 
United States we have proceeded by party government, by the 
government that is of two parties, a party of government and a 
party of opposition; one party in power; the other party always 
ready to act as the party of criticism and restraint, and in due 
time itself to take power. 

Elsewhere we have had in parliamentary bodies what may be 
called government by groups. We have seen parliaments, sen- 
ates, and houses of representatives split up into three or four, or 
sometimes more, different groups, separated often by small shades 
of opinion. The coalescence of those groups for a temporary 
purpose has been necessary to form a ministry or to carry ona 
government. The result has been an absolutely shifting quality 
in almost all other parliamentary bodies except our own and those 
of England. For example, in France, where they have had the 
system of groups, up to the time of the late ministry of M. Wal- 
deck-Rousseau, there never had been a ministry in France that 
could hold power over fourteen months. That had been the ex- 
treme. All continuity was lost—continuity of foreign policy, 
continuity of domestic policy. One coalition of groups would 
come in and put ina ministry. They would fly apart. Another 
coalition, with slight changes, would bring in another ministry. 

There is not any doubt, Mr. President, that the party system 
has been the great secret of the success of parliamentary institu- 
tions in their practical working among English-speaking people. 
In the Senate the period to which the Senator from Idaho has 
alluded, when it was in a condition where neither the Republican 
party nor the Democratic party had power, when we were in that 
condition in the Senate where everything had to be po by an 
arrangement between three groups or two groups and when there 
Was no party responsibility, I say without hesitation was the 
worst period within the legislative history of the Senate. It was 
so because there was no party responsibility. It would have been 
infiniteiy better to have had either party in absolute control of 
this body, and I say this as a Republican and a party man. In 
other words, party responsibility is essential to good government 
and to a reasonable conservatism. The people intrust govern- 
ment toa party. That party is responsible for the Government 
in all its parts. No matter what legislation passes here, the party 


to the will of the majority party when the Democratic party was 
in control in thisChamber. I never, tomy knowledge, obstructed 


| or filibustered against any of their measures. I think they were 


in power is responsible, and properly so, because as an organiza- | 


tion it can pass or can stop any law. 


Now, Mr. President, you form a majority ad hoc, for one spe- | 


cial purpose, in this body or in the House of Representatives, and 
it has no responsibility to the people. It goes to pieces the mo- 


ment the single purpose it favors is carried. It does not act to- | 
gether on any other measure even while it is pressing that one, | 


and when it has attained its end it is not responsible to anyone, 
for,in the very nature of things,it has no responsibility. Irre- 
sponsibility is the greatest danger to honest and free government. 
Responsibility rests, must rest, and ought to rest on the majority 
party, to which the people have intrusted power for a long or for 
a short time, as the case may be. 


My proposition is that the majority ought to rule. I think the | 


majority party ought to rule because it is responsible. I bowed 





rightfully entitled by the vote of the people to control. I think 
the majority party to-day, because it must bear all the responsi- 
bility, because it must have all the glory or all the odium of any 
measure that passes, no matter whose votes pass it, is entitled to 
have the authority with the responsibility. 

If a majority on this floor ought to rule and rule without re- 
straint and everything ought to bow before it, then the same 
principle holds good in a party council. The majority there 
ought to rule and everything ought to bow before it. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is thus very easy to force those doctrines to extremes, 
and therefore I think it is much wiser to adhere to the beaten 
paths that the Senate has followed for a hundred years. I have 
no doubt that all the legislation this country really demands, or 
that it is safe and wise to pass, will meet with action in this 
Chamber now and in the future as it has in the past. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] has talked about the 
legislative graveyard. Some good measures no doubt lie buried 
there, but the vast majority are measures which to-day the 
country is glad to know never passed and which are forgotten in 
their graves. The delay of the Senate, in view of the rapidity of 
action elsewhere, has not proved a bad factor in legislation, and 
I think, Mr. President, that along the old lines of party respon- 
sibility and due discussion lies the safest road for legislation in 
this body. 

Mr. McCOMAS. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from 
Maryland? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does not the very reasoning of the Senator 
from Massachusetts as to party responsibility lead to a cloture 
rule, and has it not led the other English-speaking parliamentary 
government at home and in its principal colonies to adopt a clo- 
ture rule, tlat the responsible party at some time may, after 
debate, decide? 

Mr. LODGE. Never in both Houses, so far as I am aware. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Never in both Houses? Well, we are not the 
House of Lords. 

Mr. LODGE. No; that is perfectly true. But it has never 
been done in both Houses. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is it not true that in the principal colonies in 
both houses they have adopted the cloture rule? 

Mr. LODGE. Ihave not examined the facts enough to say 
whether it is so in the upper houses of the British colonies or not. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I think the Senator knows that in some cases, 
at least, it is. 

Mr. LODGE. Idonot. I never inquired into the practice in 
the upper houses of those bodies. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] has stated his position even more clearly than he 
did before. In his judgment the majority of the majority should 
rule. That not only eliminates the political minority, but it 
eliminates the minority of the majority party. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Idaho allow me to make 
one observation before the matter passes? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. There is an eminent member of the Canadian 
parliament on the floor, and I am informed by him there is no 
cloture rule in the upper house there or in either house. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I admit that the majority party at present is 
thoroughly organized and submits to discipline, but it might be 
possible that there would be some difference of opinion among 
the majority about some tariff revision. According to the Senator 
from Massachusetts |[Mr. LopGE] the party should take the New 
England idea in regard to the tariff—the ultra view. The minority 
in the party ought not to have anything to say about it. The 
majority ought to have their way. 

I am inclined to believe that the Senator from Massachusetts 

vas trying to combat the position of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
yania [Mr. Quay] and had not seriously taken into consideration 
the full force and effect of his remarks. I certainly do not believe 
the Senate of the United States desires to subscribe even by in- 
direction to the proposition that the majority of the majority 
party, those who would control in a caucus if they went into a 
caucus, should always have their way in this Chamber. 

Mr. BURTON. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if he thinks we should have a cloture rule in caucus? 

Mr. LODGE. Iam notin favor of a cloture rule in the caucus, 
of course. It would be a mere absurdity. All I said was that if 
you were going to carry the principle of majority rule to ex- 
tremes, and that the majority must rule always without restraint 
at all times and immediately in this body, then it is a poor rule 
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which does not work both ways, and the majority ought also to 
rule in the conference or the caucus just as much as here, if the 
majority rule is never to be resisted. 
regard majority rule in the conference room and hold it a sin to 
disregard it on the floor of the Senate. I am contending in this 
case, however, not for the rights of the majority, but for the 


rights of the minority in this Chamber, and for the system which | 


the Senate has followed for a hundred years. 

Mr. CarMaAcK, Mr. Burton. and Mr. Quay addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARMACK. IL yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I merely wish to say that I think the Senate is 
ready for the question. I do not propose to debate the motion 
which I have made, but I hope the Senate will have an oppor- 
tunity, in view of this most interesting and illuminating discus- 
sion, to take a vote before 2 o’clock to-day on the proposition to 
refer this whole matter to the Committee on Rules. I beg the 
Senator’s pardon for interrupting him. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Tennessee pardon me? 
Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I wish to suggest to the Sen- 


ator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] that the comparison he has | 


made—— 

Mr. MALLORY. [rise toa point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. MALLORY. It is that we can not hear what the Senator 
from Tennessee says. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will be in order. 
Senators will please resume their seats. 
Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I 
suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that the comparison 


he has made with reference to the conditions of party and par- | 
liamentary government in other countries—France and England— | 


are not at all applicable to conditions in this country. The life of 
a ministry in the United States is not dependent upon parliamen- 
tary majorities. 

The conditions existing in England, where Parliament has }y>- 


come supreme and where the King retains only a shadow of his | 


former power, are not due to the form of the British constitution, 


but to the accidental fact that there are two and only two polit- | 


ical parties, one or the other of which always has a majority in 
the House of Commons. If that condition were to cease to exist, 
if there should come to be three or more large political parties in 
Great Britain, none of which had a majority in the House of Com- 


mons, I imagine that the King might resume a great deal of his | 


former power. Conditions here are fixed by the Constitution, 
and party government in my opinion is of nothing like so much 


importance in this country as it is in a country where the min- | 


istry must be supported all the time by a majority in Parliament 
or inone House of Parliament. The principle of our Constitution 
is to keep the legislative and executive power separate and inde- 
pendent. 


and effect by a parliamentary committee. 
I do not think, Mr. President, that it is a matter of supreme 


importance, especially upon a question like this, that the majority | 


of the Senate should be an unmixed and unadulterated partisan 


majority. This is not necessarily, and it is not in its nature, a | 


party question. Both parties, in fact, have declared in their 
jlatforms in favor of the admission of these States. It therefore 
is not by nature, and has not been made by the two political par- 
ties, a party question, and it is a question with reference to which 
the majority should rule without reference to the political com- 
plexion of that majority. 

I was about to suggest, when my friend the Senator from 


Idaho [Mr. DuBois] rose, that I thought it a most remarkable | 


statement which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] 
made, in effect that a minority of the Senate, if it happened to be 
a majority of the majority party, possessed an unlimited right of 
obstruction, while a minority composed of a minority party had 
no such right, 

Mr. President, I am not in favor of a cloture rule, but I wish 
to state that in my judgment if a cloture rule is ever adopted in 
the Senate it will be brought about by just such conditions as 
prevail now, where debate is carried on not with any view of in, 
forming the Senate, not with any purpose to change the vote of a 


single Senator, but purely for the purpose of obstruction and to | 
It seems to me if we are to | 


defeat pending measures by delay. 
avoid a cloture rule we should have an end of conditions such as 


have existed here sometimes, where a bill of vast importance to | 
all the people of the United States has been held up by one man | 


at the point of a jawbone and ordered off the statute books in 
spite of the fact that a large majority of both Houses were in 
favor of the bill. Such things, Mr. President, are likely to force 
a cloture rule some time or other, and one reason why I do not 


It can not be right to dis- | 


yas saying that I want to | 


In the working out of parliamentary party govern- | 
ment in Great Britain the executive power is wielded in practice | 


| like to see debate carried on purely for the purpose of obstruction 
is that I am afraid it will force the adoption of rules that will un- 
duly limit legitimate debate. 

I will not say that there are not occasions when debate for the 
pure purpose of obstruction may not properly be indulged in, but 
these must be very exceptional cases, cases like the case of the 
so-called force bill, where the people in my part of the country 
believed that if such a bill were enacted into law it would be 
utterly ruinous and destructive of their whole civilization. It 
was a case where we were fighting like a man fights in defense of 
his life and where he casts aside all rules, even that of the com- 
| mandment, which says, ‘‘ Thou shalt not kill.’’ It must be an ex- 
| treme and exceptional case,in my judgment. Butif in a case 
like this, a case where both parties in their platforms have agreed 
upon and declared in favor of the pending measure, a minority of 
the Senate are to pursue obstructive tactics and defeat the bill 
simply by delay, then other Senators in cases of no greater im- 
portance will exercise the same right and will put an end to the 
orderly conduct of business in the Senate and will force the 
adoption of cloture sooner or later. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I rise to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I wish to be heard upon the pend- 
ing resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. So dol. 

Mr. QUAY. I prefer that it should go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Ilinois yield to me 
that I may make a request in connection with the Indian appro- 
priation bill? 
| Mr. CULLOM, 


I yield for that purpose. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| Mr. STEWART. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15804) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, 
and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. STEWART. I movethat the Senate insist uponits amend- 
| ments and consent to the conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent. the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
| appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Srewarrt, 
| Mr. PLatt of Connecticut, and Mr. Jones of Arkansas were ap- 
pointed. 





HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 16734) to provide an American register for the 
| Steamer Beaumont was read twice by its title and referred to 
| the Committee on Commerce. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
| Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
| sideration of executive business. After three hours and thirty- 
| five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest] who is unable to 
| be present at the session of the Senate to-day has asked me to call 
up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7648) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River and to establish it 
as a post-road. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


| 
| 
| 
| A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
| BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 17th instant approved and signed the act (S. 475) to refer 
the claim of Joseph W. Parish to the Secretary of the Treasury 
for examination and payment of any balance found due. 
The message also announced that the President of the United 
| States had on this day approved and signed the following acts: 
An act (S. 6961) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between the city of Chamberlain, in Brule 
' County, and Lyman County, in the State of South Dakota; 
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An act (S. 7159) authorizing the Memphis, Helena and Louisi- 
ana Railway Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
St. Francis River, in the State of Arkansas; 


An act (S. 7185) to authorize the board of commissioners for | 


the Connecticut bridge and highway district to construct a bridge 
across the Connecticut River at Hartford, in the State of Connecti- 
eut; and 


An act (S. 7226) to authorize the Pittsburg and Carnegie Rail- | 


way Company to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Allegheny River. 
CORPORATIONS IN ALASKA. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Terri- 


tories, to whom was referred the amendment of the House of | 


Representatives to the bill (S. 6139) to provide for the organiza- 
tion of private corporations in the district of Alaska, to report it 
back and move that the Senate nonconcur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
NELSON, Mr. BURNHAM, and Mr. PATTERSON were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2557) for the 
relief of Henry L. McCalla. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


15659) granting a pension to Elise Sigel. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 16567) making appropriation for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, further insists 
upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, asks 
a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. and had appointed Mr. Hui, Mr. 
Capron, and Mr. Hay managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon | 


signed wy the President pro tempore: 


A bill (S. 14) granting an increase of pension to George F. | 


Howe, alias Harrington: 

A bill (S. 532) granting an increase of pension to Merritt 
Young; 

A bill (S. 699) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Chase: 

A bill (S. 966) granting an increase of pension to William Y. 
Turner; 

A bill (S. 1043) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Hatch; 

A bill (S. 1128) granting an increase of pension to Lyman Mat- 
thews: 

A bill (S. 1166) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Colby: 

A bill (S. 1168) to authorize the appointment of Edward L. 
Bailey as captain of infantry, United States Army, and to place 
him on the retired list; 

A bill (S. 1194) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
George; 

A bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to Bowman H. 
Peterson; 

A bill (S. 1335) granting a pension to Elizabeth Neal; 

A bill (S. 1550) granting an increase of pension to Flavius 
Shanks: 

A bill (S. 1631) granting an increase of pension to Edna K. 
Hoyt; 

A bill (S. 1738) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Doyle: 

A bill (8. 1873 
Davis; ; 

A bill (S. 1914) granting an increase of pension to Elbert Chit- 


~~ 


granting an increase of pension to Hilas D. 


tum; 
A bill (S. 1939) granting an increase of pension to John M. 


A bill (S. 2007) granting a pension to Mary A. Everts; 

A bill (S. 2111) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kepler; 

A bill (S. 2114) granting an increase of pension to Sarah B. 
Barger; 

A bill (S. 2130) granting a pension to Margaret A. Munson; 


A bill (S. 2256) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
| Pennel; 
A bill (S. 2259) granting a pension to Sarah J. Snook; 
A bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to Rose O. Crummett; 
A bill (S. 2363) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Capen; : 
| A bill (S. 2439) granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 
Larimer; 
| A bill (S. 2591) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
| McComb; 
A bill (S. 2596) granting an increase of pension to Israel F. 
| Barnes; 
A bill (S. 2626) granting an increase of pension to Ardenia 
| Dillon; 
| A bill (S. 2799) granting an increase of pension to Israel V. 
| Hoag; 
| A bill (S. 2860) granting an increase of pension to Henderson 
Mercer; 
A bill (S. 2936) granting an increase of pension to Berthold 
Fernow; 
A bill (S. 2974) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
| Boyer; 
| A bill (S. 3020) granting an increase of pension to Eliza E. Lit- 
tlefield; 
A bill (S. 3081) granting an increase of pension to Leonard A. 
Norton; 
A bill (S. 3174) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
W. Lillman; 
A bill (S. 3249) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Scherzer; 
A bill (S. 3405) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
| H. Bouslaugh: 
A bill (S. 3542) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Shaw; 
A bill (S. 3568) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Travis; 
A bill (3578) granting an increase of pension to John P. Post; 
A bill (S. 3574) granting an increase of pension to Henry R. 
Bennett; 
A bill (S. 3608) granting an increase of pension to Alphonso T. 
Gould; 
A bill (S. 3632) granting an increase of pension to Frank E. 
Freeman; 
A bill (S. 3645) granting an increase of pension to Simeon Deno; 
A bill (S. 3803) granting an increase of pension to Philip Caslow; 
| A bill (S. 3912) granting an increase of pension to John T. De- 
weese; 
A bill (S. 3929) granting an increase of pension to Lemarr A, 
Brace; 
A bill (S. 4023) granting an increase of pension to Alman J. 
| Houston; 
A bill (S. 4029) granting a pension to Mary J. Parker; 
| <A bill (S. 4087) granting a pension to Lemuel Kingsbury; 
| A bill (S. 4123) granting a pension to Eliza Gallagher; 
A bill (S. 4134) granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
Laughlin: 
A bill (8S. 4140) granting an increase of pension to James O’ Neil; 
A = (S. 4239) granting an increase of pension to Oscar H. 
Prink; 
A bill (S. 4287) granting an increase of pension to David N. 
Tolles; 
A mag (S. 4305) granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 
| Towle; 
A bill (S. 4337) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
| Thompson; 
| A bill (S. 4359) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
| Milam; 
A bill (S. 4379) granting an increase of pension to George Davis; 
A bill (S. 4429) granting a pension to Alvira Randall; 
| A bill (8. 4443) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
| Bassett; 
| A bill (S. 4466) granting an increase of pension to Archibald 
| McIntire; 
| A bill (S. 4544) granting an increase of pension to Phineas L. 
| Squires; 
| A bill (S. 4607) granting an increase of pension to Oliver G. 
| Wright; 
A bill (S. 4656) granting an increase of pension to Orlando S. 
| Osborn; 
A bill (8. 4702) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
Cunningham; 
A bill (S. 4752) granting an increase of pension to Betsey Jones; 
A bill (S. 4760) granting an increase of pension to John Hamil- 
| ton, second; 
| = a bill (S. 4806) granting an increase of pension to Frank A. 
ey: 
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A bill (S. 4807) granting an increase of pension to Emmet C. 
Hill; 

A bill (S. 4812) granting a pension to Addison Arnold; 

A bill (S. 4854) granting an increase of pension to Cassius B. 
Fisher; 

A bill (S. 4892) granting an increase of pension to John Doberrer; 

A bill (5S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
White; ° 

A bill (S. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 
Cole; 

A bill (S. 5053) granting a pension to Deborah Edwards; 

A bill (8. 5055) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Phillips; 

A bill (S. 5117) granting an increase of pension to John U. Allen; 

A bill (S. 5123) granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Morrow; 

A bill (8.5205) granting an increase of pension to Grace E. Ash; 

A — (S. 5215) granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 
Smith; 

7 A bill (S. 5359) granting an increase of pension to Hampton B. 
armer; 

A bill (S. 5889) granting an increase of pension to Jasper N. 
Acree; 

A bill (S. 5507) granting an increase of pension toJarrot F. Rigg; 

A bill (H. R. 9063) to refund certain taxes paid by the Anhauser- 
Busch Brewing Association, of St. Louis, Mo.; 

y A bill (H. R. 12508) granting an increase of pension to James 
ones; 

A bill (H. R. 15767) to authorize Washington and Westmore- 
land counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the State of 
Pennsylvania; and 

A bill (H. R. 17247) granting a pension to Mary H. Rumple. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16567) 
making appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904, and asking for a further conference 
po the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES. I move that the Senate still further insist 
upon its amendments to the bill and agree to the further confer- 
ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 


4922) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 


5006) granting a pension to Annie P. Pinney; 
5020) granting a pension to Emma D. Goslin; 
5040) granting an increase of pension to Stephen G. 


ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the | 


further conference; and Mr. Proctor, Mr. QUARLES, and Mr. 
COCKRELL were appointed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn until to-mor- 
row morning at 11 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 22 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 
19, 1903, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 18, 1903. 
COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 
James Rudolph Garfield, of Ohio, to be Commissioner of Corpo- 





rations in the Department of Commerce and Labor, to fill an | 


original vacancy. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Medical Department. 
1. Lieut. Col. John D. Hall, deputy surgeon-general, to be as- 
sistant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel, February 13, 
1903, vice Brown, retired from active service. 


2. Maj. Henry 8S. Kilbourne, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon- | 


general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 13, 1903, 
vice Hall, promoted. 

3. Capt. Joseph T. Clarke, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major, February 13, 1903, vice Kilbourne, promoted. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

1. Passed Assistant Paymaster Ulysses G. Ammen, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 28th day of April, 1902, vice Pay- 
master John C. Sullivan, promoted. 

2. Assistant Paymaster Trevor W. Leutze, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 28th day of April, 1902, vice 
Passed Assistant Paymaster Ulysses G. Ammen, promoted, 
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3. Assistant Paymaster McGill R. Goldsborough, to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy, from the Ist day of June, 1902, 
vice Passed Assistant Paymaster Abel B. Pierce, resigned. 

4. Paymaster John R. Martin, to be a pay inspector in the Navy, 
from the 13th day of June, 1902, vice Pay Inspector Henry T. B. 
Harris, promoted. 

5. Passed Assistant Paymaster George Brown, jr., to be a pay- 
master in the Navy, fromthe 13th day of June, 1902, vice Pay- 
master John R. Martin, promoted. 

6. Assistant Paymaster David V. Chadwick, to be a passed as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 13th day of June, 1902, 
vice Passed Assistant Paymaster George Brown, promoted. 

7. Passed Assistant Paymaster Walter B. Izard, to be a pay- 
master inthe Navy, from the ist day of July, 1902, vice Paymaster 
Charles M. Ray, promoted. 

8. Assistant Paymaster Eugene C. Tobey, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the ist day of July, 1902, vice 
Passed Assistant Paymaster Walter B. Izard, promoted. 

9. Paymaster Mitchell C. McDonald, to be a pay inspector in 
the Navy, from the 9th day of September, 1902, vice Pay Inspector 
Josiah R. Stanton, retired. 

10. Passed Assistant Paymaster David Potter, to bea paymaster 
in the Navy, from the 9th day of September, 1902, vice Paymaster 
| Mitchell C. McDonald, promoted. 

11. Paymaster Eustace B. Rogers, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy, from the 2ist day of September, 1902, vice Pay Inspector 
Arthur Peterson, resigned. 

12. Passed Assistant Paymaster Samuel Bryan,to bea paymaster 
in the Navy, from the 2ist day of September, 1902, vice Paymaster 
Eustace B. Rogers, promoted. 

13. Assistant Paymaster Jonathan Brooks, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 21st day of September, 1902, 
vice Passed Assistant Paymaster Samuel Bryan, promoted. 

14. Paymaster Leeds C. Keer, to be a pay inspector in the Navy, 
from the 28th day of September, 1902, vice Pay Inspector Law- 
rence G. Boggs, promoted. 

15. Passed Assistant Paymaster George M. Lukesh, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 28th day of September, 1902, vice 
Paymaster Leeds C. Keer, promoted. 

16. Assistant Paymaster Dexter Tiffany, jr., to be a passed as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 9th day of November, 
1902, vice Passed Assistant Paymaster Charles W. Penrose, dis- 
missed. 

17. Paymaster Richard T. M. Ball, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy. from the 22d day of November, 1902, vice Pay Inspector 
Samuel R. Colhoun, promoted. 

18. Passed Assistant Paymaster John W. Morse, to be a paymas- 
ter in the Navy, from the 22d day of November, 1902, vice Pay- 
| master Richard T. M. Ball, promoted. 

19. Assistant Paymaster Franklin P. Sackett, to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 22d day of November, 
1902, vice Passed Assistant Paymaster John W. Morse, promoted. 

20. Paymaster Charles 8. Wiliams, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy, from the 10th day of December, 1902, vice Pay Inspector 
James A. Ring, promoted. 

21. Passed Assistant Paymaster Arthur F. Huntington, to be 
a paymaster in the Navy, from the 10th day of Dec-mber, 1902, 
vice Paymaster Charles 8. Williams, promoted. 

22. Assistant Paymaster David M. Addison, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 10th day of December, 1902, 
vice Passed Assistant Paymaster Arthur F. Huntington, promoted. 

23. Paymaster Thomas J. Cowie, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy,from the 5th day of January, 1903, vice Pay Inspector 
James E. Cann, promoted. 

24. Passed Assistant Paymaster Harry H. Balthis, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy. from the 5th day of January, 1903, vice Pay- 
master Thomas J. Cowie, promoted. 
| 25. Paymaster John S. Carpenter, to be a pay inspector in the 

Navy. from the 11th day of January, 1903, vice Pay Inspector 
John N. Speel, promoted. 


| 
| APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
| 
| 








Howard D. Lamar, a citizen of Indiana, to be an assistant pay- 
| master in the Navy from the 17th day of February, 1903, to filla 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 
| Frederick H. Lemly, a citizen of North Carolina, to be an as- 
| sistant paymaster in the Navy from the 17th day of February, 
| 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
Matthew Kyle, of Nevada, to be surveyor-general of Nevada, 
his term having expired. (Reappointment. ) 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Paul Nash, of New York, to be secretary of the legation and 
consul-general of the United States at Bangkok, Siam, to fill an 
| original vacancy. 


mp 
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APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
General officers. 

Brig. Gen. Joseph C. Breckinridge, inspector-general, to be 
major-general, United States Army, vice Hughes, to be retired 
from active service April 11, 1903. 

Brig. Gen. Marshall I. Ludington, quartermaster-general, to be | 
major-general, United States Army, vice Breckinridge, to be re- 
tired from active service. 

Brig. Gen. James F. Wade, United States Army, to be major- 
general, United States Army, vice Ludington, to be retired from | 
active service. 


To be second lieutenants. 

Julius S. Turrill, of Vermont (now first lieutenant, United 
States Marine Corps), February 17, 1903. 

Walter Williamson Merrill, of Ohio, February 17, 1903. 

Reginald H. Kelley, of California, February 17, 1903. 

Edward Huguenin Pearce, of California, February 17, 1903. 

Claude Newman Feamster. of Texas, February 17, 1903. 

Cyrus Ralph Street, of California (now a private, Sixty-seventh 
Company, Coast Artillery), February 17, 1903. 

Clarence Alexis Eustaphieve, of New York, February 17, 1903. | 

Joseph O. Mauborgne, of New York, February 17, 1903. 

Joseph M. Cummins, of Missouri, February 17, 1903. 

Thomas Cebern Musgrave, of Texas, February 17, 1903. 








Converse Rising Lewis, of Louisiana, February 17, 1903. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry Arm. 

Lieut. Col. Winfield 8S. Edgerly, Seventh Cavalry, to be colonel, 
February 17, 1903,.vice Pratt, Thirteenth Cavalry, retired from 
active service. 

Maj. Walter S. Schuyler, Second Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 17, 1903, vice Edgerly, Seventh Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Augustus P. Blocksom, Seventh Cavalry, to be major, 
February 17, 1903, vice Schuyler, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Alfred E. Kennington, Tenth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain, February 17, 1903, vice Blocksom, Seventh Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 18, 1908. | 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
John T. McDonough, of New York, to be an associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Philippine Islands, provided for in the 
act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, entitled *‘An act tempora- 
rily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil gov- 
ernment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes.”’ 
MARSHAL. 
Vivian J. Fagin. of Ohio, to be United States marshal for the 
southern district of Ohio. 
CIRCUIT JUDGE. 
Willis Van Devanter, of Wyoming, to be United States circuit 
judge for the eighth judicial circuit. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
John J. Boyce, of California, to be United States attorney for 
the district of Alaska, to be assigned to division No. 1. 
Milton C. Elstner, of Louisiana, to be United States attorney 
for the western district of Louisiana. 

William B. Sheppard, of Florida, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of Florida. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Algernon S. Badger, of Louisiana, to be appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Amor Smith, jr., to be surveyor of customs for the port of Cin- 

cinnati, in the State of Ohio. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY, 

To be passed assistant surgeons 

Harold H. Haas. 

William H. Bucher. 

Edgar Thompson. 

Elon O. Huntington. 

John B. Dennis. 

To be passed assistant paymasters: 

George P. Dyer. 

Robert H. Woods. 

Robert H. Orr. 

William A. Merritt. 

Franklin W. Hart. 

Harrison L. Robins, 
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Webb V. H. Rose. 

William H. Doherty. 

Charles Morris, jr. 

Richard H. Robinson, to be an assistant naval constructor in the 
Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from the 10th day of February, 
1903, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Capt. John R. Bartlett, United States Navy (retired), to bea 
rear-admiral on the retired list of officers of the Navy, from the 
9th day of February, 1903, in accordance with the provisions of 
an act of Congress approved February 9, 1903. 

Lieut. (junior grade) Rufus Z. Johnston, jr., to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 4th day of January, 1903. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 

Spencer J. McMorris, to be postmaster at Wetumpka, in the 

county of Elmore and State of Alabama. 
IDAHO. 

Dora C. Hill, to be postmaster at Shoshone, in the county of 

Lincoln and State of Idaho. 
INDIANA. 

Stanley S. Tull, to be postmaster at Monon, in the county of 

White and State of Indiana. 
KENTUCKY. 

Lizzie Vaupel, to be postmaster at Morganfield, in the county 

of Union and State of Kentucky. 
MICHIGAN. 

Charles Bidwell, to be postmaster at Tecumseh, in the county 

of Lenawee and State of Michigan. 
TEXAS. 

William D. Rathjen, to be postmaster at Canadian, in the 
county of Hemphill and State of Texas. 

William A. Stoner, to be postmaster at Waco, in the county of 


| McLennan and State of Texas. 





CONSULAR CONVENTION WITH GREECE. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed February 18, 1903, from 
a consular convention between the United States and Greece, 
signed at Athens on December 2, 1902. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 18, 1908. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. . 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

SABINE AND NATCHEZ RIVERS, TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House that 
in the matter of House bill 17248, which, by order of the House, 
was referred to the Committee on Rules to see if the Rrcorp 
needed to be corrected, that that committee has had the matter 
under consideration and finds that the RECORD is correct as it 
stands, and that the action of the House is correct, and that there 


is no repeal of the river and harbor bill. 


HENRY L. M’CALLA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 2557, an 
act for the relief of Henry L. McCalla with Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker,I desire to be heard upon that motion. 

Mr. HULL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HAY. A half an hour. 

Mr. HULL. This is a Senate amendment to a House bill. 

Mr. HAY. Oh,I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I thought it was 
the conference on the Army bill. 

The motion of Mr. HULL was agreed to. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. If it is in order, I wish to call up the conference 
réport on the Army appropriation bill—House bill No. 16567. The 
gentleman from Virginia | Mr. Hay], I understand, wants a little 
time on his question. How much? 

Mr. HAY. I should like to have half an hour. 

Mr. HULL. Very well. In the first place, however, I think 
the statement of the House conferees should be read. I ask for 
the reading of the statement, omitting the reading of the confer- 
ence report, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hv] asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of the report be waived, and 
that only the statement of the House conferees be read. In the 
absence of objection that course will be pursued. 

There was no objection, 


eae a 
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The statement, as published, together with the conference re- 
port in the proceedings of yesterday, was read. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the statement as read shows, I 
think, in detail the action of the conferees. As I understand, 
there are in the action of the conference committee only two points 
on which there is any particular contention. One of these has ref- 
erence to pay of retired officers; the other, I understand, affects the 
provision giving to officers of the Army the right to deposit cer- 
tain amounts of their pay with the Government paymasters. I 
suppose I am entitled to an hour. I ask the gentleman from 
Virginia how much time he desires? 

Mr. HAY. I should like to have half an hour. 

Mr. McCALL. Before the gentleman from Virginia proceeds 


I wish to ask the gentleman from Iowa what disposition has been | 


made of the item about the Government purchase of the Balls 
Bluff battlefield for a cemetery? 

Mr. HULL. The Senate receded from its amendment, 

Mr. McCALL. And the conferees agreed? 

Mr. HULL. The conferees agreed. 

Mr. McCAUlLL. Then it would not be in order for me to move 
to restore that item? 

Mr. HULL, Aconference report can not beamended. It must 
be voted either up or down as a whole. 

Mr. McCALL. I think the provision should have been adopted: 

Mr. HULL. 
Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that this conference report 
will be voted down for two reasons. The first reason I wish to 
urge upon the attention of the House is based on the fact that the 
officers of the Army, under a provision which was put in the bill 
by the Senate, are allowed to deposit money upon the same terms 
as enlisted men, payable at certain periods. under certain regula- 
tions. and at such times as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, 
and bearing interest at 3 per cent per annum. 
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I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from | 


In conference | 


that amendment was changed so as to provide that officers should | 
be permitted to deposit sums of money up to $5,000, at the rate | 


of interest I have just named. 
This provision, in my judgment, is against public policy. If 
such a practice is begun with the officers of the Army, there is 


no reason why every employee of the Government should not be | 
allowed the privilege of depositing with the Government certain | 


sums of money, the Government paying him 3 per cent interest 
upon the deposit, this rate of interest being allowed in the face of 
the fact that the Government can borrow all the money it wants 
at 2 per cent interest. If after being educated for four years at 


West Point an Army officer is not able to take care of the money | 


which is paid to him, and if by law we are to permit him to deposit 
as much as $5,000 with the Government and draw 3 per cent in- 
terest thereon, I say that a very dangerous precedent is set. No 
such provision applies to the officers of the Navy. One argument 
made in favor of this provision is that Army officers are fre- 
quently so far away from banks that they can not deposit their 
money. I reply that naval officers are stationed all over the 
world, yet they do not enjoy this privilege, and it is not proposed 
to confer it. They can not have access to banks as readily ascan 
Army officers. There are banks all over this country, adjacent 
to almost every post. 

There is no reason for this class legislation, this paternalism 
run mad, which is proposed in this bill. Therefore it does seem 
to me most undemocratic, most unrepublican, that we should 
single out a certain class of men and confer upon them favors 
which we do not allow to other persons in the employment of the 
Government. So much for that. 

Now, as to retired officers, I have no objection to recognizing 
the officers of the civil war—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I rise toa point of order. The gentleman 
from Vfrginia is discussing a very important conference report. 
and it is impossible to hear him even within 20 feet of him. I 
should like to have a little order if we can have it. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair, for the second time this morning, 
makes the request that gentlemen cease conversation. It is a 
high right of a member to be heard when addressing this House, 
and a high right of other membersto hearhim. The Chair trusts 
that conversation may cease and not be renewed. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, with regard to the retirement pro- 
visions, I-have no objection to the recognition of the soldiers who 
served in the civil war; but I do think that when a provision of 
that sort is put into this bill it ought to include all of those 
officers, and not merely apart of them. A careful reading of this 
amendment will show to the House that while some men and 
officers who served in the civil war are provided for others are 
not provided for. For that reason I am opposed to that amend- 
ment, and I think that the House ought to refuse to concur in this 
report, and send it back to conference, in order that these things 
may be remedied. , 

I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 


| structed him to disagree to those amendments. 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, before beginning my remarks I 
would like to ask a question of the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. HULL]. 

Mr. HULL. Very well. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the chairman if he can 
explain to me and to the House how we are to have a separate 
vote on these amendments which were objected to when the bill 
was first brought back from the Senate. 

Mr. HULL. Well, of course the only way to get a separate 
vote, as the gentleman from Texas very well knows, is by voting 
down the conference report. In other words, if the conference 
report is adopted, it eliminates all the amendments to the bill. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is my understanding, Mr. Speaker, and 
I beg the pardon of the gentleman from Iowa for persisting in my 
inquiry and also for reminding him of the fact that he promised 
us specifically and plainly that we would have a separate vote upon 
these amendments. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, that I absolutely deny. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. And I would like to know of him now if he 
will help us vote down the conference report. 

Mr. HULL. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that the statement of 
the gentleman from Texas is not true, and he has no right to 
make such a statement here. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the courtesy of the gentleman 
from Iowa evidently equals his veracity. I will read what the 


| RECORD says on that question: 


The House will undoubtedly have an opportunity to vote on the amend- 
ment. 

That refers to one of the amendments to which we object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. When was that? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That wasastatement made by the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, Mr. Huu, of Iowa, and 
printed on page 1894 of the Recorp of February 7. 

Mr. HULL. Read on, and the gentleman will see that I said I 
could not agree to a separate vote. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I will read the colloquy leading 
up to that. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman give us the page. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It is on page 1894, and is as follows: 

Mr. Huu. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to report back from that committee the Senate amendments to House 
bill 16567, making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30,1904. Thecommittee, by unanimous vote, have directed 
me toask unanimous consent that the House disagree with all the amend- 
ments of the Senate and ask for a free conference with the Senate. 


Further on he says: 


The House will undoubtedly have an opportunity to vote on the amend- 
ment. 

That, Mr. Speaker. refers to the amendment just discussed by 
the gentleman from Virginia | Mr. Hay], known as the retirement 
amendment. Further on down the gentleman from Iowa says: 

I want to say to the House, however, that as far as I am concerned, if I 
shall be a member of the conferees on the part of the House, so far as I can 
I want to carry out the instructions of the Committee on Military Affairs in 
its action on these amendments. 

Mr. Speaker, he reported that the committee unanimously in- 
He pledged us an 
opportunity to vote on those amendments, and he pledged him- 
self, if made a member of that committee of conference, to do 
what he could to see that we got that opportunity. Mr. Speaker, 
we have not the opportunity unless the conference report is re- 
jected, and that will not be upon the amendments, as has just 
been suggested by oneof my neighbors. I will say to the gentle- 
man from Iowa in this connection that it is a very cheap form 
of debate to stand over there and hurl epithets of the character 
which he did, and only the fact that I am in the bar of this House 
and desire to preserve the proprieties keeps me from replying in 
the way that his blackguardism deserves. [Applause on the 
Democratic side}. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman ought to be ashamed of himself. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Now, as to the amendments, there are three 
or four in there that I believe 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
House. 

Mr. MANN. The shame is over there on that side. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is a question I am willing to discuss 
with the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Mann] in any manner he 
pleases elsewhere. 

Mr. MANN. Iam very much surprised at the gentleman from 
Texas endeavoring to lecture the gentleman from lowa and using 
a far worse expression than the gentleman from Iowa thought of 
using. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Thatisa matter of judgment, and the opinion 
of the gentleman from Illinois on courtesy is not specially valu- 
able that I know of. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 
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Mr. MANN. Possibly not of any value to some of the gentile- 
men on that side of the House. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I insist on being permitted to 
discuss these amendments which it was my purpose to discuss 
when I got up here, and not to engage in a personal controversy 
with any gentleman in this House. In the six years I have 
served here I have endeavored to treat every member of this 
House with courtesy, and to yield to this body the courtesy to 
which its great dignity and great character entitles it. I have 
tried to refrain at all times from giving way to any expression 


indicating temper or bad feeling, and I hope, sir, that I may | 


never be found guilty of violating the rules of this House, and 
only under great provocation have I said what I did say. 

Now. Mr. Speaker, as to the merit of these amendments, to 
which I seriously invite the consideration of this House. There 
is one which proposes to authorize Army officers to deposit with 
the Government their savings up to $5,000. It compels the peo- 
ple of this country to pay 3 per cent interest upon these deposits. 


It compels the Government to borrow when it does not need to | 


borrow. It forces the Government to become a debtor when 


there is no necessity for it to become a debtor. It compels it to | 


pay a rate of interest 50 per cent above that at which it could 
go _— the markets of the world and borrow the money it might 
need. 

Only a few days ago there was urged before this House with 
great vehemence and ability a bill which had for its purpose to 
compel the Government to lend $10,000,000 to the District of Co- 
lumbia at 2 per cent. Thus we are forced, where the people are 
concerned, to pay 50 per cent more than the market rate of inter- 
est. We would have been compelled, if the majority of this 
House had taken the views of the minority, to lend $10,000,000 of 
the people’s money to the District of Columbia at 2 per cent. I 
have discussed that amendment with officers of the. Army, and I 


do not find that any of ‘those gentlemen, except a few staff officers | 


connected with the War Department, believe that there is any 
merit in the bill or that it is desired by any particularly large num- 
ber of the officers of the Army. They are not infants. They | 
need no guardians. They average in intelligence with the other 
people of this country and are just as capable of making their own 
investments and of caring for themselves as other people. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, why should there be invidious distinctions? 
If the policy of providing a savings bank for any of the employees 
of this Government is to be adopted, why can we not extend it to 
the civil as well as to the military employees of the Government? 
Is the clerk who does his duty in any of these Departments of 
this Government, or any other officer, not entitled to just as much 
consideration from the Government as the officers of the Army, 
who have wages in excess of the average earned by their fellow- 
men in civil life, and positions that are secure to them for life? 


That measure, if understood by this House would, in my judg- | 


ment, be voted down, because it is unjust to the people of the 
country and undesirable from the point of view, in my judgment, 
of a majority of the officers of the Army. 

Now, as to the retirement feature, Mr. Speaker, I would have 
liked to have some information upon that question, but getting 
epithets where I wanted reasons, [ shall refrain from making in- 
quiries. Iam told, however, that the proposition will add $150,000 
a@ year, or more, to the expenses of the people of this country. 
Whether these figures are correct or not, I do not know, but I do 
not believe that that bill ought to pass in the shape that it is 
offered to this House. If we are to pass a measure recognizing 
the services of those men who went into the civil war more than 
forty years ago, and who have served their country for many 
years, it certainly ought to be more general in its terms than it 
is in this amendment. 


There is one other amendment, Mr. Speaker, to which I have | 


raised some objection. I refer to the proposition to purchase the 
manuscript of Mr. Heitman. Mr. Heitman, as I understand it, 
has been practically all his life an employee of the Government of 
the United States, drawing a salary, living upon the public, and 
he has prepared a manuscript, perhaps in his leisure moments, 
perhaps when not compelled to be rendering service to the Gov- 
ernment. On that point I am not advised, but he has prepared a 
manuscript, and proposes to sell it to the Government for some 


few thousand dollars. Now, Mr. Speaker, that manuscript is a | 


register of the officers of the Army of the United States. Similar 
publications have been made by other people. Here are three 
volumes prepared by General Cullum, a complete register of the 
cadets of the United States Military Academy and of officers who 
were graduates, down to the date of its publication. 

The time of Mr. SLAYDEN having expired, Mr. Hay yielded to 
him three minutes more. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Here is another register of the officers of the 
Army, prepared by Mr. F. B. Heitman. Iwill ask the gentleman 
from Virginia if that is the same man? 

Mr. HAY. Ido not know whether it is the same man or not. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. It is prepared by a Mr. F. B. Heitman, pos- 
sibly the same man, but Ido not know. But Mr. Heitman has 
| assured us—I mean the author of the manuscript which it is now 
| proposed to buy out of the public funds—that there is a great de- 
mand for his book, and when I was spoken to about it I said: 

If that is true, there are publishers in New York and Chicago and Boston 
one gaatrnere who will be glad to take it up and issue it and sell it to the 
pu 

But, Mr. Speaker, that is not the purpose of this amendment. 
It is to print at the public expense and distribute gratuitously to 
a few people in this country this compilation of Mr. Heitman’s, 
and I do not believe it ought to be done. 

I believe that there are so many objectionable amendments in 
this bill that the House ought to reject the conference report. 

Mr. HAY. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, it is with extreme 
regret that I differ from my colleagues, the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, on these particular items of the con- 
| ference report. My particular objection is to amendment num- 
bered 20, relating to the advancement of certain officers of the 
| Army an additional grade on retiring. I think it is a bad policy, 
| a bad general policy, to advance officers one grade with a view to 
retirement. It is especially bad policy to make it a matter of 
legislation. But since Congress has legislated and has placed 
upon the statute books a provision for advancing naval officers 
one grade with a view to retirement, it may be but fair to do the 
same thing for the officers of the Army. But when it is done it 
ought to be done without any limitations or exceptions. All offi- 
cers and men in the Army ought to have the same chance. There 
ought to be one fair rule for all. Now, my objection to this pro- 
vision in the conference report is that it makes certain exceptions 
and limitations. It gives certain officers a chance to retire, but 
men who have done equally meritorious work in the service of 
their country are not allowed to retire with the same privilege. 
| It makes the provision retroactive, going back to the 11th day of 

August, 1898. 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. Does the provision apply to officers of the civil war 
or to all of them? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. It applies to officers during 
the civil war who served one year prior to the 9th day of April, 
1865. Now, if aman served one day less than that, it does not 
apply to him. Take some boy, 18 or 19 years of age, who entered 

| on the 10th day of April, 1864, who served through the battles of 
| the Wilderness and in Virginia, who did as valiant service as any 
_soldier did in the civil war, and yet had served only eleven 
| months and twenty-nine days before that time, he can not retire 
with one grade higher under the terms of this amendment. 

| Now, I submit that that is not fair, and it ought not to be sanc- 
tioned by an act of this House. 

Another vicious provision: it is not fair that this should be 
made retroactive in the manner that is stated in the amendment, 
that it should advance some officers who are already on the re- 
tired list and not advance others equally as meritorious. Men 
who have been there three years, leat years, and nearly four 
years and a half could be advanced one grade under the provisions 
of this amendment, and others who may be more meritorious are 
excluded by reason of some exceptions or limitations. I submit 
that is not good legislation, that that should not be encouraged 
by a vote of this House. I submit for that reason alone this re- 
port, with a disagreement as to thisitem, should be sent back into 
conference. 

There is another amendment, numbered 38, providing for the 
purchase of the manuseript of a register of the United States 
Army. This House realizes what that is. Here is an em mye 
of one of the departments of our Government who onaniien te 
official register, so called, of the officers of the Army of the United 
States. He sells his manuscript by the provisions of thisact. He 
| goes to the various officers to whom it would be useful, who like 

to have their records appearin print. It is a useful compendium. 

I have no doubt these men would like to have it; but if they like 
| to have it they ought to pay for it themselves. I submit it is 
bad policy for Congress to allow officers or employees of the vari- 
ous departments to do work connected with the departments, it 
may be,a little outside of their official duties, and then compel 
and create a demand for their work and come to Congress and 
get a opener eee to purchase it. 

AMILTON. What is the scope of this work? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. It includes all the officers in the 
Army from the beginning. 

Mr. HULL. Including the volunteers. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. It gives a list of all the officers 
of the Army from the beginning of the Government. 

Now, there has been brought to my attention an illustration of 
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that, showing its evil. In one of the other departments of the 
Government—not the War Department—some employees did cer- 
tain work that greatly facilitated the process ef work of that 
department. It may have been done outside of official hours; 
of that I do not know. 
aid for by the Government; of that I do not know. But I do 
coat a bill was presented to this House and referred to one of 
the committees of this House to purchase that work, to purchase 
the patent for that process, carrying an appropriation of $50,000. 
Now, if we vote in this House upon such a provision as that, we 
encourage the employees of this Government to originate schemes, 
to create a demand for it, and then come to Congress and get pay 
by lobbying, or things of that sort. For that reason that amend- 
ment should be disagreed to. So that I trust, Mr. Speaker, that 
on account of these two amendments alone that this report shall 
be disagreed to. [Applause. } 

Mr. HULL. How much time has the gentleman from Virginia 
remaining? 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman has six minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Capron]. 

Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Speaker, I do not think I will need more 
than a small portion of the five minutes yielded to me, because I 
think I shall be able to convince the fair-minded members in this 
House in much less time that the captious attacks upon the con- 
ferees are unwarranted and unfounded. Take them as my friend 
from Minnesota | Mr. STEVENS] has left them, and I would like to 
address myself for one minute to the publication for which an 
appropriation was placed by the Senate in the bill. There is a 
man of many years’ service in the War Department, Heitman 


by name, who, in his own time, took the Government records | 


from the beginning of the Army to to-day, and for twenty years 
has compiled the only reliable roster of the United States Army 
in existence. 

The War Department, the Adjutant-General’s Office, the office 
of General Ainsworth say that this is the only reliable record to 
which they can now refer. The number of copies, contrary to 
what my friend from Texas has alleged, that will be required are 
few, so that the book never could be sold by popular subscrip- 
tion. It is an invaluable work, the result of many years’ appli- 
cation of careful service on the part of this compiler. Three 
thousand dollars is all that-is asked to be appropriated to transfer 
this work to the Government aside from its publication. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. That does not include the cost 
of printing and distribution? 

Mr. CAPRON. Oh, no; it includes the labor of this man for 
twenty years on this valuable work. I would encourage men to 
do outside valuable work for the Government. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. And then sell it to the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. CAPRON. I would encourage men to invent smokeless 
powder, as one man has — that invention for the great 
good of the country, and over which a controversy arose, some 
objecting that the man ought not to have anything for his dis- 
covery, which was worth millionsto the Government. Our whole 
—— system encourages men along justsuch lines. I do not be- 

ieve in having men simply automatons in the service of the Gov- 
ernment, as you would force them to be by this method. 

This work is the man’s own work. We are using it now. He 
has taken twenty years to perfect it. It is worth the money, and 
that is the reason, for one, why I am willing to concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

In regard to the retirement clause, Iam not one of those wedded 
to a retirement clause of this or any other kind, but the Navy of 
the United States has now, and has had for four years, a retire- 
ment clause much more broad than this one that has been re- 
ported in the Senate amendment, and which the conferees have 
agreed to with an amendment. This provision is very greatly re- 
stricted, very much below, and taking in very many less than is 


It may have been done with material not | 


| 
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Mr. CAPRON. I do not suppose they do, but there has been 
no wrong. There hasbeen an opportunity given to advance the 
naval officers one grade on retirement. Now, that will never be 
taken back, because many men have received it and you can never 
repeal it. I hope the House will agree to the report of the con- 
ferees. 

The SPEAKER. 
Island has expired. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have F left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-three minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
before he yields the floor. 

Mr. HULL. Very well. 

Mr. LACEY. There are some bills pending in the Military 
Committee on behalf of eminent and distinguished Army officers, 


The time of the gentleman from Rhode 


| authorizing the President to appoint them by promotion for re- 





now the case with the Navy. Now, we believe that the Army | 


service as compared with the Navy is just as deserving; and 
while we can not get the enactment in regard to the Navy re- 
pealed, I think we should put the twoarms of the service on equal 
ground. In this respect it is no more than fair, and we ought to 
be willing to do it; although if, in the judgment of the House it 
is not deemed wise, I would not urge it beyond what seems right 
and just in the mind of Congress, to put the two arms of the 
service on an equal basis. 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CAPRON. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWIE. Is itany argument in favor of the proposition 
that is not meritorious that some other nonmeritorious proposi- 
tion is enacted into law? 

Mr. CAPRON. The gentleman means that two wrongs never 
make a = 

Mr. BOWIE. That is the proposition, 


| conference report. 


tirement, who were retired prior to 1898, men of the highest dis- 
tinction, men of the longest service. Now, the effect of this 
proposition will be to bar that class of men in favor of younger 
members who have seen similar service, and not much of it. 
Does not the gentleman think the date ought to be changed so as 
to cover this class of men who have already appealed to the com- 
mittee for relief? 

Mr. HULL. I would like to touch on that point, when I come 
to close the debate, if I can. I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in the five minutes’ time I can 
only refer to one or two matters that my attention has been di- 
rected to. This appropriation for barracks and quarters makes 
$2,000,000 immediately available, and $250,000 in addition imme- 
diately available in the Philippines, and some other immediately 
available provisions. In other words, between two and three mil- 
lion dollars—nearer three millions than two millions—are made 
immediately available. This is an appropriation bill for the com- 
ing year and a deficiency bill for this year. How much more may 
be in this bill, how much more in other bills, I do not know; 
but I do know that this practice of going from committee to com- 
mittee where a committee under the rules of the House has’ juris- 
diction, and then, before the matter has been investigated, by the 
aid of a willing Senate, failing in one place, rushing to another 
that has not jurisdiction, and sticking in amendments here and 
there and yonder ought to be done away with. Appropriation 
for the next year, appropriation for this year, legislation here, 
legislation there. If action is continued along these lines it will 
demoralize the matter of appropriation and bring scandal and 
criticism—deserved criticism—from the people of the country. 

Now, touching this retirement matter, I do not know whether 
it is right or not. I want to treat the Army liberally. This pro- 
vision had no place in the House bill; it is legislation pure and 
simple, on a large scale, by Senate amendment. How does it 
come here? In a conference agreement, by the grace of the Sen- 
ate—wholesale. I should be glad if every member here who 
thinks he understands this provision would stand up. These 
matters ought to be treated of upon their merits. If I vote for 
this conference report on this great bill to supply the public 
service, Iam compelled to vote for a bill that supplies that serv- 
ice for the next year as well as for this year, a bill that amends 
the law and introduces a new policy touching the retired list. 
It may be justifiable; Ido not know. I have got to take it upon 
trust. In this body, close to the people, we proceed under rules. 
In another body—and I think I can say it within parliamentary 
lines—legislation is by unanimous consent. And when I say that, 
gentlemen understand what it means. [{Applause. | 

Mr. HULL. I hope the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 
will now conclude his remarks. 

Mr. HAY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Wyom- 
ing [Mr. MonpDELL]}. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I regret that a sense of public 
duty will compel me, when the time arrives, to vote against the 
There are at least three provisions in this re- 
port to which I am opposed. I am opposed in toto to the retire- 
ment clause of the bill. I have heard no argument for it except 
that it is somewhat in the line of a provision made some time ago 
for the Navy, although the conditions in the two branches of 
the service were and are not similar, and therefore, even if the 
provision made with regard to the Navy were wise, it would not 
necessarily follow that this provision is. I doubt the wisdom of 


| that action as regards the Navy, and I think that the error then 
| made should not be perpetuated and extended. 


Further, the provision contained in the bill as regards retire- 
ment is unfair and unjust. If we are to advance generally the 
grade of officers who served in the civil war, then we should in- 
clude everyone who honorably served in that war, including thoso 
who, by reason of wounds or disabilities incurred in the service 
of their country, were compelled to leave that service before the 
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beginning of the Spanish war. From time to time Congress has 
advanced the grade of officers for peculiarly gallant and merito- 
rious services. From time to time the President has advanced 
men just before retirement on account of particularly meritorious 
services. But, sir, we discredit the action of the Executive, we 
cheapen our own action, when we say that by one piece of 


**blanket”’ legislation of this kind we will raise every man on the | 


list to a level with those who were thus, we must suppose, prop- 
erly, peculiarly honored. 
honored men for special services if now we say that we will nul- 
lify all that action and raise the entire list one grade? 

We have been liberal to the Army. We should have been lib- 
eral to it. But Ido not believe that justice or even generosity 
commends this action. On the contrary, justice condemns it as 
unfair in that it does not extend even-handed generosity. 

I am opposed to the provision in the bill for the acceptance by 
the Government of funds from officers of the Army and the pay- 
mentvof 3 per cent interest on the same. I do not believe that 
such legislation is necessary or particularly desired by the officers 
of the Army. I do not believe it is in accord with good public 
pe licy. 

Iam opposed to the purchase and distribution at public ex- 
pense of an Army roster—valuable, Iadmit, but which the people 
at large do not desire and will never use—a roster which is only 
required by certain departments of the Government and will be 
sought for by only a comparatively few people. 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. HAY. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the House is 
put at a very great disadvantage when we come to vote upon a 
conference report if we are not satisfied in the House with amend- 
ments that have been put upon the bill by the Senate. It seems 
that in this case the Senate put on this bill certain amendments 
which are obnoxious toourrules. As has been stated by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], the legislative provisions that 
they have put upon this bill would have no standing under our 
rules if proposed here. Now, when that has been done and the 
bill comes back to usfrom the Senate, we ought to have the right 
to vote as an independent proposition upon every such proposi- 
tion presented to us, and should not be required to vote upon 
various propositions as a whole in a conference report. 

Now, we have not that permission, we have not that privilege. 
And why? Because I undertake to say of the statement of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HvuL.], whether he meant to do it or 
not, he has misled the House of Representatives. I do not be- 
lieve the gentleman from Iowa would intentionally mislead the 
House, but that is the effect of the action that we are now taking. 
And why do I say it? Because when this bill came from the Sen- 
ate with Senate amendments the gentleman from Iowa, the chair- 
man of the Military Committee, as it was his duty to do, asked 
of the House unanimous consent to nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments. He could not have nonconcurred and sent the bill 
to conference without unanimous consent of this House, and he 
was held up, as we all know, on that request upon a promise, al- 
most expressed, certainly implied, that we should have the right 
to vote upon the Senate amendments. We are denied that right 
unless we vote down the conference report. 

Now, I appeal to the members on both sides, in the interests of 
perfect good faith, that we vote down this conference report in 
order that we may have a separate vote upon these obnoxious 
Senate propositions. Now, will you join with us? The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has indicated his opposition. 
The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] has indicated his 
opposition. We appeal to you to help us vote thisdown. Why 
do I say we were misled? When the gentleman asked unanimous 
consent to nonconcur in the Senate amendments and put the bill 
in conference, he was at a disadvantage, and was held up. He 
was compelled to have unanimous consent. Some of the gentle- 
men on this side of the House said that we ought to have the 
right, if we consented and waived our rights, to have a separate 
vote, which we could get by sending it to the Military Committee. 
If we waived those rights, then we ought to have a right to vote 
upon these amendments. Now, a part of the colloquy between 


the gentleman from Iowa and some on this side was read by the | 


gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. Here is what occurred: 


Mr. BARTLETT. Perhaps I did not make myself plain. I intended to ask 
whether or not the House would have an opportunity to vote upon the amend- 
ment without voting up or down the entire conference report. 


That was the question. We were asking for an assurance that 


we should have a separate vote without being required to vote | 


up or down the entire conference report. I continue with what 
the RecorD shows: 
Mr. Hutt. Mr. Speaker, as I said, it is impossible for any one member of 


the conference committee to pledge what it is going to do, but the report 
will go into the Recorp and be printed, and the chances are that there will 


Why have we in the past especially | 


| 
| 


be no agreement. The Senate may recede or the conferees may report 
amendments. The House always has it in its power to pass on the question, 


| but the sooner it goes into conference the more time the House will have to 


| 


| 


consider these questions. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Of course, we understand the regular routine way of 
passing conference reports and the power that the majority has over amend- 
ments. But frequently in the House the statement has been made that the 
House would not be deprived from voting upon a particular amendment of 
the Senate. I ask the gentleman if there is any probability that we may 
have the conference pees come in and vote on that articular amendment? 

Mr. Hutu. The gentleman from Georgia realizes that this same provision 
is on a bill already in conference. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do. 

Mr. Huuu. I want to say to the House, however, that as far as I am con- 
cerned, if I shall be a member of the conferees on the part of the House, so 
far asI can I want to carry out the instructions of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs in its action on these amendments. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say there is an implied promise to give a 
separate vote on the objectionable Senate amendments, and it 
was made by the gentleman because he was seeking to get the 
bill in conference. He was being told by gentlemen on this 
side that he could not do that by unanimous consent unless we 
were to have a separate vote on this amendment. I think the 
gentleman meant to convey the idea that if we gave our consent 
that we should have a separate vote—that is, that the House 
should have a separate vote on the Senate amendments if it were 
desired. We can not have it under this conference report, and 
all I have risen to say is that we ought to have that right; that 
the majority of the House, men on both sides, who do not agree 
to these Senate amendments ought to come forward and vote 
down the conference report and then instruct our conferees. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. The time of the gentleman from Virginia has ex- 
pired. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HULu]}. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker,in reply tothe gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RIcHARDSON], I want to say to the House that every 
member knows that that is never the case where it is held that 
the conferee can not agree to legislation placed on a bill by the 
Senate, even if it is contrary to the rules of the House; and I will 
venture the assertion that there is hardly a conference report 
adopted by the House where such action was not taken by the 
conferees. So that contention should not have any ,‘eight. The 
gentleman has recited what I intended to read in answer to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN], where I stated that it was 
impossible to say what we would do; that on these amendments 
there either could be a disagreement or the Senate might recede, 
or they might agree to amendments to their amendments, by 
which we could bring it before the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I ask the gentleman 
if the conferees did any one of those things? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; all of them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. On the other hand, you have 
accepted the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HULL. No, we have not, sir; not in asingle case. The 
Committee on Military Affairs considered these amendments; the 
amendments that are opposed by the gentleman from Minnesota 
and the gentleman from Wyoming and the gentleman from 
Texas, and every one of them, except this in regard to retirement, 
was passed upon by the committee, and we were instructed to 


| make certain amendments and agree to them as amended—every 


one of them. The conferees carried out the instructions of the 
Committee on Military Affairs in every case, unless it is, possibly, 
this one in regard to retirement. 

On that matter the Senate changed its amendment radically. 
The Senate amendment provided for practically extending the 
advanced grade to all on the retired list as well as to all on the 
active list, who had civil war services, without any regard to 
whether that civil war service was one day or more. If they 
were commissioned in the Army before the 9th day of April, 
1865, they had one grade advance when they came to retire, or if 
they had been on the retired list for thirty years and engaged in 
private business, going on with their daily work like the rest of 
us, under the Senate provision if they could show that they were 
retired for disease, even if they had entirely recovered, they got 
one grade in advance. We limited it so as practically to comply 
with the act affecting the Navy. Under the personnel bill every 
man on the active list of the Navy who had civil war service, 
whether one day or more, received on retirement an additional 
grade. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs if that is not true. 
| Mr. FOSS. I want to say right there that when that provision 





was adopted for the Navy it was done for a particular purpose. 
| We found that men were reaching ama rank very late in 
life, and we wanted to provide a flow of promotion so that the 
| younger men could come totommand rank before reaching ad- 
vanced age. 
Mr. HULL. Iho 


Iam 


this does not come out of my time. 


willing to concede all of that, but it applied to everyone in the 
| Navy who had civil war service. 


It even made one man a rear- 
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admiral who had fifteen days’ service. 
service in the civil war. 

Now, gentlemen of the House, one of the conferees on the part 
of the Senate was a man who served on the Confederate side dur- 
ing the entire war. He rose by his own efforts as a gallant sol- 
dier from the rank of captain to that of a brigadier-general of the 
line. When this question was up and the House conferees were 
insisting on having a separate vote, this distinguished Confederate 
said, substantially, that he wanted to recognize the men who 
served in the civil war as we had already recognized the Navy, 
and with the limitation of one year he believed the House would 
adopt it. The limitation of a year was put in. It advances no 
man who did not serve a year in that greatest war of the ages; 


This requires one year’s 


fought under a different flag, who had acknowledged allegiance 
to our flag as the result of that war, who has been one of the best 
citizens of the Republic from that day to this, a man who has at 
heart the best interests of the country as much as any man in 
either House of Congress, urged upon us that we recognize these 
old soldiers in this way, that I, at least, could come before the 
House and favor the proposition. 

Mr. HAY. I want to say that I will not make the point of or- 
der that the gentleman is stating what passed in conference, but 
I will state that the Senator to whom the gentleman referred did 
not urge this measure with as great insistence as the gentleman 
would have the House believe. 

Mr. HULL. I probably ought not to have stated what he said 
but I felt in justice to the rest of us that I could say what I have 
said. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no pride of opinion in regard to this 
matter. I would have preferred as one of the conferees to have 
brought it back and have the House pass upon it as an independ- 
ent measure; but after the Congress has done what it has done 
for the Navy, after these soldiers have spent their time from the 
civil war down, out on the plains enduring hardships, protecting 
settlers, always in active service, it seems to me that it is merely 
an act of grace for the Congress of the United States to say to 
them, ‘*‘ We will do as well by you as we have by the kindred arm 
of the service.” 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker,I should like to ask the gentleman 
if he does not think that the law ought to apply to officers who 
have been retired on account of wounds received in battle or who 
have been compulsorily retired on account of age—all of them? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker,I desire to say to the committee that 


that would extend it to so great an extent it would virtually take | 


in the entire list. I merely say that which every man knows 
when I say that a man who went into the Army thirty or more 
years ago and afterwards left it and went into business, and the 
Government has given him three-fourths of his service pay on 
retirement, in most cases he is much better off than if he had re- 
mained in the Army to the present time. So far as concerns the 


privilege of officers making deposits is concerned, very few offi- | 


cers will take advantage of the provision. The Secretary of War, 
the Adjutant-General, and other officers in touch with the Army 
thought that it was something that should be done. 

It is true that only a few may take advantage of it, because the 
rate is only 3 percent, and the amount that they can deposit is lim- 
ited. We doa little more forthe men than we do for these officers. 
We give the enlisted man 4 per cent, and allow him to deposit all 
the money he wants to. 
listed man. We compel officers to incur expense. We compel 
them to buy uniforms of a certain character. I want to say that 
there is not an officer below the grade of captain in the Army, 
who has not private means outside of his pay, whois not com- 


He is not limited to his pay as an en- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





— 


tion of that kind. I will ask the gentleman if such a provision 
was inserted in the sundry civil bill. Am I correct about that? 

Mr. CANNON, If my friend will allow me, the Committee 
on Appropriations has jurisdiction of the sundry civil and defi- 
ciency, and there is no trouble of keeping track; but here are six 
other appropriation committees, and all of them have jurisdic- 
tion, too, and it is impossible to keep track of them. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman has control of the deficiencies, 

Mr. CANNON. And the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. HULL. All deficiencies go to his committee. 

Mr. CANNON. And the sundry civil also. 

Mr. HULL. And the sundry civil also. But that bill carries 


| appropriations that belong to all these, so that if there is any de- 
and it did seem to me that when a man who for four years had | 





ficiency, if a deficiency in the sundry civil bill, that would have 
to be put on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. HULL. And the rest of us would have to keep track of 
them. The gentleman can of course put the rest of us to looking 
at the sundry civil bill for deficiencies under the sundry civil in 
the regular ordinary consideration. But deficiencies should be 
carried in proper bills so all may know. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, it is a plausible rather than a real criti- 
cism to attempt to criticise when the only argument you can plead 
is to plead that two wrongs would make a right. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; the point of order was made against it. 

Mr. CANNON. It went out on a point of order. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 can very readily see where 
members of the House do not like the retirement clause, because 
it does not go as far as they would like to have it go. And in re- 
ply to the question asked me by the gentleman from Iowa a short 
time ago, I want to say, in reference to the case of the distinguished 
officer that he refers to, in place of this legislation blocking it he 
is in certainly as good a shape after this passes as he was before. 
In other words, the whole question is an act of grace on the part 
of Congress. There is not a single officer of the Army, I think, 
that ever had the right to come to Congress and ask an advanced 
grade. Itis an act of grace,and that only. It becomes an act of 
a little more than that in the Army, in view of what Congress has 
done for the Navy in giving them their advanced grade. And 
each man would come to Congress, as the friend of my friend 
from Minnesota and my friend and my colleague from Iowa—they 
will come to Congress on their own merits. That is what they 
have to do if this is voted down. 

We have limited this to the lowest point we could, and put the 
two arms of the service on as near an equality as we could in this 
matter, with the exception that we believe, in a matter of this 
kind, that we should give it to those that served in the civil war 
and not simply to those who had a commission just before the 
close of the war. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. HULL. Iwouldliketosay justone word more. The Presi- 
dent has appointed 34 colonels to be brigadier-generals; and this 
measure, if adopted, will apply to those below the grade of briga- 
dier more than to the higher grades. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hv.) there were—ayes 33, noes 69. 

So the motion to agree to the conference report was lost. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia desires to have a separate vote, if he desires to move to con- 


| cur, I do not want to cut him off. 


pelled to go in debt to comply with the orders of his superiors in | 


supplying himself with a new uniform. 
ant who gets $1,400 a year. He spends $600 of it for a new uni- 
form, and the result is that he is in debt for three or four years. 
If he is at a frontier post, he does not have the advantage of a 
savings bank where he could deposit his savings. But if he can 


save $20 a month of his pay, and put it with the paymaster. why it | 


would be of real benefit to him and no hurt to the Government. 
It will, however, be used if it is retained in the man’s possession; 
but where he can deposit it and it is placed beyond his reach it will 
be saved. 

That is true of a member of Congress, and I assume it is true 
of an officer of the Army. Every man whose bank is his pocket 
is not liable to make much of a saving. It encourages these men 
to make a saving. The amount is limited to $5,000. When he 
reaches that it is impossible for him to deposit any more with the 
Government. It can notdoany-harm. It was put in thereat the 
request and solicitation of the Secretary of War. He has no in- 
terest in the matter other than the best interests of the Army. 
Now, I acknowledge some of the criticisms made by my friend 
from Illinois about this immediately available proposition. I 
think, if I am not mistaken, that the sundry civil bill has legisla- 


Take a second lieuten- | 


| question, Mr. Speaker. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). Gentlemen will 
state on what amendments they want separate votes. 

Mr. HAY. Mr.Speaker,I desire a separate vote on the amend- 
ment numbered 23, and on amendment numbered 20 and 
amendment numbered 3. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowaa 
Will he not consent to pass that amend- 
ment for a few minutes and take up another? 

Mr. HULL. I imagine that there is no controversy, Mr. 
Speaker, as to the retirement clause. The vote of the House is, 
in my judgment, overwhelmingly opposed to the proposition for 
retirement, and there is only one thing to be done, and that is 


| absolutely to let the Senate recede or consider the bill as dead. 


I do not presume the House will ever reverse its decision on that 
proposition. I do not’ know of anyone that wants a vote on any 
other amendment. 

Mr. HAY. I have already indicated, Mr. Speaker, that we 
want a separate vote on amendments. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
has indicated that he wants a separate vote on amendments num- 
bered 3, 20, and 23. If that be all, the Chair will put the question. 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I have not been able to run 
these amendments over and keep them in my mind. I will ask 
the gentleman from Virginia what those amendments are. 

Mr. HAY. No. 3 refers to the purchase from Francis D. 
Heitman of a Historical Register of the United StatesArmy. No. 
23 refers to the authorizing and permitting officers to make de- 
posits. Amendment No. 20 refers to the retirement of officers to 
a higher grade. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
these amendments, before they are voted upon, may be reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They will bereported. If there 
are no other amendments upon which a separate vote is desired, 
the question is, Shall the House further insist on its disagreement 
to all the amendments except Nos. 3, 20, and 23? 

Mr. RIXEY. What is the number of the Balls Bluff amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HULL. No. 48, 

Mr. RIXEY. I want that reserved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ments, except those reserved, numbered 3, 20, 23, and 43, that the 
House further insist on its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken; and the House insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendments except those upon which a sepa- 
rate vote was demanded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report amend- 
ment No. 3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of War to purchase from Francis B. Heitman, the 
compiler thereof, the manuscript of the Historical Register of the United 
States Army, compiled from the official records of the War Department from 
1789 to the date of the passage of this act, $3,000, to be immediately available: 
and for printing an edition of 6,000 copies of said register by the Public 
Printer, 1,000 for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 3,000 for the War Department, and from the copies allotted 


to the War Department each Government depository shall be supplied with 
one copy, $12,000. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker,I suppose a motion to disagree would 
not take the sense of the House upon this amendment as much as 
a motion to concur, and in order to test the sense of the House as 
to whether this provision shall be retained, I move that the House 
concur in this amendment. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to detain the House 


but a few minutes. 1 simply want to say that this man Heitman | 


has been something over thirty years compiling these records, and 
every officer of the War Department has urged upon Congress the 
necessity of purchasing these records. Ithink the correspondence 
of a good many members will show that a large number of patri- 
otic societies thronghout the country, especially the Cincinnati. 
have urged that we adopt this so that they can have in the libra- 
ries a complete record of all the officers of the United States 
from the foundation of the Government to the present time. I 
want to say further, that the Secretary of War and the Adjutant- 
General and other bureau chiefs have reported to the Committee 
on Military Affairs that they have to use this manuscript fre- 
quently in answering their correspondents in regard to the officers, 
especially in the Regular Army. The Pension Office has a good 
record of the volunteer officers of the civil war, so that it is not 
so necessary in regard to the officers of that war. 

But with reference to the Regular Army and the wars prior to 
the civil war they use it almost constantly: and it was repre- 
sented to us that the expenditure of this small sum of money will 
save the time of clerks, while the expense would be multiplied 
many times if the Government should require the work to be 


no interest in this book. I do not know that I should ever want 
to use it. But in answer to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Texas a fewmoments ago, thatall this information has been pub- 
lished, I want to say that the Committee on Military Affairs se- 
cured one volume of what was supposed to be the best work of 
this kind already published, but they found it so full of inaccu- 
racies as to be utterly worthless, although for one volume the cost 
was $10. There is not enough general demand for this work to 
justify its publication unless itis published by order of Congress. 

If members of the House believe that this small sum will be 
properly expended in giving these valuable records not only to a 


i 





Mr. HULL. Six thousand copies. 

Mr. CANNON. How many volumes—3, 5, or 10? 

Mr. HULL. Ido not know how many volumes there will be. 
That question we did not go into, but we sent the manuscript to 
the Public Printer for his estimate, and we found it would cost 
$12,000 to print 6,000 copies of this work. There would be two 
volumes at least. 

Mr. CANNON. I should think there would be a dozen, but I 
do not know. 

Mr. HULL. I repeat, we did not go into the question of how 
many volumes. We wanted to ascertain the cost, and we got his 
estimate; 6,000 copies—1,000 for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for 
the use of the House, and the others for the Department of War— 
would cost $12,000 for printing. Adding to this the cost of 
purchasing the manuscript, the total expenditure would be 
$15,000. 

It seems to me this is the only way in which we can make 
available this mass of information, which would certainly be 
valuable to public libraries and as a book of reference. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to know how much time other 
gentlemen desire. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield to me 
five minutes? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS]. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I have no personal 
interest in this matter at all. I oppose this provision because it 
seems to be bad legislative policy. It strikes meas a bad thing 
for us to encourage employees in the departments to take some of 
the time that belongs to the Government, for which the people 
pay, and to take the strength that belongs to the Government, 
for which the people pay, and devote this time and strength to 
their own private business, and, when they have accomplished 
something, lobby with the officers of the Department and then 
lobby with their friends in Congress to get some Senate amend- 
ment attached to an appropriation bill, and then come here to 
get an appropriation to pay for something for which the people 
have already paid. 

Now, I know it is claimed that this work was done outside of 
office hours. That may or may not be true; I do not know. 

Mr. HULL. Is not that the statement of the War Depart- 
ment—that this work was done entirely outside of office hours? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Conceding that to be true, yet 
the evil of the thing remains, for this man would naturally de- 
vote more of his time. more of his strength, more of his intelli- 
gence to doing work that would advance his own private fortune 
than to work for that which the people pay him. If we encourage 
this kind of thing by voting to concur in this amendment, we shall 
be flooded with similar schemes from other departments. 

If this work is needed, let the War Department doitin the regu- 
lar way. Let the Department come before the appropriate com- 
mittee of this House; let it make an estimate for the purpose of 
accomplishing this work. Let it be done under the direction, if 
that be thought best, of this man. Let it pay him for doing this 
work inside of office hours. Let us not establish now an evil 
precedent by encouraging men to take their time and their strength 
in doing work which does not belong to their regular duties, and 
then encourage them in lobbying with their friends to have an 
amendment like this placed on an appropriation bill. It seems to 
me that is the precedent that is now to be set. 

I do not know anything about the merits of this particular 


| work; but if the various societies throughout the country, if the 


various officers throughout the country, if the War Department 


| or any of the various bureaus of that Department want this work 
| done, let us see that itis provided for in the regular way. [Ap- 
done. It is proposed to pay $3,000 for this manuscript. I have | 


department of the Government that has special use for them, but | 


also to give to the public libraries of the several States a complete 
record of the armies of the United States from the Revolutionary 
period to the present time, then they ought to vote in favor of 
concurring in the amendment. On the other hand, if this work 


is not regarded as valuable, they ought to vote against the motion | 


to concur 


Mr. CANNON. How many volumes will there be of this | 


work? 


plause. | 

Mr. SLAYDEN rose. 

Mr. HULL. How much time does the gentleman from Texas 
desire? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, how is the time controlled? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Hutu]. He has the floor. 

Mr. HULL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I was under the impression that, in view of 
the peculiar parliamentary status, I, as a member of the com- 
mittee or as a member of the House, should have the right to 
certain time—that I should have recognition. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. HULL] lost control of the time 
by being defeated on his motion. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I do not need to saya word on that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point made by the gentle- 
man from New York comes too late. The gentleman from Iowa 
was recognized by the Chair and has an hour. At the end of 
that time the Chair will recognize any other gentleman in his 
own right. 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I merely wanted to know the 
parliamentary situation. 

Mr. HULL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Oh, two or three minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman and will 
yield more, if he wants it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. STEVENS] has so clearly and so amply discussed the amend- 
ment now under consideration that I would not say a word were 
it not that I know it is a physical impossibility for gentlemen sit- 
ting on this side of the House to have heard all that he said. This 
amendment is to pay a clerk in the War Department $5,000 for a 
compilation of the names of officers of the United States Army. 
There is no demand for that publication among the people and 
taxpayers of this country, that I know of. A demand has been 
created by very skillful lobbying in certain official circles, and 
the purpose of the amendment is to appropriate $12,000 of the peo- 
ple’s money out of the public Treasury and to print a book, to be 
given away toa few gentlemen who would probably be able to 
buy it if it were printed by an ordinary publisher in the ordinary 
way of business. When it was first brought to my attention, I 
think by the officer himself, it was stated that there was a large 
and general demand for the book. I said to him that if that 
were true hewas fortunate in being the possessor of such a manu- 
script, and that all he would have to do would be to take it to 
a publisher, get it printed and sell it and meet that large de- 
mand. Heevidently did not believe that the large demand ex- 
isted, because the price asked by the author has very materially 
fallen since then, and now it is proposed to take the entire sum 
out of the —- Treasury. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, if there is no other gentleman who 
desires to speak on the matter, I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Iowa, that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to amendment No. 3 of the Senate and concur in the 
same. 





The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
4 ae ian i — | under such regulations and at such times as the Secretary of War shall pre- 


that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have a division. 

Mr. HULL. Ido not care for a division. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 71. 

So the motion was lost. 

. Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move to nonconcur in amendment 
Yo. 20. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
insist on our disagreement? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
moves that the House further insist on its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate No. 3. 

Mr. HAY. No, Mr. Speaker, we have just passed on No. 3. 

The SPEAKER pro tempcere. The Chair begs the gentleman’s 
pardon. What is the gentleman’s motion? 

Mr. HAY. I move to nonconcur in Senate amendment No. 20. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House must first dispose of 
No. 3. The House has refused to recede and concur so far as No. 
3 is concerned. 


The gentleman moves to further 


Now, then, the proper motion, if the Chair | 


might be allowed to suggest it, would be that the House further | 


insist on its disagreement to amendment No. 3. 

Mr. HAY. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I make that motion to 
further insist. 

Mr.SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I do not know that I quite caught what the 
Speaker said. The House, having voted not to concur in the 
Senate amendment No. 3, is now in a position where a motion to 
further insist upon its disagreement is necessary, do I understand? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the judgment of the 
Chair, 

Mr. BARTLETT. And that motion has been made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have the Clerk 
read from Jefferson’s Manual. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Third. To recede. You may then either insist or adhere. 

Fourth. To insist. You may then either recede or adhere. 

Fifth. Toadhere. You may then either recede or insist. 

Consequently the negative of these is not equivalent to a positive vote the 
other way. It does not raise so necessary an implication as may authorize 
the Secretary by inference to enter another vote; for two alternatives still re- 
main, either of which may be adopted by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Virginia, that the House further insist on 
its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 3. 

The question was taken, and the motion agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
amendment. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the House understands what the 
amendment is, and I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
it be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of the amendment be dis- 
pensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment is as follows: 


And any officer of the Army now on the active list below the grade of 
major-general who served with credit as an officer or an enlisted man in the 
regular or volunteer service during the civil war before April 15, 1865, may 
when retired be retired by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, with the rank and retired pay of the next higher grade. 
This section shall apply to officers who have been retired on or since the llth 
day of August, 1898, and all those now on the retired list, without regard to 
length of service, who served with credit as officers or as enlisted men in the 
regular or volunteer forces during the civil war prior to April 15, 1865, other- 
wise than as a cadet, and whose names are borne on the Official Register of 
the Army, and who have heretofore been retired on account of wounds 
received or disability incurred in the line of duty, or on account of age, or 
who have received the Congressional medal of honor, but shall not apply to 
any officer who has been placed on the retired list by virtue of any special 
act of Ce gress, nor to any officer who has already received an advance of 
rrade at the time of retirement, or with a view to retirement: Provided, 

hat in conferring the promotions authorized by this act the grades of first 
and second lieutenants shall be held to be one and the same grade. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House nonconcur. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
moves that the House further insist on its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and the gentleman is 
recognized. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to be heard. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question, then, is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 23: On page 18, line 24, after the word ‘‘ deposits” insert: 


“* Provided, That officers of the Army shall have the right to deposit 
money upon the same terms as enlisted men, payable at such periods and 


scribe, and bearing interest at 3 per cent per annum.” 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further insist 
upon its disagreement to that amendment. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is taken, I wish to 
suggest that the Clerk has not read it as it was fixed up in con- 
ference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. HULL. The Clerk has not read it as fixed in conference. 
He has read it as originally amended by the Senate. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to concur in the amendment as amended. The clerk in 
the enrolling room has the amendment as it will go into the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Iowa must 
recollect that the conference report is disagreed to. 

Mr. HULL. I understand that, and I beg the pardon of the 
Chair, because my motion is not in order. 

Mr. HAY. Ican not hear a word the gentleman is saying. 

Mr. HULL. I say asthe amendment is reported here none of 
us is in favor of it, so that I think we are all in favor of insisting 
on the disagreement to this. 

Mr. HAY. I want it understood that my motion is to further 
insist upon the disagreement of the House to the amendment, as 


The Chair does not understand 


| it was amended in conference. 


Mr. HULL. Further insist on the disagreement 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, doI understand the gentleman 
from Virginia to say that he is in favor of the amendment as 
made in conference on this particular item? 

Mr. HAY. No; Iam not. 

Mr. PARKER. I should like to see if that can be decided here, 
because, as the proposition has been amended in conference, it 
seems to be really for the advantage of the Army, and I should 
like to say a word on that subject, if the gentleman will allow 
me now. 

Mr. HAY. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. PARKER. Only two or three minutes. 

Mr. HAY. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Jersey [Mr. PARKER}. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment as orig 
nally adopted gave power to any officer to leave or deposit mon 
with the Government, the Government to act as a savings bank. 
The amendment as agreed to in conference only gave power to 
the officer to leave part of his pay with the Government by way 
of savings and to receive thereon the small interest of 3 per cent 


of the 


Louse. 


New 


the total amount to be so deposited by any one officer not to ex- 
ceed $5,000. 

The special form of this may be varied, but as to the substance 
of it the Secretary of War, the Adjutant-General, and other 
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officers tell us that the young officers getting less than $200a month 
out at frontier posts have no place to deposit their money, and 
they will spend it all if it is paid into their hands. 

Of course we all agree that they ought to be saving toward the 
day when their expenses will be greater, toward the expense of 
getting new uniforms when they are promoted, and that the sav- 
ing of their pay tends to discipline and good order and to pro- 


mote the character of the officers of a post. If so, they should be | 


encouraged to save some of their pay and should be afforded the 
opportunity which they have in the East, but which they can not 
have at some frontier posts. That being so, the purpose of the 
Senate amendment is right. It would not be right to allow any 
officer who happens to be rich to deposit his thousands of dollars. 
It is right to allow small savings to be made by officers as well 
as by enlisted men. It is not only right, but it is for the good of 
the Army. 

Now, how this matter is to be brought about I do not know. 


We shall have to vote with the gentleman from Virginia in favor | 
of disagreeing to the amendment of the Senate as it stands, but | 


I think his motion is susceptible to an amendment that we dis- 
agree to this Senate amendment unless so amended as to limit 
the deposits to pay and to provide a reasonable maximum for the 
amount which may be so deposited. I move this as an amend- 
ment to the motion of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
has moved to disagree to Senate amendment No. 23. 

Mr. HAY. There seems to be some trouble about the parlia- 
zmentary situation; that is, that the Senate and House conferees 


yosed by the House conferees. The amendment proposed by the 
oo conferees is not now before the House. In order to get at 
this I move the following, that the House instruct its conferees 
not to agree to any proposition as to deposits of funds by Army 
officers on interest. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order at 
this time. The Chair will state the parliamentary situation. 
The amendment that the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Par- 





KER] would like to concur in was an amendment that was em- | 


bodied in the conference report, but of course by the action of 
the House that was set aside, and the question now is on insisting 


upon the disagreement of the House to the amendment of the | 


Senate numbered 23, or, as the gentleman from New Jersey would 
like, the Chair infers, to recede and concur in the Senate amend- 
ment with an amendment. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I think the parliamentary situation 
is that the motion to recede and concur with an amendment is in 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is in order, and the Chair 
understood the gentleman from New Jersey. while he did not 
make that motion, that that was hisintent. The gentleman from 


| 


New Jersey moves to recede from disagreement to Senate amend- | 


ment 23 and to agree to the same with an amendment, which the 
Clerk will report. 

Mr. HAY. I offer the following substitute. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That officers of the Army shall have the right to deposit their 
pay with Army paymasters under such regulations as the Secretary of War 
may prescribe; such deposits shall bear interest at 3 per cent perannum, and 
shall not exceed in the aggregate $5,000 for any one officer at any one time. 

Mr. PARKER. Does any gentleman desire any time on this? 

Mr. HAY. I offer a substitute. 

Mr. PARKER. I have nothing further to say. I believe that 
this provision is for the good of the Army. 

Mr. HAY. I offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
moves to amend. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The House instructs its conferees not to agree to any proposition as to de- 
posits of funds by Army officers on interest. 


not apply at all to the other question. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment is not in order | 


at this time. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman from New Jersey is through, I be- 
lieve. I only want to call the attention of the House 

Mr. PARKER. Icertainly yield tothe gentleman. How much 
time? 

Mr. HAY. Ido not want any time from the gentleman. The 
gentleman stated he was through. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
has the fioor. 

Mr. HAY. I just simply want to reiterate what I have said 
about this question of permitting Army officers to deposit their 
funds or their pay up to $5,000 upon interest at 3 per cent, which 





this law will require the Government to pay. I trust that mem- 
bers of this House will not encourage that sort of legislation. It 
is a bad and evil precedent. I do not wish to take up any more 
time of the House upon a matter with which everybody is famil- 
iar. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I shall not use half of the five 
minutes that the gentleman so courteously yielded me. I want 
to direct the attention of the House to the fact that the gentleman 
from New Jersey, in discussing this proposition, used what I be- 
lieved to be exactly the proper term in describing it. He called 


| it the establishment of a savings bank. My understanding of 


savings banks has always been that they were business institu- 
tions, conducted upon business principles, and that while they 
paid interest upon their deposits it was less than the amount for 
which they loaned the money later. This proposition is to com- 
pel the Government to pay 3 per cent interest on money, when it 
can borrow it for 2 per cent. 

Mr. CAPRON. Just a word in reply to the gentleman from 
Texas. I would like to state what perhaps is not remembered by 
all the members of the House, that already the enlisted men in 
the Army, without limit, are allowed to deposit with the pay- 
master any amount of money they please, and receive interest at 
4 per cent, which law has been in force for some time. Now, 
the Adjutant-General of the Army, appearing before the Military 
Committee, stated that he thought this was a very important 


| provision for the assistance of young officers of the Army. They 


are ordered to the Philippines, or to the frontier posts, and far 


| away from home and banking facilities. They have no opportu- 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate with an amendment pro- | 


nity to deposit savings from their salaries. In case they desire to 
accumulate a little fund there is no way to keep it save in their 
pockets. It would not aid any class of officers except those re- 
ferred to, and it would be used in a very small way, but would 
be a very great advantage to those young officers going on duty 
at the beginning of their service to have an opportunity given to 
them, when there was no other at hand, to have a fund upon 
which they could draw for their future small needs, that you give 
them as officers the opportunity for making this deposit. That 
was the reason the amendment was placed in the bill, and it is to 
me a very sufficient reason for retaining it, with the limitation of 
$5,000—the amount placed upon it in conference as has been re- 
ported, and included in the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a few re- 
marks upon this question as a member of the Military Committee. 
I heartily concur in what has been said by my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Capron]. 
This opportunity offered to the officer to place some of his money 
with the Government and receive interest at the rate of 8 per 
cent per annum is not compulsory upon him, but if he desires to 
lay away some money to aid him as years are approaching and 
the responsibilities of later life fall upon him, this gives him an 
ample opportunity to doit. As the law now is, at least $4,000,000 
are now deposited with the Government by the enlisted soldiers 
of the Army. They are now receiving 4 per cent for that money. 

It was stated before the committee by Maj. Gen. H. C. Corbin, 


| the Adjutant-General of the Army, that the lending of this money 


by these soldiers to the Army had largely improved the character 
and standing of the enlisted men. Under this system they feel 
as if they have some interest at stake. It makes them better sol- 
diers. And I wish to say to this committee that the personnel of 
the enlisted men of the American Army is equal, if not superior, 
to that of the enlisted men of any army in the world. The pur- 


| pose of this measure is to give to young officers of the Army a 


like opportunity to lay aside some of their money and get 3 per 
cent interest for it. 

But my good friend and colleague from Texas says that there 
are savings banks. So there are, and they are paying 4 per cent. 


| If the officer desires to make money and is shrewd in business 


calculations he will place his money at 4 per cent in the savings 
bank and not at 3 per cent in the Government Treasury. But 


| the opportunity for putting money in the savings banks is not 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker. I raise the question that that does | 


good so far as concerns all the officers. They are scattered prac- 
tically all over the United States and, in view of our outside posses- 
sions, I might say all over the world. Savings banks are not in 
existence everywhere, 

Now, this provision will give the young officer an opportu- 
nity to put his money in the hands of the paymaster, in the care of 
the Government, and to obtain it readily when necessary. By 
reason of changes made under the military law the officer may 


| be stationed here to-day and to-morrow he may be ordered else- 
| where. He may be ass}gned to duty four years, if you please, at 


} 


i 


one place and then transferred to another. He may be assigned 
to duty here to-day and to-morrow, being promoted by reason of 


| his lineal rank, he may be with another regiment; but here is the 


Government owing him his money and constantly keeping it in 
readiness for him. If he desires the money when he removes toa 
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new place he simply draws upon the paymaster, and his account 
is kept open. He does not have to close it up as with a savings 
bank; he does not by reason of these changes lose any interest 
that may be due him. 

For reasons like this, and for the good of the service, believing 
that men who own their homes, men who have property, have 
not only an interest as citizens, but have a double interest as 
property owners and as citizens, I believe this provision will tend 
to the betterment of the young officer, as it has tended to the bet- 
terment of the enlisted soldier, and will work no hardship to the 
Government. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on.the motion 
that the House recede from its disagreement to Senate amend- 
ment No. 23 and concur in the same with the amendment which 
the Clerk has already reported. } 

The question being taken, the motion was rejected, there be- 
ing—ayes 24, noes 47. 

Mr. HAY. I move further to insist. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
moves that the House further insist on its disagreement to Senate 
amendment No. 23. 

The motion of Mr. Hay was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
amendment of the Senate-—-No. 43. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw the demand 
for a separate vote on that amendment. 


Mr. HULL. I move that the House further insist on its dis- | 


agreement to this amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HULL. I move that the House ask a further conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing vote of the two Houses on these | 


amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Chair 
will appoint as conferees on the part of the House the gentleman 
from lowa [Mr. Hutu], the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Capron], and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

ELISE SIGEL. 

Mr. APLIN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the report of the commit- 

tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15659) granting a | 


pension to Elise Sigel. 

The conference report and the statement of the House confer- 
ees, as respectively published on page 2330 of the Recorp, were 
read. 

Mr. APLIN. I move that the report be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. FOSS, the House resolved itself into Commit- | 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. GrLLett of Massa- 


chusetts in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill | 


(H. R. 17288) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H.: Removal of Hendersons Point, to com- 
plete, $549,000; quay wall, to extend, $75,000; grading, to continue, $25,000; rail- 
road and rolling stock, additions, $8,000; sewer systems, extensions, $4,(00; 
water systems, extensions, $4,000; tools for yards and docks, additional, $2,000; 
locomotive crane and track, to complete, $50,000; electric plant, extensions, 
$15,000; central heating plant, extensions, $15,000: steel-plant building for 
construction and repair (to cost not to exceed $150,000), to continue, $50,000; 
blasting in front of quay wall, $25,000; naval prison, $95,000 (toward the con- 
struction of the naval prison herein authorized there is also hereby reappro- 
riated and made available the unexpended balance of appropriations made 

xy the acts approved March 3, 191, and July 1, 1%2, under the general title 
“Public Works, Bureau of Yards and Docks.” for extension of the naval 
prison, navy-yard, Boston, Mass.); in all, $917,000. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I offerthe following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all commencing with line 1, page 25, to and including the word 
“Massachusetts” in line 8, same page. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, this is simply a business proposi- 
tion. The Secretary of the Navy has reported that the naval 
prison which is now located at Boston should be removed from 
the navy-yard at that point. He suggests that it should be re- 
moved to Portsmouth, N.H. Portsmouth is one of the active 
business yards of the Government, and if we are to get rid of the 
prison at Boston because that is a business yard, it does seem to 
me that it ought not to be carried to Portsmouth,N.H. In addi- 
tion to this we have only two naval prisons, one located at Mare 
Island, on the Pacific coast, and the other at Boston, on the At- 
lantic coast. Now, if the prison is to be removed from Boston it 
ought to be located at some central point on the Atlantic coast. 
The Secretary reports in favor of the removal from Boston, and I 
doubt not this recommendation is well founded. Several years 
ago the naval bill carried $20,000, and last year $60,000, for the 
improvement of the naval prison at Boston. 
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Now, the further improvement of the naval prison at Boston is 
to be abandoned, and the question is where shall the prison go. 
It seems to me it ought to go to some central point. We have on 
the Atlantic coast at Port Royal a navy-yard now owned by the 
Government and not used for active navy-yard purposes. Tho 
Secretary of the Navy, in his hearing before the committee, said 
that we had spent $1,300,000 there and we had many buildings 
| which were new and had never been occupied. We have 80-odd 
| acres of land, and the navy-yard at that place has been moved to 
| Charleston, 8. C. Now, what is more appropriate than that we 
| should take Port Royal as the place for this naval prison? I un- 
derstand that the pores who are sent to the naval prisons are 
those confined for the minor offenses, such as desertion, absence 
without leave, and it is unreasonable to locate this prison at the 
extreme northern boundary of the Government. 

It ought to be located at some point which will be easily ac- 
cessible; and as we are abandoning Port Royal as a navy-yard, it 
seems that the 85 acres of land and improvements, costing 
| $1,300,000, should be utilized for this naval prison. If it goes to 

Portsmouth, N. H., we will spend a large amount in equipping 
| buildings at that point. It ought not to be located there. Asa 
| business proposition it ought to go to Port Royal. As a matter 
| of convenience to the naval establishment it ought to be nearer 
| the center of our Atlantic coast. My motion is to strike out the 
| appropriation for the location of the prison at Portsmouth, N.H.; 
| andif that succeeds, I shall follow it later, when we reach Port 
Royal, with an amendment authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy in his discretion to locate the prison at that point. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, the motives that guided the 
committee in locating the prison at Portsmouth, N. H., and tak- 
ing it away from Boston weretwofold. In the first place, the Bos- 
| ton yard is growing as well as Portsmouth, and the facilities there 
| are growing smaller each year, and the building now used as a 
naval prison is very much needed for other purposes, as shown by 
the hearing, while at Portsmouth they have an island, called 
Seavey Island, which contains 106 acres and which the Govern- 
| ment now owns; and when Henderson Point is removed, as I am 
given to understand by members from that State, it will add 30 
acres tothat. In other words, we have here the land now, and 
to goaway down to Port Royal, away from the stations at Norfolk, 
New York, and Boston, where men work, would add to the ex- 
pense of transportation an amount greater, I think—althongh we 
have not considered that precise question—than even the removal 
of the prison to Portmouth, N.H. On page 40 of the Secretary's 
hearing, the Secretary gives the report of the Advocate-General of 
the Navy, which shows the number of prisoners confined in Bos- 
ton. The motive guiding the committee was one of economy and 
substantial business interest of the Navy, and I hope that the 
gentleman’s amendment will not be concurred in. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in addition to 
what has been said against this proposed amendment, that some 
years ago Congress determined to remove the naval station from 
Port Royal to Charleston, 8. C., and it has been the fixed purpose 
of the Department and, I think, at least of a majority of the com- 
mittee, to see to it that this station at Port Royal shall be dis- 
pensed with. If there be any one single danger to the Navy at 
the present time, it is that too much of it will get on the land, 
the danger of having stations established all over the country for 
the purpose of the land Navy, instead of taking care of the Navy 
at sea. Port Royal will be a port where comparatively few ves- 
sels will come in. It will be out of the way for the delivery of 
these prisoners. Nota single building there can be utilized for 
this purpose. It will be a separate institution, which will have 
| to be maintained at a separate cost and at extra cost, if located 

there. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 
Mr. RIXEY. In the hearings before the Committee Secretary 

Moody made this statement: 


And if we build up the one at Charleston we shall ultimately abandon the 
one at Port Royal. They are only, from light to light, 55 milesapart. But 
yet we have property at Port Royal which cost $1,300,000, roughly speaking, 
as Irecall it, and a good many buildings which are absolutely new and never 
have been used at all. 


Speaking of the disposition of the property, he said: 


We paid, roughly speaking, $17,000 for the land, for 8 acres of land, or 
rising $170 an acre on the average. I asked somebody down there what land 





was worth in that neighborhood. He said: “ Well, say $10 an acre, if you 
can find anybody that will buy it.” 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I am obliged to the gentleman 
for the statement he has read. It simply reenforces the argu- 
ment Iam making. Nota single dollar of the investment there 
can be utilized in this naval prison. The only advantage that 
we would derive from it would be the fact that we own the land 
there. TIinsist thatit will be for the interests of this Government 
to dispose of that land at any price as quickly as we possibly can, 
to avoid the constant danger of building up a separate institution 
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within 50 or 55 miles of the Charleston Navy-Yard. We have 
some advantages at Portsmouth. W- have the land. We have 
it properly located, away from the regular navy-yard, upon an 
island. and at a port where vessels may come and it will be no in- 
convenience to deliver the prisoners who are to be confined for 
minor offenses within the prison walls, while if this prison be lo- 
cated at Port Royal it will require in many instances, if not in 
all, a special trip of many miles by these vessels in order to de- 
liver these prisoners. 

It will establish a separate institution to be maintained there 
and will create a menace—I use that word advisedly—of having 
something else located there in order to have a Government in- 
stitution at Port Royal, simply because we have the land. It 
seems to me the wise policy of Congress is to dispose of, sell out 
root and branch, that land there at Port Royal and let the naval 
yard at Charleston be built, if it is to be built, and avoid the 
danger of having other things located at Port Royal. It has been 
insisted, I want to say to the members here, that it was our duty 
to establish a naval training station at Port Royal simply because 
we had the land and buildings there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, as I recollect 
the testimony of the Secretary, he stated that we had this invest- 
ment there of about $1,300,000, and I think the question was asked 
him if we could not dispose of it. He said he had made some in- 
quiries trying to ascertain whether we could dispose of it or not, 
and that he had been unable to find a purchaser, and, as I recol- 
lect it, in his opinion we can not dispose of the property we have 
at Port Royal, 8. C. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman pardon an interruption? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. DAYTON. That property largely consists of the dry dock 
which is located there, and the buildings, no one of which, I 
think the gentleman will admit, could possibly be used for this 
prison. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Iwas just coming to that point. 
We have 85 acres of land at Port Royal. We have sevenal new 
buildings there. Ido not pretend to say that any one of those 
buildings would be a suitable prison at present, but I do contend 
that for one-third of the amount this item carries for a naval 
prison at Portsmouth, N.H., you can fit one of these buildings as 
a suitable naval prison. This item carries, as I understand it, 
$155,000 for this naval prison at Portsmouth, N. H. That is, 
there is a direct appropriation of $95,000 for that purpose and a 
reappropriation for this purpose of $60,000 carried in the last bill 
for enlarging the prison at Boston, but not used, making $155,000. 

So, if you consider it from the point of economy, we will cer- 
tainly save money in the first instance by making a naval prison 
of some of these buildings on our property at Port Royal. Then, 
we should consider that the probability is that the center of our 
naval operations hereafter will be far south of New Hampshire. 
The activities in Cuba and in the South American Republics, the 
building of the isthmian canal, the centering of the great ocean 
fleets toward that canal, indicate that fact; and all things con- 
sidered, Port Royal will be nearer the center of our naval activi- 
ties hereafter than Portsmouth. In fact,itishardly probable that 
we will ever have muchactivity in the North Atlantic. The trouble 
that the United States may incur, if it incurs any, will probably 
come from some of the West Indian or South American entangle- 
ments, and the base of naval warfare in American waters will be 
probably to the south of Port Royal. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, what the gentleman states now 
is a question of probability. Is it not a fact that for the present 
purposes of the Navy—our navy-yards and where we build ships 
and where our sailors would go—they are nearer to Portsmouth 
to-day than to Port Royal? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Ido not know the distances to 
Portsmouth from the various navy-yards. Ishould think, though, 
that from Washington city Port Royal would be nearer than 
Portsmouth. 

Mr. LESSLER. But how about Newport, how about New 
London, how about New York? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. We have the Washington 
Navy-Yard, the Norfolk Navy-Yard, and the Charleston Navy- 
Yard, all nearer to Port Royal than Portsmouth. 

Mr. LESSLER. The gentleman knows there is nothing at the 
Charleston Navy-Yard yet. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Weare to have a navy-yard 
there. It is already provided for. There is no doubt about hay- 
ing it. But, as a matter of economy, and to get it nearer to the 
center of our operations and of our Atlantic coast, it seems to me, 
having the property already there and being able to fit a building 
there for a naval prison at much less expense than this item car- 


ries, that good judgment would adopt the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to say a word on this. 
The policy of this House and of Congress, as I understand it, in 
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the past has been to abandon the Port Royal Navy-Yard. We 
have abandoned that and gone to Charleston, which is only about 
50 or 60 miles away. Now, are we going to continue that policy 
or are we going to adopt another one? Of course the gentleman 
says, ‘‘ Why, we have the Government land down there; let us 
put this prison down there.’’ Next year perhaps some one will 
come along and say, ‘‘ Let us put another building there;”’ and 
then the next year some one else will say, ‘‘ Let us put another 
building there,’’ and in a few years you will have a full-fledged 
navy-yard right alongside of the Charleston Navy-Yard. That 
is the trouble with this whole proposition. 

Now, the Secretary has been down there and made a careful 
investigation of this whole matter. He came before the com- 
mittee and expressed himself in these words. Said he: 

If the whole thing could be sold outright to somebody, it would be a good 
thing for the people in the neighborhood and for the United States. 

That is in his printed hearing. 

Now, so far as Port Royal is concerned, the water is shallow 
there. Youcan not get at it by railroad. And yet you want to 
establish a naval prison, where you will expect vessels to come in 
and land the prisoners. The only thing, in my judgment, for us 
to do, when we are going to abandon Port Royal, is to abandon 
it or have a full-fledged navy-yard there. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman tell us why he thinks this 
naval prison ought to be located at the extreme northern part of 
our coast? Why not select some central point? If Port Royal 
will not suit him, why not take League Island or some central 
lace? 

; Mr. FOSS. You know how cramped our navy-yards are at 
Boston and New York for room. 

Mr. RIXEY. Well, it is likely—— 

Mr. FOSS. The Secretary of the Navy said we had this island 
up there in the Portsmouth Navy- Yard, with plenty of land, easily 
defended, and a proper location for this naval prison. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I will say to the gentleman 
that I am informed there is a railroad to Port Royal. 

Mr. FOSS. Recently built? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I do not know. That is my 
information. 

Mr. FOSS. A trolley line? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move tostrike out the last word. Ido 
not intend to antagonize any of the items in this paragraph for 
improvement of the Portsmouth Navy-Yard. I think it proper, 
however, to call the attention of the House to what is being ion 
there. It is very remarkable that some years since Congress au- 
thorized the building of a dry dock at the Portsmouth yard. 
The cost was in the neighborhood of $1,000,000; I have not the 
exact figures. At the last session of Congress, in order to enable 
ships to be docked in that dry dock when finished, Congress au- 
thorized the expenditure of $749,000 to remove Hendersons Point 
and permit vessels to reach the dock. 

In the paragraph just read the sum of $917,000 is appropriated 
for the improvement of this yard. Every single item estimated 
for by the Bureau of Yards and Docks, with the exception of one 
item of $30,000, has been allowed by the committee. If it be the 
intention—and I have no doubt the os A is well established—to 
have two great navy-yards upon the New England coast, it is 
proper for these appropriations to be made. The Portsmouth 
yard is within 45 miles of the Boston yard. Admiral Melville, in 
his report for this year, states that the buildings of the engineer- 
ing department there are totally unfitted for the use of his depart- 
ment, that the buildings are obsolete, that they were erected 
before modern appliances had been adopted or even thought of. 

This committee can go on and expend these great sums in im- 
proving as many of the navy-yards as it desires. It will yet re- 
gret the day that it started in to do so. Gentlemen who have 
most strongly opposed building war ships in the navy-yards of 
the Government are the ones who have been urging and insist- 
ing upon these extravagant expenditures for these navy-yards. 
The time is coming—indeed, it is at hand—when there will not 
be sufficient repair work to be done upon vessels of the Navy 
to keep occupied even two of the great navy-yards of the coun- 
try, and then Congress will be be forced, unwilling, perhaps, to 
continue the policy, that I believe in, of building some ships in 
the Government yards. 

I do not intend to antagonize a single item in this paragraph. 
I have prepared some statements which show the amounts esti- 
mated for to improve the various yards under the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, and the amounts allowed by the committee in 
this bill. It is of some peculiar significance that yards like Ports- 
mouth, which until about five years ago was practically closed, 
and Bremerton, in Puget Sound, have been allowed appropriatione 
aggregating over $900,000, practically every dollar asked, whils 
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the sums for improvements necessary at the Norfolk yard and at 
the New York yard, the principal yards in the country, have 
been cut in two. 

I do not propose to comment upon the policy of the committee 
in this respect. It speaks foritself. Recently, in the press of the 
country, principally, perhaps, around New York, it has been 
stated that the Raleigh, which has been at Portsmouth since 1899, 
left that yard after having been thoroughly overhauled. It came 
down the coast, and upon arriving at the New York yard it was 
necessary to order those repairs to be thoroughly gone over again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

ne FITZGERALD. Iask that my time may be extended five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that his time may be extended five minutes, Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. To-day I inquired about this matter of the 
Secretary of the Navy. I was informed that the statement could 
not be said to be entirely correct; that this ship did take quite a 
long time to have the repairs completed, because it was practi- 
cally the first work of the kind done at the Portsmouth yard; that 
it had not the equipment nor men of sufficient experience re- 
quired to do the work. I was also informed that this was merely 
a condition that followed all ships when overhauled or when 
new vessels were put into commission. 

Nevertheless there was something inthe rumor. Certainly it is 
an extraordinary condition of affairs that a vessel is sent to one 
place to have a certain work done upon it and is then sent tosome 
other place to have it properly completed. Itis fortunate, indeed, 
that there is at least one yard where a vessel can be sent with 
confidence in the results that will be had there. 

Mr. Chairman, I have compiled from the report of the Secre- 
tary and from this bill a statement showing the amounts esti- 
mated as essential for the proper improvement of the different 
navy-yards under the Bureau of Yards and Docks and the amounts 
allowed by the committee and appropriated in this bill for the 
same purposes. 


Statement of estimates for public works, Bureau of Yards and Docks, and 
su = ar and disallowed by Naval Committee in preparing naval appro- 
priation bill. 





| | . 
| : Appropri- 
‘Estimated. at P 


Navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H .....................-..- 947,000 $917, 000 
Item for ones plant extensions, $30,000, not 
allowed. (P. 154, Secretary's report.) 
Navy-yard, Dotson, Mass ....................-.--...---- 495, 500 290, 000 
Extension of building No. 39 only item not al- 
lowed. Estimate, $305,000 (P. 156, Secretary’s 


reper’) 
Naval station, New London, Conn. (p. 157, Secretary's | 
SE iit Rshndas test hiekmonducdiubansesomascos 2,500 2,500 
Navy-yard, League Island, Pa........................-. | 859, 200 809, 200 
ee - lumber yard and sheds ($50,000) not al- | 
owed, 
nore, ees we. als aaah gion etna | 868,740 | 224, 240 
tems, estimated for, but not allowed: 
Railway landing bridge ............-.- $30,000 
Fireproof storehouse for naval sup- 
plies (to cost $225,000) ..............-. 75,000 
Fireproof model storage building. .... 39, 500 





Ne 144, 500 
TR WT Ua knsd cen cndscecadacotccccssancs | 
tems estimated for, but not allowed: 





| 
Storehouse for supplies and accounts 
Cp a BIRD OID) .... . 0.n005-6-.220.- $100, 000 
Remodeling building No.39 for plumb- 
Ee et oe. os akan beens ouen 75,000 
PIN 5.5 cceccdecduddcscccecees 160, 000 
sa cane 835, 000 | 


To 
Bawy-wane, Cemeeaee, B. O. 5... csc cncoscncscce---.- 699, 500 
he Committee on Naval Affairs, in its report, | 
explains the failure to appropriate for the pub- 
lic works estimated for at Charleston in the fol- 
lowing language: ‘‘The committee eliminated 
the appro riations this year for Charleston 






Navy- because the appropriations for 1903 

ne at the new station have not been 

used.’ 
Naval station, Key West, Fla..... eet 165, 000 | 165, 000 
Navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal ........... 278,500 | 50, 000 


Items estimated for, but not allowe¢ 
Paving and grading, to continue... 
Sewers and closets, additional 
Railroad system, extensions. -- 
foe B nt, pape nyt ~4 

wer station ding. 
Bidldine ag metal storage ...........-. 
Movingand improving building No. 113 
Underground conduit system ......... 
Toilet rooms for naval prison ......... 
—- aang and provements, 


uilding No. 
Extension to electrical workshop -.... 
Fittings for chapel ..................... 
Extensions of brass foundry -......... 
Bridge between buildings Nos. 45and65 





Statement of estimates for public works, Bureau of Yards and Docks, etc.— 
Continued 








la i 
ities ppropri- 
Estimate a Teed 


| 
} 
| 


| 
eee Pret Bee, Wet «oasta cccttcecce cooces $310, 200 $295, 200 
ll works estimated for allowed. Total cost of 
crane and track about dry dock reduced $10,000; 
cost of officers’ quarters reduced $5,000. Appro- 
pengtiees for two items increa: $500 over esti- 
mates. 
Navy-yard, Pensacola, Fla ---..........-. aati dcsiion minted 143, 000 23, 000 
Appropriation for equipment building not al- 
owed, $120,000. 
Naval station, New Orleans, La................-.-...-.. 76, 800 | 111, 800 
All items estimated for allowed,and $35,000 addi- | 
tional allowed to pay award of condemnation 
suit for land. ; 
EEE A 84, 000 84, 000 
Navy-vyard, New York, N. Y ........................... 501, 500 282, 000 
Estimates for which appropriations have not 





| 
| 
been made: 
Coal-storage and coal-handling plant, 

i ktninaecdaiedtncrsors gotnae $25,000 
Extending locomotive crane track.... 30,000 
Storehouse for naval-supply fund 

stores, to complete -......-.------.--- 8,000 
Fireproofing building No. 33 for coffee- 

roasting pint ..........-..--..--..... 4,@0 
Ordnance Puilding, to replace build- 

ings Nos. 79, 80, and 83................ 100, 000 
Repairing and rebuilding crane track 

around dry dock No. 1............-.... 16, 000 

0 EEE Sn 


Four thousand five hundred dollars is appro- 
priated for extension of building No. 116, not in 
estimates submitted. 





In hearing before Naval Committee it developed that $8,000 for 
storehouse for naval-supply fund stores was covered by another 
item, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HEeprurn having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

S. 3635. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 


| erection of a building thereon at Oregon City, in the State of 


Oregon; 

S. 3214. An act to authorize the Absentee Wyandotte Indians 
to select certain lands, and for other purposes; 

S. 7051. An act to extend the limit of cost for the United States 
post-office building at Marblehead, Mass.; and 

S. 4115. An act granting a pension to Judson E. Walker. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 


Senate concurrent resolution 67. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 3,000 copies of the English translation of the proceedings of 
the Cuban constitutional convention, 1,700 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives, 1,200 for the use of the Senate, and 100 copies for the use 
of the War Department. 


Senate concurrent resolution 68. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed in English and Spanish 1,700 copies of the civil orders issued 
during the occupation of Cuba by the United States, 1,000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives, 500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 200 
copies for the use of the War Department. 

Senate concurrent resolution 69. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 2,000 copies of the report of the War Department on the receipts 
anc ey ty: ner Cuba during its occupation by the United States, 1,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 750 copies for the use of 
Senate, and 250 copies for the use of the War Department. 


The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 15804) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Stewart, Mr. Piavt of 
Connecticut, and Mr. Jongs of Arkansas as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 1605. An act granting a pension to John S. Whitlege; 

H. R. 18257. An act to refund penalty to the Bank of Colfax, 
Iowa; and 

H. R. 7648. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road. 





eae 


ae 





f 


2356 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 18, 





NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Boston, Mass.: Sewer system, extensions, $15,000; electric-light 
lant, extensions, $15,000; water-closets, additional, $5,000; Raving, to con- 
inue, $50,000; drains, $5,000; railroad system, extensions, $24,000; pile driver, 

$6,500; tools for yards and docks, $10,000; paint shop for construction and re- 

pair, $35,000; steel shears, improvements to, $15,000; refitting and improving 
puildings 42 and 43, >40.000; central heating system, extensions, $20,000; exten- 
sion of building No. 107, $50,000; in all, navy-yard, Boston, $290,500. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
this section may be passed over, to await a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy, which I understand is being prepared 
to be forwarded to the chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that this section be passed over. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, New York, N. Y.: Paving and grading, to continue, $20,000; 
dredging, to continue, $25,000; railroad system, extensions, $15,000; improve- 
ments to building No. 126, $15,000; electric plant, extensions, $30,000; quay 
wall between dry docks Nos. 2and 3 (to be immediately available), $25,000; 
rebuilding wharves on cob dock, $25,000; new roof for building No. 28, $20,000; 
piers, additional, $100,000; coal bins and tracks for yards and docks (to be im- 
mediately available), $2,500; extension of building No. 116, $4,500; in all, navy- 
yard, New York, N. Y., $282,500. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 17, page 26, after the word “dollars,” the following: 

“Repairing and rebuilding crane track around dry dock No. 1, $16,000.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy in the recommendations and estimates for im- 
provements at the navy-yard at New York asks for appropria- 
tions aggregating $501,200. The committee in the bill has allowed 

282,500, and thus has omitted a number of items. This amend- 
ment will authorize one of the items omitted by the committee. 
The report of the Secretary on this item says: 

A considerable amount has been expended lately on repairs of this track. 
Owing to the rotting of the pile foundations radical repairs are necessary, 
and this appropriation is asked that the track may put in first-class 
condition. 

The piling upon which the track for tnis crane is built has been 
in bad condition. There is required for this crane, carrying 
heavy pieces of material, a solid foundation. This appropriation 
is essential to prevent what may be some day a serious accident. 
There are some other items which have been estimated for which 
I will not press upon the committee, because the committee hav- 
ing considered them and decided that they should not be allowed 
at this time, I will not question their judgment. But I refer to 
what is contained in the Secretary’s report, ‘‘ that on account 
of the rottenness of the piling supporting this track around this 
dry dock radical repairs are necessary,’’ as an urgent reason for 
the adoption of thisamendment. Itis simply in the interest of the 
safety of the men engaged about that dry dock and for the pro- 
tection of the work being done in it that I offer the amendment, 
and I hope the chairman will accept it. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is one of the items of page 158 of the 
Secretary's report. 

Mr. FOSS. I have no objection to it. 

The question was considered; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will necessitate a change of the total. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; and I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk 
may make the change. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will make 
the necessary change in the total. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Puget Sound, Washington: Sewersystem, extensions, $5,000; to 
continue grading, $30,000; fire-protection system, extensions, $10,000; electric- 
light plant, extensions, $3,000; telephone system, extensions, $1,000; railroad 
and equipment, extensions, $10,000; boat shop for construction and repair, to 
continue (to cost not to exceed $150,000, for which contract is hereby author- 
ized), $50,000; water-closets, ditional, $2,500; water system, extensions, 
$8,000; foundry and coppersmith's shop, to complete, $50,000; boiler and black- 
smith shop, to complete, $50,000; heating system, extensions, $3,000; extension 
of dry-dock boiler plant, $10,000; extension of general office building, $5,000; 
two officers’ quarters, $10,000; sick quarters, to complete, $4,200; locomotive 
crane and track about dry dock (to cost 000), ,000; timber floats and 

ngway bridges, $2,000; garbage scow, $1,500; in all, navy-yard, Puget Sound, 
Gashington, $295,200. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
in £ amendment. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ dollars,” in line 6, page 30, insert the following: “Sawmill 
and accessories, $35,000." 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the 
liberality with which the committee has treated our navy-yard, 


and if I did not think this would be an economical thing on the 
part of the Government I would not ask the committee to adopt 
it, and after I have explained the matter if the committee should 
not agree with me I shall not press it strongly. No estimate has 
been sent in by the Secretary of the Navy for this appropriation. 
I will say that the Bureau of Construction and Repair, however, 
requested the Bureau of Yards and Docks to send an estimate for 
this appropriation to the Secretary of the Navy. 

This was not done, or if it was sent, it was cut out. I will say, 
however, that the Department is heartily in favor of this appro- 
priation, and while the Secretary of the Navy told me that he did 
not feel that it would be proper for him to send a further estimate 
in to the committee, yet, he stated, he would authorize the ad- 
miral of the Bureau of Construction and Repair to give me the 
facts in regard to this matter so that I could presentit. I did not 
get the facts in time to present to the committee before they had 
decided on their bill. Ina letter under the date of January 19 
from the Bureau of Construction and Repair they state that ‘‘in 
a letter from this Bureau to the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
dated July 31, 1902, it was requested that the Bureau include in 
its estimate for the next fiscal year estimates for a new sawmill,”’ 
and in the letter of December 5, 1902, they estimated the cost at 
$35,000, the amount I have put in the amendment I have just 
submitted. 

A provision for this sawmill has been recommended and esti- 
mated for by the local contractor at the yard for several years 
past, and under date of January 20 they sent me a letter from 
the Bureau of Construction and Repair, giving the recommenda- 
tion of the local constructor, as follows: 


BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1908. 

DEAR Srp: In further reply to your letter of the 19th instant to Admiral 
Bowles relative to sawmill at Puget Sound Yard, I have the pleasure to quote 
. ouseass am a report by the naval constructor at that yard, under date 
of Ju , 1901: 

x Jawmill is an important adjunct to any navy-yard, not necessarily for 
sawing lumber from the log, but for resawing stock timbers for the joiner 
shop and for dry-dock use. 

“The necessity of having to order all lumber of the exact sizes required 
for work delays its completion in many ways and causes orders of smal! quan- 
tities in many cases to be placed in the sawmills which they are reluctant to 
accept. 

= Sree. in a country such as the Sound district, where lumber is one of the 
principal industries, this is found to be a serious handicap on the work of the 
yard and has prevented the purchase of stock lumber for general pure SES, 

“In addition to this, however, it is certainly needless to point out the very 
great advantage of establishing a Government sawmill in the very center of 
the lumber district, where logs can be purchased at the cheapest _figure and 
transported in booms as readily as to any other mill on the Sound. 

“A sawmill at this yard, with suitable dry kilns and storage sheds, could 
furnish all the deck plank and miscellaneous pine lumber required by the 
Navy on the coast, and it would be a valuable investment in point of 
economy. 

‘*Large quantities of this lumber have already been ship to the naval 
station and vessels in the Far East. all of which could with advantage be pre- 
pared at this yard and shipped in Government vessels. 

“In the general plan submitted provision has been made for a large establish- 
ment of this kind with dry kilns and storage sheds arrangéd according to 
the best pesetioe on the Sound; from the wharves next the mill vessels can 
be readily loaded, while the space near by will be available for keeping a 
large quantity of logs in booms. 

“The effect upon the lumber industry of the district of establishing sucha 
mill at this yard could not be objectionable, for aside from the fact that the 
sum total of such work would small compared with the output of the 
large mills here, the rigid inspection of the standard specifications makes it 
difficult to secure from them the quality of lumber required. Moreover, it 
is almost im ‘ible to obtain air-dried lumber. The mills have such a large 
demand that it is not customary to keep lumber in stock sufficiently long to 
season it. Practically all of their lumber is shipped green or kiln dried. 

“At the navy-yard stock lumber could be cared for in the best manner in- 
definitely and with no loss, could be selected to suit the standard specifica- 
tions, and after a short time sufficient could be accumulated to suit all. 

** Request has already been made for the plant hereby contemplated, and 
it is urged that this receive careful consideration. 

“It is proposed that this plant shall contain a separate boiler installation 
suitable for consuming the waste from the mill; that the generators needed 
for power for some of the mill tools and for all of the joiner-shop tools be in- 
stalled here, utilizing the generators now on hand when larger machines for 
the main plant have been secured.” 


ESTIMATES. 


Sawmill machinery, including 10-inch band saw, automatic filing ma- 
er log turners, brow, gang saws, edgers, trimmers, cut-off saws, 
RO DE icincedncduvckhhhss ccrtdevsadecatecwccetebinconstegegunso abated 


Planing-mill tools and installation ............ 2... cececencecccecesce---- 4,000 
Installation dust collectors and bins.-..... 22... 22.22. oe .ne ee ecec ee eceee . 
Boiler plant, main engines and installation ......................-...---. 12, 000 
DE WEB cctkhoctiistmepeiitmetitposnecessmubicsnncequh penvosipdetantieneuesen 6,000 
NE rere benennediehtiiindhlline Ulan untainted ilies 36,000 


I also quote for your information extract from letter of July 10, 1900, from 
the assistant naval constructor at the Puget Sound Station, which is the origi- 
nal recommendation on this subject, as follows: 

“T recommend that a modern steam sawmill be constructed at this station 
to be located a a shown. This sawmill should be capable of 
ae nches in diameter and 60 feet long, should be equi i with 
a large band saw, edging machine, cut-off saws, dimension planer, two small 
planers, and automatic mow sherpening machines. It is recommended that 

reserved piles be used in the building and for the wharves; that the building 
of galvanized iron, and of dimensions 225 by 800 feet. 


** Logs can be purc here in uantity at reasonable prices, and I 


an 
am convinced that yellow fir, particularly the second growth, if sawn and 








1903. 





air-seasoned for about one year, is the cheapest. and best available wood for 
deck planking. Heavy timbers of all kinds could be cut at small cost, both 


for this station or elsewhere, as might be required. Railroad cars could be 
brought over on scows from Seattle and conveniently loaded, as is the prac- 
tice at many of the larger sawmillsin this region, The estimated cost of thia 
installation, including boilers, engine, sawmill machinery, building, and 
wharves, is $60,000.” 

Trusting that this information may be all that you can wish in regard to 
this matter, Iam, 

H. G. SMITH, 


Very respectfully, 
ay Naval Constructor, U. 8. N. 


| 
Hon. W. L. Jon», 
United States House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C, 


BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, | 
Washington, D. C., January 19, 1908. 


My Dear Srp: Referring to your letter of the 19th instant to Admiral | 
Bowles, I beg to inform you that the Admiral is out of town for some days. 
I have therefore forwarded your letter to the Secretary of the Navy, with 
the following statement of facts: 

“In a letter from this Bureau to the Bureau of Yards and Docks, dated July 
81, 1902, it was requested that the Bureau of Yards and Docks should include | 
in its estimates for the next fiscal year estimates for a new sawmill. Ina 
letter dated September 5, 1902, to the Bureau of Yards and Docks, the esti- 
mated cost of this sawmill and wharf of wood, with wooden roof, tin sheath- 
ing, two wood floors, brick boiler house, and shaving bin of brick, steel roof, 
with steel ceiling, was $35,000. These recommendations were in accordance 
with the recommendations made by the naval constructor at the navy-yard, | 
Puget Sound, in his annual report dated July 7, 1902, as follows: 

**In former reports I have pointed out the necessity of including a saw- | 
mill in the construction plant, not only for the economical and rapid prose- 
cution of work, but as ane particularly advantageous at this yard for saw- 
ing stock lumber from the log. 

***In plan No. 760 there has been outlined the general arrangement of a 
mill of moderate size; and a suitable location has been indicated in plan No. 
746, in proximity to the joiner shop and having in the rear the dry kilns and | 
lumber yards with sheds for stowage of stock. 

*** This mill should be modeled after the mills of this neighbcrhood: with 
a separate boiler plant burning the waste from the mill: the saw and its ac 
cessories being driven by steam and the remainder of the machinery by 
electricity, obtained from the small generators now on hand, and installed 
inthe mill. 

‘**In my opinion itis not necessary that this building should be of anything 
more than of wood construction.’ 
* The estimate for this buildin 
the chief of Bureau of Yards an 

Very respectfully, 


does not ap 


r in the annual report of 
Docks to the 


epartment.” 


H. G. SMITH, 
Naval Constructor, United States Navy. 


Hon. W. L. Jones, 
United States House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, these are the facts in reference to this 
matter. The demand for lumber has increased, and the price of 
lumber has come up very largely. The lumber mills have orders | 
for months ahead of their capacity. Prices are high, much delay | 
in work is caused, and I believe by the adoption of this amend- | 
ment and the establishment of the sawmill at that point, by rea- | 
son of the local conditions and local surroundings, and the neces- | 
sities of the yard, it would in a short time save to the Govern- | 
ment the amount of its cost. I submit to the committee this 
amendment upon this statement of facts. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, of course I would like to please the | 
gentleman very much in regard to this matter, but it strikes me 
that this provision, inasmuch as it has not come from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to the committee in the regular way in the esti- | 
mates, was evidently not regarded by him or by the Department 
as very pressing this year. 

Of course, we all realize that it is a difficult matter to keep 
down these estimates, by reason of the constant pressure from all 
sides; but the committee has gone over all of them, has given 
them the most careful and serious consideration, and has pro- 
vided for those things which it believed to be necessary for this | 
year. 

Now, I think there is plenty of work for that station during 
the coming year to do in erecting the buildings provided for last 
year and in carrying out the new constructions provided for in 
the bill this year. They will have all they can do to carry out 
these provisions. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Jonzs of 
Washington was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask unanimous consent to print 
with my remarks certain letters. , 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In all, public works, $3,757,940. 


Mr. FOSS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert as a new paragraph, after line 18, page 31, the following: 

“Public works, secretary’s office: For necessary expenditures incident to 
the occupation and utilization of the naval station at Guantanamo, to be used 
for such purposes as the Secretary of the Navy may direct, $100,000. 


Mr. FOSS. Iask the Clerk to read the letter which I send to 
the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 17, 1908. 
Sir: Referring to the cession by Cuba to the United States of a site fora 
naval station at Guantanamo, it is particularly desirable that an appropria- 
tion be made, to be used by direction of the Secretary of the Navy, for the 
purposes of occupation and utilization of said station. It is impracticable at 
this time to state definitely what expenditures in detail are necessary or de- 
sirable to be made in connection with such occupation and utilization, but a 
sum not less than $100,000 should be available. I therefore recommend that 


| the following be incorporated in the naval appropriation bill, under the cap- 
’ 


tion “ Public works, Secretary’s Office:’ 

“For necessary expenditures incident to the occupation and utilization of 
the naval station at Guantanamo, Cuba, to be used for such purposes as the 
Secretary of the Navy may direct, and to be immediately available, $100,000.” 

Inclosed herewith is a statement showing approximately the general pur- 
poses and the funds required, which present themselves to the Department 
as desirable for taking immediate steps to promote the usefulness and avail- 


ability of this station. 
Very respectfully, W. H. MOODY, 
Secretaru 


Hon. GEORGE EDMUND Foss, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 
MEMORANDUM FOR IMMEDIATE EXPENDITURES AT GUANTANAMO. 


For the necessary examination, surveys, and plans for the improve- 
ment and development of the station 
For the handling and transportation and prenereeg of materials 
and stores, for the care of the station and its buildings, for grad- 
ing, protection of the water front, and for other gen 
poses under the head of maintenance 
I  heterte a dnceinidtinkdewerapemecwecsecers oves annie 
For buildings to be used for quarters for marines and for others 
on duty at the station, for their equipment and stores 
For magazines 
sk wan gaensdubadedened cogenenaned 
For preliminary work in connection with the waterworks, includ- 
ing a temporary supply--.........-- italic aah ectati tnsiisstieonenseidioiannin 


The amendment was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. LoUpDENSLAGER having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. BARNEs, one of his secre- 
taries, announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

On February 18, 1903: 

H. R. 7. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to cause to 
be erected monuments and markers on the battlefield of Gettys- 
burg, Pa., to commemorate the valorous deeds of certain regi- 
ments and batteries of the United States Army; 

H. R. 3503. An act for the relief of the estate of M.J.Grealish, 
deceased; 

H. R. 8663. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Charles F. Woodford and grant him an honor- 
able discharge: 

H.R.11127. An act for the relief of the Propeller Tow Boat 
Company, of Savannah; 

H. R.11544, An act to correct the military record of Thomas J. 


$10, 000.00 


ral pur- 
28,000.00 


10,000.00 


20,000. 00 
2.000. 00 
10, 000. 00 


20, 000. 00 


Morman; 


H. R. 16602. An act to extend the time granted to Muscle 
Shoals Power Company by an act approved March 3, 1899, within 
which to commence and complete the work authorized in the said 
act to be done by said company, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 16646. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 


| across Bogue Chitto, in the State of Louisiana; am 


H.R. 16975. An act to authorize the construciion of a bridge 


; 
| across the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania, by 


the Eastern Railroad Company. 
LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HEMENWAY submitted a report of the committee of con- 


| ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the legisla- 


tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, with a statement 
of the House conferees. 
The report and statement, ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
under the rule, are as follows: 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16021) making appropri- 


ations for the legislative, executive,and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 36, 37, 40, 41, 42, 44, 
47, 48, 50, 52, 58, GO, 64, 67, 69, TO, 71, 83, 84, 88, 90, 91, 109, 125, 126, 127, 130, 122, 153, 
134, 139, 144, 145, 147, 156, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 166, 177, 183, 184, 192, 193, 202, 
208, 204, 210, 211, 218, and 231. 

That the House recede fromits disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
23, 24, 26, 26, 27, 28, 3D, 31, B32, 34, 38, 30, 43, 45, 49, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 65, 66, 72, 73, 
74, 75, 76, T7, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 85, 87, 89, 92, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 101, 102, 108, 104, 105, 
106, 107, 108, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 116, 117, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 129, 135, 136, 
137, 140, 142, 148, 146, 150, 151, 158, 154, 155, 157, 165, 167, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 


175, 176, 178, 179, 180, 181, 186, 187, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 205, 206, 209, 
216, 217, 219, 220, 221, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, 229, 230, 232, and 234, and agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an 
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amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$75,000;" and the 


Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 14 of the bill, in lines 16 and 17, strike out 
the words “seven hundred and twenty ” and in lieu thereof insert the words 
“‘one thousand;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $90,200;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$7,980;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $7,080;"" and the | 


Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$9u,000;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$101,300;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$172,200; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$44,430; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $670,410; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered $3: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $386,210;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: ‘‘one clerk of class 4; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendmentnumbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said Senate 
amendment insert the following: “, and $250 additional for services as actu- 
ary; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $19,426; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘ $26,600; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 131: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendmentof the Senate numbered 131. and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $40,510; *’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $56,300; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 141: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 141, and agree to thesame with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘ $21,760; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 148: That the Hvuse recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,750; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, andagree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $10,250; *’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 152: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 152, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: After the word “and” at the end of the matter in- 
serted by said amendment, insert the words “‘such successors thereof,” and 
on page 80 of the bill, in line 20, after the word “ bureaus,” insert the words 
“and in whatever grades of the classified service they may be assigned;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 158: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $16,800;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 168: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 168, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $128,980;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 182: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 182, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert ** $143,420; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 185: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 185, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘*$2,500;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 188: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 188, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $1,000; ” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 189: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 189, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment in- 
sert ‘*$250;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 190: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 190, and agree to the same with 











————— 
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an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $4,500;"” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed” insert ‘$51,900; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 207: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 207, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,250;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 208: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 208, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $309,800; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 212: That the House recede from its disagreement 


| to the amendment of the Senate numbered 212, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $7,500;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 213: That the House recede from its disagreement 


| to the amendment of the Senate numbered 213, and agree to the same with 


anamendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$1,500; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 214: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 214, and agree to the same with 


| an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $4,500;" and 


the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 215: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 215, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $5,500;" and 


| the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 222: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 222, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$186,440; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 233: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 233, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$26,820; and 
the Senate agree to the same, 

J.A. HEMENWAY, 


L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


8. M. CULLOM, 

F. E. WARREN, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 16021) making appropriations for legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses for the fiscal year 1904, submit the following written statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report on each of the amendments of the Senate, 
namely: 

On Nos. 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 
25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, and 81, all relating to the Senate: Provides for the em- 
ployees for that body in the number and at the rates of compensation pro- 
posed in said amendments, and appropriates $75,000, instead of $50,000, as 
sroposed by the House, and $100,000, as proposed by the Senate, for miscel- 
fansous or contingent expenses of the Senate. 

On No. 32: Appropriates $1,600, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $1,200, 
as proposed by the House, for expenses of compiling the Congressional 
Directory. 

On Now 33, 34, and 35: Provides $1,000 each for the janitors of the Commit- 
tees on Ways and Means and Appropriations of the House, and $1,600 for an 
assistant clerk to the House Committee on the J ew yt 

On Nos. 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, and 55, 
relating to the Library of Congress: Strikes out the proposed addition of one 
stenographer and typewriter at $1,000 in the office of the Librarian; provides 
for the assistant in charge of the mail and supply division at $1,500 instead of 
$1,200; strikes out the proposed increase of $200 in each of the salaries of two 
assistants in the catalogue and shelf division: fixes the compensation of the 
chief of the division of bibliography at $3,000 instead of $2,500; strikes out the 
proposed increase of $200 in the salary of one assistant, and provides for an 
additional stenographer at $900 in that division; strikes out the proposed in- 
crease of $200 in the salary of the assistant in the document division; fixes 
the salary of the chief of the maps and charts division at $3,000 instead of 
$2,500,and strikes out the proposed increase of $200 in the salary of one assistant 
in that division; strikes out the proposed increase of $200 in the salary of the 
assistant in the division of prints, and appropriates $90,000 instead of $80,000, 
as proposed by the House and $100,000 as proposed by the Senate, for pur- 
chase of books for the Library. 

On No. 56: Appropriates $12,593.75, as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $12,093.75, as proposéd by the House, for assistants and laborers in the 
Botanic Garden. Z : 

On Nos. 57 and 58: Provides for an additional laborer at $600 in the Execu- 
tive Office. 

On No. 59: Corrects a total. : 

On Nos. 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, and 65, relating to the Department of State: Strilces 
out the proposed increase of $150 in each of the salaries of 8 chiefs of bureaus; 
provides for one additional clerk at $1,600, and one additional clerk at $1,200; 
strikes out the proposed increase of $500 for books and maps for library; and 
appropriates $4,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $3,500, as proposed 
by the House, for contingent expenses. la 

On Nos, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, and 79, relating to the divi- 
sions in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury: Increases the salary of 
the Government actuary from $2,000 to $2,250, and strikes out the proposed 
increase of one additional clerk at $1,400; strikes out the pro’ d increase of 
$400 in the salary of one clerk in the office of the chief clerk and superintendent; 

»rovides for an additional clerk at $1,200 in the division of customs; provides 

or an additional laborer, at $660, in the division of Revenue-Cutter Service, 
and that the probationary term of cadets in the Revenue-Cutter Service shall 
be three years instead of two years; and increases the salary of one clerk $200 
in the miscellaneous division. 

On Nos. 80 and 81: Perfects the text of the bill as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 82, 83, 84, 85, and 86, rélating to the office of the Auditor for the 
Post-Office Department: Provides for 2 additional clerks, at $1,600 each, and 
1 additional clerk, at $900,and strikes out proposed increase of 2 clerks, at 
$1,400 each, and 2 clerks, at $1,200 each. 

On Nos. 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, and 93, relating to the office of the Treasurer: 
Provides for 1 additional clerk, at $1,200, and 2 additional clerks, at each; 
strikes out 1 additional clerk, at $1,000, and 2 additional counters, at $720 each 
and the proposed increase in salary of one of the pressmen. 
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On Nos. 94, 9, and 96: Increases the salary of the Assistant Register of the 
Treasury from $2,250 to $2,500 and makes a correction in the text of the bill. 

On Nos. 97, 98, and 99: Increases the salary of the Deputy Comptroller of 
the Currency from $2,800 to $3,000 and provides for procuring information 
renSng to banks other than national banks. 

On 


os. 100, 101, and 102: Increases the salary of 1 clerk in the Light- 
House Board from $1,600 to $1,800. 

On Nos. 108, 104, and 105: des for $500 additional compensation to the 
General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service and for an additional 
assistant messenger, at $720, in his office. 

On Nos. 106, 107, 108, and 109: Increases the salary of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Statistics from $3,500 to J; provides for an additional assistant messen- 
ger, at $720, in his office, and ap + ee $4,000, as pro’ d by the House, in- 
stead of $5,000, as proposed by the Senate, for payment of services of experts 
in the collection of facts relative to internal and foreign commerce. 

On No. 110: Apore riates $840, as pro by the Senate, instead of $720, 
as proposed by the House, for rent of a building for the National Bureau of 
Standards. 

On Nos. 111, 112, 113, and 114: Makes verbal corrections in the text of the 
bill and fixes the salary of the chief clerk of the office of Public Health and 
Marine Bom! Service at $2,500 instead of $2,250. 

On Nos. 115, 116, 117, and 118: Fixes the salary of the chief clerk of the Bu- 
reau of Immif:ration at $2,750, including $250 for services as actuary; increases 
the compensation of the statistician and stenographer in that Bureau to 
$2,000 instead of $1,800, and the compensation of 1 supervising immigrant 
inspector at $1,800 instead of $1,600. 

n Nos. 119, 120, 121, 122, and 123, relating to the contingent expenses of the 
Tre Provides for increasing the sameas follows: For news- 
pers, ks, etc., $300; purchase of horses and wagons, $500; purchase of 
Pad, etc., aye of gas, electric current, etc., $1,000, and purchase of 
carpets, etc., $500. 

On Nos. 124, 125, 126, 127, and 128: Provides for 2 additional clerks, at $1,400 
each, and strikes out 1 additional clerk, at $1,200, in the office of the assistant 
treasurer at Baltimore. 

On Nos. 129, 130, and 131: Provides for an assistant teller, at $1,600, and 
strikes out an additional clerk, at $1,200, in the office of the assistant treas- 
urer at Boston. 

On Nos. 132, 138, 134, 185, 186, 137, and 138: Strikes out the proposed increase 
in the salary of the vault clerk, paying teller, and receiving teller in the office 
of the assistant treasurer at Chicago, and provides for | additional book- 
keeper and 1 clerk, at $1,500 each, and increases the compensation of 1 stenog- 
rapher from $720 to $900 in that office. s 

On Nos. 139, 140, and 141: Strikes out the proposed increase in the salary of 
the cashier in the office of the assistant treasurer at Cincinnati, and provides 
for 2 additional clerks, at $1,200 each, in that office. 

On Nos. 142 and 143: Provides for 1 additional clerk, at $1,200, in the office 
of the assistant treasurer at New Orleans. 

On Nos. 144, 145, 146, and 147: Strikes out the proposed increase in the sal- 
aries of 2 tellers in the office of the assistant treasurer at St. Louis, and pro- 
vides for a clerk instead of a messenger, at $1,000, in that office. 

On Nos. 148 and 149: Fixes the salary of the assayer in charge of the assay 
office at Seattle, Wash., at $2,750, instead of $2,500, as proposed by the House, 
and $3,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 150: Authorizes the legislature of Oklahoma to provide fora Terri- 
torial normal school building at Esmond, in that Territory. 

On No. 151: Appropriates $134.50 for traveling expenses of the resident com- 
missioner from Porto Rico. 

On Nos. 152, 153, and 154: Provides for certain verbal changes in the pro 
vision relating to the employment of temporary clerks in the War Depart- 
ment, so that the provision as corrected will read as follows: 

“For continuing the employment of such additional temporary force of 
clerks, messengers, laborers, and other assistants, rendered necessary because 
of increased work incident to the war with Spain, as were transferred to the 
classified service under the provisions of section 3 of the act making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year — June 30, 1908, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved April 28, 1902, and such successors thereof as in the judgment of 
the Secretary of War may be proper and weecenery SS the prompt, efficient, 
and accurate dispatch of official business in the War Department and its 
bureaus, and in whatever grades of the classified service they may be as- 
signed, to be allotted by the Secretary of War to such bureaus and offices as 
the exigencies of the service may demand, $541,430.” 

On No. 155: Authorizes the preparation by the Record and Pension Office 
of the War Department of a roster of the officers and enlisted men of the 
Union and Confederate armies. 

On Nos. 156, 157, and _ 158: eens $16,800, instead of $15,600, as pro- 
posed by the House, and $17,200, as proposed by the Senate, for rent of build- 
ings for use of the War Department. 

On Nos. 159, 160, 161, 162, and 1683: Strikes out the proposed increase from 
$720 to $780 each in the salaries of the watchmen in the parks in Washington. 

On Nos. 164, 165, 166, 167, and 168, relating to the State, War, and Navy 
building: Increases the salary of the chief engineer from $1,200 to $1,400, and 
the salaries of 4 skilled laborers from $720 to $840 each, and strikes out the 

roposed increase of $200 in the salary of 1 clerk and of $200 in the salary of 

he captain of the watch. , 

On Nos. 169 and 170: Provides for an additional clerk at $1,200 in the office 
of the Secretary of the Navy. 

On Nos. 171 and 172: Makes verbal corrections in the text of the bill. 

On Nos. 1738, 174, 175, and 176: Increases the compensation of the clerk in 
charge of documents and the custodian in the office of the Secretary of the 


Interior from $2,000 to $2,100 each, and provides for a clerk at $1,200 to sign | 


for the Secretary of the Interior tribal deeds to allottees and deeds for town 
lots made and executed for any of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians. 

On Nos, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, and 182, relating to the Indian Office: Provides 
for 1 additional clerk at_$1,400, 1 additional clerk at $1,200, and 1 additional 
clerk at $1,000; strikes out 1 copyist at $900 and the proposed increase of $200 
to 1 clerk acting as disbursing agent. 

On Nos, 188 and 184: Strikes out proposed increase in the salary of the cap- 
tain of the watch for the Pension building from $840 to $900. 

On No. 185: Appropriates $2,500, instead of $2,000 as proposed by the House 
ond $3,000 as proposed by the Senate, for purchase of books for the Patent 

ce, 

On Nos. 186 and 187: Provides for a draftsman at $1,000 and an assistant 


draftsman at $800, instead of a draftsman at $1,800, in the office of the Superin- | 


tendent of the Capitol. 


On Nos. 188, 189, 190, and 191: Appropeiates $250, instead of $500 as proposed | 
v 


| the Senate, for books for the rvice Commission, and $4,500, instead 
of $4,000 as proposed by the House and $5,000 as proposed by the Senate, for 
rent of a building for the Civil Service Com: on. 

On Nos. 102, 106, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, and 199, relat: to the offices of sur- 
veyors-gen : Strikes out proposed increase of $1,000 for clerks in Alaska, 
and provides for increases for clerks in offices as follows: In Idaho, $500; in 
Minnesota, $500, and in Nevada, $1,000. 





On Nos. 200 and 201: Increases the compenaetion of the appointment clerk 
of the Post-Office Department from $1,800 to $2,000. 

On Nos. 202, 203, and 204: Strikes out the prepouee increase of $200 in the 
salary of 1 clerk in the office of the Assistant Attorney-General for the Post- 
Office Department. 

On Nos. 205, 206, 207, 208, and 209: Increases the salary of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General to $5,000, the salary of the Superintendent of the Money- 
Order System from $3,000 to $3,500, and the salary of the chief clerk of the 
Money-Order System from $2,000 to $2,250, and makes a verbal correction in 
the text of the bill. 

On Nos. 210 and 211: Strikes out the proposed increase of 1 clerk, at $1,200, 
in the office of the disbursing clerk of the Post-( )ffice Department. 

On Nos. 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, and 217, relating to the contingent expenses of 
the Post-Office Department: Makes increases asfollows: For stationery, etc., 
from $7,000 to $7,500; for gas and electric lights, from $1,000 to $1,500; for tele- 
graphing, from $4,000 to $4,500; for furniture, from $5,000 to $5,500; and appro- 

riates $2,800 for a system of steel document and letter files in the office of tiie 
hird Assistant Postmaster-General. 

On Nos. 218, 219, 220, 221, and 222: Provides for a disbursing clerk, at $2,750, 
in the Department of Justice, and for a messenger, at $840, instead of an assist- 
ant messenger, at $720. ‘ 

On Nos. 53 and 224: Makes the verbal corrections proposed by the Senate 
in the text of the paragraph appropriating $500,000 for the enforcement of 
the provisions of the act to protect trade and commerce, approved July 2, 1:9). 

On No. 225: Appropriates $20,400, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$20,100, as proposed by the House, for rent of buildings occupied by the De- 
partment of Justice. 

On Nos. 226, 227, 228, 229, 230, 231, 282, and 233, relating to judicial officers: 
Increases the salary of the marshal of the Supreme Court of the United 
States from $3,000 to $3,500; the salaries of the 9 clerks of the circuit court of 
appeals from $3,000 to $3,500 each; strikes out the proposed increase from 
$1 500 to $1,500 of the salary of the reporter of the court of appeals of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and provides for a crier, at $900, for that court. 

On No. 234: Prohibits payments to employees permanently incapacitated 
for performing service, as proposed by the Senate, instead of persons in- 
competent or incapacitated. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $27,595.953.66, being $1,165,802.16 
more than the appropriations for the current year, $121,834.50 more than the 
amount of the bill as it passed the House, $60,280 less than as it passed the 
Senate, and $241,675.16 more than the estimates submitted. 

J.A. HEMENWAY, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its sesssion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
PUBLIC WORKS, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 


Naval Academy: The limit of expenditure for the construction of buildings 
and other necessary improvements at the Academy, as set forth in the act of 
June 7, 1900, be, and the same is hereby, increased to $10,000,000. The Secre- 
tary of the Navy may modify or alter all plans heretofore authorized cover- 
ing all buildings and improvementsas he may see fit. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment to come in at the end of the paragraph just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the pending paragraph insert: 

‘Provided, That all iron, steel, tools, lumber, oil, paint, and other material 
to be actually used in erecting said improvements may be imported into the 
United States free of all duty.” 

Mr. MUDD. I make a point of order on that amendment, but 
I am willing to reserve it if the gentleman from Tennessee wants 
to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I am very much 
surprised—and yet in one sense I am not, and I dare say the mem- 
bers of this House are not, if they will think fora moment—at the 
statement which we find in the REcorp of this morning on page 
2312—a quotation from the language of Mr. Moody, Secretary of 
the Navy, who calls for $2,000,000 additional appropriation to 
carry out this work, heretofore contemplated at a cost of 
$8,000,000. The reason he states for wanting this additional 
$2,000,000 is that the cost of labor and material has increased 30 
per cent since the last appropriation of $8,000,000, passed June, 
1900. I wi!'l quote briefly the pertinent words of Secretary Moody: 

Accordingly these two improvements will not be undertaken without fur- 
ther authority from Congress. Buta still more serious question has arisen. 
The architect in charge of the earanents reports, after careful investi- 
gation, that the cost of labor and material to be used in the buildings and 
improvements not already under contract has increased more than 30 per 
cent since the original plans were adopted. It has therefore become im- 

racticable to proceed further in the execution of the general plan without 
argely exceeding the limit of cost prescribed by Congress. No further con- 
tracts will be entered into until the subject is submitted to Congress and its 
will ascertained. 

Now, gentlemen, it is plain to me that the Government is being 
‘*held up;’’ the people of the United States are held up by the 
steel and iron kings in the great work of enlarging our Naval 
Academy. the school where we educate our boys for the Navy, 
actually being held up! The Secretary says that he will not un- 


| dertake the work unless $2,000,000 additional are given him. I 


ask that we let down the gap and let whoever bids in this matter 
have the legal right, which he has not now, to import all of his 
materials to erect this building free, and thus bring down the 
price of steel, steel beams, structural iron of all kinds. 

Steel rails to-day are selling for about $28 and the same rail is 
sold to-day in London at $23. After paying insurance, traveling 
expenses, agencies, dockage, wastage, license, all of these extraor- 
dinary freight and traveling expenses, the steel and iron kings—- 
trusts, all of them—still ship, and shipped last year $98,552,562 of 
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American-made steel and iron products. Where? To free-trade 
Europ, and sold them in the face of products of the free labor 
right in the streets of London, and in Berlin and other cities of 
Europe. Yes, sir; we did all this; paid all those expenses, and 
successfully met, underbid, and undersold those foreign pro- 
ducers at their own doors; and this is an old story, too. 

Mr. Chairman, this will hurt no one, and will help the Govern- 
ment. I hold here, sir, a quotation from the New York Com- 
mercial, dated only a few months ago—November 17, 1902—where 
Mr. Warwick, of Ohio, went to London, and he stated that he 
had gone there to buy from forty to fifty thousand dollars’ worth 


of steel rails, because he not only could not afford to pay the | 


“eget at which the rails in this country were being sold, but that 
1e could not get them at all, and bought them cheaper in Europe 
than in the United States. 

The article reads: 
OBLIGED TO BUY STEEL ABROAD—OHIO ENGINEER, UNABLE TO SECURE 


MATERIAL HERE, GOES TO EUROPE FOR SUPPLY—HE FINDS IT IN GER- 
MANY—CHARTERS A BRITISH VESSEL AND EXPECTS THE TOTAL OOST TO 


BE CHEAPER. 
[Special cable to the Herald.] 


Zhe Herald's European edition publishes the following from its corre- 
spondent: 
Lonpon, Wednesday. 
The scarcity of steel in the United States in comparison with the demand 
and the inability of steel concerns to fill orders for quick delivery are driving 
more structural-steel buyers abroad. 
Mr. Warwick, a contracting engineer in Ohio, who was unable to get an 
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tleman is always anxious for information and never fails to get it 
and he will getit now. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to be recognized for five minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, gentlemen, I have already 
cited you here to Mr. Warwick, of Ohio. He said he had to go 
to England to get these rails because he could not get them at 
home and got them cheaper. I have an official report here, and 
a statement from a Mr. Havemeyer, a gentleman whom I do not 
know. We all know of him. An expert in such business. He 
said before the Industrial Commission only a few months back 
‘that steel rails can be produced in the United States for $15 a 
ton.’’ They are sent to England and sold, he says. They can be 
produced for $15 a ton ‘‘and they are worth $24 a ton.’’ ‘‘ The 
reason they are worth $24 a ton is because the people under the 
tariff are mulcted for the difference.”’ 

The chief of the Bureau of Statistics, in the absence of Mr. 
Austin, telephoned me a few moments ago at my request that 
steel rails were to-day selling, according to the New York Iron 
Age, at $28 a ton in New York. At the same time, Mr. Chair- 
man, we find that Mr. Schwab said practically the same thing 
some time since—indeed, I have his word here going to show that. 


| He said he was selling steel rails, which is practically the same 


order for structural steel filled in the time required by his contract, went to | 


Germany and placed an order there for $40,000 to $50,000 worth of material. 
Then he came to London and chartered a vessel to take it to America. 

He expects to have his steel delivered in Ohio cheaper than it would have 
cost him in the United States. 

AMERICANS TO INSTALL RUSSIAN TELEPHONES. 
St. PETERSBURG, November 16, 1902. 

An American tender to install underground telephones in the city for 
815,000 rubles has been accepted by the authorities. The tender was on 
lower terms and easier conditions of payment than the offers of other bid- 
ders for the work. 


Now, here is the Secretary of the Navy, who comes to Congress 


this great Naval Academy at Annapolis has risen so in price and 
labor has risen so in price—because provisions, possitly, have 
also risen in price—he can not build this great building for his 
country in order that in time of war our flag may be better pro- 
tected unless you give him $2,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not a novel feature of legislation. We 
have done this before. We did it inthe case of the Chicago fire— 
let in free of duty the material to rebuild and gifts from for- 
eign nations to that terribly stricken people in Chicago in 1871 or 
1872. It was done in the case of Boston and in many similar in- 
stances in the old days of the Republic. Why, only a few days 
ago, at the behest of a crying nation, we let down the tariff bars 
on coal, and to-day coal is teeming into our harbors to relieve our 
people, although the gentlemen on that side said when they made 
that report that it would relieve nobody; that they did this to 
satisfy ‘‘the cry of the people!’’ I have the figures here to show 
that ship after ship has come into our harbors to bring relief coal 
to our people, and coal has fallen in price. I ask now that relief 
be given to not only the American people, but to the Republic as 
such, to the Secretary of the Navy as such, and thus relieve our 
Treasury from being held up by trusts and the steel barons of 
this country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Does the gentleman wish to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. GALNES of Tennessee. I should like to discuss this mat- 
ter. Itis a very essential amendment, and I should like the in- 
dulgence of the House for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to be heard on 
the point of order? The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] 
makes the point of order that it changes existing law. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will my friend yield to a question 
or two? 

Mr. MUDD. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINESof Tennessee. Does the gentleman not think that 
the Government is being held up in this matter? 

Mr. MUDD. On the point of order? |Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, now, let us get down among 
the people a while. Take a visit with me in this matter. Let us 
stand with the people one time for a change. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard on the point 
of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope my friend will yield to me. 
He lives in that neighborhood and J am trying to help his people 
out of the jaws of the lion and the Republic from the clutches of 
its infant giant—the trusts. 

Mr. MUDD. I never object to the gentleman from Tennessee 
talking. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thank the gentleman. The gen- 
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thing as steel product of our country, in Europe at $23, and the 
same rails were selling here from $26 to $28. I will insert the 
words of both these and other gentlemen. 

Mr. Havemeyer said: 

Without the tariff, I[doubtif we should have dared to take the risk of form- 
ing the trust. It could have been done; but I certainly should not have 
risked all I had, which was then embarked in the sugar business, in a trust 
unless the business had been protected as it was by the tariff. a 


Steel rails were exported at the time the steel schedule was under discus- 
sion. They were being sent to England and Scotland. They can be produced 
for $15 a ton; they are worth $24 a ton. Now, the reason they are worth 


and says that because the material out of which we are to build | $24 a ton is because the people, under the tariff, are mulcted for the difference, 


Tam not talking about things that are ancient history, I am talking about 
things that exist. Iam not talking as to whether 100 per cent was necessary 
or not. Iam talking about the effect of the tariff to-day, which is the mother 
of these trusts which are mulcting the people, and there is not a line of it free 
from this abuse to-day. 


Mr. Schwab, May 11, 1901, before this Industrial Commission 
said: 

Q. Is ita fact generally true of all exporters in this country that they do 
sell at lower prices in foreign markets than they do in the home market? 

A. That is true, perfectly true. * * * 

Q. Would you say that when business is in a normal condition the export 
prices are regularly somewhat lower than home prices? 

A. Oh, yes; always. 

2: Suppose you take the case of steel rails. Could you give us about the 
difference between the export and domestic price? 

A. I would have to e a guess; Ido not know definitely. The export 
price was about $23 a ton. 

2. And the price here? 

. Was $26 and $28. 
Q. At the same time? 
A. At the same time. 


Mr. Henry W. Lamb, a prominent sheet-metal manufacturer 
of Boston, testified as follows: 


The tariff trusts sell all their goods abroad cheaper than they do here, 
and this they are enabled to do by the protective tariff. If gnele are im- 
ported into this country a duty must be paid, which enhances the price; the 
trusts are therefore able toa certain extent to extort from the consumers 
here more than they can secure if they sell abroad. They do desire to sell 
abroad, and they therefore sell abroad at a much lower price than to corre- 
sponding consumers in this country. 

The sheet-metal industry in this country was growing very rapidly a year 
or two a It has had serious checks in this last year or two owing to the 
incre price of the sheet steel put up by the combination. Then I must 
say in domestic trade the effects of this tariff trust and their extortions are 
even worse than in foreign trade. 


Senator Kearns, Paris, August 23, 191, said: 

My trip satisfies me that the United States can compete successfully with 
Europe for the world’s trade. One big Western State produces more bread- 
stuffs than an average European nation. 

American activity and American business are known in every country in 
Europe. American shoes, American machinery, clocks, locomotives, etc., 
are used everywhere. (New York Journal, special cable.) 

We pay the freight, pay the insurance, pay the drummer, pay 
the dockage, pay the local taxes, if there are any, pay every- 
thing, and yet we go over to Europe and. undersell the products 
of ‘‘ pauper labor,’’ that mines the coal and makes the iron which 
we undersell. We do this with our protected labor, the Repub- 
licans would say; but it is brains, ambition, and machinery that 
does it. And we produce in the United States at such a price 
that we can undersell this pauper-labor product right at the door 
of the ‘‘pauper’’ across the ocean. And, as I say, we sold in 


Europe in 1902 $98,000,000 in steel and iron products—made in this 
country—and into the Orient. 

Mr. Chairman, heaven knows that this is nothing personally to 
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me. I am here helping my count 


in insisting on this amendment. I were to cons 
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possibilities I probably would not make this speech. We are 
making iron and steel in Tennessee and in Alabama, and the great 
financiers of that region mostly live right in my city and are my 


personalfriends. Butmycountry first. |Applause.} My friends 
are as near to me as to any man living, I t , but, Mr. Chair- 
man, the Secretary comes here and says, “‘ I have got to stop work 
unless you give me two millions more,’’ and why? Because steel 
has been put up, nails have been put up, lumber has been put up, 
everything has been put, because we are tied up in a great 
menagerie of trusts here that the Republican party dare not 
destroy. [Applause.] 

What else do I read from? Mr. Carnegie says that we make 
the cheapest and best steel in the world, and ‘the fact that we 
make the cheapest steel means the cheapest ships, the cheapest | 
machinery, and a thousand and one articles of which steel is the 
basis.’ 1 quote him from the Review of the World’s Commerce, 
1900, our own publication, sent to Congress by President McKinley 
and Secretary Hay in 1901. 

We are making the cheapest steel and the cheapest iron, and 
yet we have the dearest building products in this country, so very 
dear that out of an appropriation of $8,000,000 we have the Secre- 
tary of the Navy coming to us to say: ‘“‘I am held up to the 
amount of 30 per cent on $8,000,000. Help me or I quit work.’’ 
[Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland makes the 
point of order against the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee that it changes existing law. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is exactly what we are doing 
with this bill, Mr. Chairman. We are changing existing law. 


This whole paragraph changes existing law. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to be heard on 
the point of order? 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, Ido not care much about 
technicalities when they directly or indirectly protect fraud. I 
want to cut through or break through them to the right. But, 
Mr. Chairman, this provision itself changes existing law. My 
amendment is to that provision. It changes the eight-million- 
dollar limitation, makes it a ten-million-dollar limitation, and 
gives the Secretary the right to undo the whole project. If the 
provision is in order, why not this proviso? I concede that it is 
a debatable question. I hope, however, that my friend will be | 
as anxious to save the Republic from being ‘held up” in this 
case as he is to help his own people in local matters here day in | 
and day out, as I know he does. My Maryland! My Maryland! | 
Glorious State! But my whole country first, Mr. Chairman; and | 
I do hope the gentleman will not insist on the point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that in my desire to | 
serve my country I am not second to the gentleman, but I am not | 
sure that the gentleman’s method of saving it is the correct one. | 
My point of order is not based merely upon the ground that this is 
new legislation, but upon the further ground that it is not ger- | 
mane to the subject-matter. 

Of course there is some new legislation in the paragraph, but | 
that new legislation is authorized by the special rule under which 
the Houseisnowacting. I do not think I have to argue the ques- 
tion further as to its being both new legislation and not germane. | 
An amendment to the tariff law, which this is, pro tanto, is not 
germane to an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisvery clear to the Chair that this amend- | 
ment changes a provision of existing law, inasmuch as it repeals 
in part the present tariff law. Therefore the Chair sustains the | 
point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, just a moment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, what paragraph are we on? 

The CHAIRMAN. Page 32, line 6. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I reserved a point of order on the para- 
graph commencing with line 3 and ending with line 6. 

Mr. FOSS. If the gentleman will withdraw the point of order 
I will move to strike out the words to which he objects. 

Mr. DAYTON. 
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_ question. 


| hear the gentleman. 


| so that we can hear. 


| lation 


Mr. FOSS. I understood the point of order to be on the words | 


“to be immediately available.’’ 

Mr. DAYTON. I ask the gentleman from Indiana not to make 
that point of order, for tlie simple reason that this provision is for 
temporary quarters at the Academy made necessary by the in- 
crease in the number of cadets. While I agree that these words 
ought ordinarily to go out in an appropriation, yet we want 


I hope that will not be done. | 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I rise to a point of order. 
Mr. DAYTON. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon the 
point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should very much like to hear 
what the gentleman is saying. 

ae DAYTON. Iwant to say to the gentleman that if the leg- 
islation—— 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We can not hear what the gentle- 


| man says. 


Mr. DAYTON. Pardon me just a moment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Talk just a little bit louder. 

Mr. DAYTON. I say, simply, if this 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Talk to the House, and not to 
your friend over there. 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to say to the gentleman that this bill 





| Carries & provision for an additional number of cadets, and their 


appointments can take place after the 4th of March, or as soon as 
the bill becomes law. In order to take care of them it is necessary 
to put up temporary quarters. If this proposition to increase the 
number of cadets does not become law, or is not approved by this 


| House, I want to say tothe gentleman that I willask to strike out 
| this provision or allow it to be reduced. 
| a point of order, and if the gentleman insists upon it it will have 
| to go out; but I hope the gentleman will not insist upon it. 


I admit it is subject to 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
[A pause.] Well, if the gentleman does not care to 
yield to me, I will renew the point of order. 

Mr. DAYTON. I am ready to answer a question. I did not 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was acourteous question. I desire to 


ask the gentleman from West Virginia whether in the hearings 
| or in the report the Secretary of the Navy has stated that he 


thinks it necessary to have these temporary quarters. 
Mr. DAYTON. Oh, yes. And an estimate has come through 


| the Department, and has come from the authorities at the Naval 
| Academy. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. It, then, comes with the authority of the 
I do 


' Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I rise to a point of order. 


| insist, as the gentleman is explaining an important matter, one 


which we will be called on to vote upon, that he should speak 
I have not heard one word you have said. 
No one over here has. 

Mr. DAYTON. That is a question of the order of the House 
and of my physical inability. I can not help it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Alabama to renew the point of order? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I am satisfied. 

Mr. DAYTON. Iknowthatthis matter ordinarily can be taken 


| care of by the deficiency bill; but it is substantially a new provi- 


sion; it is a separate provision; it will not be continued in any 
other appropriation bill. It will not, therefore, cause any diffi- 
culty or trouble, such as referred to in other appropriations, and 
certainly under these circumstances the gentleman will not incist, 
I hope, on his point of order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will ask the gentleman when these new 
cadets are to be appointed? 

Mr. DAYTON. Immediately. The law provides for that. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is simply a provision upon this 
bill? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes; itis; and if it does not go through, I say 
to the gentleman that I shall ask to return to this and reduce this 
appropriation. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In view of the fact that this appropriation 
can be taken care of on the deficiency bill should there be legis- 

assed, I feel I will have to insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from West Virginia if this amount for this item is not 
and can not be a part of the ten millions, made by the increase 
of two millions? 

Mr. DAYTON. Idid not understand the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The amendment permitted 


| under the rule brought in by the Committee on Rules allows the 


| limit of expenditure for the construction of buildings and other 
| necessary improvements to be increased to $10,000,000; that is, 


these appointments made as speedily as possible, and in order to | 


provide for them we must commence at once the building of these 
temporary quarters. There is no chance, in other words, to pro- 
vide for the extra cadets unless we allow these buildings to be 
put up during these months. After the 4th of March the appoint- 
ments can be made, and this bill will not be operative until the 
1st day of July. 
to be built. t is certainly a good reason why there should be 
an exception in this case, 





During that period of time these quarters ought | 


from eight to ten millions. 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why is not this next pro- 
vision, *‘ Building and furnishing additional temporary quarters,”’ 
etc., provided for within that expenditure? 

Mr. DAYTON. It is not provided because every dollar of the 
ten millions is necessary to complete the buildings according to 
the plans that have been adopted, and these temporary buildings 
are simply for the temporary accommodation of these cadets and 
will be torn down and removed. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, If it is necessary to expend 
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more money there for the same cause, why did you not make it 


_ $10,060,000? Why take two bites at the cherry? 


Mr. DAYTON. Why, possibly the gentleman’s suggestion has 
merit. This is under the head of temporary repairs of quarters. 
These quarters will be torn down and will not be a part of the 

ermanent establishment, and it was placed in this item, which 
as been a continuing item for repairs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But the gentleman knows 
that this is pure legislation in this matter. 

Mr. DAYTON. But I want to call attention further to the fact 


that not a single dollar is appropriated of the ten millions to the | 


permanent improvement of the buildings by this bill. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, in addition to | 
what my colleague has just stated, I desire to emphasize this | 
proposition. The gentleman says that this improvement is to be | 


temporary. Indeed, the very words of the paragraph say *‘ tem- 
porary quarters;’’ and yet we propose to take $60,000 down there 
and expend iton temporary quarters which they are going to tear 
down. 

We are in the business, it seems, of spending thousands and 


thousands of dollars here annually and openly, of the public | 
somewhere, somehow, | 


°°? 


money, to put up “*‘ temporary quarters, 
hire somebody to do it, occupy them but a short time, and before 
we can get any benefit from the structure we employ somebody 
at the public expense to tear down the structure—wise, frugal 
policy that! The very proposition itself, it seems to me, the very 
words of the paragraph itself, ought to condemn it. 

Now, it may be that the quarters desired can and would be 
used, but we have done so far without these quarters, I do not 
know how long. Why can not they do without them until 
they expend this $10,000,000—until they can put up a magnificent 
permanent building which will be a credit to our Navy, a credit 
to our flag, an honor to our country? 

Mr.MUDD. Where would you quarter the cadets in the mean- 
time? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where are you quartering them 
now? Where did you quarter Dewey, where did you quarter 
Hobson and all of these men that have grown great in the serv- 
ice of the country? Did you throw away $60,000 to do that? 

Mr.MUDD. Weare obliged to tear down some of the quarters 


that are now occupied before we can proceed to construct the new | 


ones. Wecan not quarter the cadets on the ground or in the 
Severn River. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. When are you going to construct 
the new ones? 

Mr. MUDD. As soon as Congress authorizes the money to do 
it with. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Of course you could not do it be- 
fore, and Congress will make the appropriation at once. It is 
urged by Secretary Moody, and the rule adopted yesterday by the 
House in effect means an immediate appropriation to meet an 
emergency. 

Mr. MUDD. Now, Mr. Chairman. I suggest that we strike out 
the words ‘“‘ to be immediately available.’’ 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, confessing the point of order, 
I offer this as an amendment or substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Repairs, Naval Academy: For building and furnishing additional tempo- 


rary quarters and recitation rooms and for enlarging and furnishing the 
mess hall, $60,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves to amend by striking | 


out the words ‘‘ to be immediately available.”’ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to discuss the 
amendment for a few moments. I will ask the gentleman from 
Maryland how much money provided for the new Naval Academy 
has been expended? 

Mr. MUDD. In round numbers about $5,000,000 is contracted 
for; I do not know just how much has been expended. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. With that amount of money expended, 
are they unable to take care of the additional number of cadets? 

Mr. MUDD. I understand that to be the report that comes to 
us from the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It strikes me that with $5,000,000 ex- 
pended, and the limit of increase put at $10,000,000, that there 
ought to be no occasion for the expenditure of $60,000 to take 
care of the additional number of cadets. 

Mr. DAYTON. It will require two years to build the head- 
quarters, and while they are building they can not be occupied. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How long have they been building? 

Mr. DAYTON. About a year on the cadet headquarters—pos- 
sibly six or eight months. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How many cadets will be added? 

Mr. DAYTON. The number will be substantially doubled. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How many have you there now? 

Mr. DAYTON. We have 405, and the vacancies will run it up 
to about 480. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Then there will be added about 500? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Can not you rent buildings outside? 

Mr. DAYTON. You can not go outside of the grounds, for the 
midshipmen are under the control of the Government and must 
be on the reservation. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You think in addition to the $10,000,000 

| that it requires $60,000 for temporary quarters? 
| Mr. DAYTON. It is absolutely necessary to have temporary 
quarters; you can not conduct the school without them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
| ment offered by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval training station, California (buildings): Extension of new wharf 
(to be immediately available), $4,250; in all, $4,250. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on this section. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ to 
be immediately available.”’ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then I withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
|  Inall, public works, Bureau of Navigation, $296,250. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, as a friend of the American 
Navy and as an advocate of a naval policy that will ere long 
make it possible for our Government to have one of the best 
and one of the greatest navies in all the world, I desire at this 
time to send to the Clerk’s desk and have read a letter from the 
secretary of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, 
forwarding to me certain resolutions unanimously adopted by 
that body on the 4th day of February, 1903. I ask the Clerk to 
read the letter and the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


New YoOrK BOARD OF TRADE AND TRANSPORTATION, 
New York, February 6, 1903. 


| 
| 


Hon. WM. SULZER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Stir: The New York Board of Trade and Transportation has adopted 
the resolutions herewith, favoring the increase of the strength of the United 
States Navy, and will thank you to present the document to the House of 


Representatives. 
Very truly, yours, FRANE 8. GARDNER, Secretary. 


ROOMS OF THE NEW YORK BOARD OF TRADE 
AND TRANSPORTATION, 203 BROADWAY, 
New York, February 4, 1903. 


At the regular monthly meeting of the New York Board of Trade and 
7 held this day the following resolution, was unanimously 
adopted, viz: 

- Resolved. The New York Board of Trade and Transportation earnestly 
recommend that the Congress of the United States take immediate measures 
to secure a naval strength in both — and personnel commensurate with 
our requirements and such as will be fully adequate to meet every possible 
contingency which may arise from our present or future position as a world 
power, thus insuring ample protection to our commerce, preserving our de- 
pendencies from molestation, and commanding respectful observance of our 
national policies. President Roosevelt in his message says: ‘A good Navy is 
not provocative of war. It is the surest guaranty of peace.’ Secretary of 
the Navy Moody in his report ane ‘What would have been an adequate 
Navy some years ago is totally ina aqua for the performance of our duties 
growing out of our new possessions in the Pacific and Atlantic and the de- 
termination of Congress to construct a canal across the Isthmus.’ 

A true copy. 

[SEAL.] OSCAR 8S. STRAUSS, President. 


—, FRANE 8. GARDNER, Secretary. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the resolutions just read were 
unanimously adopted by one of the largest and most important 
commercial bodies of the city of New York. They speak for 
themselves. Iconcur in them, and I am pleased to present them at 
this time tothis House and have them spread upon the records of 
Congress. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, justa few words more. Iam gratified 
to see that this naval appropriation bill carries out the idea ex- 
pressed in these resolutions; and I think the gentleman from 
Illinois, the chairman, and his associates on the Committee on 
Naval Affairs justly entitled to our congratulations and the 
thanks of the people of the country for having prepared and 
presented a bill which substantially carries out our present naval 
policy. This country needs and must havea great navy. We 
need a navy adequate to enforce the Monroe doctrine, should it 
ever be assailed; a navy big enough to protect ourcommerce and 
our long line of seacoast in case of war; a navy great enough to 
make our flag respected on every sea, and a navy formidable 
enough to insure our peace when we want peace. 

The American people take a just pride in their Navy. They 
have every reason to be proud of it—to be proud of its past, to be 
proud of it now, and to be proud of its future. The Navy is one 
of America’s greatest institutions—a bulwark of defense, a mighty 
engine of offense—and should be liberally supported by Congress 
for all its wants by generous appropriations. Every dollar spent 
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on the Navy is just so much money expended for insurance 


against war. A better investment could not bemade. Wemust 
all stand by the Navy. The most unthinking individual in the 
country realizes how important it is for the Government to have 
a strong, a great, and a mighty navy. We have a larger and 
more vulnerable seaboard than any other country in the world. 
We will soon, I believe, have a great merchant marine. We have 
great cities of immense wealth, of commerce, and of property, 
the value of which is incalculable, all along our seacoasts. They 
must and should be protected, and they can not be better pro- 
tected, better safeguarded, than by a modern, a powerful, and an 
efficient navy. Our naval programme must be up to the times. 


Our naval policy should be progressive and always ahead of any | 


other country in the world. In this way only can we maintain 
our supremacy as the greatest commercial and industrial nation 
on earth. Lome. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval hospital, Washington, D. C.: The erection and completion of new 
buildings for the accommodation of the United States naval hospital, Wash- 
ington, D. C., on the grounds belonging to the United States Naval Museum 
of Hygiene, $125,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is 
hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to sell and convey the plot of land and 
buildings thereon, known as the United States naval hospital, Washington, 
D. C., situated at Ninth street and Pennsylvania avenue SE., in the city of 


Washington, D. C., to the highest bidder at public sale, and, after deducting | 


the expenses incident to said sale, he shall pay intothe Treasury of the United 
States, to the credit of the naval hospital fund, the net amount received from 
said sale: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy shall have the 
right to reject any and all bids. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ireserve a point of order on the para- 
graph just read. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, the Surgeon-General of the 
Navy was before our committee and made a very earnest plea to 


us that a new hospital be built in Washington for the use of the | 


Navy. At his request two of us visited the present naval hos- 
pital, right near here on Pennsylvania avenue. We went through 
it from basement to roof. We found it to be an old building 
about 40 years old, looking out upon three streets, with the noisy 
street cars running in frontofit. The hospital—an old mansion— 
is badly adapted for the purposes of a hospital. It shows the con- 
stant use it has had. It furnishes very poor provision for taking 
care of the physicians who are in charge of that hospital. Its 
plumbing is old. 

If you go to the top floor, you get the odor of the cooking going 
on down in the basement. The inmates are poorly provided for. 
There is but one room for sick officers. It is desired to build a 
new hospital upon ground at the other end of the city in a pleas- 
ant location. 

I suppose the gentleman’s point of order is directed against the 
provision authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to locate this 
new building on a plot of ground designated, and to put into the 
naval hospital fund the money accruing from the sale of the 
property now occupied. We looked into this question also. I 
want to say, in the first place, that this disposition of the money 
corresponds exactly with what was done when the new hospital 
was built at Brooklyn, N. Y. 

We felt that the money to accrue from the sale of this old prop- 


erty here should go to the benefit of the naval hospital fund rather | 


than into the Treasury of the United States. We felt that the 
naval hospital fund should receive this money and use it rather 
than have it go back to the Treasury, while the Department, if 
it needed money, must wait upon Congress. 

Sir, there is no provision in this bill that is more necessary than 
this provision for the erection of a new naval hospital in Wash- 
ington. I want on this floor to commend the administration of 
the present Surgeon-General of the Navy. He is moderate in his 
requests to the committee. He is always ready with a reason why 
his requests should be granted. 

This question has been carefully investigated by the committee, 
and I think that no provision can be more necessary than this 
which looks to caring for our sick and ailing sailor boys. They 
should be taken care of in modern buildings, with modern sanita- 
tion, with modern methods of conducting a hospital, instead of 
being placed in that old building, sending out its foul smells, right 
in the heart of the city of Washington. I hope the gentleman 
from Indiana will not insist on his point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LEssLER] inform the Chair whether there is now a hospital on 
the ground of the Naval Museum of Hygiene. 

Mr. LESSLER. No; there is not a hospital there. But the 
land is owned, I understand, by the Government. I read from 
page 5 of the hearings before the committee: 

The CHAIRMAN. Where is that? 


Referring to the site selected for the new hospital. 


Admiral Rrxgy. At the foot of Twenty-third street, near the river. 
There we have water communication with the navy-yard and ship. It isan 
ideal site for a — It is high, well shaded, with beautiful trees. The 
Secretary of the Navy has inspected the hospital and proposed site for the 








new hospital, and has strongly expressed himself in favor of the new hos- 
pital. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Admiral Rrxry. 
The CHATRMAN. 
Admiral RIxry. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


There isa museum up there now, is there not? 
Yes, sir. 
A museum of hygiene? 
A museum of hygiene and medical school. 
And this property belongs to the Navy Department? 
Admiral Rrxxry. It belongs to the Wavy Department. 
The CHAIRMAN. And is under the jurisdiction of the Navy Department? 
Admiral Rrxry. We had 13 acres, and the Marine-Hospital Service got 5 
acres for the establishment of a laboratory, more fcr the investigations than 
anything else. We have only about 8 acres left, and we want to use that be- 
fore it is gotten away from us entirely. 


Evidently this property belongs tothe Navy Department? There 
is now a naval museum there, and the provision in this bill is 
simply an addition to the present facilities of the Department for 
training young surgeons. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
ment. 

Mr. LESSLER. I want to say about the school of instruction, 
this is a supplement. They have that right there. The young 
officers or surgeons who come into the Navy are shown the require- 
ments of the naval service, the filling out of reports, looking after 
the service, and are trained there from four months toa year. On 
page 6 there is one thing to which I forgot to call the attention of 
the Chair. Admiral Rixey goes into the question of the naval 
museum, its present location, the scope of its work, and all about 
it, if the Chair desires any further information on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please send the report 
to the Chair? 

Mr. LESSLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard before 
the Chair rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. The 
Chair is quite ready to rule unless the gentleman desires to be 
heard. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In reply tothe statement that the hospital 
is necessary, &@ proposition comes from the Army for a hospital, 
and I see no reason why the Army and Navy should not have a 
hospital together. Why have two separate institutions? Why 
should they be maintained at a large expense to the Government? 
Ican not understand any reason for it, and I make the point of 
order. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, did I under- 
stand the Chair to say that he is prepared to rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
concluded- 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is still open to argument. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the Chair permit me to 
ask another question? 

The CHAIRMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. As to whether the Chair is 
sufficiently open to argument that anything I might say would 
change the mind of the Chair? [Laughter. } 

The CHAIRMAN. Very possibly. If the Chair should rule 
at present, he would sustain the point of order. The Chair is 
ready to hear argument on the other side. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I donot think I have anything 
to say on the proposition. The burden would be greater than I 
should be able to assume, I think. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I am not especially familiar with 
this matter myself, but I understand that the land on which the 
hospital is proposed to be built is land now owned by the Govern- 
ment, under the Navy Department. If that be the fact, and I 
think it is conceded, the rulings upon similar questions hereto- 
fore have been against the point of order. I can not put my hand 
on any decision just now, but I recall several instances where 
there was a question of similar character raised, and where it was 
settled that the land was owned by the Government, under the 
Navy Department, it was held that the construction of the build- 
ing was merely the carrying out of the ordinary business of build- 
ing up the Navy establishment, and that the language providing 
for its construction was within the purview of the exception in 
clause 2 of Rule XXI, which permits appropriations for ** public 
works and objects already in progress’’ to be carried in general 
appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Giuuett of Massachus:tts). The de- 
cisions are undoubtedly contradictory upon appropriations for 
buildings upon Government land. The decisions which allowed 
buildings to be ordered at West Point and at Annapolis by an 
ee bill, it seems to the Chair, have gone to the verge 
of the law in that direction, and the gentleman who gave the 
elaborate decision allowing the erection of quarters at Annapolis 
indicated that he would rule in conformity with what he consid- 
ered the more numerous precedents rather than as logic required, 
It seems to the Chair that the rule should not be further strained, 


It isa part of the establish- 


But, if the Chair has already 
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and that unless this paragraph comes clearly within these deci- 
sions the point of order should be sustained. 

In those cases the buildings were to carry out the direct pur- 
pose for which the land and buildings there were already being 
used. This proposition goes a step further, and, instead of being 
for the direct purpose for which the land is now used, diverts it 
to another purpose, for there is now no hospital there. It seems 
to the Chair like the case recently decided, where an appropria- 
tion for barracks at a navy-yard was ruled out of order, and like 
the case last year on this Navy appropriation bill, where an ap- 
propriation for a laboratory building at Annapolis was held sub- 
ject to a pointof order. The Chair thinks those precedents cover 
this case, and that logic is upon the same side, and therefore sus- 
tains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Building on land owned by the Government, Annapolis, Md.: Bureau of 
Steam Engineering: For a building to be used as an experiment station and 
testing laboratory in the department of marine engineering and naval con- 
struction (to cost not to exceed $250,000), $250,000. For the complete equip- | 
ment of this building with all the necessary appliances and apparatus as an | 
experiment station and testing laboratory, $150,000. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina offers 
the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 2, page 49, after the word “‘ construction,” the words “at the 
Naval Academy.” 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, the pyrpose of 
this amendment is to have this building to be erected for the 
Bureau of Steam Engineering as an experiment station and test- 
ing laboratory erected at the Naval Academy. I will state to the 
committee that this item carries an appropriation of $400,000, and 
since the building is to be erected at Annapolis, on ground owned | 
by the Government, in my opinion it should be a part of the Naval 
Academy, and especially should this be the case since this com- 
mittee has increased the limit of cost of the Naval Academy from | 
$8,000,000 to $10,000,000. 

Now, with this increase of $2,000,000, it. seems to me that we | 
ought to make this testing laboratory a part of the Naval Acad- 
emy, and that its expense, $400,000, carried by this item, should | 
be included in the total expense of the Naval Academy, the | 
$10,000,000. And I will state that if this amendment is adopted, | 
inserting the words— 

At the Navy Academy— 

In line 2, page 49, I shall then tender the following amendment: | 

Insert in line 6, page 49, after the word “dollars,” the following: “In all, 
a shall included in the limit of expenditure for the Naval 

With that explanation I hope the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Mupp] will not resist this amendment, since the expenditure 
for the Naval Academy has been so liberally increased. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I do not, believe that the House | 
should take anything away from the Naval Academy that it has 
already unanimously given to it. It is trne that the House has 
dealt very liberally with the Naval Academy, and that we have 
to-day increased the limit of cost of the necessary buildings there 
from $8,000,000 to $10,000,000; but I assure this House that the 
Secretary, and everyone connected with the Naval Academy who 
has presented any figures to us upon this subject-matter, are of 
the opinion that it will require every dollar that we have pro- 
vided in that $10,000,000 for the construction of buildings that | 
are essentially a part of that Academy as laid out and planned. 

I do not believe that we can safely take back $400,000 out of the | 
$10,000,000 that the House has already voted and divert it to the 
construction of a building which is not in any proper sense any 
part of the academy at all. I know that the training to which 
the building is to be devoted is a part of the general course of in- | 
struction in the Navy, but I think that anyone who will read the 
hearings on this matter will agree with me when I say that such | 
training, such instruction is no part of the four years’ course of 
studies marked out for the cadets before the entrance upon their 
service upon the sea. Now, furthermore, one word—— 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman yield for 
one interruption? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Can the gentleman tell me 
what part of the buildings already planned have been contracted 
for—approximately? 

Mr. MUDD. In round numbers, about $5,000,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. AsI recollect the testimony, 
the only testimony as to the necessity for increasing this was to 
the effect that labor and materials had gone up something like 
80 per cent, I believe. 

Mr. MUDD. Not only that labor and materials have gone up, 
but as the committee thought it was better to continue the build- 
ings yet to be erected of graziite and not of brick, 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. That is right, but I think the 
Secretary also stated that the fact of materials having gone up 
would only affect those buildings not yet contracted for. 

Mr. MUDD. I apprehend that is true. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Which would be $3,000,000. 

Mr. MUDD. I apprehend that is so. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. So30 per cent on those remain- 
ing to be contracted for would not be a million dollars, which 
would allow a margin of more than $500,000, after completing 
this testing laboratory out of the $10,000,000. 

Mr. MUDD. The increase in material, it should be said, will 
affect one very important building which is already contracted 
for. It will be seen in the hearings that the cadet quarters oc- 
cupy a central position between the buildings which are already 


| constructed, and will be the most important of all the buildings 


in the Academy. That building has been constructed of granite 
up to the first story, and we have just arrived at that point now 
where we can substitute granite for brick, and all of us agree, I 
think, that that is very desirable to do. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will my friend yield for a question? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Is it not a fact that the original recommen- 
dation upon this testing laboratory was to the effect that it should 
be a part of the Naval Academy, located at Annapolis? 

Mr. MUDD. No; never has been. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam quite sure it was so considered, 

Mr. MUDD. And wrongly considered, and I will say to the 
gentleman from Missouri that so far was that from the fact that 


| when it was proposed to put this in the bill last session, to come 


out of the $8,000,000, a point of order was made against it and it 
went out of the bill on the ground, if I recollect aright, that it 


| was new legislation. 


Mr. VANDIVER. Iam aware of that. 
Mr. MUDD. Now,I donot want to argue this further than 
to say it will be found from the itemized statement made by the 


| Secretary of the Navy himself, and filed with the committee and 
| printed in the hearings, that every single dollar of this $10,000,000 


will be taken up in buildings other than this. If we take this 
$400.000 out of the $10,000,000, some of the buildings that are 
needful, that are authorized and already planned, possibly some 
contracted for, will have to be abandoned, and I hope this com- 
mittee, sooner than take this out of the $10,000,000, will strike it 
out of the bill entirely. The fact of it is that this building is so 


| far from being any essential part of the Naval Academy that at 


one time the gentleman will recall a proposition was made to in- 
sert the provision in the bill, making the appropriation and 
authorization, but left the location at the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I remember quite well the 
discussion to which the gentleman from Maryland refers, and I 
remember also in that connection one of the reasons given for 


| leaving it discretionary and not locating it specifically at Annap- 
| olis was, that if it were so done the amount would have to come 


out of the $8,000,000 then fixed as the limit of cost for the work 
for the Naval Academy, whereas it was desired by the gentleman 
and others that it should not come out of that. Therefore the 


| plan was to leave it in a general way to be fixed afterwards by 


the Secretary of the Navy, with the expectation that he would 
settle upon Annapolis as the location for it. 
Furthermore, l wish to say in my judgment the chief reason 


_ and the best reason that can be given for the establishment of 


this testing laboratory is that it is to furnish a sort of supple- 
mentary course, in the nature of a postgraduate course, for the 
instruction of naval cadets; and that being the case, it seems to 
me that it is quite important that it should be located at Annap- 
olis. Furthermore,I am still of the opinion, if it is left in the dis- 
cretion of the Navy Department to be located, to be settled after 
this appropriation is made, that it will be located at Annapolis. 

Therefore now the only question is whether it shall be specific- 
ally located there, and the cost of it to come out of the $10,000,000 
now fixed as the total limit, or whether it shall be left indefinite 
and the cost of $400,000 afterwards to be added to the $10,000,000, 
I do not wish to discuss the question as to whether or not the 
$10,000,000 is a sufficient amount; but in my humble judgment it 
is not only sufficient, but it is more than sufficient. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, Will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri yield for a question? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. On page 7 of the hearings, 
No. 8, I find this: 


The CHAIRMAN, Our next item is ‘‘ Building at Naval Academy, Annapo- 
lis, Md., for Bureau of Steam Engineering: For a building to be used as an 
experiment station and testing laboratory.” 


Showing that it was in the draft of the bill as a part of the 
Naval Academy. 
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Mr. VANDIVER. It was in the draft of the bill and in the 
original recommendations, and I thank my friend from North 
Carolina for refreshing my memory as to that point in the hear- 
ings 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
section as an amendment to the motion of the gentleman from 
North Carolina. There seems to be a disagreement among the 
members of the committee themselves as to whether this amount | 
was to be included in the amount of $10,000,000. It was my un- 
derstanding it was to be included, or I should have made the 
point of order against it. 


Now, the gentieman from Maryland states that if this item is | 


included. other valuable buildings will have to be left out. In 
view of that fact, and in view of the fact that this limit has been 
fixed at $10,000,000, which is a very liberal appropriation for 


the a school and gives them a magnificent building, in | 


view of the disagreement of this committee as to what this pro- 
vision meant. I believe it ought to come within the $10,000,009, 
and if it is left to the Secretary of the Navy he may provide such 
buildings as he thinks are necessary, and if this building is nec- 
essary within the limit of ten millions the Secretary of the Navy 
has the right to construct it. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. KircHin] 
states that this building can be constructed within the limit of 
$10,000,000 and then $100,000 be left. If that is true, it does not 
require this provision to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to build this building. He can build it if he stays within the 
$10,000,000 limit. I think the members should vote to strike this 
provision out and keep the limit within the $10,000,000. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have always 
thought that Congress has been disposed to be liberal in making 
appropriations for improvements at Annapolis. Irememb:rwhen 
this House fixed the limit for these improvements four years ago, 
and when the Senate, in the same bill, increased that limit to 
$8,000,000. We have been informed by the highest authority 
connected with the Navy Department that these buildings can 
not be completed upon the plans laid down fonr years ago; that 
it will require an additional expenditure of $2,000,000 to complete 
the buildings on the designs and plans already made. 

This is an additional building. If the appropriation of one 
hundred and fifty or two hundred and fifty thousand dollars 
should be taken from the appropriation of $10,000,000, it is as 
sure as anything can be calculated that the plans originally made 
for these improvements at Annapolis can not be carried out, 
and therefore I submit to the House that it would not be fair to 


that purpose, according to the designs laid down by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy three or four years ago. It would ruin the 
plan to shorten that appropriation by taking from it one hundred 
and fifty or two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I should be delighted to yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. HULL. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is possible 
on this bill to limit the amount that could be paid to the architect 
for this additional amount. 


drawn up, and under that agreement, if no limitation is made 
here, the architect will get 5 per cent on this two millions as well. 
Is it possible to get a limit on this? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I wish Icould answer the gen- 
tleman’s question. I would be perfectly willing to vote in favor 
of a limitation upon the fees to be charged by the architect at 
Annapolis. I do not know whether the fees can be limited. I 
think, however, Mr. Chairman, the question of fees has always 
been left to the Secretary of the Navy. Iam sure that he is well 
paid, however. 

Mr. GALNES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am informed that the commis- 
sion is —— settled through the customary charge of 5 to 10 
per cent. 0 is this architect at Annapolis? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I believe the architect isa New 
York architect, who bears the name of Flagg, spelled with two 
g’s. Idonot know his first name. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where does he live? 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I do not know. 
do business in New York. I wish to sa 
magnificent reputation, and there can 

the man’s designs or his work. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania think Congress can not limit the amount of fees to be 

to this architect when the Secretary himself can limit it? 
the Secretary of the Navy do something that Congress can 
not? The Secretary of the Navy can not do anything unless Con- 
gress authorizes or orders him to do it, 


He is said to 
, however, that he has a 
no exception taken to 


I understand the authorities have | 
already agreed on 5 per cent of the $8,000,000, the plans already | 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will make 
his question a little more definite I will be glad to answer it. I 
suppose the Secretary hassome discretionary power, but, of course, 
Congress has power supreme, and I suppose has the right to limit 
the fees of the architect. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am informed that the architect 
| of the work in and about the White House received a commission 
| of 5 and 10 per cent on $600,000 or nearly $700,000. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Ido not know anything about 
that; I was neither consulted nor informed. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, ! hope the motion to strike 
this appropriation for this building out of the bill will not prevail. 
I hope the amendment will not be made to it making it a part 
and parcel of the Naval Academy appropriation for the simple 


| reason that this building is not part and parcel of the Naval 





| the German navy. 


| Sons: 





| guished Engineer Corps of the Navy. 
reduce that appropriation of $10,000,000, specifically made for | 


Academy establishment. When we passed the naval personnel 


| bill and abolished the corps of engineers we took a step further 


in advance than any nation on earth in that direction. And if 
there be a weakness in the Navy to-day it is in the difficulty of 
preparing our officers to properly take care of the engineering de- 
partment, the engineering work in the Navy. 

This is not a building for the training of midshipmen. Itisa 
building and an institution for the purpose of experimenting and 
testing all the many questions that spring up in marine engineer- 
ing. Itmay be utilized for advanced study in marine engineering, 
but if that course is to be given it will be given to our officers 
after they have graduated from the Academy. This is simply in 
line with the school that has been established by the German na- 
tion, and which has been found to be of such great advantage to 
In fact, I undertake to say that the German 
Empire would rather dispense with almost any other institution 
than its school of engineering at Charlottenburg. 

This, as I have said, has nothing to do with the Naval Academy. 
It has been located at Annapolis by the committee for two rea- 
First, because the Government has the land there; second, 
in order that the midshipmen there may have the benefit of ob- 
serving the experiments that may b® carried on there. Attend- 
ance upon such experiments will not be made incumbent on the 
midshipmen. If anyone is to be instructed there, it will be our 
engineer officers. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am conscious 
of having made many mistakes in my life, but I am not con- 


| scious at this time of having ever made a greater mistake than 


when I assisted in abolishing the old time-honored and distin- 
Back in the Fifty-fifth 
Congress we made a determined effort, which was successful, 
when we amalgamated the line and the staff. By that action 
we took from the Navy what was, in my judgment, one of its 
most useful branches, the Engineering Corps. By the person- 
nel act we required that all men who entered the Navy should 
become engineers as well as fighting men—known as line men. 
From what I can learn but few men care to become engineers. 
Most men prefer to perform line duties. From information which 
I regard as good and valuable I believe that this work has not 
been kept up to the high degree of efficiency which distinguished 
it when there was a distinct and separate corps, known as the 
Engineer Corps. 

It is proposed by the establishment of this building at el 
lis to provide a distinct place for this instruction of all young men 
entering the Navy and enable them to comply withthe provision 
of the act of Congress and become engineers—become efficient in 
the profession of engineering, so that hereafter when any of our 
great ships upon the sea require the services of men of engineer- 
ing skill, any of these men may be able to lend the assistance 
which men trained in engineering can afford. 

We considered in the Committee on Naval Affairs the impor- 
tance of this building. It is a beginning, not of more buildings, 
but in my judgment the beginning of a policy under which the 
Navy Department will insist on requiring that all men entering 
the Navy shall become proficient in the art of engineering. I sin- 
cerely hope that the committee will sustain this provision. [Ap- 
plause}. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, probably the pleasantest thing 
in legislation is to be connected with great enterprises in which 
the country is of course interested. It is a fine thing to build bat- 
tle ships, but the things that go to make up a battle ship and to 
raise up those who can man the battle ships consist of the plan- 
wae and the hard work that is not done in the great open public 
life. 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard a great deal about the German 
navy. I should be glad if I had the opportunity to give gentle- 
men here a complete idea of what that great school at Charlot- 
tenburg has done for the German navy. For instance, a year 
ago we made an appropriation of $20 000 for invest igating liquid 
air. That was a separate appropriation. But if we had this en- 
gineering and testing school for our boys who are studying to 
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build and man our Navy, those young men could be doing work 
for which we have heretofore made a specific appropriation. 

Then there is again the great question, What is a good boiler? 
In building a battle ship we study to put in it boilers of the right 
capacity, and we investigate whether one method or another is 
best in the construction of those boilers. But matters like this 
would not be questions of mere speculation with the far-reaching 
Germans, nor will they be with our American naval officers 
when this school has been established—this adjunct to our Naval 
Academy. 

When this institution for engineering education shall be estab- 
lished we shall have a corps of men capable of examining, test- 
ing, experimenting with our boilers, competent to go into ques- 
tions of the strength of metals, the power of resistance, and 
everything of that sort necessary to be considered when we are 
building a great ship. Our young men trained in engineering 
will be competent to run every part of a battle ship and to under- 


stand thoroughly everything required for the running of the | 


great engines that we are to build. 


The great school in Germany is crowded with students coming | 


from all parts of the world. To-day the great United States 
Government, when it wants service such as these trained men 
will be able to render, must go to some private institution or cor- 
poration and appeal to it to help out the great United States of 
America—this “ ninety-billion-dollar country ”’ with its 80,000,000 
people: it must go to some private concern to find out whether a 
new boiler is proper to be introduced and used. When we shall 
have built this new school, this adjunct to the Naval Academy, 


we shall have our own Charlottenburg, and students from Europe | 


will come to us in the United States of America to learn what a 
boiler or an engine should be. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, there is absolutely nothing 
in my motion that prevents the construction of this building. We 
have raised the limit for the construction of buildings at Annap- 
olis to $10,000,000. The Secretary of the Navy under that limit 
can construct this building if he wants to. As stated by the gen- 
leman from North Carolina [Mr. WiLL1amM W. Kircuin], he can 
construct this building and then have $100,000 left of the appro- 
priation of $10,000,000. 


It strikes me that if the gentlemen act in good faith, as I believe | 


they desire to act in good faith, after this limit has been raised to 
$10,000,000, additional appropriations would not be run in here to 
the extent of $400,000. The Secretary of the Navy has complete 
power to construct this building if it isa part of the naval school 
down there and a part of the Naval Academy, and if what the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LESSLER] says is true, and I have 
no doubt it is, and what the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BUTLER] says is true, I have no doubt that the Secretary of the 
Navy will construct this building out of the $10,000,000. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman if 
he has read our hearings on the question of additions to the Naval 
Academy? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ihave not; but a member of the commit- 
tee states on the floor here, and I have not heard the statement 
denied, that there is enough money to keep within this limit of 
$10,000,000 to construct this building and have $100,000 still left. 

Mr. DAYTON. Oh, I do not think that is true. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. He has made that statement. 

Mr. LESSLER. Ido not think the gentleman has made that 
statement. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no doubt the gentleman will con- 
firm his statement. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, if the gen- 
tleman will permit me, here is my statement. As I recollect the 
testimony before us it was that the reason they could not finish 
their plans within the $8,000,000 limitation was because there had 
been an increase in the cost of material and labor amounting to 
about 30 per cent, and that this would affect all the buildings 
that had not already been contracted for. 

The gentleman from Maryland {[Mr. Mupp] made an estimate 
to me just now on the floor, that in his judgment $5,000,000 worth 
had been contracted, which would leave two and a half millions 
or three millions uncontracted for. There has been a contingency 
fund reserved, so that there will be two and a half millions more 
saan and 30 per cent on two and a half millions would be 

750,000. 

Mr. MUDD. Thirty = cent upon $3,000,000 is about right. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. That would be $900,000, which 
would leave over a million of dollars surplus. 

Mr. MUDD. Something exceeding 30 per cent, it was gener- 
ally stated. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then, in _— of having money enough 
to construct this and $100,000 left over, according to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina, we would have a 
half million dollars left which the Secretary of the Navy could 
use. 
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Mr. DAYTON. Oh, no. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, here is what the Secretary of the 
Navy says on the subject in regard to those $2,000,000: 

Now, asI understand it, youcan take the original plan, without alterations, 
and in the light of conditions, as they exist to-day, taking into account what 
we have already exceeded the estimates, and taking into account what we 


are compelled to exceed them on account of the increase in cost of materials, 
it will take $2,000,000 over the limit to complete. 


That is according to the plans which he then had, and this 
building was not included in those plans. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. That is right. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentlemen seem to be unable to agree 
on this matter. 

Mr. MUDD. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield. 

Mr. MUDD. It is true there will be about $500,000 left, not 
contemplated and set aside for specific buildings, but it is to pro- 
vide for a contingent fund which past experience has shown is 
almost as necessary as money for a specific building. The Secre- 
tary of the Navy asked for it, and there are contingencies arising 
from time to time that can not be foreseen. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That comes right back to the original 
| proposition. 

vr MUDD. If you want to eat up the contingent fund, you 
can do it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That comes back to the original proposi- 
| tion, that there is $500,000 provided for in this limit of ten million 
‘ more than the Secretary has plans and specifications to carry out. 

Mr. MUDD. If we make the purchases of land as Congress 
has already authorized us to do, we will have to pay for that out 
of this $500,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And the construction of this building is 
only to cost $250,000. 

Now, further than that, we have a Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds in this House. Is it right to come in 
| here and provide for the construction of new buildings on an ap- 

propriation bill? Iam free to say that if I had not understood 
that this building came within the limit of $10,000,000—and my 
| information came from members of the committee—I should 
have made a point of order against it. 

It has no business in this bill. It belongs with the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and it is vicious legislation; 
and when we put this kind of legislation upon an appropriation 
bill, we invite the gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol to 
violate the rules. We have been complaining here, when confer- 
ence reports come back, that the rules of both House and Senate 
have been violated. We complained of that only a short time 
ago. 

The time of Mr. HemMENway having expired, by unanimous 
consent it was extended three minutes. — 
| Mr. HEMENWAY. We complained a few minutes ago, upon 











a conference report returned here by the gentleman at the head 
of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. Huw], that the rules 
of the House had been violated, that the rules of the Senate had 
been violated, and we refused to concur in a conference report 
and sent those gentlemen back to conference again; and are we 
going to follow up thataction here in the House, within two hours 
after we have turned down a conference report for that reason, 
and put upon this bill an item for the construction of a new 
building, taking jurisdiction away from our Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds and turning it over to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs? 

If the House performs in that line, if we vote down the motion 
I have made to strike out this provision, how, then, are we going 
to contend, when the conference reports come back, that the Sen- 
ate has violated the rules of the House and the rules of the Senate 
by pee items on an es Pe pene bill before they are author- 
ized by legislation? The House can not afford to put itself in 
that position. Here, only two weeks before this session closes, 
when we shall have to fight these items from now on the balance 
of the session, we can not afford to put ourselves in the position 
of agreeing to this proposition and violating our own rules. 

I sincerely hope that the House will take into consideration the 
far-reaching effect of this action, the effect it will have upon our 
action that is to follow, and that it will sustain my motion to 
strike this provision from the bill. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, in the first place, it has 
rarely,if ever, been the policy of Congress to provide for the build- 
ing of Army and Navy structures through the intervention of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and the provision 
—— on g is in exact accord with the history of legislative 

ecedent. 

° But I think, Mr. Chairman, that for the last two weeks I must 
have been asleep and dreaming, for I have thought that within 
the last week or ten days an appropriation bill coming from the 
Committee on Appropriations, of which I think my friend from 


2 
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Indiana [Mr. HemENway] is a member—not the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds—has carried on its face, and car- 
ried there by operation of a threatened rule, a provision for an 
immense extension of this great Capitol building, and for a mag- 
nificent and stupendous office building. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. With pleasure. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It was not in violation of the rules of the 
House, but in conformity with the rules of the House; and the rule 
was passed by a majority of the House voting for it, just as a 
majority of the House voted for a rule to extend this limit to 
$10,000,000; and the Committee on Naval Affairs ought to keep 
within that limit of $10,000,000 and not go beyond it. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. But should that legislation 
have come from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It did not come from the Committee on 
Appropriations, and was not reported by that committee, and was 
only adopted after the rule had been passed by this House author- 
izing the chairman of the committee—— 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I am only asking the gentle- 
man for instruction. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will permit, I will 
instruct him by saying—— 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes; I want to learn. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That the Committee on Appropriations | 
did not report that item, and that it was not in the ill as reported | 
from the Committee on Appropriations, and was only put in on 
the floor after a rule had been adopted by a majority of the mem- 
bers of the House authorizing the chairman to offer it. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Did my friend object to it? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, certainly not; nor did I object to 
the rule that permitted the limit of cost on these Annapolis build- 
= to be raised to $10,000,000. 

r. TAYLER of Ohio. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am very glad 
indeed to hear my friend admit that he is a member of the Com- | 
mittee on Appropriations. We do know that I was not dreaming, 
and that an appropriation bill from the Committee on Appropria- | 
tions did provide for this business. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman,if the gentleman will per- | 
mit, I again insist that the gentleman has not yet been informed. 
The appropriation bill reported from that committee did not pro- | 
vide for it, and it was not reported from that committee. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Well, then, let us get it this way, be- | 
cause I want it just the way the gentleman wants it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No; you want it right. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. No; I want it your way. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You will get it right, then, when you get 
it my way. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The bill was reported from the Com- | 
mittee on Appropriations, and then a member of this committee, | 
ordinarily entirely without influence on this floor [laughter], the 
chairman of that committee [Mr. CANNON], proposed two amend- | 
ments, which, I venture to say, produced a condition of paralysis 
in this House that it has not known for twenty-five years. 

They all believed in the propriety of the amendment or motion 
of that chairman. But it was like a bolt out of a clear sky 
when it came from that source. Now, to say that it was put 
upon that bill upon the motion of a member of the committee 
after it came into the House is not at all to distinguish it from 
the position I first laid down. The fact is that a measure was 
passed with a vast appropriation for a building which was car- | 
ried in another than a bill from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. The Secretary of the Navy—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. I ask that the time of the gentleman may be 
extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
that the time of the gentleman from Ohio may be extended for 
five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
ask him a question? 

Certainly. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. 
I raised the point of order against 





Will the gentleman permit me to | 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
those two buildings contained in those amendments, and the point | 
of order was sustained by the Chair, and afterwards the gentle- 
man was supplied in some way with a rule, which he immediately | 
enforced. _ onartoelage 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Where did he get it? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I am glad to have that cumulative | 
testimony. [Laughter.}] I do not suppose it ever occurred to the 
chairman of the Committee on Sapeeenoee until the instant 
that the point of order was made that a rule wouid ever be needed. | 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. He certainly apprehended it would | 
be needed, or he would not have had it on hand. | 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I see I will have to blue print my ' 


| section just as it is. 


| favor of it. 


humor. ([Laughter.] Now, the Secretary of the Navy, who 
was for many years under the tutelage of the same chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations here, obtained and justified his 
reputation for economic administration of public affairs and the 
economic expenditure of public money, and I know that no pub- 
lic duty relating to the expenditure of money has laid with greater 
gravity upon his conscience and judgment than this question of 
the increase in the amount that should be available for this great 
improvement at Annapolis. 

He comes before the committee and presents through them to 
the House his statement, that I have confidence in—that I think 
every member of this House has confidence in—that the allow- 
ance of $10,000,000 for this improvement is less generous than the 
$8,000,000 was assumed to be when originally made. So much 
for that. 

Now, this matter for the testing laboratory is entirely inde- 
pendent of the Naval Academy, and was intended originally to be 
independent of it. So far as Admiral Melville was concerned, 
and so far as anybody else connected with the Navy Department 
was concerned, it was immaterial where it was to be put. In 


| the first instance it was thought it was to be put at some other 
| place, but in the later consideration of it we thought it had bet- 


ter be at Annapolis. We have that situation. 

The Secretary of the Navy insists upon the original plan as pro- 
posed. I do not mean the detailed plan, but the general plan, of 
the Naval Academy, requiring the expenditure to be fixed at not 


| less than $10,000,000. That is an entirely different proposition 


from this provision that we have now under consideration. The 
amendment ought to be voted down. [Applause.] [Cries of 
ee 0 ! +B 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana ought to prevail. We 
are face to face with this question, and it seems to me that if we 
insert ‘‘ at the Naval Academy ’”’ and come within the limit, that 
this paragraph ought toremain. If gentlemen will read the testi- 
mony of the Department, they will believe this building ought 
to beerected. There may besome question as to whether it should 
be erected at a navy-yard or at the Academy, but there is no ques- 
tion that Congress ought to settle this matter if we are to have 
the building. Now, to adopt the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana you will permit the Department to confine itself to the 


| original plans and not construct this building. 


Now, if you strike this paragraph out, I think you will be indi- 
cating your willingness to have this building not constructed. If 
you want this building constructed, and do not want to require 
it in connection with the Naval Academy nor to be included in 
the limit of expenditures for the Academy, why, then, keep this 
If you want it to go into that expenditure 
and be a part of the Naval Academy, then you ought, in my judg- 
ment, to vote down the amendment of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, and merely insert the words ‘‘at the Naval Academy.” I 
will read what Admiral Melville said on this subject. The chair- 
man said: 

Where are you going to find the site for this at Annapolis? 

Mr. MUDD. What page are you reading from? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. This is on page 13, on steam 
engineering, speaking about this very building: 

The CHAIRMAN. Where are you going to find the site for this at Annapolis? 

Admiral MELVILLE. We have a site all laid out, right on the water. You 
can not bar uson that. It will perhaps require a little grading, and the ma- 
terial which they are now taking and dumping over there in the swamps 
would be just the thing. You remember where the steam building is; you 
go right out the front door of the steam building and you come to the little 

yuilding where they generate the current for lighting the houses, and 50 
yards from that you walk right into the water; that is about the location. 

The CHATRMAN. Do the Naval Academy people want it at the Naval Acad- 
emy down there? 

Admiral MELVILLE. Our friend, Captain Wainwright, is very much in 
He told me that he was, and encouraged me; and Secretary 
Long was enthusiastic over it. 

Mr. Dayton. Is it not true that as they want it provided for it will be ap- 
ro for as an independent provision, but not as a part of the $8,000,000 
ump? 

Admiral MELVILLE. That was the only opposition made to it; that is, they 
did not want this an eng to come out of the building fund they have 
now—$8,000,000. At first we thought that we would be able to work that in 
with the $8,000,000, but as they wanted to make use of all that money and they 
could put up the buildings as they desired, they put it on me to get this out 
of Congress, and I want it and strongly recommend it. 

So it seems to me that it ought to be at the Naval Academy, 
and ought to be a part of it, and it is for Congress to say whether 
they want it to come within the ten-million-dollar limit. If we 
want it tocome within the $10,000,000, support the amendment I 
have offered, inserting ‘‘at the Naval Academy,”’ for, as I have 
said, if this is adopted, I shall at once offer the other amendment 
requiring this building to be within the limit. 

he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WitLiam W. 
KITCHIN]. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, does not the question come first 

on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana? 





seahtinn 


waa 


i Pepto Fake ARES # pees te” 





eT 


ro, 


‘ 


7. 
* 
B 
o 
4 
= 
: 
ee 


mee os 


4 


wf 


x 





oe heehee a cer 


na Pann eet AY CE 


he lat lene. 





- 


we pene 


— tee pane em, 


2368 





TheCHAIRMAN. No; on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 54, 
noes 72. 

So the amendment was lost. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The grades of the active list of the Navy hereinafter designated shall be so 
increased that there shall be 30 additional lieutenant-commanders, in all 200; 
50 additional lieutenants, in all 350; such total numbers of lieutenants (junior 
Sees and ensigns as may qualify for said grades under existing law and 

he provisions of this act; 30 additional surgeons with the rank of lieutenant- 
commander, in all 85; 120 additional passed assistant and assistant surgeons, 
with the rank, respectively, of lieutenant and lieutenant (junior grade), in 
all 230; 2 additional pay inspectors, in all 15; 36 additional paymasters, in all 
76; 26 additional passed assistant and assistant paymasters, in all 96; 29 addi- 
tional naval constructors and assistant naval constructors, in all 75; 1 addi- 
tional civil engineer, in all 28; and 12 assistant civil engineers, of whom 6 shall 
have the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) and 6 the rank of ensign: Provided, 
That assistant civil engineers, during the first five years after date of ap- 
pointment, shall receive, per annum, when on duty, $1,500, when on leave or 
waiting orders, $1,000; during the second five years after such date, when on 
duty, $1,800, when on leave or waiting orders, $1,200; and after ten years from 
such date, when on duty, $2,100, and when on leave or waiting orders, $1,400; 
And provided further, That promotions in the corps of civil engineers shall be 
after such examination as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that from line 
19, on page 54, to and including line 6, on page 59, ought to be 
treated as one paragraph. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, 7 all relates to the increase of the 
personnel of the Navy, and I ask that it be read and considered 
as one pargraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that it be considered as one paragraph. Is there 
objection? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, and read to 
and including line 6. on page 59. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to: accordingly the committee rose, and 


the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. GILLetTt of Massa- | 


chusetts, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that that committee had had un- 


der consideration House bill 17288, the naval appropriation bill, | 


and had come to no resolution thereon. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: , : 

S. 5389. An act granting an. increase of pension to Jasper N. 
Acree; 

S. 5859. An act granting an increase of pension to Hampton B. 
Farmer; 

S. 4140. Anact granting an increase of pension to James O’ Neill; 

S. 4807. An act granting an increase of pension to Emmet C. 
Hill; 

S. 4448. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Bassett; 

§. 4812. An act granting a pension to Addison Arnold; 

S. 4854. An act granting a pension to Cassius Fisher; 

S. 4892. An act granting an increase of pension to John Dober- 
rer; 

S. 4919. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
White; 
. 4922. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
Smith; 

s. 5006. An act granting a pension to Annie P. Pinney; 
5020. An act granting a pension to Emma D. Gaslin; 


wn om 


Cc 


fh 


S. 5053. An act granting a pension to Deborah Edwards; 

S. 4806. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank A. 
Olney; 

S. 5117. An act granting an increase of pension to John U. 
Alien; 

S$. 5055. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Phillips; 

S. 5123. An act granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Morrow; 

S. 5205. An act granting a pension to Grace E. Ash; 


S. 5215. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas L, | 


Smith; . ; 
S. 4128. An act granting a pension to Eliza Gallager; 
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| 
S. 4544. An act granting an increase of pension to Phineas L, 
Squires; 
we 4607. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver G. 
‘right; 
S. 4760. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hamil- 
ton, 2d; 
5. 4656. An act granting an-increase of pension to Orlando §. 
| Osborn: 
| §. 2974. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Boyer; 
5S. 3020. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza E. 
Littlefield; 
S. 3081. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard A. 
Norton; 
| §.8174. Anact granting anincrease of pension to Fredericka W. 
Lillman; 
S. 3405. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
| H. Bonslaugh; 
| §. 3249. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
| Scherzer; 
| §. 3542. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Shaw; 
S. 3568. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 
| Travis: 
S. 3578. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Post; 
S. 3574. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry R. 
Bennett; 
S. 3608. An act granting an increase of pension to Alphonso T. 
Gould; 
S. 3632. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank E. 
Freeman; 
S. 3645. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
Deno; 
S. 3912. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Deweese; 3 
S. 3803. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Caslow; 
S. 4023. An act granting an increase of pension to Almon J, 
Houston; 
S. 4029. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Parker; 
S. 4087. An act granting a pension to Lemuel Kingsbury; 
S. 4239. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar H. 
Prink; 
| §. 4287. An act granting an increase of pension to David N. 
Tolles: 
S. 4805. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 
Towle; 
S. 4337. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Thompson; 
S. 4359. An act granting a pension to John S. Milam; 
8. 4879. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Davis; 
S. 4429. An act granting a pension to Alvira Randall; 
| §. 1835. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Neal; 
| §. 1550. An act granting an increase of pension to Flavius 
| Shanks; ‘ 
S. 1681. An act granting an increase of pension to Edna K. 
Hoyt; 
S. 1738. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Doyle; , 
S. 1878. An act granting an increase of pension to Hilas D. 
Davis; 
S. 1939. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Drake; 
S. 1914. An act granting an increase of pension to Elbert 
Chittam; “ i 
| §. 2007. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Everts; 
S. 2111. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Kepler; 

S. 2114. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah B. 
| Barger; 
S. 2130. An act granting a pension to Margaret A. Munson; 

§. 2259. An act granting a pension to Sarah J. Snook; 

| §, 2802. An act granting a pension to Rose O. Crummett: 

| §, 23638. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
| Capen; 

S. 2489. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 
| Larimer; 7 

| §. 2591. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


S. 4702. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim | McComb; 


Cunningham; 


S. 2596. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel F. 


S. 4466. An act granting an increase of pension to Archibald | Barnes; 


McIntire; 


S. 4752. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey Jones; 


S. 2626. An act granting an increase of pension to Ardenia 
Dillen; 
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S. 3929. 
Brace; 

S. 5507. 
Rigg; 

S. 2799. 


Hoag; 

S. 2860. 
Mercer; 

S. 2936. 
Fernow; 

S. 1166. 
Calby; 

S. 1227. 
Peterson; 

5. 2256. 
Pennell; 

S. 1194. 


George; 
S. 1128, 
thews; 
S. 1168. An act to authorize the appointment of Edward L. 
Baily as captain of infantry, United States Army, and to place 
him on the retired list; 
S. 966. An act granting an increase of pension to William Y. 
Turner; 
S. 4134. An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
Laughlin; 
ae _ An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
atch; 
S. 532. Anact granting an increase of pension to Merritt Young; 
S. 14. An act granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Howe, alias Harrington; and 
. 699. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Chase. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

rted that they had presented this day to the President of the 

nited States for his approval bill of the following title: 

H. R. 16915. An act authorizing the commissioners’ court of 
Escambia County, Ala., to construct a bridge across Conecuh 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lemon A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jarrat F. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Israel V. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henderson 
An act granting an increase of pension to Berthold 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Bowman H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lyman Mat- 
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Senate concurrent resolution 67: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be ay 3,000 copies of the English translation of the proceedings of the 
Cu 


n constitutional convention, 1,700 cqpies for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 1,200 copies for the use of the Senate, and 100 copies for the use 
of the War Department— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
And then, on motion of Mr. Foss (at 5 o’clock p.m.), the House 
adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Thomas F. McCarthy, administrator of estate of Henry Covert, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Melville Currence, administrator of estate of William H. Cur- 
rence, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting the report of 
the court under an act to protect the interests of the United States 
in the Potomac Flats—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting, with a communication from the Attorney-General, a copy 
of the final decree of the court in the case of the United States 
against Morris et al.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


| ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered te 


River at or near a point known as McGowans Ferry, in said | 


county and State. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER also, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. COOMBS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 261) 
providing for the establishment of a life-saving station in the 
vicinity of Cape Flattery, or Flattery Rocks, on the coast of 
Washington, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3804); which said bill and report were 


| referred to the House Calendar. 


H. R. 12508. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 


Jones; 
H. R. 17247. An act granting a pension to Mary H. Rumple; 
H. R. 15767. An act to authorize Washington and Westmore- 
land counties in the State of Pennsylvania to construct and main- 


tain a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the State of Penn- | 


sylvania; and 


H. R. 9063. An act to refund certain taxes paid by the Anheuser- | 


Busch Brewing Association, of St. Louis, Mo. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and concurrent resolu- 
tions of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table 
and referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 3635. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Oregon City, in the State 





Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6848) 
to establish a life-saving station at Cape Nome, Alaska, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
8805); which said bill and report were referred to the Heuse 
Calendar. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 17358) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between thecity of Chamberlain, in Brule County, 


| and Lyman County, in the State of South Dakota, reported the 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3896); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 17418) to authorize the construction and main- 


of Oregon—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, | tenance of a dam across the Kansas River within the counties of 
S. 8214. An act to authorize the Absentee Wyandotte Indians | Shawnee and Wabaunsee, in the State of Kansas, reported the 


to select certain lands, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

S. 7051. An act to extend the limit of cost for the United States 
pon oone building at Marblehead, Mass.—to the Committee on 

blic Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 4115. An act granting a pension to Judson E. Walker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Senate concurrent resolution 69: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be ted 2,000 ies of the report of the War Department on the receipts 
and expenditures in Cuba d its occupation by the United States, 1,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 750 copies for the use of 
the Senate, and 250 copies for the use of the War Department— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
Senate concurrent resolution 68: 


Resolved by the Sepate (ihe House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed in English ish 1,700 copies of the civil orders issued dur- 


ing the occupation of Cuba by the United States, 1,000 pain for the use of 
the House of 


ae teen for the use of Senate, and 200 
copies for the use of the War mt— 
to the Committee on Printing. 
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same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3897); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Cominittee on Inter- 


| state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 








the House (H. R. 17332) to authorize the Brunswick and Birming- 
ham Railroad Company, a corporation, to construct and operate 
a bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near the city of 
Eufaula, Ala., reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3808); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bili of the 
House (H. R. 17390) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Bogue Chitto River, in the parish of Washington, State of 
Louisiana, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3809); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
17417) to provide for the construction of a bridge and approaches 
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thereto across the Missouri River at or near Council Bluffs, Iowa, 


‘reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 


oo 3810); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. COOMBS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6535) 
providing for the construction of light-house and fog-signal sta- 
tions in Alaskan waters, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3811); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 17455) making Texas City, 
Tex., a subport of entry—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 17456) to provide for a public 
building at South Chicago, Ill.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 17457) to give credit to 
officers in the Army for services rendered in Cuba—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 17458) to provide that the 
Washington, Potomac and Chesapeake Railroad Company may 
extend its tracks in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 90) 
for printing 239,000 maps of the United States—to the Committee 
on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 17459) granting an increase of 
pension to David Blalock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 17460) granting a 
pension to Jay P. Livermore—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17461) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick J. Fairbrass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 17462) to divest title out of 
the United States and vest same in R. W. Allen & Co. to west 
half of southeast quarter, section 34, township 24 north, range 25 
east, standard Southern meridian, in Chambers County, Ala.—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 17463) for the relief of 
Patrick J. Philbin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17464) granting a 
pension to Nancy Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17465) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tan- 
quary—to the Committee on Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of Post No. 59, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of McKeesport, Pa., protesting against the erec- 
tion of a statue of Gen. Robert E. Lee in the Capitol or any other 
Government building in the city of Washington—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Philadelphia Association of Union ex-Pris- 
oners of War, asking for additional pension legislation—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of Lodge No. 12, Boiler 
Makers and Iron Ship Builders’ Union, of Macon, Ga., indorsing 
the proposed eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: Petitions of citizens of Osawatomie, 
Kans., in favor of Senate bill 909, providing for the extension of 
the free mail delivery service—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petitions of the Pittsburg Cigar Company 
and of the R. & W. Jenkinson Company. Pittsburg, Pa., favoring 
the passage of a bill to amend section 3394 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of C. Colgrove Post, No. 166, 
of Marshall, Mich., Grand Army of the Republic, General R. A. 
Alger Camp, No. 11, National League of Veterans and Sons, De- 
troit, Mich., and 92 soldiers and sailors of Charlotte, Mich., in 
support of House bill 17103, permitting the payment of the value 


of public lands to persons entitled to make entry upon such lands 
in certain cases—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LONG: Resolution of the Bookbinders’ Union No, 23, 
of Topeka, Kans., for the repeal of the desert-land law—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 7830, granting a pension 
to John M. Blanpied—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 17349, granting an in- 
crease of pension to William N. Reed—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: Resolution of Conyngham Post, No. 97, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Wilkesbarre, Pa., in support of 
House bill 6709, for the care of monuments, etc.,on the Bull Run 
battlefield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Ontario, N. Y., for the ae of a bill to protect no-license towns 
and States against nullification of prohibition by interstate-com- 
merce tricks—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 17410, granting a pension 
to Jane E. Sutfin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of Methodist Episcopal Church con- 
ference of Phillips County, Kans., to prohibit liquor selling in Gov- 
— buildings, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

raffic. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of retail druggists of Tuskegee 
and Notasulga, Ala., urging the passage of House bill 178, for the 
—- of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 

feans. 

By Mr. WILCOX: Petitions of 606 voters of Honolulu, Hawaii, 
for the enactment of a law to provide the Hawaiian citizens with 
homesteads from the public lands in Hawaii—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also, petitions of 455 voters of Honolulu, for the enactment of 
a law transferring all Territorial lands for the purposes of coun- 
ties, towns, and municipalities—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, petitions of 370 voters of Honolulu, for the enactment of 
a law transferring the care and maintenance of the leper settle- 
ment of Kalaupapa, Molokai, to the Federal Government; also 
to make it a leper reservation for the United States and Hawaii 
alone—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the Home Rule Party of the Territory of 
Hawaii, commending and urging the speedy enactment by Con- 
gress of certain recommendations made by the subcommittee of the 
Senate Committee on the Pacific Islands and Porto Rico—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany Heuse 
bill for the relief of Patrick J. Philbin—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Nancy Franklin—to the Committee on Pensions. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 19, 1903. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMAN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. It is approved. 


ESTATE OF AUGUSTUS H. KILTY, DECEASED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Allan McSherry, administrator de bonis non of Augustus 
H. Kilty, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accom- 

nying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 

ered to be printed 
DAVID H. TRIVOU. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of David H, Trivou v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
an‘t ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present a joint resolution of the general 
assembly of the State of Missouri, relative to granting additional 
powers to the Interstate Commerce Commission. I ask that the 
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joint resolution may be printed in the Recorp, and referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed 
in the REcorD, as follows: 

STATE OF MISSOURI, ss: 

I, Samuel B. Cook, secretary of state of the State of Missouri, hereby cer- 
tify that the following is a full, true,and_ complete copy of a resolution 
adogeed Wy the State senate of the State of Missouri on the 13th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1903. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal of 
the State of Missouri. Done at the city of Jefferson this 14th day of Febru- 


ary, A. D.1 
(cmat.) SAM. B. COOK, Secretary of State. 


STATE OF MISSOURI, SENATE CHAMBER, 
City of Jefferson, February 13, 1908. 
Hon. 8. B. Cook, Secretary of State. 

Sir: I have the honor to inform you that the senate this day adopted the 
following resolution: 

** Whereas decisions rendered by the Supreme Court of the United States 
during the past few years have divested the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion of the authority which it exercised for a period of ten years after its 
organization in declaring what change should be made in an established rate 
of practice, found upon full investigation to be unjust or unreasonable, in 
onder to bring it into conformity with the requirements of the ‘Act to regu- 
late commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, have resulted in rendering said 
act practically inoperative to a large extent; and 

“Whereas the general elimination of railway competition by means of the 
practical consolidation of more than three-fifths of the railway mileage 
of the country, which has taken place in the last three years, has brought 
the transportation service of the country under the absolute control of afew 
great capitalists and subjected the entire people to the imposition of such 
charges for transportaticn as the pecuniary interests of the capitalists may 
dictate, without any efficient governmental supervision or restraint: There- 


fore, 

‘Resolved, That the senate of the State of Missouri, the assembly concur- 
ring, does hereby r tfully petition Congress of the United States to 
speedily enact le ion investing the Interstate Commerce Commission 
with the authority mentioned in the foregoing preamble, which it for- 
merly exercised, and also rendering the orders and rulings of the said 
Commission, made after full hearing of all parties in interest, immediately 
oiteonre, 2 to continue until annulled by the courts under proper proceed- 

ngs: er. 

** Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
State be hereby respectfully requested to use their best efforts, in every 
proper way, to secure the enactment of the legislation above outlined by the 
Coggress at the earliest practicable date. 

“Resolved, That a certified copy of the foregoing preamble and resolutions 
be poanany wacom’ by the secretary of state of Missouri to the Presi- 
dent of the Senateand Speaker of the Hquse of Representatives of the United 
States and each of the Senators and Representatives from this State.” 

Respectfully, R. 8. McCLINTIC, 
Assistant Secretary. 


* 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the house of represent- 
atives of the State of Missouri, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the admission of the Territories of Ari- 
zona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma into the Union of States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the house of representatives of 
the State of Missouri, praying for the establishment of a national 
park of the famous Ha-Ha-Tonka region, in Camden County, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of Springfield, S. Dak., and a petition of 


the congregation of the Congregational Church of Perkins, | ~ 


8. Dak., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the congregations of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal, the Baptist, and the Congregational churches and 
of the iaaeaes Christian Temperance Union, all of Camden, Me., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 

‘<< 1ibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. . 

He wet presented a memorial of the Young People’s Union of 
the Pilgrim Baptist Church, of Matteawan, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the al of the present anticanteen law; which was re- 
ferred to th Comasitees on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7356) to authorize the Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company to bridge the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River at 
certain points where the same forms the boundary line between 
the States of West Virginia and Kentucky, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 17243) to amend ‘‘An act making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 
13, 1902, reported it with an amendment to the title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Burrows on the 
18th instant proposing to appropriate $75,000 for a ea. 
tender for St. Marys River, Michigan; $25,000 for Middle Island 
light and fog-signal station, Lake Huron, Michigan; and $54,000 








for repairs and reconstruction of Spectacle Reef light station, 
Lake Huron, Michigan, intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15461) for the relief of Daniel 
F. Lee, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 

vas referred the bill (S. 7307) to provide certain souvenir medal- 
lions for the benefit of the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Associa- 
tion of the United States, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
proposing to appropriate $1,500 for continuing the work of clean- 
ing and repairing works of art in the Capitol, including the re- 
pairing of frames, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Burrows on the 
18th instant, proposing to appropriate $125,000 for the Rock of 
Ages light and fog-signal station, Lake Superior, Michigan, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriatien bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KITTREDGE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed in- 
definitely: 

A bill (S. 1252) for the relief of the University of the State of 
Missouri; and 

A bill (S. 5515) for the relief of Robert H. Long. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 14784) granting a pension to Johniken L. 
Mynatt, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 16787) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
G. Hanscom; 

A bill (H. R. 16786) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Sautter; and 

A bill (H. R. 16785) granting an increase of pension to Collins 
W. Wight. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


| amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 16000) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Amadon; and 
A bill (H. R. 12841) granting an increase of pension to William 


ing. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1133) for the relief of the Citizens’ 
Bank of Louisiana, reported it with amendment. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6714) for the relief of Alexander S. Rosen- 
thal, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committce on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 16°56) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Burke, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 15771) granting an increase of pension to Adam Kohl- 
hanff, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 13th 
instant, proposing to increase the salary of the superintendent of 
the fish station at Northville, Mich., from $1,500 to $2,000, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, sub- 
mitted a favorable report thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 


ALLEGHENY RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 7351) to authorize the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Allegheny River, in the State of Pennsylvania, to re- 
port it favorably. with amendments. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is a short bill, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration. 
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The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 


- ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


The first amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 15, before 
the word ‘“‘this,’’ to strike out ‘‘to’’ and insert ‘‘of;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 


Src. 2. That the bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall 
be located and built under and subject to such requirements for the security 
of navigation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to 
secure that object the railroad company shall submit to the Secretary of 
War, for his examination and approval, a design and ne of the bridge 
and a map of the location, giving for the space of 1 mile the depth and cur- 
rent of the river at all points and the location of any other bridge or bridges, 
together with all other information touching said bridge and river as may 
be deemed requisite by the Secretary of War to determine whether anid 
bridge when built will conform to the provisions of this act and cause no 
= us obstruction to the navigation of the river or injuriously affect the 

ow of water. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 4, after the 
word ‘‘ war,”’ toinsert ‘“‘and any changes in said bridge which the 
Secretary of War may at any time deem necessary, and order in 
the interests of navigation, shall be made by the owners thereof 
at their own expense;”’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, upon 
receiving said plan and map, and upon being satisfied that a bridge built on 
such plan and at said locality will conform to the provisions of this act and 
cause no serious obstruction to the navigation of the river or injuriously af- 
fect the flow of water, to notify the said company that he approves the same, 
and upon receiving such notification the said company may proceed to the 
erection of said bridge, conforming strictly to the ap roved plan and loca- 
tion; and should — change be made in the plan of the bridge during the 

rogress of the work thereon or after completion such change shall be sub- 
ject likewise to the approval of the Secretary of War, and any changes in 
said bridge which the Secretary of War may at any time deem necessary, 
and order in the interests of navigation, shall be made by the owners thereof 
at their own expense. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 3, line 10, after the 
word “ railways,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of;’’ in line 12, after the word 
** nostal-telegraph,”’ to insert ‘‘ and telephone;’’ and in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ purposes,”’ to insert: 


And ejual privileges in the use of said tee shall be granted to all tele- 
graph and telephone companies: Provided, That all railroad companies de- 
siring the use of said bridge shall have and be entitled to equal rights and 
privileges relative to the pas e of railway trains over the same and over 
the approaches thereto upon the payment of reasonable compensation for 
such use; and in case the owner or ownersof said bridgeand the several rail- 
road companies, or any oneof them, desiring such use shall faiito agree upon 
the sum or sums to are and upon rules and conditions to which each shall 
conform in using sai — all matters in issue between them shall be 
decided by the Secretary of War i 

proofs of the parties. 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 4. That any bridge constructed under this act shall be a legal struc- 
ture and shall be known as a post road, over which no higher charge shall be 
made for the transportation of mails, troops, and munitions of war, or other 
property of the United States than the rate per mile charged for their trans- 
oo over the railways and public highways leading tosaid bridge. The 

Jnited States shall also have the right of way over said bridge for postal- 
telegraph and telephone purposes, and equal privilegesin the use of said bridge 
shall be granted, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


upon the hearing of the allegations and 


ments were concurred in. 


the third time, and passed. 
ASSISTANT CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 
Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 


trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred | 


the resolution submitted by Mr. TELLER on the 7th instant, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be, and it is hereby, 
authorized to employ an assistant clerk, at an annual salary of $1,800, to be 
_— from the contingent fund of the Senate, until otherwise provided for by 

Ww. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. QUARLES on the 10th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Census be, and it is hereby, author- 
ized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum until otherwise provided by law. 


LANDS AT BUFFALO, WYO. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am directed by the Committee 
on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17192) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to issue a patent to the 
city of Buffalo, Wyo., for certain tracts of land, to report it fa- 
vorably without amendment. The bill is a very short one, and I 
ask for its immediate consideration. 





The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. “ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULBERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7370) for 
the relief of the heirs of Andrew J. Joyce; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7371) for the relief 
of William 8. Gray; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 7372) for the relief of the 
estate of James Grimes Hodges, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee‘on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7373) for the relief of the estate of 
Abraham Hisey, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 7374) to authorize 
Malcolm §. Potter to raise and remove certain sunken vessels, 
boats, floats, or other structures from Lake Champlain; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7375) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred Woodman; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 7376) to provide for the 
purchase of a site for a public bullding at the city of Fernandina, 
in the State of Florida; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Bulldings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7377) to provide for the purchase 
of a site for a public building at the city of Ocala, in the State of 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7378) to increase the limit 
of cost for the purchase of site and the erection of a public build- 
ing at Washington, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7379) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Robert D. Magill; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7380) granting a pension to Paul 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7381) for the 
relief of the estate of J. H. Choice; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8. 7382) for the relief of 
the estate of Andrew J. Joyce, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7383) for the relief 


| of the heirs of the late Lieut. Thomas G. Williams, United States 
The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- | 


Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


: s ‘ | mittee on Military Affairs. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 





Mr. TILL introduced a bill (S. 7384) to refer the claim of 


| the Ursuline nuns for compensation for the burning of their con- 


vent at Columbia, 8S. C., to the Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on i 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment providing for the 
payment to the officers and employees of the Senate and House of 
a sum equal to one month's pay for extra services performed dur- 
ing the second session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, intended to 
be proposed by him to the gees deficiency appropriation. bill; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control tae 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALGER submitted an amendment proposing to a 
$5,000 for the erection in Arlington Cemetery, Virginia, of a monu- 
ment to Charles Vernon Gridley, late captain in the United 
States Navy, and commander of the flagship Olympia in the bat- 
tle of Manila Bay, intended to be proposed by him to the naval 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment relative to the 
place of deposit for records, files, and papers relating to pro- 
ceedings in the circuit and district courts for each of the 
divisions of the district of South Dakota, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 
Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the assistant in charge of the division of fish culture 
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from $2,700 to $3,000; also proposing to increase the salary of the 
assistant in charge division of inquiry respecting food fishes from 


$2,700 to $3,000, and also pro to increase the salary of the 
assistant in charge division of statistics and methods of the fish- 
eries from $2,500 to $3,000, intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PROCTOR subsequently, from the Committee on Fisheries, 
reported favorably the foregoing amendment, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed, 
which was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 17422) to increase the limit of cost of 
certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 
mublic buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of pub- 
fic buildings, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is not 
yet concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. I hope the Senator will not press the motion now. 
The understanding was, I desire to say, that the morning busi- 
ness should be concluded before the motion was made. 

Mr. CULLOM. There seemed to be no further morning busi- 
ness; but I will withhold the motion for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Concurrent and other resolu- 
tions are in order. 


REPORT ON AFFAIRS IN HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed, for. the use of the Senate, 1,682 copies of 
the report, and appendixes thereto, of the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico on the result of the investigations of said 
subcommittee in the Territory of Hawaii. 


IRONCLAD MONITOR TUNKIS. 


Mr. QUAY. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (8S. 3838) to refer to the Court 
of Claims the claim for the Tunwis. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to refer to the Court of Claims the claims for further 
compensation for the construction of the ironclad monitor Tunxis 
by the contractors or their legal representatives. 

The bill was reportetl to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, several Senators have asked for 
the privilege of having little bills passed, and I wish to announce 
that I shall not make the motion to proceed to the consideration 
of executive business before 12 o’clock, but I shall make it at that 
time. 

‘ RESOLUTION PROPOSING VOTE ON STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. QUAY. There is a resolution on the table which went 
over from yesterday to come up to-day. I ask that it may go 
over until to-morrow without prejudice to its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


HENRY P. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask at this time to call up the bill 
(H. R. 6516) for the relief of Henry P. Montgomery, surviving 
executor of Granville Garnett, deceased. 

I will state to the Senate that this is a bill remitting some 
twelve hundred and odd dollars to a citizen of Kentucky who, in 
1862. went upon the bond of a neighbor, conditioned that his 
neighbor would keep the e toward the United States. That 
neighbor afterwards joined the Confederate army and the bond 
was forfeited. The property of the surety was sold for that 
amount and covered into the Treasury. On the 4th day of No- 
vember, 1864, upon a letter of the gentleman who was afterwards 
Attorney-General of the United States, Mr. Speed, of Kentucky, 
President Lincoln granted, or at least undertook to grant, a 
pardon. He made an indorsement upon that letter of the date of 
the 4th of November, 1864, as follows: 

So far as it is legally competent for the President so to do, Mr. Garnett is 
hereby relieved in the case within named. 

The court declined, upon the alleged informality of that action, 
to refund the money, and it was paid into the Treasury. The 
House passed the bill unanimously, refunding the amount to the 
executor of this man’s estate. The committee of the Senate has 


unanimously rted the bill favorably. I now ask that the 
Senate bill be indefinitely postponed, and that the Senate will con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 6516) for the relief of Henry P. Montgomery, 
surviving executor of Granville Garnett, deceased, which is iden- 
tical in language with the Senate bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Scn- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to pay to Henry P. Montgomery, surviving executor 
of Granville Garnett, deceased, late of Owen County, State of 
Kentucky, $1,280.30, being a refund of the amount paid by Gar- 
nett to the United States, October 7, 1865, in satisfaction of a 
judgment of the United States circuit court for the district of 

entucky against him as surety on a peace bond of one W. G. 
Humber, which judgment had theretofore been remitted by the 
President of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill (S. 5940) for the re- 
lief of Henry P. Montgomery wil! be indefinitely postponed. 

ELMER E. FORESHAY. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

I introduced a resolution, which was considered day before yes- 
terday, and on that day it went over, retaining its place, to fol- 
low the consideration of the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. The resolution offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania was debated yesterday until the morn- 
ing hour expired. I wish to know what has become of my reso- 
lution, which was to have been taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The REcorpD rather indicates 
that unanimous consent was given that this resolution might lie 
on the table until the other was finally disposed of. Ordinarily, 
after the second morning, the Chair would order the resolution 
to go to the Calendar, but under the consent, as it appears in the 
ReEcorD, the Chair feels that the Senator has a right to have his 
resolution placed before the Senate now. 

Mr. DUBOIS. That was my understanding. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will lay the resolu- 
tion before the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the resolution is to be discussed, I hope the 
Senator will not ask that it be taken up for consideration this 
morning. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I donot feel justified in allowing the resolution 
to go over. I should like to have it disposed of. I am sure that 
the Senate will pass the resolution. I should not think that it 
would be discussed any more. 

Mr. CULLOM. A few moments ago I desisted from making a 
motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business and 
announced that I would not make the motion until 12 o’clock. 
If the resolution goes through without consuming longer time 
than that, I have no objection to it, but a great many Senators 
here desire to have little bills passed, and I yielded especially for 
that purpose. Otherwise I have no objection to whatever may 
be considered. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], 
whom I do not see in the Chamber at this moment, desires, I 
know, to say something on this resolution; I think I myself 
probably do; and I would be very glad if the Senator from Idaho 
would allow it to go over in the absence of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I have no disposition to unduly press the reso- 
lution, but I think it ought to be voted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I assure the Senator there is no desire to delay 
a vote upon it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam quite willing that it shall go over, retain- 
ing its place on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, by unanimous consent, 
the resolution goes over, retaining its placa 


CLAIMS OF CITIZENS OF VIRGINIA. 


Mr. MARTIN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9632) for the allowance of claims of 
certain citizens of Virginia for damages to their property incident 
to the encampment at Manassas and march from Camp Alger to 
Thoroughfare Gap, Virginia, as recommended by a board of officers 
appointed for the consideration of claims for damages to property 
by volunteer soldiers during the war with Spain. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF M. F. MERRITT, DECEASED. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 5955) 
for the relief of the representatives of M. F. Merritt, deceased. 
The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
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Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded toits considera- 


‘tion. It provides that the claim of M. F. Merritt for further 


compensation for the construction of the light-draft monitor 
Cohoes may be submitted by his personal representatives, within 
six months after the passage of this act, to the Court of Claims, 
under and in compliance with the rules and regulations of the 
court; and the court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine 
and render judgment upon the same. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RUDOLF HERBST. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 6681) for the relief of Rudolf Herbst. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It directs the accounting officers of the Treasury to reopen the 
claim of Rudolf Herbst as acting hospital steward of the United 
States Army and hospital steward of the First Montana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to allow him the pay, allowances, and extra 
pay of a hospital steward from August 18, 1898, the date of his 
appointment as such, to the date of the muster out of the First 
Montana Volunteer Infantry, less the pay, allowances, and extra 
pay received by him for that period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PENSIONS TO REMARRIED WIDOWS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 12141) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act amending section 
4708 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to 
pensions to remarried widows,’’ approved March 3, 1901. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to amend section 4708 so as to read: 

Src. 4708. The remarriage of any widow, dependent mother, or dependent 
sister entitled to pension shall not bar her right to such pension to the date 
of her remarriage, whether an application therefor was filed before or after 
such marriage; but on the remarriage of any widow, dependent mother, or 
dependent sister povene © pension such pension shall cease: Provided, how- 
ever, That any widow who was the lawful wife of any officer or enlisted man 
or other person in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States, as 
described in agraphs 1, 2, and 8 of section 4693 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, ae Se period of his service in any war, and whose 
name was placed or shall hereafter be placed on the pension roll because of 
her husband's death as the result of wound or injury received or disease con- 
tracted in such military or naval service, and whose name has been or shall 
hereafter be —— from said pension roll by reason of her marriage to 
another person who has since died or shall hereafter die, or from whom she 
has been heretofore or shall be hereafter divorced, upon her own application 
and without fault on her part, and if she is without means of support other 
than her daily labor, as defined by the acts of June 27, 1890, and t 9, 1900, 
shall be entitled to have her name again placed on the pension roll at the 
rate now provided for widows by the acts of J aly, 14, 1862, March 3, 1873, and 
March 19, 1886, such pension to commence from the date of the filing of her 
application in the Pension Bureau after the approval of this act: And pro- 
vided further, That where such widow is already in receipt of a pension from 
the United States she shall not be entitled to restoration under thisact: And 
provided further, That where the pension of said widow on her second or 
subsequent marriage has accrued toa helpless or idiotic child, or a child or 
children under the age of 16 years, she shall not be entitled to restoration 
under thisact unless said helpless or idiotic child, or child or children under 
16 years of age, be then a member or members of her family and cared for b 
her, and upon the restoration of said widow the payment of pension to sai 
child or children shall cease. 

Section 2 extends the.provisions of this act to those widows 
otherwise entitled whose husbands died of wounds, injuries, or 
disease contracted during the period of their military or naval 
service, but who were deprived of pension under the act of March 
8, 1865, because of their failure to draw any pension by reason of 
their remarriage. 

Section 3 provides that no claim agent or other person shall be 
entitled to receive any compensation for services in making appli- 
cation for pension under this act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the Senator from New 
Hampshire explain the provisions of the bill. How many new 
names will be placed on the pension roll by the bill, and what will 
be the expense to the Government? 

Mr. GALLINGER. A single word will explain it, Mr. Presi- 
dent. At the last Congress we an act restoring remarried 
widows to the a roll, but in that act there was a slight omis- 
sion, so that the widow of a master of a gunboat or a pilot, who 
ordinarily would have been included in the bill, was omitted be- 
cause of a provision in a former statute. 

The bill simply includes a very small class. There will be but 
a very few persons added to the roll; but the committee think 
that they are equally entitled to consideration with those who 
were pensioned under the act which was passed at the last Con- 


2S8. 
erThe House has passed thy bill, and I have examined it with ex- 
treme care, as did our committee, and I feel sure that it ought to 
pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. PETTUS. Iask the indulgence of the Senate to consider 
presently the bill (H. R. 17052) to authorize the building of a 
railroad bridge across the Tennessee River at a point between 
Lewis Bluff, in Morgan County, Ala., and Guntersville, in Mar- 
shall County, Ala. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16021) making appropri- 
ations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 36, 87, 40, 41, 42, 44, 
47, 48, 50, 52, 53, 60, 64, 67, 68, 70, 71, 83, 84, 88, 89, 90, 91, 109, 125, 126,127, 130, 132, 
133, 134, 139, 144, 145, 147, 156, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 166, 177, 183, 184, 192, 193, 
202, 208, 204, 210, 211, 218, and 231. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
28, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28,30, 81,82, 34, 38, 39, 43, 45, 49, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 65, 66, 72, 78,74, 75, 
76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 85, 87, 89, 92, 94, '95,'96, 97, 98, 99, 101, 102) 108, 104. 105, 108, 
107, 108, 110, 111, 112, 118, 114, 116, 117, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 128, 135, 136, 137, 
140, 142, 143, 146, 150, 151, 158, 154, 155, 157, 165, 167, 169, 170, 171, 172, 178, 174, 175, 
176, 178, 179, 180, 181, 186, 187, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 205, 206, 209, 216, 
217, 219, 220, 221, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, 220, 230, 282, and 234, andagree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 29, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum Socpenell inert ‘* $75,000; "" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 14 of the bill, in lines 16 and 17, strike out the words “‘seven hundred 
and twenty” and in lieu thereof insert the words “one thousand;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$90,200; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $7,980;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 51, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $7,080;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered &, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$90,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$101,300; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$172,200;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 68, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$44,430;"" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘*$670,410;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$386,210;"’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: ‘1 
clerk of class 4; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said Senate amendment insert the fol- 
Lowe **, and $250 additional for services as actuary;”’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 118, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘$19,426; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 128, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘‘ $26,600;". and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 131, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $40,510; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $56,300;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 141, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $21,760; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $2,750;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 149, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘' $10,250;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 152, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “and” at the end of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
insert the words “such successors thereof; and on 80 of the bill, in 
line 20, after the word “ bureaus,” insert the words ‘‘and in whatever grades 
of the classified service they may be assigned;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Inlieu ofthe sum proposed insert ‘* $16,800:"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 168, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “* $128,980; and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 182, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Inlieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $143,420;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 185, and a: to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its greement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 188, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieuof the sum proposed insert ‘ $1,000;” and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 189, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘$250;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 190, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $4,500;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $51,900;"" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 207, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $2,250;*" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 208, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $309,800;*’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 212, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $7,500;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 213, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$1,500; "" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 214, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $4,500; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 215, and a: to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ bm ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 222, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$186,440; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 233, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert, ‘*$26,820;". and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
8. M. CULLOM, 

E. WARREN, 
M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. A. HEMENWAY, 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


F. 
F. 


The report was agreed to. 
LIGHT-DRAFT MONITOR ETLAH. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate bill 7002. Two bills have just been 
passed in almost the same language and for a similar purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
referred to by him; which will be read to the Senate in full for 
its information. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 7002) for the relief of the con- 
tractor or his Seed representatives for the construction of the 
light-draft monitor Etlah; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes that the claim of the contractor or his legal represent- 
atives for the construction of the light-draft monitor Etlah may 
be submitted by the contractor or his legal representative within 
six months after the passage of this act to the Court of Claims, 
under and in compliance with the rules and regulations of that 
court, and that the court shall have jurisdiction, legal and equit- 
able, to hear and determine and render judgment thereon; and 

vps the basis upon which the investigation of the claim shall 

» made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for the third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

HAMILTON M. SAILORS. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5070) for the relief of Hamilton 
M. Sailors. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 








of the Treasury to pay Hamilton M. Sailors, late Company K, 
One hundred and first Indiana Volunteers, the difference of pay 
and allowances between those of a private and those of a second 
lieutenant from May 26, 1863, to October 10, 1863, he having per- 
formed the duties of that office under proper appointment and 
assignment during that period. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT OF THE SABINE, TEXAS. 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 3517. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which 
will be read to the Senate in full for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 3517) to amend the law creating 
the district of the Teche, Louisiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HANNA. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio ob- 
jects. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. Is it 
in order to move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill notwithstanding the objection? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
which has just been read in full to the Senate. The question is 
on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Texas to the fact that it has been substantially 
understood that the Senate is to go into executive session at 12 
o’clock to-day. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no desire to interfere with that arrange- 
ment, but if I can have an understanding that this bill shall re- 
main before the Senate and can be taken up to-morrow at any 
time, I shall be very glad. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill is before the Senate now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to say to the Senator from Texas that 
there is no ‘‘ arrangement ’”’ that the Senate shall go into execu- 
tive session at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Alabama advises me that 
there is no arrangement about going into executive session at 12 
o’clock, and I will say to the Senator from Illinois that I think 
we can get through with the consideration of the bill by 12 o’clock, 
unless there be some unexpected debate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well; go ahead. 
bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. In order to conform to an agreement with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster] to take out of this bill all 
that part of it which relates to the State of Louisiana, I desire to 
propose certain amendments. 

In the first place, on page 1, in section 1, line 3, after the word 


I am for the Senator’s 


**of,’? I move to strike out the words ‘‘the Teche” and insert 
‘* Sabine; *’ so as to make it read ‘‘the district of Sabine:;’’ and 
in line 4, beginning with the words ‘‘ the States,’’ I move to strike 
out down to and including the words ‘** Gulf of Mexico.’’ in line 9, 


and to insert ‘‘ the State of Texas from the Sabine Pass.”’ 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 1, in section 1, line 3,after the words 
** district of,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ the Teche’’ and insert 
**Sabine;’’ and in line 4, after the words “‘ part of,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out: 


The States of Louisiana and Texas commencing at the town of Plaquemine, 
in the parish of Iberville; thence down the western bank of the Mississippi 


River to the town of Donaldsonville, in the parish of Ascension; thence down 
the Bayou Lafourche and along its eastern bank to the Gulf of Mexico. 
So as to read: 


That the district of Sabine shall comprise all of the waters and shores of 
that part of the State of Texas from the Sabine Pass of Ascension: thence 
westerly along the coast of the Gulf of Mexico to the boundary line between 
Chambers and Jefferson counties, Texas; thence north and east with the 


west and north boundary line of said Jefferson County to the Neches River; 
thence up said river to the boundary line between Jasper and Angelina coun- 
ties, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. On page 2, in section 1, line 2, after the word 
**thence,’’ I move to strike out ‘‘west’’ and insert ‘‘ east; ’’ in line 
4, after the words ‘‘ Sabine River,’’ to strike out ‘‘ to a point due 
west from the town of Plaquemine, in the State of Louisiana, and 
thence;’’ in line 8, after the word ‘‘entry,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and 
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Morgan City, Louisiana;’’ and in line 9, after the word “ be,” to 
insert ‘‘a,’’ and change the word ‘‘ subports”’ to *‘ subport.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, section 1, line 2, after the word 
‘“‘thence,”’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ west’ and insert ‘‘ east;’’ 
in line 4, after the words ‘‘Sabine River,’’ to strike out ‘‘to a 
point due west from the town of Plaquemine, in the State of 
Louisiana, and thence;”’ in line 8, after the word ‘* entry,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘and Morgan City, La.;’’ and in line 9, after the word ‘“‘ be,”’ 
to insert the article *‘a’’ and to change the word “‘ subports”’ to 
**subport;’’ so as to read: 

Thence east With the north boundary lines of Jasper and Newton coun- 
ties, Tex., to the Sabine River: thence down the Sabine River to the place of 
beginning; in which district Port Arthur, in the county of Jefferson, Tex., 
shall be the port of entry, and Sabine, Tex., shall be a subport of entry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. MaylI inquire what is the bill which is under 
consideration? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A bill to establish a new cus- 
toms district in the State of Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move to further amend, on page 2, section 2, 
line 10, by striking out the words ‘“‘the Teche’? and inserting 
‘** Sabine.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. On page 2, in section 2, line 10, after the 
word ‘‘ of,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘the Teche’’ and insert 
‘** Sabine; *’ so as to make the section read: 

Src. 2. That there shall be in the district of Sabine a collector, who shall 
reside at Port Arthur, Jefferson County, Tex. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend- 
ments as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to 
the Senate as amended. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I objected to the consideration 
of the bill for the simple reason that it had not received the in- 
dorsement of the Committee on Commerce, which committee has 
had this bill under consideration a number of times. I have no 
desire to interpose any objection to the further consideration of 
the bill, but I prefer to have it recommitted to the Committee on 
Commerce, so that the amendments which have been inserted in 
the bill may be considered by the committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I desire to say that if that mo- 
tion prevails the bill may as well be abandoned. 

In reply to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], I wish to say 
that this bill is a very simple one. Originally two States were 
concerned, but in its present amended form the bill omits the 

orts of Louisiana, at the request of the Louisiana Senators, and 
it now simply provides for a port of entry to accommodate cer- 
tain commerce in the State of Texas. 

The long delay before the Committee on Commerce was due to 
contests between rival and conflicting interests. A large invest- 
ment has been made by certain New York capitalists at Sabine 
Pass, and another large investment has been made by Western 
capitalists at Port Arthur. As to the rivalries between those 
gentlemen I have no particular preference, but I do not believe 
that the rival ambitions of the respective towns ought to incon- 
venience the commerce of that section. In addition to the fact 
that the Senators from the State of Texas are earnestly in favor 
of this bill, the Secretary of the Treasury has strongly recom- 
mended its passage. Upon that statement I am willing to leave 
the question to the decision of the Senate. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, in regard to the limit of time 
within which this bill can be considered, I think the Senator is mis- 
taken. The Committee on Commerce is to hold anadjourned meet- 
irg this afternoon to take up other matters, and if there is any 
additional information which can be brought before the committee 
as to this bill, either in regard to the amendments or in regard to 
the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, it is only 
fair that the committee should have an opportunity to consider 
these subjects before the bill is finally acted upon by the Senate. 

I am told that there has been additional information received, 
and because of that fact and of the fact that the committee have 
not reported the bill favorably, I think, as a member of that com- 
mittee, I simply stand for the rights of the committee in insisting 
that they shall be allowed to consider any new matter that might 
change their opinion upon the subject. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Ohio be kind enough to 
tell me what the new matter is? If there is any new matter I am 
not aware of it; butif theve is, and if it is sufficient torequire fur- 
ther consideration, I will agree to the motion of the Senator. 

Mr. HANNA. I refer to what the Senator mentioned—the 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BAILEY. That has been on file with the committee all 
the while. 
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Mr. HANNA. The letter to which the Senator referred has 
not come before the committee for consideration. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iknow; butthatis simply another letter affirm- 
ing exactly what the Secretary of the Treasury said to the com- 
mittee nine months ago. 

Mr. HANNA. Very well. I simply insist on the reference in 
behalf of the committee, who have not reported on this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. They have reported adversely on it. 

Mr. HANNA. Well; who have reported adversely on it. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it is in order, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me say to the Senator from Ilinois that he 
will expedite what he desires by allowing the fate of this bill to 
be decided. I want to have it out of my way. If I can not have 
the bill passed now, I want to know it. If it goes back to the 


| committee, I want to abandon it, and I shall have nothing more 


to say about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I willyield for a few minutes for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Commerce. [Putting the question.] By the 
sound the ‘‘ noes”’ have it. 

Mr. HANNA. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us have a division first. 

nny > aaa being put, there were on a division—ayes 25, 
noes 24. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). On account of the 
absence of the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Summons], 
with whom I have a general pair, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called), I have a pair with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McEnrery], whois absent; and, 
therefore, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I havé a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]; but I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], 
and vote. I vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
La and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). _ I inquire whether 
the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
he has not voted. 

Mr. QUARLES. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. MitcHELL]. I per- 
ceive that he has not voted, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. My colleague [Mr. Money] 
is unavoidably absent because of sickness. He is paired with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER]. If present, my colleague 
would vote ** nay.”’ 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am paired with the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Monry], but on the statement of his colleague that if 
present he would vote “‘ nay,” on this question, I vote *‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. DEPEW. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. McEnrry] to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL], and vote ** yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I inquire if I have a right to vote? I did not 
quite understand the statement of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. DEPEW. I said that I transferred my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. McENERy] to the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MircHe.y]. 

Mr.DUBOIS. Thattransfer of pairs leaves me at liberty to vote. 

Mr. DEPEW. Yes. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the negative). I transfer 

my pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kearns] to the 
a from Mississippi [Mr. Monry], and will let my vote 
stand. 
« Mr. TALIAFERRO. I have a general pair with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. If he were, here I should vote 
“we 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 

Alger, Depew, Hanna, Perkins, 
Allison, Dillingham, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 

rd, den, Kean, Platt, N. Y. 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, Kittredge, Proctor, 
Burnham, Foster, Wash. Lodge, Simon, 
Burrows, Te McComas, Warren, 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger, McCumber, Wetmore. 
Deboe, Gamble, Nelson, 





aE ae 


LL 


————— 





NAYS—22. 

Aldrich, Cockrell, Heitfeld, Penrose, 
Bacon, Cullom, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Bailey, Dolliver, McLaurin, Miss. aay, 
Bate, Dubois, Mallory, wlins, 
Berry, Foraker, Martin, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Foster, La. Millard, Teller, 
Carmack, Gibson, Morgan, Tillman; 
Clay, Harris, Patterson, Turner. 

NOT VOTING—25. 
Burton, Hale, Mason, Stewart, 
Clapp, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Taliaferro, 
Clark, Mont. , mmedang Money, Vest, 
Culberson, Jones, Ney. Pritchard, Wellington. 
Daniel, Kearns, uarles, 
Dietrich, McEnery, Scott, 
Elkins, McLaurin, 8.C. Simmons, 


So the Senate refused to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still before the 

Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Texas that he 
now allow the bill to go over, so that we may see it in printed 
form, and then it can be taken up to-morrow for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am perfectly willing to do that. To get it | 
out of the way, I accept that suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But that can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope there will be no objection from any- 
body to that course being pursued. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that request will be granted. 

Mr. BAILEY. I construed the suggestion into a request for | 
unanimous consent. But I now make the request for unanimous 
consent that the bill may go over until to-morrow, and that it be 
printed in its amended form and come up in the morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That it be taken up for con- 
sideration in the morning hour? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to understand that request for unanimous 
consent. I suppose a bill taken up in the morning hour by unani- 
mous consent requires unanimous consent clear through all of its 
stages; that is, if any Senator should object to this bill at any 
time that would stop it. Is that so? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; this bill has been taken up by a vote. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I make no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire objects. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Texas for a state- 
ment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply desire to say that f shall not interrupt 
the proceedings of the Senate at this point to insist upon the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill; but I give notice that to-morrow 
I will move that the Senate proceed to its consideration, if such a 
motion is neces y. Of that I am not advised. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will not be before the 
ae neg for consideration to-morrow. It will go back to the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will go back to the Calendar. 

Mr. RAILEY. I will allow it to go back to the Calendar and 
will call it up to-morrow. Meanwhile, I ask that the bill be re- 

rinted as it has been amended, so that Senators may have it be- 

ore them in its amended form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks 
that the bill be reprinted as already amended. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears no objection, and the order is made. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I make my usual request that on 
Friday, the 27th of February, the vote be taken on what is 
known as the omnibus statehood bill and all amendments now 
pending or hereafter to be offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that on Friday, the 27th day of 
February—— 

Mr. AY. At 2 o'clock in the afternoon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That on Friday, the 27th day 
of February, at 2 o’clock in the afternoon, the vote be taken on | 
the statehood bill, on all amendments then pending, and all | 
amendments then offered, without further debate, Is there ob- 
jection? 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 17 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. 

[The Senate, in executive session, at 10 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m., took a recess until to-morrow, Friday, Febraary 20, 1903, 
at 11 o’clock a. m.]} 


NOMINATIONS. 


| Executive nominations received by the Senate February 19, 1903. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
William R. Day, of Ohio, now serving as United States circuit 
judge for the sixth judicial circuit, to be associate justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, vice George Shiras, jr., who 


| has resigned, to take effect February 24, 1903, 


CIRCUIT JUDGE, 


John K. Richards, of Ohio, now serving as Solicitor-General, 
to be United States circuit judge for the sixth judicial circuit, 


| vice William R. Day, nominated to be associate justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 


SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 


Henry M. Hoyt, of Pennsylvania, now serving as Assistant At- 
torney-General, to be Solicitor-General, vice John K. Richards, 
nominated to be United States circuit judge for the sixth judicial 
circuit. 

DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Page Morris, of Minnesota, to be United States district judge 
for the district of Minnesota, commencing with July 1,1903. An 
original appointment under the act approved February 4, 1903, 
entitled ‘‘An act providing for an additional district judge in the 
district of Minnesota.’’ 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
Medical Department. 


1. Charles Franklin Craig, of Connecticut, to be assistant sur- 
geon with the rank of first lieutenant, February 18, 1903, to fill 
an original vacancy. 

2. William Phythian Banta, of Kentucky, to be assistant sur- 
geon with the rank of first lieutenant, February 18, 1903, to fill 
an original vacancy. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Ordnance Department. 


1. Lieut. Col. Frank H. Phipps, Ordnance Department, to be 
colonel, February 17, 1903, vice Farley, appointed brigadier- 
general, 

2. Lieut. Col. James W. Reilly, Ordnance Department, to be 
colonel, February 18, 1903, vice Babbitt, retired from active 
service. 

3. Maj. John Pitman, Ordnance Department, to be lieutenant- 


| colonel, February 17, 1903, vice Phipps, promoted. 


4. Maj. Charles Shaler, Ordnance Department, to be lieutenant- 


| colonel, February 18, 1903, vice Reilly, promoted. 


5. Capt. Orin B. Mitcham, Ordnance Department, to be major, 
February 17, 1903, vice Pitman, promoted. 

6. Capt. Henry D. Borup, Ordnance Department, to be major, 
February 18, 1903, vice Shaler, promoted. 

7. First Lieut. Samuel Hof, Ordnance Department, to be cap- 
tain, February 17, 1903, vice Mitcham, promoted. 

Cavalry Arm. 

1. Second Lieut. Jens E. Stedje, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 16, 1903, vice Boyd, Fourth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

2. Second Lieut. John E. Hemphill, Third Cavalry, to be first 


‘lieutenant, January 24, 1903, vice Whitehead, Tenth Cavalry, 


promoted. 
Infantry Arm. 


3. First Lieut. Chauncey B. Humphrey, Seventeenth Infantry, 
to be captain, February 10, 1903, vice Howe, Twenty-second In- 
fantry, promoted. 

4. Second Lieut. Donald C. McClelland, Eighteenth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, December 5, 1902, vice Read, Thirteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. Herman B. Parker, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon, to rank as such from March 38, 1903, in the 
United States Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

Asst. Surg. John F. Anderson, of Virginia, to be a passed assist- 
ant surgeon, to rank as such from March 18, 1903, in the United 
States Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

Asst. Surg. Rudolph H. von Ezdorf, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be a passed assistant surgeon, to rank as such from 
March 4, 1903, in the United States Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 


George F. Hirsch, to be postmaster at Longbeach, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California, in place of George F. 
Hirsch. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

CONNECTICUT. 


Charles A. Keyes, to be postmaster at Southington, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in place of Charles 
A. Keyes. Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903. 

ILLINOIS. 


Isaac Newland, to be postmaster at Colchester, in the county of 
McDonough and State of Ilincis, in place of Isaac Newland. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

KANSAS. 


J. H. Buckman, to be postmaster at Lyndon, in the county of 
Osage and State of Kansas, in place of John W. Keenan, deceased. 
David J. Keller, to be postmaster at National Military Home, 


in the county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas, in place of | 


James W. Powell. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
15, 1903. 

MICHIGAN. 

George Barie, to be postmaster at Pinconning, in the county of 
Bay and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1902. 

p MINNESOTA. 
Samuel Sweningsen, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county 


of Mower and State of Minnesota, in place of Samuel Swening- | 


sen. ®*ncumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 
MISSOURI. 


Samuel J. Wilson, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of 
Macon and State of Missouri, in place of Samuel J. Wilson. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Natt A. Cram, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire, in place of Natt A. 
Cram. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

Walter W. Mason, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in place of Walter W. 
Mason. Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903. 

NEW YORK. 

Chauncey E. Argersinger, to be postmaster at Albany, in the 
county of Albany and State of New York, in place of Chauncey 
E. Argersinger. Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 
1903. 

Alfred G. Boshart, to be postmaster at Lowville, in the county 


of Lewis and State of New York, in place of Alfred G. Boshart. | 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1903. 

Horace L. Burrill, to be postmaster at Weedsport, in the county 
of Cayuga and State of New York, in place of Horace L. Burrill. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 


William H. Cooper, to be postmaster at Laurinburg, in the 
county of Scotland and State of North Carolina, in place of Wil- 
liam H. Cooper. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

Alexander M. Long, to be postmaster at Rockingham, in the 
county of Richmond and State of North Carolina, in place of Alex- 
ander M. Long. Incumbent’s commission expired July 7, 1902. 

OHIO. 


Otis T. Locke, to be postmaster at Tiffin, in the county of Sen- 
eca and State of Ohio, in place of Otis T. Locke. Incumbent’s 
commission expires March 3, 1903. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

William T. Dantz, to be postmaster at Westgrove, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Isaac Martin. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903. 

Joseph H. Downing, to be postmaster at East Downingtown, in 
the county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 


J —— H. Downing. Incumbent’s commission expires March 8, 
1903. 

Moses A. Foltz, to be postmaster at Chambersburg, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Moses 
A. Foltz. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

William W. Kemble, to be postmaster at Tidioute, in the county 
of Warren and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Cornelius P, 
Bucklin. Incumbent’s commission expires March 8, 1903. 


TENNESSEE. 


James M. Pardue, to be postmaster at Sweetwater, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Tennessee, in place of James M. Pardue. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903. 


TEXAS. 

J. Allen Myers, to be postmaster at Bryan, in the county of 
Brazos and State of Texas, in place of Tyler Haswell. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

WISCONSIN. 

Cyrus C. Glass, to be postmaster at River Falls, in the county 
of Pierce and State of Wisconsin, in place of Cyrus C. Glass. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 19, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation 

bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
j age House on the state of the Union, with Mr. LAWRENCE in 
the chair. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I will state for the information of 
the committee that the provision relating to the increase in the 
personnel of the Navy was read last evening, and is now subject 
to amendment. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ midshipman,” page 56, line 22, add: 

“That additional appointments shall hereafter be made each year by the 
President of the following persons: Thecadet or student standing first in the 
graduating class of that year in the nautical training school of each State in 
which such school is now or hereafter maintained at the public expense. 
The cadet or student ranking second in said graduating class shall be desig- 
nated as alternate and shall receive the appointment in case the cadet stand- 
ing first is unable or unwilling to accept or fulfill it; in a like manner the 
cadet ranking third shall be an alternate for the cadet ranking second.” 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is founded on 
| the bill H. R. 7640, introduced by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. McCatu]. There are in the United States three nau- 
tical training schools, one at Boston, one at New York, and one 
at Philadelphia. The primany object of these training schools is 
to supply officers and men for the merchant marine. I brought 
this subject up in the committee and I investigated it so far as 
the Naval Department was concerned, and asked their opinion. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. LESSLER. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. Are the schools Government or private schools? 

Mr. LESSLER. They are public schools, maintained in Boston 
| by Massachusetts, in Philadelphia by Pennsylvania, and in the 
| city of New York under the jurisdiction of the New York City 
| board of education. Each of these States and cities appropriates 
a large sum of money, and the bill has resolutions of indorsement 
from all of the various bodies governing these various schools. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LESSLER. Just a minute, please. I was starting to say 
that I went to the Navy Department. The Department has not 
objected to the bill. Their criticism, strange to say, is that it 
will harm the schools, and they base that on an experience with 
the similar school maintained by the United States at New Lon- 
don, an apprentice school. They found there that the school ran 
down, but I do not believe that the parallel is a similar one. 

In my judgment it will bring a better class of men and boys 
from the city to the school which is training these young men 
for the sea, and in my judgment we ought to get, if we can, at 
least one boy a year from each of these places for the great school 
at Annapolis. Gentlemen may not know, but the great seacoast 
States, the New England States, which drew their life and money 

















and wealth and men from the sea, have in late years degenerated 
so far as that is concerned, and the great West is now supplying 
us with the men who are manning the Navy. So any movement 
which will tend to bring one boy a year into the service from the 

eat States in which are situated the cities of Boston and Phila- 
felphia and New York, or from other great States, is directly in- 
strumental in helping to upbuild the Navy and in giving to the 
boys of those great seaboard towns an idea that there is something 
better to look forward to than simply being a sailor aboard our 
declining merchant marine or even an officer in that service. I 
think if gentlemen will look into this question they will see that 
it will uplift the schools and help to put one boy from each at least 
into the Navy. I find in the records of the committee that the 
board of education of New York, and I believe also the legislature 
of Massachusetts, has passed a resolution asking that this be 


done. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman,I desire to knowif this amend- 
ment operates in any way to limit the appointments already pro- 
vided for in the bill. I did not hear the amendment read, so that 
I could well understand it, nor have I had an opportunity to look 
it Over. 

Mr. LESSLER. Not at all. This simply gives the President 
the power and makes it peremptory upon his part to appoint the 
cadet ranking first to the Naval Academy. If the cadet ranking 
first shall fail to pass the examination, then the alternate shall be 
the man to stand second, and in case of his failure then the man 
who stands third. 

Mr. RIXEY. Ought not the gentleman to have in his amend- 
ment some limitation in regard to the age of the cadet? 

Mr. LESSLER. The limitation that is general in the Academy 
must apply to that. 

Mr. RIXEY. But would it apply to this special act? 

Mr. LESSLER. Ithinkso. A general limit is there as to the 
ages, and the gentleman knows all about that. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to say that on the statement 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. LEssLEer] that his amend- 
ment proposes no interference with the appointments by Con- 
gressmen as already contemplated in the provisions of the bill I 
shall not insist on the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, Mr. Chairman, then I shall 
renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 
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of order against the amendment is not good and am ready to sub- 
mit to the rulin 






of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The rule provides explicitly that it shall 
be in order to consider legislation providing for an increase of 
midshipmen, etc. It will SS necessary, in order to do this, that 
this bill shall adopt some method by which the increase shall be 
made. The Chair does not see why the method proposed by the 
gentleman from New York is not as much in order under the 
rule as the method proposed by the committee in the bill. It is 
for the House to decide which method is wiser, but either method 
would seem to be in order. 

Therefore the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I hope that this amend- 
ment will not be adopted. I want to say only a word upon it. 

The proposition has not had any serious consideration. It is 
not recommended by the committee, it is not recommended 
by the Navy Department, and it revolutionizes our historic 
system of appointments to the Naval Academy and the Acad- 
emy at West Point. All these appointments are made through 
the intervention of Representatives and Senators and by the 
President making such appointments at large. If we thus 
change the method by which entrance to West Point and An- 
napolis is brought about, we shall find similar naval schools, 
now being established here and there over the country, as well as 
every military school in the country, seeking for the same sort of 
legislation, authorizing, with equal reason and with as sound 
foundation, that the leading man in each of those schools shall be 
appointed to one academy or the other. I think, Mr. Chairman, 
that we ought not, at least now, in this unadvised manner, to enter 
upon such a revolutionary policy. 

Mr. LESSLER. The gentleman from Ohio will allow me to 
state to him that the appointments of apprentices to the naval 
school formerly situated at New London were made without 
the intervention of Congressmen. That school being given up, 
of course the appointments were given up. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The apprentices’ school was a branch 
of the Navy Department, and the Navy permits the appointment 


| of officers—certain warrant officers and others—through other 


i 





Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. As I understand it, this will | 


change existing law. While I have not a copy of the rule before 


increase, and under the rule providing only for an increase it | 
would not be proper to provide different qualifications for that | 
increase. 

Mr. LESSLER. Therule provides that the point of order shall 
not be taken against the proposition changing existing law. The 
existing law is that the President shall appoint, upon the rec- 
ommendation of Congressmen, a cadet at such and such time. 
We change that existing law now and give the President five 
more under this amendment. We give each Congressman and 
each Senator an additional cadet during one term, and we change 
existing law. This in no way violates, contravenes, or contra- 
dicts that. I submit, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. May I interrupt the gentle- 
man? 

Mr. LESSLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Isit not the purpose of your 
amendment to have these cadets to which you refer as an addition 
to the number provided for in the item in the bill? 

Mr. LESSLER. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. They are to be an additional 
number? 

Mr. LESSLER. Yes; the bill gives the President five addi- 
tional, for instance, to those he has now. 
gentleman’s point of order is well taken. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
that the increase referred to in the rule—I must say that I have not 





yet a copy of it—was an increase according to the item in this bill | 


and according to the law that we now have—merely to increase 
the number in that manner. 

Mr. LESSLER. Let me ask this question: If this House shoul 1 
desire to pass an amendment giving to each Congressman tlhe »- 
pointment of two naval cadets instead of one, does the gentlenian 
think that such a proposed change would not come within the 
rule? As I understan 
to amendment. We can strike out or we can increase. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. After reading this rule, a copy 
of which has just been handed me, and seeing that it contains the 
language ‘‘it shall be in order to consider legislation providing 
for an increase,’’ I must say that I am of opinion that the point 


I do not believe the | 


| from the volunteer officers who served in the Marine Corps during ae war 


channels than by way of Annapolis. But never yet, so far as I 
know, has an appointment been made from a private or public 
school outside of Government direction. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to say that if this amendment is to 
pass I wish to submit a provision to allow each university and 
each State, especially my own State, the right to be represented 


| in this school. 
me, as I understand it it merely provides for consideration of an | 


| tunity. 


| it at this hour. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Of course such institutions would 
| have as large a right to preference as the institutions contem- 
| plated by this amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. ILhope gentlemen will not leave out the Dan- 
ville High School. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I trust this amendment will not 
pass. So far as I am personally concerned, I have been unable to 
give the matter as serious consideration as I think it deserves, nor 
do I think that any member of the committee has had such oppor- 
It opens upa large field. While of course this particular 
amendment applies only to three schools, yet I must say that I have 
a nautical school in my own district, and gentlemen here have in- 
dicated other schools in their States or districts. I think this 
matter is worthy of more serious consideration than we can give 
Consequently I hope the amendment will be 


| yoted down. 





the rule, the bill in this respect is open | 





The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LressLer, it 


| was rejected. 


Mr. PERKINS. 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “lieutenant,” in line 6, page 59, insert ‘ 


unteer officers who served in the Marine (¢ 
so that the clause will read: 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 


‘and from the vol- 
Corps during the war with 8 P ain;” 
“not below the grade of first lieutenant, an 


with Spain.” 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this amend- 
ment will not be opposed by the committee; and it has been rec- 
ommended by the officers of the Department. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PERKINS] a question. What is the intent of the 
amendment? 

Mr. PERKINS. The intent is this: It will make eligible for 
appointment two officers who served with distinction during the 
Spanish war. They will not be jumped over anybody whom 
they did not precede. They are not eligible’ under the act as it 
stands, but under this amendment they may be eligible for ap- 
| pointment to the staff positions contemplate od by the bill. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Without reference to age? 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no limitation of age in reference to 
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staff appointments. These men are too old to go in as second 
lieutenants; they are men 35 years of age. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that Iam not op- 

sed to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PERKINS]. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PERKINS demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 28. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may be allowed to explain this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS} 
may debate the amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us first have it reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will again report the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen of the committee 
will look on page 59 of the bill now under consideration, at the 
top of the page, they will see that it provides that appointments 
to the grade of captain, not in the line, but on the staff, may be 
filled by those holding the rank of first lieutenant in the Marine 
Corps. The amendment which is offered will make eligible for 
appointment to the same position two officers who served with 
distinction throughout the entire Cuban war, but who, after the 
Cuban war—one by reason of sickness that was incurred in the 
war, and one from other reasons—were not able to continue in the 
service. They are now made eligible for restoration to the same 
positions that they held. Theyare passedovernoone. The right 
to appoint them is recommended by the officers in command of 
the Marine Corps. This right of appointment, if given, must be 
exercised by the appointing power. This amendment is not op- 
posed by the Naval Committee, and I really can see no reason 
why, when the officers of the Marine Corps are in favor of it, 
when the Naval Committee are in favor of it, the amendment 
should not pass. It simply seeks to make eligible these two men 
who have done gallant service for their country in actual war— 
not merely serving in days of peace, but in time of war. I do not 
know why anyone should oppose the proposition. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is there any certainty that these 
men will be the beneficiaries under this amendment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Like all laws, this leaves it for the appointing 
power to appoint them. If the appointing power should not 
desire to appoint them, of course Congress will not force their 
appointment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Are there only two of these men? 

Mr. PERKINS. There are but two men who will be eligible 
under this provision. 

Mr. LANDIS. Will the gentleman state who they are? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oneis First Lieutenant Nevin. Thename of 
the other gentleman, though I have been told it, Ido not now 
remember. 

Mr. LANDIS. Where do they live? 

Mr. PERKINS. Lieutenant Nevin is a West Point officer, 
originally appointed from Rochester, the district I represent. 
That is why I know him personally. He went through West 
Point, and during the Cuban war he served in the Marine Corps. 
At the close of the war, on account of yellow fever that he con- 
tracted in the war, he was obliged to retire from the service. 
He did not leave because he wanted to, but he left because he 
had to. Now he is again able to assume this command. He has 
the approval of every commanding officer under whom he served, 
and I really do not think any member of this House, knowing 
these facts, should begrudge to men who served faithfully through 
the war, and whose Sisability occurred after the war, the right 
to return just where they were. , 

Mr. LANDIS. Why did this man retire originally, after he 

uated from West Point? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not know. He went into the Marine 
Corps; I could not tell you why. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would it not be better legislation to pass 
a bill to make these men eligible than it would be to put into a 
general statute, to run for all time, a measure that seems to take 
in the whole of the volunteer force that served in that war? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; the gentleman, I think, is incorrect in 
his construction of the bill. The bill makes provision for the ap- 
pointment of a certain number of officers who may be taken from 
the first lieutenantsof marines. The only two officers who served 


in the Marine Corps in the Cuban war, who are not in the regular 
service, and who could be made eligible, are these two men. As 
the Cuban war can not be fought over again, certainly no new 
men will appear in the future. There are but two officers on the 
rolls not now in the service that now or ever in the future could 
be eligible to this appointment. So the evil apprehended by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] could not occur. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think it would be much better legisla- 
tion to let them come in on their merits. 

Mr. HULL. How old are these men? 

Mr. PERKINS. About 35. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the demand of the gen- 
tleman from New York for tellers. 

The question was taken and tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Perxkrns] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, 
UNDERWOOD] to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided, and tellers reported—ayes 52, 
noes 89. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a pointof order. I 
make the point of order that there is so much disorder that we 
can not hear, 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please be in order, and 
gentlemen will cease conversation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 22, 56, after the word “ midshipman,” the fol- 
lowing: “ Provided further, That immediately upon the passage of this act 
each Senator, Representative, and Delegate, who has not had an appointment 
during the Fifty-Seventh Congress, or in whose State, Territory, or district a 
vacancy shall exist on or before March 4, 1903, shall be permitted to recom- 
mend one midshipman to the said Naval Academy. 

Mr. JOY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment does not change in 
any sense the number or character of the appointments to be 
made in the bill now being considered. The same number will 
be appointed. It does provide simply as to how they shall be ap- 
pointed. It provides that immediately on the passage of this bill, 
districts which are now not represented in the Academy by ap- 
pointments made within the past two years shall appoint at once 
one candidate for a midshipman, and all districts which are un- 
represented in the Academy on the 4th day of March, or before 
the 4th day of March, on account of failure or death, shall appoint 
one at or before that time. The bill provides for practically 
doubling the number of midshipmen at the Naval Academy. We 
postpone action under this bill for a year from the day of the ex- 
piration of this Congress. I was told at the Department yester- 
day that about 15 would be dropped out on account of failure to 
pass the semiannual examination just completed, and a number 
of districts have not appointed during the Fifty-seventh Congress. 
The Naval Academy is not full up to its present capacity to-day. 
Therefore the amendment provides that certain districts may ap- 
point the first one of the additional quota upon the passage of 
this bill, and those districts where vacancies shall exist on or be- 
fore March 4, not probably to exceed 15, may also appoint at once 
to fill such vacancies. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, no doubt this 
would be very interesting if it could be heard. I ask for order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please take their seats. 

Mr. JOY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to go into the 
details as to this, unless some one wants information as to how it 
operates. I have conversed with probably a hundred members 
of the House, and I have yet to find anyone who has found any 
objection with the proposition submitted in this amendment. 

Mr. BOREING. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, if 
he will yield to me. 

Mr. JOY. Certainly. 

Mr. BOREING. Thereis a vacancy in my district. The cadet 
from my district graduates, and I will have to name another, I 
want to know if it will give me an additional cadet? 

Mr. JOY. It will give you one at this time and one after this 
= goes into effect. It will not at present affect your district at 

Mr. FOSS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. JOY. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. I understand the purpose of this amendment is to 
give outgoing members of Congress an appointment. 

Mr. JOY. Partially; it may have that effect and it may not. 

Mr. FEELY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. JOY. inly. 

Mr. FEELY. I favor the amendment, but I wish to ask this 
question in order to clear away some objection that may be in the 
minds of some members on this side. Do I understand that the 
nomination of the member of the Fifty-seventh Congress by the 
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members who now have a vacancy in their districts will in any 
way interfere with the right of their successors in the Fifty-eighth 
Congress? 

Mr. JOY. Notatall. Iwill say further, in answer to the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss], that in some dis- 
tricts where there has not been an appointment made within the 
past two years it will advance the appointment from that district 
one year. Those who graduate in 1904 can appoint one now, and 
one during the next Congress. It may advance them in the time 
of the appointment one year. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. did not hear the amendment read. I 
desire to ask the gentleman whether his amendment contemplates 
the appointment of an additional midshipman in the case where 
a member of the Fifty-eighth Congress will have the appointment 
under existing law? Will he have an additional appointment 
after the 4th of March? 

Mr. JOY. It does not affect that. There will be but two from 
each district at any time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. I ask that the gentleman’s time 
be extended. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. lIask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman may be allowed to continue for five minutes. I would 
like to hear what he has to say on this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Missouri may 
be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. LDFOGLE. I was about to put another question, Mr. 
Chairman. The gentleman from Missouri said that the amend- 
ment contemplated the appointment of two midshipmen during 
the term. 

Mr. JOY. The amendment has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. This amendment contemplates the ap- 
panes of an additional midshipman in a case where a mem- 

r of the Fifty-eighth Congress may} under existing law, appoint 
one without the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. JOY. It does not increase the number in any event. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. So the member of Congress will not have 
the number increased by the provisions of the amendment? 

Mr. JOY. He will not. If there is a vacancy in the term, he 
will have an appointment during the term. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. And none other? 

Mr. JOY. And none other. 


Mr. RIXEY. As I understand the provision now carried in the | 
bill, if a member of the Fifty-eighth Congress would, under the | 
| have been informed by the Navy Department that a cadetship 
| will be aceredited to me for appointment after the 4th day of 


law as it now exists, have an appointment, then this amendment 
which we propose to adopt would not give him another one dur- 


ing the Fifty-eighth Congress, but his appointment would follow | 


in the Fifty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. JOY. On the contrary, let me answer that as far as you 
have got. This bill provides for additional appointments and the 
bill takes effect about a year from its date. A member of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress, if not in the Fifty-seventh, will have an 
a one year from this date. 

r. RIXEY. Ido not so understand it. The new provision 
reported by the committee provides that the Secretary of the 
Navy is to arrange these appointments so that one appointment 
shall be made during every Congress. Well, if a member of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress has an appointment under existing law 
during the Fifty-eighth Congress he would not have the addi- 
tional appointment until the Fifty-ninth Congress, so that every 
member will have one appointment to Annapolis during each 
Congress. What I want to get at is this: Take the case°of a 
member of the Fifty-eighth Congress who has an appointment 
under existing law; if your amendment is adopted, then that dis- 
trict will, practically, have two appointments during that one 
Congress, one of which will be prior to March 4, 1903. 

Mr. JOY. No, it would not; this advances the appointment, 
and itis charged tothe Fifty-seventh Congress. Thereis boutid to 
be one for every Congress and one for every one in the Fifth-eighth 
Congress. This advances it and charges it to the Fifty-seventh 
Congress. 

Mr. RIXEY. Let me suggest this: Every member of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress will have an appointment to Annapolis. 
About one-half will be under the existing law because they will 
fall in during the Fifty-eighth Congress. Now, the other half 
will not come until the Fifty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. JOY. If they copes a cadet under this bill, they will 
appoint but one during the Fifty-eighth Congress. This amend- 
ment advances one appointment, and it is charged to the Fifty- 
seventh aaron. 

Mr. RIXEY. In many cases it gives the district an appoint- 
ment two years in advance, 





Mr. JOY. One year in advance. 

Mr. RIXEY. One whole Congress in advance. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman a 
oe. Is not the practical effect of this that the provision of 

e law appointing a midshipman to each district—that in the 
case of these two comin 
them would be appoin 
seventh Congress? 

Mr. JOY. Yes; that is the only effect. It advances it so that 
two can not be appointed during the same Congress. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire toask the gentleman 
from Missouri, having read his amendment rather hurriedly a 
minute ago, if this resolution does not mean that every member 
of the present Congress who has not appointed a midshipman to 
Annapolis shall have the right before the 4th of March to appoint 
another? 

Mr. JOY. Certainly it does. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It says that every member of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress who has not made an appointment to Annapolis 
shall have the right to make one. Take my own case. I havea 
midshipman at —— who was appointed when I was amem- 
ber of the Fifty-sixth Congress. I am a member of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress, and I have been elected to the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress. Now, will the gentleman tell me how that affects a case 
of this sort? 

Mr. JOY. If you have not appointed during the term of the 
Fifty-seventh Congress—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. Lhave not. 

Mr. JOY. You will have an appointment chargeable to this 
Congress and another one in the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman have five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman’s time be extended five minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the amend- 
ment read again at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. JOY. I ask that it be read again. 

A MEMBER. Let us have order while it is being read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole will be in 
order. Gentlemen will please cease conversation. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I hope we may have order while 
I propound an inquiry, which I shall do at the risk of repetition. 
My case is that of a naval cadet graduated a few weeks ago. I 


in the Fifty-eighth Congress, one of 
by the retiring member in the Fifty- 


March, 1908, which means that, as I am my own successor, I shall, 
by virtue of that fact, have an appointment in that year. Now, 
this bill, as I understand, provides for additional midshipmen. 
Shall I have two appointments under the provision proposed by 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. JOY. Ithink not, at that time. There is a vacancy for 
— the gentleman can make an appointment after the 4th of 

arch. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. No; I have now that right, ac- 
cording toa letter from the Navy Department, the substance of 
which is repeated in another letter sent to make it clear. The 
gentleman a misunderstands the inquiry. The case as 
stated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] is my 
case also, as I understand it; that is, I get no appointment in 
the Fifty-seventh Congress, but shall have one due to me on the 
4th of March next, regardless of the provision borne in this bill. 

Mr. JOY. AsI understand, under the operation of this amend- 
ment the gentleman will have an appointment before the 4th of 
March and another during the Fifty-eighth Congress, when the 
provision for these additional appointments takes effect. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That covers my case. 

Mr. JOY. And that is exactly what will occur. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Shall I, then, secure the appoint- 
ment of two cadets in the Fifty-eighth Congress under the gen- 
tleman’s amendment? 

Mr. JOY. Not for the same class. The gentleman will have 
one before the 4th of March and another when this bill goes into 
effect next year. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then it isthe gentleman’s under- 
standing that this provision of the bill will not go into effect for 
the purpose of securing me an additional appointment until the 
coming year? 

Mr. JOY. That is my understanding. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
JOY] yield to the gentleman from New Jersey? 
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Mr. JOY. Certainly. 
‘ Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. The language of the gentle- 
man’s amendment covers every Senator, Representative, and Dele- 
gate in Congress. Now, during the Fifty-seventh Congress the 
**erim messenger’’ has visited this House manytimes. We have 
on this floor several gentlemen who have been elected to fill unex- 

ired terms. Someof them have been here for only three months. 

ow, will the gentleman’s amendment operate to give each of 
those gentlemen the appointment of a cadet to Annapolis regard- 
less of the peculiar circumstances of their case? 

Mr. JOY. No; I think not. My amendment fcllows the lan- 
guage of the bill, and I do not think it affects the condition of 
things in such districts at all. In my view there can be but one 
appointee from such a district under the law, whether there has 
been a vacancy filled by a new election or not. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Take the case of a district in 
which one member has died and another is here to fill the un- 
expired term. The one now occupying the position has had no 
appointment during the Fifty-seventh Congress. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman, as I construe it, will give to such a man 
personally an appointment from his district. The gentleman in 
whose place the present member has been elected may have nomi- 
nated a cadet, and yet under the amendment there may be an ap- 
pointment coming to the gentleman who has succeeded and who 
fills the unexpired term. That is my construction of the amend- 
ment. It gives arbitrarily to the gentleman who is filling the 
unexpired term of his predecessor, who was elected for the same 
term, an appointment as an individual. 

Mr. JOY. Ido not think the amendment can be so construed, 
although it does speak of members in a sense personally. There 
can be but two appointments from the district; that is provided 
for by law. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Admitting that, I ask the 
gentleman to consider this case: Suppose that A was elected to 
this House, nominated a cadet, and afterwards died. Bis elected 
for the unexpired term. Now, the naval bill, if it should pass as 
it stands, gives two appointments to each district. 


will succeed him on the 4th of March. 


Mr. JOY. That might be the construction but for the lan- | 


guage of the general act, which provides that ‘‘each Senator, 


Representative, and Delegate may recommend only one midship- | 


man during each Congress.’’ There can be but one from a dis- 
trict during each Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous cunsent that the 
time of the gentleman from Missouri be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. JOY. Certainly. 


Mr. BARTLETT. if the gentleman from Missouri understood | 


the question I put to him as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
ROBINSON] seems to have understood it, then he did not get my 
question. 
member of the Fifty-sixth Congress appointed a cadet—called a 
**cadet’’ at that time and now called a *‘ midshipman ’’—to An- 


napolis some time before the adjournment of that Congress. He | 


had at that time been reelected a member of the Fifty-seventh 
Congress. 

Mr. JOY. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The cadet appointed went to Annapolis in 
June, 1901. Now, the Congressman made that es, not 
by reason of being a member of the Fifty-sevent 
by reason of being a member of the Fifty-sixth Congress. What I 
want to knowis this: Would he, as a member of the Fifty-seventh 
Congress, under the gentleman’s amendment, also have the right 
to appoint a midshipman under the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. JOY. The member of the Fifty-seventh Congress would 
have a —_ to appoint another midshipman. He would then 
not be able to ——— another one until there was a vacancy in 
his district, the law providing that but two be appointed from 
each district and but one appointed each Congress. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that, but I want to get to 
where I can understand the gentleman’s amendment. I want to 
support it if I can. Does this mean that every member of the 
Fifty-seventh Congress shall have the right to appoint one cadet? 

Mr. JOY. No; only every member who has not appointed dur- 
ing the Fifty-seventh Con 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr.C 
question? 

Mr. JOY. Yes. 
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The gentle- | 
man’s amendment, as it seems to me, gives arbitrarily this right | 
of appointment to B, who is filling an unexpired term, instead of | 
leaving it, as in the natural order of things, to the gentleman who | 


What I desire to know of the gentleman is this: A | 


Congress, but | 





irman, will the gentleman yield for a 
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Mr. OLMSTED. In the Fifty-seventh Congress I represent the 
Fourteenth district of Pennsylvania. In the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress a county which is not now in my district will be made a 
part of the district I represent. The districting has been changed 
so thatin the Fifty-eighth Congress I shall representthe Eighteenth, 
which, as I say, contains one county now not in my district. I 
want to ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Joy], if the gen- 
tleman who now represents the district in which is that county 
and is an outgoing member, should appoint a cadet or midship- 
man from that county, I now having one in the other county, thus 
making two midshipmen in my district in the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, would I then under this bill be entitled to appoint another 
or would I be deprived of that privilege by the gentleman’s amend- 
ment? 

Mr. JOY. I will say that in that case, as this appointment will 
be charged to the Fifty-seventh Congress, the appointment will 
go upon the lines of the district represented up to the 4th of 
March; that is, the old district which the gentleman represents, 
as I understand it, in the Fifty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. OLMSTED. In the Fifty-eighth I should then have two 
midshipmen in my district. Can I appoint another during the 
Fifty-eighth Congress? 

Mr. JOY. If this one is then in another district. yes. The 
person who represents the additional county will be deprived of 
one. That will be the effect of gerrymandering in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There has been nothing of that kind. They 
may both be in my district in the Fifty-eighth. Would that de- 
prive me of an appointment in that Congress? 

Mr. JOY. Ishould not think so. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. JOY. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri this question: Under the gentleman’s amendment 
it is probable that one-half the members of Congress will be en- 
titled to an appointment. Does this also apply to Senators as 
well as Representatives? 

Mr. JOY. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Then there would be probably 
220 appointees to be made to the class that enters this fall. 
Would not that of necessity deprive other members, who would 
be entitled to a cadet this fall, of their appointment, or else have 
that class with 360 members in it; and would you not have there 


| one class with three times as many students in it as another, and 


50 per cent more students than the other two classes? Would not 
the amendment result in having 360 members in one class, 240 in 
one, 240 in one, and 120 in the other? 

Mr. JOY. Let me answer the gentleman by stating a fact. 


| There are to-day in the fourth class—that is, the class that has 
| been a year in the Naval Academy—about 151 midshipmen. Only 
| that number has passed and go on to the second year. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Is it not evident, if this bill 
passes as it is now intended, that finally there will be 984 cadets 
at the Academy? 

Mr. JOY. If all pass their examinations, substantially, yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. There is an average claus of 
about 240? 

Mr. JOY. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Then if we have a class of 240 
your amendment will allow 240 members to be appointed by men 
who have not had appointments in this Congress. 

Mr. JOY. Oh, I do not think it will by any means reach that 
number. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. They will be appointed ever 
four years. So it is natural that one-fourth of the members will 
appoint each year, or one-half the members of Congress during 
one Congress. The result of your bill will necessarily be either 
to have the class 50 per cent larger than it ought to be, or else to 


| deny the right of appointment to one-fourth of those members of 


Congress who are entitled to appointment this year. 

Mr. JOY. The classes are now 33 per cent smaller than they 
ought to be, or more than that. 

The time of Mr. Joy having expired, by unanimous consent it 
was extended five minutes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. JOY. Yes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I will ask my colleague from Missouri if it 
is not the purpose and the only purpose of his amendment to make 
this new law operative from the Fifty-seventh Congress instead 
of the at i ss the bill to become a law? 

Mr. JOY. t is all, as far as appointments are concerned. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas offers an 
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amendment to the amendment, which will be reported by the 
Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the pending amendment by striking out the words ‘‘ who has not 
had an appointment during the Fifty-seeventh Congress or.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas. Does the gentleman from Kan- 
sas desire to be heard? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer that amendment because 
it seems to me that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Joy], if enacted into law, will result in a palpable 
contradiction or else in an extension in the number of cadets, 
which the original law does not contemplate. It seems to me the 
only construction to be put upon the words of the original amend- 
ment is that any member or Senator who has not had an appoint- 
ment to the Academy during the Fifty-seventh Congress shall 
have that right between now and the 4th of March whether a 
vacancy exists from his district or not. 
would be some reason why a member in whose district a vacancy 
has occurred might have the right to make the appointment now, 
but I can see no reason why a member should have that right 
when no vacancy exists in his district. That is the reason I offer 
this amendment. 

Mr.LESSLER. For the information of the gentleman, I should 
like to read from the hearings. This matter has been figured out 
by Captain Brownson, superintendent of the Academy, and for 
the gentleman’s information I will read to him what is found in 
the hearings—No. 9, page 10—on the subject of the increase of the 
Navy. He was asked by the chairman: 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you any suggestions as to the best way of providing 
for them? 

That is, the vacancies. 


Captain Brownson. Yes; I have given the matter some thought, and saw 
with a great deal of pleasure your recommendation that the number of mid- 
shipmen at the Naval Academy be inc . That was in the same line as 
recommended by the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation. We will have next 
June 144 vacancies. These will be due to the class graduating and vacancies 
which already exist. If the bill passes and you divide it into two parts, we 
will have then about 490 vacancies altogether. 

The CHAIRMAN. You mean if we give to each member of Congress an 
additional appointment? 

Captain BROWNSON. Yes; you will have 491 Senatorial and Congressional 
appointments. 

he CHAIRMAN. New ones? 

Captain Brownson. No; vacancies. If you divide that in two, it makes 
24h. — | that to 144 (there are five Presidential appointments, which 
really would make that 136), and taking half of 492, making 246, you will have 
382 vacancies which will exist next June. Now, the experience of some years 
has shown that pay 70 per cent of those vacancies are filled. That is the ex- 
perience, and it will not run more than 1 or 2 per cent above or below. Tak- 
ing off the 70 per cent, it will give 268 midshipmen in the fourth class next 
year, which is about as large as we can handle. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I understand the purpose of this 
amendment is to give to retiring members of Congress an appoint- 
ment who have not made an appointment during the present Con- 
gress. Is that right? Now, I submit that if that is the intention, 
then there ought to be words to that effect in the amendment, 
and I suggest that the gentleman from Missouri insert the word 
‘‘ retiring ’’ before ‘‘ Senator.”’ 

Mr. MUDD. May I interrupt the chairman of the committee? 

Mr. HULL. We will all be retiring. 

Mr. FOSS. I mean those who are not coming back. 

Mr. MUDD. I want toask this question. If it be the fact, and 
it likely will be, that this bill will hardly be signed before very 
late on the 4th of March, what will be the good of it if it does 
pass? I apprehend this bill will not be signed until near midnight 
on the 4th of March, and what time will the gentleman from 
Missouri have to go to the Department and have his appointment 
made? So there is no use for his amendment even if it passes, 
though I have no particular opposition to it. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs a question or two. I 
want to know whether this law providing for the appointment of 
these cadets changes existing law, that the cadet must be a bona 
fide resident of the district for two years? 

Mr. FOSS. No; it does not change the existing law. That is 
to say, we reenact the existing law, and provide that the cadet 
shall be a resident for two years. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, Mr. Chairman, when I first came to 
Congress I found my district represented by a gentleman from 
Washington—this city of Washington—and I think about 40 other 
districts in Congress were represented by nonresidents from 
somewhere else. For tha) reason I want to call the attention of 
the chairman of the committee. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, before we vote upon this amendment, 
or any of them, I should like to hear sual tell us why we 
need any additional cadets at the Naval Academy. I have not 
heard that question discussed, and if somebody will undertake to 
tell us why we need them, I will be very glad to hear him, and 
will yield him the balance of my time. e are talking about ap- 


| tion is, Do we need any of them? 


| of additional midshipmen. 
| in the United States which for some reason or other have not had 





Now, it seems that there | 


pointing this cadet from this place, and giving members of the 
Fifty-seventh Congress an appointment, and members of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress an appointment, and so on; but the ques- 
Do we need any additional ca- 


dets? If anybody has anything to say on that here, I would be 


| glad to hear him upon that point. 


Mr. FEELY. I think this is a desirable amendment, and [ am 
not going to take up the time of the committee to argue the need 
The fact is, there are some districts 


the benefit of a nomination of a midshipman from those districts 
during the Fifty-seventh Congress. I believe it is accepted as a 
fact that we need more naval officers, and no more argument is 
needed on that point. If, as the gentleman who suggested the 
amendment has stated, no member of the incoming Congress or 
any district to be represented in the Fifty-eighth Congress is af- 
fected by its adoption, this amendment ought to be adopted. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote! ”’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to make an inquiry of the chairman of the committee. I am rather 
disposed to favor anything that tends reasonably to promote the 
efficiency of the Navy. I understand this section with reference 
to midshipmen is based upon the idea of the demands of the Navy 
in the future; that the Navy lacks officers, and this paragraph 
tends to supply that needed want as it will arise in the future. 
Now, if that be the fact, which certainly must be true, why is it 
that Senators and Representatives who have appointed a cadet in 
the Fifty-seventh Congress should not be allowed the same privi- 
leges as those who have not. The object and purpose of the law, 
as I understand it, is to increase the number of cadets. If I have 
made an appointment of a cadet during the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, I have simply complied with the requirements of the law. 
The object of this statute, as I understand it, is to increase the 
number of cadets in order to meet the necessities of the Navy in 
the future. Then why should a man who has complied simply 
with the statute be deprived of appointing another cadet because 
he has already appointed one in the Fifty-seventh Congress? Why 
do you want to exclude Congressiaen who have appointed one in 
the Fifty-seventh Congress? 4 

Mr. FOSS. I understand that the main object in offering the 
amendment is a sort of compliment to the retiring members who 
have not appointed a cadet in this Congress, allowing them to 
make an appointment. 

Mr. JOY. Will the gentleman allow me to answer that ques- 
tion? Under this law, the naval bill, as I understand, there can 
be but one cadet appointed for each Congress by any member of 
Congress. Now, if the gentleman did not appoint during the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, he can appoint but one during the Fifty- 
eighth, although he is entitled to two from his district. There 
may be a vacancy there—his cadet may have died, and he can 
not appoint after the 5th of March but one cadet, and if there is 


a vacancy and he appoints him after the 5th of March he is to be’ 


charged to the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Then, if I understand the 
gentleman from Missouri correctly, this is the result, although I 
hate to make personal reference, but I can only illustrate my 
views in that way: I have not made an appointment of a cadet 
since I have been in the Fifty-seventh Congress, but Iam allowed 
the right, as I have been informed, to make one on the 5th day of 
March of this year. Then, under the amendment, I will not 
have the right to appoint a cadet in the Fifty-seventh Congress, 
because the 5th of March is in the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. JOY. Your boy graduated? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes, the boy appointed by 
some other member. Now, if I make the appointment onthe 5th 
of March, which I am allowed to do under the notice of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, why should I be excluded from making one 
in the Fifty-seventh Congress? 

Mr. JOY. The bill provides that there shall be only two from 
each district, and this naval bill provides the additional cadets— 
i. e., two from each district—shall commence from the time the bill 
goes into effect. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. There is where I do not see 
the justice of that proposition. You are proceeding upon the 
idea that the Navy demands these additional officers. 

Mr. JOY. Iam. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I am in sympathy with that 
proposition, but I think the distribution ought to be made as 
equitably and fairly among us all as can be made; and when you 
say that any man in the Fifty-seventh Congress who has not ap- 
pointed a midshipman shall appoint one, you ought to carry out 
that rule. 

Mr. JOY. That would make two in the same Congress. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, after talking with several mem- 
bers of the committee, I find that my amendment to the amend- 
ment was offered under a misapprehension, and in order that 
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there may be no misunderstanding or complexity in regard to the 
matter, and that the House may vote on the main proposition, I 
would ask leave to withdraw my amendment to the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to withdraw his amendment to the amendment. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Rrixey) there were—ayes 90, noes 43. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12, page 56, strike out the words “allowed at the Naval Academy” 
— insert in lieu thereof “appointed at the Naval Academy until June 30, 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I will state 
that the purpose of this amendment is to limit this great increase 
of midshipmen at the Naval Academy until the class that last 
enters prior to June 30,1911. My amendment strikes out the 
words “ allowed at the Naval Academy ”’ and inserts ‘‘ appointed 
at the Naval Academy until June 30, 1911.” 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I could not 
hear the amendment read, and I would like to ask the gentieman 
in which line does he insert his amendment? : 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. In line12. page 56. The only 
purpose will be that until June 30, 1911, these extra appoint- 
ments shall be made and shall not thereafter be made. Of course 
we all recognize that we must have more officers for our great 
Navy. We realize that it is necessary to have a greater number 
of cadets at the Naval Academy, but there are many of us who 
do not believe that it is necessary to have this large increase in 
number of midshipmen made permanent. For instance, if the 
amendment I have offered is adopted, there will be extra men ap- 
pointed to the number of 994, or rather 982; and if the three Ter- 
ritories are admitted as States, it would add 12 more, making 994 
in all, prior to June 30, 1911, and the class graduating in 1915 
will be the last one with this increase. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, would it not 
be very much more easily done to repeal this statute and re- 
enact it? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I was about to come to that 
point. We know that it will be much easier to put this limitation 
upon it now than to repeal the law hereafter. It is easier to limit 
now than to enact a limitation hereafter. Can you expect a Con- 
gress eight or ten years from now, when every member is entitled 
to the appointment of two midshipmen at the Naval Academy, to 
repeal it as confidently as you can expect this Congress to put the 
limitation upon it? This is one of the very points in favor of the 
amendment. The judgment of every member will tell him that 
it is not necessary to have this large number in the Naval Acad- 
emy permanent. The proposition last year was to give an increase 
of about 500 cadets, running over a period of four or five years. 
My amendment will give that increase of nearly 1,000 cadets dur- 
ing the period included in my amendment. There will be this 
increase in appointments to eight classes. These eight classes 
will increase the number by two cadets during that period from 
each district and for each Senator and Delegate. They will have 
the number under the present law and then two additional ones. 
In other words, they will have a cadet for each term of Congress 
from now until June 30, 1911. 

It seems to me that if you do not now put a limitation on this 
provision, you will never be able to put it on; andif you never 
put it on, it will only be a matter of years when our official list 
will be largely in excess of the demands of the Navy. Iam not 
sure that I can state at this moment how many rs of the 
line our Navy ought to have. I recollect that the Secretary of 
the Navy says there is now a deficiency in the number of officers 
of nearly 600—between 500 and 600. In the course 
of events, without the adoption of this paragraph, there will be 
an increase of probably 800 officers in the Navy (allowing nearly 
200 for failures in examination) within the next eight or ten 
years. Under this amendment, by the time the last class ap- 
pointed within the period of limitation graduates there will be 
probably 1,600 more officers in the Navy than we have to-day, 
after allowing 800 for failures, deaths, and retirements. There 
will be 4 classes of 120 each and 8 classes of 240 each, a total 
of 2,400, without failures or deaths. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Just one minute more. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, the gentleman’s 
time will be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN,. I believe the Secretary of the 
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Navy said that about 40 officers go on the retired list yearly. Un- 
der this large increase, if permanent, if there were no failures or 
deaths, there would be near 250 men to graduate every year. If 
there should be 50 retirements and deaths, it would leave an in- 
crease of about 200 a year, with failures to be deducted, after 
these classes begin to graduate for which the increase is provided. 
And during eight years (because there would be eight graduating 
classes) with this large increase there would be an increase of ap- 
proximately 1,600 officers; to say nothing of the increase during 
the next four years from classes now at the Academy. I believe 
now is the time to make this limitation; we should not await the 
uncertainty of the future, because, as I have already said, it will 
be easier to remove the limitation hereafter, if desirable, than it 
will be to put on a limitation hereafter, if that should become 
necessary. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, Secretary Moody in his report says 
that we have at the present time a deficiency of 577 officers, and 
that we shall have, when the ships already authorized are com- 
pleted, a still further deficiency of 498; om if 125 be assumed as 
the proper allowance for officers ‘in transit, on shore duty, or on 
leave, we shall have then a deficiency of 1,306. Now,I doubt very 
much whether, if we put a limitation upon this provision, we 
shall be able to secure enough officers to meet that deficiency. 
And when you take into consideration the further fact that we 
are providing in this bill for new ships, which must be officered 
in the future, it is easy to see the effect of limiting this provision 
to eight years, as suggested by the gentieman from North Carolina. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Is it not true that, allowing 
17 officers to a ship, there will be required 68 for the ships carried 
in this bill? 

Mr. FOSS. Battle ships. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes; battle ships and armored 
cruisers. Then, if we never build our ships faster than we are 
now doing—and I think we are going ahead fast enough—it will 
require about 70 officers a year to officer them. Now, if we add 
something for retirements and deaths, we shall require say 80 
officers a year to man our increased number of ships. Now, if 
we should graduate 250 or 200 men a year, it seems to me it isa 
simple matter of mathematics when the time will come when we 
shall be increasing the number of officers every year by some- 
thing like 100 more men than we shall need. 

Mr. FOSS. In the first place, the gentleman does not know 
how many we shall graduate; and in the second place, he does 
not take into consideration the matter of retirement. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I allowed 25 per cent for that. 

Mr. RIXEY. I should like to make a single suggestion to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]. When the discussion on 
this bill was opened by the gentleman the other day, I asked him 
if he remembered that the Secretary of the Navy had said any- 
thing in the hearings as to whether there ought to be a limita- 
tion. He did not remember; nor didI atthattime. I find, how- 
ever, in the hearings—— 

Mr. FOSS. I have the statement here. 

Mr. RIXEY (continuing). This statement by Secretary Moody: 

By the best computation that we can make we, at the end of ten years, 
would fill up the telcleney which, under present conditions, would then 
e > 

Then, a few pages further on, the Secretary states, in reply to 
a question by the chairman as to whether the provision ought to 
be temporary or permanent: 

I do not think it makes any practical difference; I would as lief make ita 
number of years as not. course it is always within the control of Con- 
gress at any time. 

Then, again, in reply to another question of the chairman, the 
Secretary says: 

I can put it in seven or ten years. 

Now, the limitation proposed by the gentleman from North 
Carolina is eleven years, and I think the effect of the amendment 
adopted a few moments ago, offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Joy] is to give us about 200 additional cadets and give 
them to us at once, because it does not take away from the man 
who comes into the Fifty-eighth Congress the right to make an 
ao 

. FOSS. Well, I think, Mr. Chairman, we better stand upon 
the statement of the Secretary of the Navy. When this question 
was put to him, he said: ‘‘ Of course it is always within the con- 
trol of Congress at any time.’’ Now,if we put a limitation here, 
we may make the time too short, but Congress at any time can 
limit this provision. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Does not the chairman concede that it is a 
much easier matter to put the limitation in now than to repeal 
the law afterwards? 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to answer that 
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uestion. If this amendment prevails as presented here, in 1911— 
T hella that is the date the gentleman fixes? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. That is the date for the ap- 
pointments. Of course the classes would contain this increase 
until 1915. 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. After 1911 there will be no more a 
pointment of midshipmen at the Naval Academy, if this amend- 
ment prevails. All appointments will be cut off. There will be 
no further law providing for midshipmen. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. The gentleman from West 
Virginia surely knows that we can amend this paragraph if this 
amendment is adopted, to return to the old law. The gentleman 
knows Congress will not leave it in the shape he fears it will be 
left. 

Mr. DAYTON. I simply take the gentleman at what he states 
in his amendment, and it shows the unwisdom of attempting on 
the floor of this House to interfere with the judgment of the com- 
mittee where all these matters have been thoroughly and carefully 
considered. If his amendment prevails, after 1911, eight years 
from now, there will be no necessity for a Naval Academy, be- 
cause there will be no law providing for the appointment of mid- 
shipmen to be educated there. Now, under these circumstances, 
his amendment requires a further amendment. It will require 
further legislation. It is a good deal easier to leave it until the 
exigency arises showing that we are having more officers created 
than needed; it is better to leave it until that time and then make 
the necessary legislation. I think there will be a Congress in ses- 
sion about that time which will be prompt to take the matter up. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will remember the letter which 
Mr. Tracy, Secretary of the Navy, sent to Congress ten years ago, 
in which he stated that there was no use for the number of naval 
officers, that they had more officers than they had ships on which 
to place them. And was there any proposition made at that time 
to decrease the number of cadets at Annapolis? 

Mr. DAYTON. The period. was extended from four to six 
years. Two or three classes were honorably discharged, and the 
mistake and blunder of that course is apparent to-day, when we 
are in condition where we can not man with officers the ships we 
actually have. 

Mr. MANN. But there was no decrease in the number of ca- 
dets by action of Congress at that time. 

Mr. DAYTON. It was done indirectly by increasing the years 
relating to appointment from four to six. 

Mr. MAN Does not the gentleman think that that simply 
illustrates the fact that Congress never has and never will de- 
crease the number of appointments which it itself makes? 

Mr. DAYTON. I think it illustrates exactly the contrary, be- 


cause Congress did decrease the number of appointments, indi- | 


rectly and practically. It provided that a member of Congress 
should appoint a cadet once in six years instead of once in four 


years, and it threw out three, if I remember rightly, at least two, | 


classes that were graduated from the Academy. 

Mr. MANN. It threw them out after they had been graduated, 
but still kept encouraging members of Congress to put new ones 
in. It kept educating officers for which it had no use at all in the 


avy. 

Mr. DAYTON. It seems to me that any gentleman who can 
think for a moment will see that an increase in the years from 
four to six reduced practically the number of cadets one-third. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that we are going 
ahead with legislation for cadets more rapidly than the necessi- 
ties of the occasion require. There should be some limitation, as 
provided in the amendment. A few years agoa member of Con- 
gress only had one appointment to Annapolisin six years. It was 


reduced to four. This Congress has now reduced it to two years, 
and the question is, Shall we want these appointments every Con- 
gress indefinitely? 

The Secretary of the Navy during the last Congress came be- 
fore the committee and stated that he wanted provision for 500 
cadets. He did not get them in the last.bill. He came before 
the committee again in this Congress and said he thought 1,000 
additional officers would be sufficient to meet the needs of the 
Navy for the ships already authorized. He said that we had a 
number of battle ships and cruisers building, and that he wanted 
officers, but he felt assured that with the provision for a thousand 
new officers we would have enough under the law as it now exists. 

Now, according to a calculation which I have made, and which 
I believe to be substantially correct, if the limitation of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. KITcHIN] prevails 
we will appoint to the Academy by 1911 not less than 2,000 cadets. 
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That will give ample provision for the deficiency in officers. It 
does seem to me, in view of the fact that it can not be denied 
that when you once give patronage to the House it is very hard 
to take it away, the time to put a limitation on the power of ap- 
pointment is now. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, the report of the Secretary, 
together with the report of the head of the Bureau of Navigation, 
do not quite bear out the gentleman from Virginia or the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. Briefly, this is a summary of the 
figures: The number now short is 577; necessary for the new 
ships now building, taking no account of this programme, 498. 
Adding 25 per cent for sick leave brings us up to 623. Adding 
those who die and retire makes 783. These, together with the 
577, give us 1,360. From this 1,360 we deduct about 355 who wiil 
come from the Academy up to July 1, 1906. This takes no ac- 
count of the increase granted by the House in this bill. 

On July 1, 1906, at the present rate we will be 1,005 officers 
short. Under the increase, according to the percentage of cadets, 
we will get abont 200 a year four years from this year's class. 
The Secretary stated that it will take about ten years to supply 
that deficiency. On this calculation it will take about twelve 
years of these additional appointments, appointed each year on 
the basis of figures taken from the report of the admiral who is 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, to catch up with the present 
Navy, allowing for no increase. Those are the exact figures 
worked out. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, in order that 
the House may vote upon the exact proposition at issue between 
us here, I offer an amendment to my amendment. Insert after 
the word ‘‘ midshipmen,”’ in line 13, the words: 

And thereafter one midshipman as now provided by law. 

So that the section will read as follows: 

There shall be appointed at the Naval Academy until the 30th day of June, 
1911, two midshipmen, and thereafter one midshipman as now provided by 
law, for each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress— 

And so forth. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that that 
disposes of one of the criticisms made by the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] against this provision. It is ap- 
parent to anyone, after the inadvertence has been discovered by 
the gentleman from West Virginia, that it is easy to correct it. 
It will be obviated by this amendment. It is not the purpose of 
myself or my colleagues to place a limitation upon this item 


| which will hereafter require legislation for the continued exist- 
| ence of the Naval Academy. 


So the only question is whether we shall put this limitation 
upon it now. lam constrained to believe that unless we do put 
on this limitation the time will come when the Naval Academy 


| will turn out a great many more officers every year than there is 


j 


| any probability of our Navy requiring. Under this amendment 


| the issue is plainly drawn; and if you desire the limitation, you 


can support my amendment as I have offered to amend it, know- 


| ing that when the limitation expires the Academy at Annapolis 





will continue to exist practically as under the present law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina offers 
an amendment to the amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 18, after “‘ midshipmen,” insert ‘and thereafter one midshipman, 
as now provided by law.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a moment ago I asked the very 
distinguished gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton}, 
who knows more about any portion of the Navy than I ever ex- 
pect to learn about all of it, a question as to a letter sent to Con- 
gress by the Secretary of the Navy in 1892. At that time there 
was before Congress a proposition to turn the Revenue-Cutter 
Service over to the Navy, and the Secretary of the Navy urged 


| that that be done, because there was no occupation for all the 


officers being turned out of the Academy at Annapolis. The gen- 
tleman from West Virginia, forgetting for a moment his great 


| knowledge of naval affairs, replied that Congress at that time did 
during the last Congress, I believe, that the number of years was | 


make a reduction of the number at the Academy. 

Mr.DAYTON. Ibegthe gentleman’spardon. The gentleman 
mentioned 1892? 

Mr. MANN. Isaid ten years ago. 

Mr. DAYTON. I did not so understand him. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman misunderstood 

Mr. DAYTON. I did not understand the gentleman, and he 
shall not misrepresent me in the matter. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman said that anybody who would 
think for a moment would know something. The troubie with 
the gentleman from West Virginia is that he often makes state- 
ments without stopping to think fora moment. His whole state- 
ment was based upon the question which I asked him in reference 
to a letter uf the Secretary of the Navy ten yearsago. But if he 
did not know the question, his answer, of course, was not appro- 
priate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the fact is that the Secretary of the Navy 
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in 1892 said that there was no use for all the officers being turned 
out at Annapolis, and no effort was made by Congress to reduce 
the number. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is perfectly preposterous, 
when this Congress has just effected a gift to members of the 
Fifty-seventh Congress who were interested, to expect that some 
future Congress will take away from themselves that same thing 
or thatany Congress will ever reduce the number of cadets after 
the members have become entitled to the places. Thereis trouble 
now trying to fix the date neariy eight years in advance. We 
have difficulty in limiting the number of cadets to be appointed 
eight years from now, because many members, like the gentleman 
from West Virginia (and I hope he will be then in Congress), will 
then want appointments to Annapolis. 

If there is any intention to put a limit to the number of cadets, 
the time to limit the number isnow. If they need more cadets 
then, they can be provided for then. When there were no places 
to give to the officers turned out at Annapolis, there was noeffort to 
limit the number to be appointed. When they were seeking oppor- 
tunities in civil positions,in the Hydrographic Office and elsewhere, 
to make use of the naval officers, there was no proposition to de- 
crease the number. No proposition will ever be made todecrease 
the number of the midshipmen or cadets when the midshipmen 
or cadets can be appointed by the members who will vote upon 
the proposition todecrease. It isa very easy matter now to ascer- 
tain the number needed; and if the cadets will not be needed be- 
yond 1912, I think the committee may well put it in the bill at 
this time; and if at that time they need more cadets, the Congress 
of that day will probably remember the ease with which a special 
rule can be brought into the House, in violation of the ordinary 
rules of the House, and thereby add to the number of cadets. If 
we can not vote against it now, eight years in advance, there 
will be no hope of anybody being able to vote against it at that 
time. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want simply to say that my 
friend from Illinois and I have had a misunderstanding in regard 
to the period of time he refers to. I recall his attention to the 
fact that heretofore there was sent to Congress the suggestion 
that a larger number of cadets were being graduated than the 
service required; and in accordance with that suggestion the term 
of the Academy was increased from four to six years; and I pre- 
sumed that he was referring to that. Now, Mr. Chairman, in re- 
gard to this fixing the limit of time, it seems to me that it is just 
as easy for a future Congress to repeal as it will be to limit it now. 
In truth and in fact, Mr. Chairman, I think it would be an advan- 
tage for the service if we would educate naval officers, and mili- 
tary officers too, for that matter, and allow them to be honorably 
discharged and sent out into the country. During the Spanish 
war, and I am glad to bear this testimony, it was a good thing 
that there were naval officers who had graduated from the Acad- 
emy and yet who had the pride of their education in their hearts; 
it was a good thing to have them throughout the country both as 
West Point graduates and as Annapolis graduates, for in every 
instance they were great powers to strengthen and increase the 
service when it needed to be increased quickly. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to make one or 
two brief observations. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 


’ Dayton] a moment ago remarked that this amendment fur- 


nished an illustration of the unwisdom of attempting legislation 
here on the floor of the House and interfering with the commit- 
tee’s bill. I hope the gentleman does not mean to intimate that 
this provision comes from the committee with absolute unanimity. 
I hope he does not mean to intimate, either, that the members of 
this House are incompetent to upon simple propositions like 
this. I want to remind him that not even the Secretary of the 
Navy, who originally urged upon us the need of more cadets, 
objected to putting into the provision this limitation as to the 
time that it shonld run 

I want to remind him furthermore of a very well-established 
fact of legislation, that it is an easy matter to create an office, or 
provide for an appointment, but the Almighty himself hardly has 

wer in this House to repeal one. [Laughter.] I have never 
ae of its being done since I have been a member of Congress. 
I think it is the part of wisdom and prudence, of foresight and 
statesmanship, to look a little ahead of us and see the difficulty 
under which those members who may sit here eight or ten years 
from now may be laboring, and to provide, as far as may be, for 
lightening their burden of responsibility. 

As has been well said by the gentleman from Illinois, if wecan 
not to-day put some check upon the process of multiplying public 
offices, how can we expect that those people, who are to come 
afterwards, and have these offices already at their disposal, will 
have strength and courage enough to resist the temptation to 
hold onto them. I think it would be wise and prudent if we put 
a limitation to this, and, in doing so, we will not be antagonizing 
the suggestions of the Secretary of the Navy himself. We will 
get 2,500 when only 1,000 extras are needed. I think there ought 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ee ee UE Nes UE NEES SII ERS SSIISS SSS SEIS 





FEBRUARY 19, 





to be some limitation. I am in favor of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircu1]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Will the Chair have the 
amendment to the amendment reported again? 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 
amendment to the amendment. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk again read the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I ask unanimous consent that 
both amendments be voted upon together, as it is really one 
amendment as read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that his amendment be considered as amended. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
the amendment to the amendment is agreed to. 

The question now arises on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WILLIAM W. KirtcHin) there were—ayes 46, noes 51. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully 
call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed as tellers 
Mr. WiLuiAM W. KitTcuIn and Mr. Foss. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 63, noes 79. 

So the amendment was lost. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, in line 25, page 54, after the word “act,” the following: “Ten addi- 
tional chaplains; in all, 34.” 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, there are now 24 naval 
chaplains. This has been the number in the Navy for over thirty 
years. In that time the enlisted force of the Navy has been in- 
creased four or five times over. In a letter dated the 4th day of 
January, 1902, Mr. William G. Cassard, a chaplain of the United 
States Navy, addressed a communication to the Secretary of the 
Navy, from which I read: 


U. 8. 8. CONSTELLATION, 
Naval Training Station, Newport, R. 1., January 4, 1902. 


Srr: In accordance with permission granted me by the Department in its 
letter dated December 23, 1901, I have the honor to submit for your consid- 
eration and action the following regarding the chaplain corps of the Navy: 

2. I would sees suggest the desirability of increasing the number 
in the corps of chaplains from the present limit of 24 to at least 34. 

3. The existing number was determined when the Navy was much smaller 
than it is at present and when the need for a large number of chaplains was 
not so pressing. At that time the number of chaplains was much larger, 
relatively, than would be the case at present if the increase should be allowed. 

4. At present there are many of our larger class of ships and a number of 
important shore stations without chaplains, and with the enlargement of the 
Navy this must be increasingly true unless the corps is adequately enlarged. 

5. At this time legislation is pending looking to the enlargement of other 
corps, and doubtless the increase of the corps of chaplains could be accom- 
plished more easily now than at any future time. 


In answer to that communication the then Secretary of the 
Navy, Hon. John D. Long, under the date of January 19, 1902, 
wrote as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 19, 1902. 

Sir: The Department is in receipt of yours of the 4th instant, submitting 
suggestions with regard to the number and pay of naval « baplains. y 

he Department agrees with you that the number, now 24, should be in- 
creased, in view of the general increase of the Navy, and it recommended an 
increase to the last Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, the commissioned officers, the enlisted men, and 
the noncommissioned officers of the Navy proper and the enlisted 
men, noncommissioned officers, and commissioned officers in the 
Marine Corps aggregate some 41,000 men, all under the control of 
the Navy Department. For these men there are now 24 chaplains. 
The time was in the history of our Navy when every ship having 
a complement of over 200 men was provided with a chaplain. 
It appears from the report of the Secretary of the Navy that there 
are now constructed, or under construction, 10 vessels with a 
complement of 17 officers, 8 with 15 officers, 9 with 12 officers; in 
all, 27 vessels, each of which have a complement of more than 
300 and perhaps 400 men. There should be in the service a suffi- 
cient number of chaplains to assign one to each of these ves- 


In addition to that, there are a large number of naval stations, 
navy-yards, and other places where enlisted men of the Navy are 
stationed to which it has been customary to assign chaplains. 
Wherever there is a receiving station, a naval prison, or any place 
of that character, chaplains have been assigned: For a number 
of years Congress has been providing for an increase in the en- 
listed force of the Navy, but no provision whatever has been 
made for an increase in the number of chaplains. In this bill 286 
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additional naval officers are provided, but no additional chaplains. 
Perhaps it is not well known how valuable a chaplain can be on 
board of a vessel in the Navy of the United States, if he is a man 
of the proper character. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Iask unamious consent that I may con- 
tinue for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. On all these vessels the line is clearly and 
distinctly and severely drawn between the enlisted men and the 
officers. The men on these ships are away from home influence. 
They have no friends in whom they can confide when in trouble 
or distress. The only person in the whole naval service who is 
in a position to give these men kindly advice, to admonish them, 
to help them when in trouble, is the naval chaplain. He is the 
great and kind friend and confidant to whom the enlisted men 
turn when worry, trouble, or distress possess them. A word from 
him may put sunshine into the heart of the unhappiest. 

It is a notorious fact that the discipline on board the great ves- 
sels of the Navy is much better, the control of the men is much 
easier, when there is assigned to duty on board such vessel a chap- 
lain who by his kindness, by his wisdom, by his love and devo- 
tion to the wants of the enlisted men keeps them within proper 
bounds. 

Here is the one opportunity that members of this House will 
have to vote an increase in this corps. All other branches of the 
service have been increased but this. Ordinarily such an amend- 
ment would not be in order on a bill of this kind, because it pro- 
vides an increase in the corps of chaplains, and would be a 
change in existing law and subject to a point of order. 

Since some date in the sixties—I have not the exact year—this 
corps has remained at its present number—24. Mr. Long, the 
former Secretary of the Navy, in reply to Mr. Cassard, said it 
was realized that an increase should be made. If the men in the 
service of the country in the Navy are to receive the considera- 
tion to which they are entitled, if the men with conscientious 
scruples against serving in places where there is no opportunity 
ever to consult a minister of religion are to have their wants 
properly attended to and looked after, and if the service is to be 
made wat it should be, this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the chaplains 
of the Navy have pending before the Committee on Naval Affairs 
a provision which, in my judgment, should have consideration, 
first by that committee and afterwards by the House. For the 
information of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGEra.p], 
I will say that an attempt was made to provide for the better- 
ment of the chaplains of the Navy. By reason, however, of the 
pressure of public business, it was found impossible at this session 
to report a bill which would be entirely acceptable to the chap- 
lains and the Department. 

I agree with the gentleman that there is occasion for legislation 
in behalf of this department of the service; but I suggest to him 
the propriety of allowing the amendment to lie over until a future 


time—perhaps the next session of Congress, when I hope to see | 


reported here for the consideration of the House a bill which will 
not only increase the number of chaplains in the Navy, but will 
give them increased chances for promotion, which they desire. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me say to the gentleman that on the 
4th of February, 1902, I introduced a bill, which was referred to 
the committee of which he is a member, increasing the number 
of chaplains from 24 to 40. That bill has never received consid- 
eration. The committee 
session and has passed it 


rat this session. Now, when will it 


be possible for that bill or any similar bill to receive considera- | 


tion at the hands of the Naval Committee? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Three chaplains of the Navy 
came to the committee room within the last four weeks and 
asked to be heard. Thecommittee sat and listened to the request 
they had to make and assured them that it would be impossible 
to concede to them at this session of Congress, by reason of the 
shortness of the time, the request which they had to make. 
ae UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 

on? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Has the Naval Committee at this ses- 


sion reported favorably to this House any general legislation ex- | 


“: what is contained in this appropriation bill? 
r. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. As affecting the personnel? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I think not. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Or any other proposition? 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I think not. I will say to the 
gentleman that some private bills, of course, have been reported. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I mean legislation of a public character. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I will say further to the gen- 
tleman that I pressed with all my might upon the committee a 
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It was, however, 


provision for the enlisted men of the Navy. 
deemed advisable that in this bill there should not be incorporated 


legislation of that character. I want to assure the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FirzGERALD] that my sympathy is with his 
proposition—not simply to increase the number of chaplains, but 
to so legislate for them that they may have a chance for promo- 
tion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If we could have the active support of 
the gentleman now, as well as his sympathy, it would be much 
more satisfactory and effective. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I may say to 
the gentleman from New York [| Mr. FirzGERALD] that the three 
chaplains who appeared before us did not ask, according to my 
recollection, for an increase. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. Is it not a fact that when the chaplains 
appeared, to which the gentleman refers, that the chaplains were 
asking for some legislation regarding pay, which has nothing 
whatever to do with the question of an increase in the corps? 

Mr. WATSON. But, has the gentleman heard from any 
source—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why, I just read from the letter of thé 
then Secretary of the Navy, dated January, 1902, in which he 
states that at the last Congress he recommended an increase in this 
corps. 

Mr. WATSON. Hasanybody asked on the part of the chaplains 
an increase in the number of chaplains? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Secretary of the Navy did recom- 
mend it in his annual report. 

Mr. WATSON. No, no—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But I have just read from his letter, and 
I will ask the Clerk to give it to me and I will readitagain. It 
is a letter signed by the Secretary of the Navy, and it is as fol- 
lows 

Mr. WATSON. Oh, I understand what isin that letter. There 
| is no need for the gentleman to recite the alphabet here. We all 
know it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
| vania has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Iask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
| mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| be extended. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
time that was just extended? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Before I yield any of it, I 
would like to correct a statement I made. The chaplains did ask 
for an increase, but they impressed upon us with greater earnest- 
ness a request for increase of salary. 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. They were probably looking ont for their 
own interests. I am looking out for the interests of the enlisted 
men who require the services of these chaplains, and I wish to 
| read this letter for the benefit of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. WATSON. But I have been all over it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman says that no recom- 
mendation was made. 

Mr. WATSON. But there were some things which happened 
of which my friend is not cognizant and has no knowledge. After 
this letter appeared the Secretary of the Navy came in person be- 
fore our committee and asked us to defer any further action in 
| regard to the chaplains. 

r. FITZGERALD. Iam familiar with that fact, and it crew 
| out of the fact that some of the chaplains were dissatisfied with 
| the pay they were receiving. 

| Mr. WATSON. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And I have nosympathy with those who 
are dissatisfied; but I do believe that the number of men anxious 
and willing to serve at the pay now given should be increased for 
the benefit of the men who need their services. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I did not ask 
for this time which has been granted to me, and am very much 
obliged to the gentleman who secured it for me. I would like to 

| surrender it to the donor. Who was it? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Why, I will yield it to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GaINzEs]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, no, no! 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes, yes! 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to ask my friend some 

| questions. The gentleman is a member of the committee. I 
| would ask if he thinks the Navy needs more chaplains? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. That is a very hard question 

| to answer. I never was in the service, and I do not know whether 
' they do or not. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do they need those chaplains? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Ican not answer the question 
because Ido not know. I, however, think that as the men in 
the Navy increase the chaplains should increase. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Have you not increased the Navy? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. We have. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are yon not increasing it now? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It is proposed by the bill to 
increase it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then do not you want some more 
chaplains? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. But the chaplains are asking 
for additional legislation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I say that I think they need a few 
more chaplains in the Navy. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Now, in answer to the gen- 
tleman, I will say that I do not know that the Navy needs more 
chaplains. I do say this, that the Secretary of the Navy,as I un- 
derstood, advised us not to increase the number at this session of 
Congress. I would assume, however, that if the men increase, 
the chaplains should be increased, and if, at the right time, the 
proposition is submitted to me I will vote for an increase in the 
number of chaplains. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am glad you are converted now. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to make just one state- 
ment about this. There need be no difficulty. The Secretary of 
the Navy originally suggested that there should be some addi- 
tional chaplains. When he came before the committee he said 
that he had not had time to investigate the question thoroughly; 
that there were some questions of rank and pay involved—some 
questions of increase of salary involved, and that inasmuch as he 
had not had time to look into it and examine it thoroughly. he 
suggested that we postpone action until the next session of Con- 
gress. 

Now I will answer my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Gangs] and 
say that there is probably at this time a need of some more chaplains 
inthe Navy. But, Mr. Chairman, whenever the Navy is increased 
it should be done systematically and upon a rational basis. We 
have been increasing a little along this line and a little along that 
line, adding a little to this staff and a little to that staff, until it 
is the aim, object, and desire of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
at the next session of Congress to take up the entire question of 
the personnel of the Navy and increase it systematically and in 
accordance with the provisions of law, so that we will not have 
to be legislating upon an appropriation bill, but put it all ona 
rational basis. I trust that the gentleman will not press this, 
because at the next session of Congress these things are sure to 
be done; there will be no suffering in the meantime, and what 
he wants done will be done systematically and rationally. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, my friend the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has, I think, unintentionally put the chap- 
lajns in somewhat of a false position when he said that while it 
was true they had asked for an increase of the number, they had 
asked with much more earnestness for an increase of salary. 
Now, as I understood their request, they were very earnest in 
their petition for a larger number, for an increase of their corps, 
and their petition for an increase of salary was based only on the 
incidental advantage of thereby making a rearrangement of their 
rank. 

As it is now, the chaplains, differently from all the other officers 
of the Navy, go in at a certain salary and remain at that salary. 
Now,I think what they complained of was not so much the total 
amount of the money appropriated for that corps as the distribu- 
tion of it, and I think myself that their complaint was well 
founded. I do not know that this is going to be entirely satisfac- 
tory, even if this amendment is adopted. I am sure, in fact, that 
it will not be entirely so. But it will cover their request in one 
particular at least. Now, ordinarily Iam opposed to increasing 
any kind of offices, or the number of aprointees; but in a case 
like this I am disposed to concede the necessity for some more 
praying in the Navy, and I would still further favor it if it was 
to be for a little more praying on the other side of the House. I 
hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, just one min- 
ute. I should like to assure the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
VANDIVER] that I had no intention whatever of putting the chap- 
lains in a position which they did not take before the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. B ER of Pennsylvania. I should like to finish this 
statement. I find that in the hearing that was had before the | 


committee by a reference to the headings we can see the different | 


questions discussed. I find ‘“‘ Chaplain Clark’s statement,”’ cov- 
ering perhaps eight or ten lines; ‘‘ Number of chaplains, 24,” 


covering five lines; ‘‘Rank and number,” four or five lines. 
Then I find other headings; ‘‘ Chaplain’s position;’’ ‘*‘ Chaplains 
get $2,800;”’ “Allowance, $109;”’ ‘*‘ Young and old chaplains have 
same duties;’’ ‘*Question of chaplains as seagoing officers;’’ 
‘** Question of military title;’’ ‘‘ Clergymen could not command;”’ 
‘*Other side of question of increasing pay of chaplains;’’ ‘‘ Mr. 
BuLL’s bill; ‘‘Mr. Dayton’s bill; ‘* Objection to chaplains’ 
pay;’’ ‘‘ Wantincrease of corps;”’ ‘* Objections to startas ensigns;”’ 
** Allowances, discrimination; and so on. I did not mean to put 
the chaplains in a bad position or in a wrong position. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam quite sure of that and I so stated. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. And I refer the gentleman to 
the hearings. I sat and listened to the three chaplains for two 
hours, and I have quite a clear recollection of what they said. 

Mr. VANDIVER. If the gentleman wishes to stand by his 
other statement, I have no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I have no objection to stand- 
ing by it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 60. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Navy shall as soon as practicable after the 5th day of 
March in each year notify in writing each Senator, Representative, and Dele- 
vate in Congress of any vacancy which may be regarded as existing in the 
State, District, or Territory which he represents, and the nomination of a 
candidate to fill such vacancy shall be made upon the recommendation of the 
Senator, Representative, or Delegate. Such recommendation shall be made 
by the Ist day of May of that year, and if not so made the Secretary of the 
Navy shall fill the vacancy by the appointment of an actual resident of the 
State, District, or Territory in which the vacancy exists, who shall have been 
for at least two years immediately preceding his appointment an actual bona 
fide resident of the State, District, or Territory in which the vacancy exists 
and shall have the qualifications otherwise prescribed by law. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting on page 57, line 12, after the word “law,” the following: 

“4nd provided further, That the Superintendent of the Naval Sanmemay 
shall make such rules, to be approved by the Secretary of the Navy, as will 
effectually prevent the practice of hazing; and any cadet found guilty of par- 
ticipating in or encouraging or countenancing such practice shall be sum- 
marily expelled from the Academy and shall not thereafter be appointed to 
the corps of cadets or be eligible for appointment as a canmissioned officer 
in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps until two years after the graduation of 
the class of which he was a member.” 

‘Loud applause. | 

r. DICK. Mr. Chairman, the language of the amendment is 
identical with the language of the law which we applied to West 
Point for the suppression of hazing two years ago and which has 
proved very efficacious, there being but one instance of an offense 
that has been discovered at West Point since its enactment. It 
perhaps ought to have applied to both institutions when enacted 
two yearsago. It is quite apparent that it ought to apply to both 
institutions now, and I trust that it may be adopted in this bill. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that I approve most 
heartily of this provision. I think it is good, healthy legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Pay of civil force: In the office of the Major-General Commandant: One 
chief clerk, at $1,600; 1 clerk, at $1,200; 1 messenger, at $840. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


neo pare 60, line 14, strike out “eight hundred and forty” and insert 

Mr. FOSS. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, this provision relates to Mr. 
John W. Armstrong, a messenger in the Commandant’s office. 
He is an excellent man in every way. This messenger in the 
office of the Commandant of the Marine Corps was appointed on 
December 5, 1895, at a salary of $971.28 a year. This salary for 
this position has been the same since 1870. He is the messenger 
at the Marine Corps headquarters, and his duties are different 
from other messengers in the Departments; that is, when some 
of the clerks of the Commandant’s office are off on leave, or sick, 
he performs their duties. In addition to that, he is responsible 
for all mail matter sent or received at the headquarters. He 
receipts for all registered mail, and he collects and sends money 
orders and mails checks from the Department. There are over 
$3,000,000 sent out in this manner each fiscal year. He works 
every Sunday and on all the holidays in the year. The estimates 
sent by the Navy Department included this salary at $971.28, as 
usual. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the point of order does not lie against 
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this amendment, because it is the existing law; but for some 
reason or other the Committee on Naval Affairs in making up the 
bill cut the salary of this messenger down $131 a year. I know 
this messenger is one of the most faithful in the Department and 
one of the most efficient men to-day in the public service, and in- 
stead of getting $971 a year he ought to get about $1,500; but I 
do not ask for an increase of his pay. I simply ask this House 
not to reduce his pay. I called to see the Secretary of the Navy 
about this matter, and he told me that he had not recommended 
the reduction of the pay of this messenger. I trust that this 
amendment will be adopted and that this messenger will receive 
the same salary he has been receiving ever since he has been in 
the public service. He is an honest, faithful, and capable man, 
and his pay should not be reduced. It is a matter of justice, and 
I appeal to the members to do the fair thingin the matter. That 
is all I want to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to inquire of the 
gentleman from Illinois whether this is already the existing law. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in reference to this 
matter that the Secretary of the Navy, since he has been in charge 
of the administration of the Navy Department, has been trying 
to equalize the pay of clerks and messengers all along the line, 
and it appears in the hearing before the committee that question 
was taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The messenger is cut down from $971.28 to $840? 

Colonel GOODLOE. That was done by the Secretary. 

The question was asked: 

Colonel GoopLogr. I presume so as to put him on the same footing as mes- 
sengers of the Navy Department. 
amr Has there been an equalization all the way through the 

Colonel GoopLoE. In this office. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only in the Marine Corps? 

Colonel Rerp. Yes, sir. 

Now, the purpose of the Secretary of the Navy has been to 
equalize the pay of the clerks in the Marine Corps with those in 
the Navy Department proper. I think it is legislation along the 
right gent I have nothing to say as to this particular indi- 
vidual, because I do not know him, but I believe we ought to 
sustain the Secretary of the Navy in his endeavor to work out 
some of these problems which are constantly confronting him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois wish to 
be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. FOSS. No. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | 


by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SULZER) there were 81 ayes and 48 noes. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are demanded. [After counting. ] 
Sixteen gentlemen rising, not a sufficient number, and tellers are 
refused. 

So the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fuel, Marine Corps: For heating barracks and quarters, for ranges and 


stoves for cooking, fuel for enlisted men, for sales to officers, maintaining 
electric lights, and for hot-air closets, $45,000. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 22, page 62, insert; 

“That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to pay 
to the Pain's Fireworks Company the sum of $25,000 as and for damages in 
full settlement of the claims of said Pain’s Fireworks Company against the 
United States, caused by the sale of blank cartridges by the United States 
to said company and which caused injury and damage by reason of the fact 
that some of said cartridges were loaded, and the said sum of $25,000 is here- 
by apprcprntes, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to be drawn on the warrant of the Secretary of the Navy, to settle in 
full said claims as aforesaid.” 

Mr. FOSS. To that, Mr. Chairman,I make the point of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman; I ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to withhold his point of order until I can explain this mat- 
ter to the committee. 

Mr. FOSS. I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment speaks for 
itself, but I desire to address the House briefly in regard to it. 
On the 5th of June, 1899, Pain’s Fireworks Company, a corpora- 
tion organized under the laws of the State of New York, pur- 
chased at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, on a sale of condemned stores 
belonging to the Navy, sold by sealed proposals, certain goods, 
among which were *‘ Lot No. 323, consisting of 36,709 cartridges, 
rifle blank, caliber .45.’’ These cartridges were delivered to the 
company in the original Government packages, containing about 
1,000 cartridges to the box, with the Government label and stamp 
affixed to each box, stating that they were blank cartridges. 
Prior to the sale the company sent one of its men to Dover, N. J., 
at which place these cartridges were stored, and he was furnished 
with sampies of the cartridges, and which were blank cartridges. 
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The boxes containing the cartridges were trucked to the factory 
of Pain’s Fireworks Company, at Greenfield, Brooklyn, N. Y.,and 
there stored in the original boxesintact. In September, 1839, the 
company was engaged in giving a series of spectacular pyrotech- 
nical performances at Columbus, Ohio, necessitating the use of 


| these blank cartridges in a theatrical representation of the battle 


of San Juan. A very serious accident occurred, causing the 
death of two people and serious injury to several others, by rea- 
son of the fact that mixed in with the cartridges sold to the com- 
pany by the Government as blank cartridges were certain ball 
cartridges, known as “ gallery’’ cartridges. The bullets causing 
the injury were recovered and found to be those used in ** gallery ”’ 
cartridges, and on opening additional boxes a number of loaded 
cartridges were found distributed among the blanks. 

These ‘‘ gallery ’’ cartridges are in appearance similar to blank 
cartridges, and as they were sold to the company as blank cart- 
ridges and labeled as blank cartridges it was impossible to discover 
the presence of the bullets. The Pain’s Company traced the 
‘* gallery cartridges ’’ and found that they were made at the Gov- 
ernment arsenal at Frankford, Pa. How they came to be mixed 
in with the blank cartridges. packed in boxes labeled for blank 
cartridges,isnotknown. Asit was,a dreadful accident occurred, 
accompanied by loss of life, and its effect was ruinous to the cor- 
poration named. Immediately after the accident about $4,000 of 
the company’s money in Columbus, Ohio, was attached in suits 
for damages, large claims were presented against the corporation, 
its season at Columbus came to an end, and a series of perform- 
ances contracted for at Cincinnati in the following week also 
resulted in loss on account of the fatality. 

Such an accident was unheard of in the experience of the com- 
pany or its officers, and its effect was such that the business of 
the company was practically terminated. Litigations were com- 
menced by those injured and it resulted finally in the company 
being thrown into bankruptcy in the district court of the United 
States for the eastern district of New York. A trustee in bank- 
ruptcy was appointed and he is administering at the present time 
the affairs of the corporation. It is believed that this terrible ac- 
cident was caused by the negligence of some of the employees of 


| the Navy Department, and that in the interests of justice the 


Government should make good the loss which came to the com- 
pany and ruined it. Without considering the irreparable injury 
which the company has suffered through its enforced bankruptcy, 
it can trace a direct loss of at least $25,000 to this occurrence, for 
which sum it has made and filed a claim. 

In November, 1899, the former president of Pain’s Fireworks 
Company communicated with Admiral Philip, then commandant 
at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, giving him all the facts. 

This correspondence was referred to the Bureau of Ordnance, 
Navy Department, Washington, D.C. Thereafter the claimant 
received a letter from Admiral Charles O’ Neil, Chief of the Bureau 
of Ordnance, dated November 29, 1899, in which it was stated that 
the Bureau had some proof that no such ammunition as that 
which did the damage had ever been in the possession of the Navy, 
and stating that the Union Metallic Cartridge Company had in- 
formed the Bureau that such ammunition had been made in some 
instances for State troops. It was also suggested that the State 
troops at Columbus, Ohio, who took part in the theatrical per- 
formance, may have had a few of these gallery cartridges in their 
boxes, some of which might have caused the damage, and urging 
that the matter be further investigated. The company was also 
requested to keep unbroken packages purchased from the Gov- 
ernment intact, as an officer from the Bureau would be detailed 
to overhaul them. But, sir, there can be no mistake about the 
fact that these ball cartridges came from the boxes purchased 
from the Government. Immediately after the accident the com- 
pany opened other boxes, which were in exactly the same condi- 
tion in which they came from Dover, N. J., and found these ball 
cartridges mixed in with the blanks. There was no opportunity 
for the introduction of ball cartridges through error or in any 
other way. The negligence occurred in the original packing of 
the boxes, which were labeled ‘‘ Blank’’ when they came from the 
Navy Department. 

The corporation of Pain’s Fireworks Company has filed all the 
pos with the Secretary of the Navy. The Navy Department 

as made a very careful investigation in the matter through its 
officials and admits that the Government is liable in damages to 
this company. The claim originally put in by the company is 
only for $25,000—a very small claim, all things considered. It 
ought to have been at least $50,000; but this claim was filed 
promptly at that figure, and the company is now willing to ac- 
cept that sum in full settlement. Itis a just claim and should 
be paid. The circumstances are deplorable, and the facts can 
not be successfully controverted. In January of this year I in- 
troduced a bill similar to this amendment, at the suggestion of 
the Secretary of the Navy, and that bill is now pending before 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. All the papers in the case are 
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now before that committee. In this connection I will read the 
following affidavit, viz: 
STATE OF ILLINOIS, County of Cook, sa: 


Edward Maher, being first duly sworn, on his oath de and says that 
he is a member of the Chicago bar and has been engaged in the practice of 
his profession as a lawyer in Chicago for many years; that shortly after the 
7th day of September, 1899, he was retained and employed by the Pain’s Fire- 
works Company for the purpose of arranging the defense of the said com- 
pany against certain suits then threatened, growing out of the death and in- 
jury of several persons at Columbus, Ohio, on the 7th day of September, 1899. 

This affiant further says that he investigated the cases upon his arrival at 
Columbus and found that a regiment of Ohio State infantry had been en- 
gaged with the Pain's Fireworks Company in giving a certain open-air 
entertainment depicting scenes from the recent Spanish war at the battle of 
San Juan Hill; that certain cartridges =e to be blank had been issued 
by the Pain's attachés to the regiment, and that during the mimic representa- 
tion of battle the regiment had fired inthe direction of theaudience, wound- 
ing Max Gugenheim, a young man, Smithson, another young man, and one 
killed, a child named Charles Krag. 

This affiant visited the coroner's office at Columbus, Ohio, in September, 
1899, and examined the bullet which was exhibited to him by the coroner of 
the county in which the city of Columbus is situated, and which said bullet 
was then a part of the records in the case of the inquest on the death of the 
boy, Charles Krag. The bullet was evidently a target-practice bullet, being 
somewhat larger than a pea and was round, except where it had become 
flattened by contact with the skull of the child. 

This affiant iearned that the regiment was armed with Springfield rifles, 
caliber .45,and had used same at sham battle. This affiant says he is familiar 
with the said weapon, arene carried one for three years while serving as a 
private and noncommissioned officer in the Illinois State Infantry, and also 
was familiar with said weapon through having served as captain command- 
ing a company of infantry of the Illinois State Guards for the further period 
of three years. 

This aifiant, from his knowledge so gained, believes that said bullet was an 
ordinary target-practice bullet, such as he had seen used in target practice 
with Springfield rifles, caliber .45, and it was not the ordinary service missile 
used in said rifle. 

This affiant further says that he was present on the trial in the circuit 
court of Cook County, in Chicago, I1l., in the case of Max Gugenheim against 
Pain’s Fireworks Company, for damages, occasioned by being shot on the 
ubove date at Columbus, Ohio, and on the same oaundion that young Kra: 
was killed. Gugenheim testified that he stood in front of the grand stand, 
from 150 to 200 feet from where the regiment was firing in the mimic battle 
aforesaid. Other witnesses testified that the exhibition was going on from 
15 to B® feet from where Gugenheim was standing, there being about 10,000 
people on the ground. Mr. Gugenheim testified that he was struck below 
.the right shoulder; that the bullet passed through his body and lodged close 
= the = that he was laid up for a long time after that in consequence of 

6 accident. 

Dr. C. M. Taylor, the surgeon called immediately after the shooting, testi- 
fied that he reached Gugenheim ten or fifteen minutes after the injury; that 
he examined the patient's pulse, which showed evidence of comidaveble 
shock tothe system; stimulants were administered, and removed clothing; 
found an injury on the right side of the chest and at the upper part of the 
front corresponding to about the fourth or fifth rib; found a wound from 
which the blood had been freely oozing, and which wound was ragged in ap- 
pearance. He determined the ball had passed through the body to the ex- 
tent of about 10 inches, coming near to the surface posteriorly on a line 
nearly level with the point of entrance in front. He extracted the ball in 
the presence of a number of doctors. The weight of the ball is about 2} 
drams. He remained in the hospital ten days, and was under the doctor's 
care for three or four weeks daily thereafter at the home of the patient. 

The doctor considered a wound of this character in the location described 
as of a serious nature, implicating, as it undoubtedly did, important blood ves- 
sels and nervous structures. The patient would not, in his opinion, ever en- 
tirely recover from the effect of the injury, being such effects as he had just 
described, together with a predisposition to atmospheric influences and cli- 
matic changes, subjecting him to rheumatic conditions and nervous debility. 

This affiant has repeatedly seen Springfield rifles discharged while carry- 
ing the ordinary service bullet and has noted the effect upon substances 
struck by the missile, and from such observation he is strongly of the opin- 
jon that the ordinary bullet would have comeay, pierced the body of 
Gugenheim and would have caused his death. This affiant has no hesitanc 
in saying from information derived from hearing testimony of witnesses, and 
the examination of the bullet token from young Krag’s skull, that the bullets 
were apparently target-pract’ce cartridges, such as he has seen used in 
Springfield rifies. 

Further affiant saith not. 

EDWARD MAHER. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 27th day of January, 1903. 

[SERAL.] IDA G. ROCK, Notary Public. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the Government should this money; 
the company is anxious to get it as soon as possible, in order to 
wind up its affairs in the bankruptcy court and get out of bank- 
ruptcy. If this money is promptly paid it will be able to pay its 
creditors—the principal creditors being those who have become 
such by reason of this accident—about 35 cents on the dollar, as I 
am informed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask a few minutes more. 

The Without objection, the gentleman will 
proceed. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the trustee in bankruptcy of 
this corporation called to see the Secretary of the Navy, and was 
told that there were no funds available to liquidate this claim, 
and it was suggested that a bill be introduced here todo it. This 
was done, but the committee has been so busy it has been unable 
to consider it thus far. In order to expedite the payment of this 
just claim I offer the amendment to the naval appropriation bill, 

ause I realize it is very important to this company, a very 
well-known company in this country, to get the money rn 
due it, in order to settle its affairs and get out of bankruptcy. 
believe the Secretary does not object. 

Mr. FOSS. Has the gentleman a letter to that effect? 


Mr. SULZER. No;I have nota letter to that effect, but I 
spoke to the Secretary about the matter, and he said that the relief 
pa for must come through Congressional action, and I believe 

e sent all the papers in the matter on file to the Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee, where I suppose they are now. Weall can see that this is 
a legitimate claim against the Government. It ought to be paid, 
and paid immediately, for unless the money be appropriated now 
in this bill it can not be paid until the next Congress meets, and 
this delay will prevent the company from getting out of bank- 
ruptcy for a year or more. I trust that the gentleman from Ili- 
nois will withdraw the point of order, so that this amount may 
be appropriated in this bill and the claim speedily settled. 

Mr. CANNON. If this company has, as the gentleman says, a 
legal claim against the Government, why should they not take 
their action into court? 

Mr. SULZER. The company can not sue the Government in 
court. The gentleman from Dlinois knows that. 

Mr. C ON. Oh, yes; they can sue in any district court, or 
in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman isin error. The company can 
not sue in any court. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; they can sue in the district court under 
the Tucker Act. 

Mr. COCHRAN. No action for damages would lie under the 
Tucker Act. 

Mr. SULZER. That is so; there can be no doubt about that. 

Mr. CANNON. Iunderstood that this was a claim which could 
be prosecuted against the Government. 

Mr. SULZER. It is certainly a just claim which ought to be 
paid now, but the money must be appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know that I understood what the 
gentleman meant. I have an impression that the Government is 
not liable in damages in court; but I just wanted to find out 
about this matter. 

Mr. SULZER. Well, the gentleman admits now that he was 
mistaken when he said that this company could bring a suit in 
any of the courts. Of course the gentleman knows better than 
that. He may not be a very great lawyer, but he is too good a 
legislator not to know better than that. 

Mr. CANNON. I thought, when my friend stated that the 
Government was liable, that this was a claim which could be en- 
forced at law. I misunderstood my friend, however. 

Mr. SULZER. And I will now say I misunderstood the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I think this is a matter which 
should have gone to the Committee on Claims. I ask a ruling on 
my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Dlinois makes the 
point of order—— 

Mr. SULZER. Just a moment. Of course I know that a 
point of order made by the gentleman will lie against this amend- 
ment; but, sir, after 1 introduced this bill I went before the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to get it reported. The chairman was 
present. I explained the provisions of the bill; I explained the 
position of the Government in regard to it—how the company 
wanted it settled, how anxious the creditors were to get their 
money, and the company to get out of bankruptcy; and although 
the chairman of the committee did not tell me in just so many 
words that he would not raise the point of order if 1 offered it as 
an amendment, yet from the way the gentleman smiled at the 
time [laughter] I was inclined to believe that when this matter 
came up in the House he would raise no objection to its adoption; 
but he has, and I now realize the force of the old saying that ‘“‘a 
man may smile and smile and be a villain still.’ [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairsustains the point of order. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For repairs of barracks, Marine Corps: Repairs and improvements to bar- 
racks oan ¢ uarters at Portsmouth, Yi H.; ton, Mass.; Newport, R. L.; 
New York, N. Y.; 16 Island, Pennsylvania; Annapolis, Md.; headquar- 
ters and navy-yard, District of Columbia; Norfolk, Va.; Port Royal, 8. C.; 
Pensacola, Fla.; Dry Tortugas, Florida; New Orleans, La.; Mare Island and 
San Francisco, Cal.; Bremerton, Wash., and Sitka, Alaska; for the renting, 
leasing, improvement, and erection of buildings in Porto Rico, the Philippine 
Islands, at Guam, and at such other places as the public exigencies uire; 
and for per diem to enlisted men employed under the direction of the Quar- 
a Depestueen® on the repair of barracks, quarters, and the other 
P For rent of wilting used for manufacture of clothing, storing of supplies, 
and office of assistant quartermaster, Philadelphia, Pa., $6,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I offer an amendment, to come in 
as a new paragraph. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Garves of Tennessee, as 
follows: 

On e 64, after line 10, insert the following: 

“'That nothing in this act shall be constracd into a the employ- 
ment of any architect or a not already regularly in the employ 


of the Governmen: of the Uni tates in planning, supervising, or erecting 
the building of the Naval Academy or other improvements there herein 
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authorized, at Annapolis, Md.; nor shall plans, 


specifications, or information 
from outside parties be purchased for such purposes.” 

Mr. FOSS. Point of order. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman reserve the point of 
order? . 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is that point of order in time? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


serve it. 
Oh, no. 


I hope the gentleman will re- 


Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. MUDD. I will reserve the point of order for a moment. 
How much time does the gentleman from Tennessee want? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope I may have ten minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, on page 21 of this bill—— 

Mr. MAHON. Irenewthe point of order and insist on a ruling. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I make the point of order that I 
had taken the floor and addressed the Chair, raising the point of 
order, and was proceeding to debate the question when the gentle- 


man—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the 
right to raise the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I had taken the floor and was pro- 
ceeding to discuss the amendment. I submit that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] comes too late in insisting on 
the point of order, because I had taken the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had not recognized the gentle- 
man to debate the amendment. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Maryland |Mr. Mupp] on the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. at is the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. I will state the point of order, but first I should 
like to have the amendment read again. 

The CHAIRMAN, Withoutobjection, theamendment will be 
again reported. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

Mr. MUDD. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is clearly new legisla- 
tion. Itis not germane to the paragraph and is not germane to 
anything that we have adopted in this bill. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. And it changes existing law. 

Mr. MUDD. And it entirely changes existing law. The Sec- 
retary of thé Navy under the act passed in the Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress, if I recollect aright, was authorized-to adopt complete 

lans. Those plans having been made in pursuance of law, and 

aving thus been adopted, have the force of law. The gentle- 
men of the committee will recollect that Secretary Moody in ask- 
ing for this legislation stated that he could not go a step further 
without the authority of Congress to change these plans, because 
the plans, having been already adopted in pursuance of law giv- 
ing him authority to so adopt complete plans, had in themselves 
the effect and force of law. I do not know that there is any very 
strong special objection to the amendment, except that it will 
abridge the authority of the Secretary, which we have already 

iven. It is clearly new legislation and is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Tennessee on the last part of his amendment. The Chair is of 
opinion that the first part of the amendment is not subject to 
a point of order, but the last clause, which provides ‘“‘ ner shall 
plans, a. or information from outside parties be pur- 
chased for such purposes,’’ the Chair is inclined to think is sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

Mr. G ES of Tennessee. Then I will ask unanimous con- 
sent * withdraw that part of the proposed amendment, and 

roceed. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- | 
mous consent to omit from his amendment the last clause. Is | 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
wish to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. MAHON. No. 

Mr. MUDD. I would like to know what is left of the amend- | 
ment? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, there is a great lot left, my | 
good fellow. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Gruuetr of Massachusetts). The Chair | 
is of opinion that inasmuch as this amendment provides that | 
nothing in this act shall be construed into authorizing the ap- 
esa of any architect, etc., it does not change existing law, 

ecause it leaves existing law precisely as it is. It simply pro- 
vides that nothing in this act shall be so construed, therefore 
nothing in this act would ore such authority. But this act is 
not yet existing law, and therefore, in the opinion of the Chair, 
this does not change existing law. 

Mr. MUDD. I merely wish toadd that it amounts to butlittle, 





| amendment would not change existing law. 





if it leaves the law as it stands to-day. If I recollect aright, it 
has frequently been decided that an act, a piece of legislation, 
undertaking to construe a law already upon the statute books, is 
a change of law, and new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. This simply provides that nothing ‘‘ in this 
act shall be construed,” etc., and this act is not yet existing law. 

Mr. MUDD. If the view of the Chairis correct it may amount 
tonothing. Itistautological, perhaps. Nevertheless, it is giving 
a construction to law which may or may not be the construction 
which ought to be put upon it. Therefore to that extent it is 
new law. 

Mr. CANNON. If the Chairman will allow me, the amend- 
ment as modified clearly would prevent: the Secretary of the Navy 
from utilizing other than an officer in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment in procuring plans for the newly authorized building, 
for which $400,000 was appropriated, to be erected at Annapolis. 

Whether it would affect the expenditure for buildings hereto- 
fore authorized or as to those that would be authorized by extend- 
ing the limit to $10,000,000, I do not know, but it is quite compe- 
tent for Congress to provide that any money which it appropriates, 
where it authorizes the construction of a building as it has the 
technical museum or engineering school building down there, to 
enact the proposed amendment. So that it is 

Mr. OLMSTED. Itissimply a limitation on this appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. It is a limitation on the appropriation pro- 
posed as to the extension of $2,000,000, the buildings at the Acad- 
emy, and certainly, if I understand it, would apply to the new 
building for the engineering school. 

Mr. MUDD. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON. I think it would, because that is authorized, 
and I am inclined to think it ought to. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I would like to ask 
from Illinois a question. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Did not the first authorization of 
construction of buildings at Annapolis carry with it an authority 
in the Secretary of the Navy to make such contracts as, in his 
judgment, were wise and expedient for the Government; and 
under that authorization did he not enter into a contract to pay 
to the architect a certain percentage of what the buildings there 
would cost? 

Mr. CANNON. Perhaps so, on a limitation of $8,000,000; but 
as to whether it would apply on a limitation of $10,000,000 I am 
not discussing. I say that in this bill there is an entirely new 
authorization of a building, involving an expenditure of $400,000. 
That is legislation. Now, from the standpoint of other legisla- 
tion, the amendment would apply to that. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. But under the Chairman’s ruling it 
applies to buildings at the Academy. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam expressing no opinion upon that. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It would be modified, and perhaps 
not subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that if existing 
law already authorizes the employment of such an architect, this 
And if existing law 
does not so authorize it, then this amendment, of course, accom- 
plishes nothing. Therefore it seems to the Chair that this amend- 
ment is in order, and not subject to the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, after having care- 





the gentleman 


| fully read this bill, and in view of the $2,000,000 item it carries 


for the Naval Academy, I find on page 31 a basis for this amend- 


| ment, and I think the House ought, without any hesitation, to 


concur in its adoption. We have already approved an item of 
this bill, page 31, as follows: 

Plans and specifications for public works: For the preparation of plans 
and specifications for public works, including such expert aids, draftsmen, 
writers, and copyists as the Secretary of the Navy may deem necessary, 
Thirty thousand dollars for architects in one Department—the 
Navy. Here is $30,000 to be spent by the Navy Department in 
architectural work for the Government to avoid paying 5 and 
10 cents in the cost of our public improvements to architects in 
New York, Chicago, Cincinnati, and other cities. Why this offi- 
cial corps of official architects at a great expense and outside 
architects at a much greater expense? 

Now, gentlemen, I want to show you what the Secretary of the 
Navy and the Secretary of War and all of our Department of- 
ficers will have to run up against and contend with unless we 
undertake, as this amendment provides, to protect them from 
being imposed on by outside parties. 

Yesterday in my mail I received a letter from a New York 
gentleman, whom I met almost accidentally and surely by a 
mere incident at the hotel here a few nights ago. In that letter 
he incloses the official schedule of minimum charges of the Amer- 
ican Institute of Architects of recent date. It in part reads 
thus: “The schedule was amended at the Pittsburg convention, 
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November 15,1899, and further amended at the Buffalo convention, 
November 4, 1901.” 

This schedule is headed ‘“‘American Institute of Architects. 
Schedule of minimum charges and professional practice of archi- 
tects, as usual and proper.’”’ It is signed,in print, by ‘‘Glenn 
Brown, Secretary American Institute of Architects, the Octagon, 
Washington, D. C.”’ The schedule thus begins: 

For full professional services (including supervision) 5 per cent upon the 
cost of the work. 

A less rate is denounced as ‘‘ unprofessional,’ for we find in 
this schedule this: 

Tle attempt to secure work by offering professional services at a less rate 
of compensation than another architect is unprofessional conduct. 

Now, then, Mr. Flagg or any other outsider who is employed to 
do this work and is a member of this association, will be bound 
by this rule or be blacklisted in effect. This rule is, I dare say, 
well founded. I do not debate that; not at all; but I wish to 
show you what Secretary Moody must face if he employs an 
outside architect, a member of this great association. 

This bill carries $2,000,000 as an additional fund to the $8,000,- 
000 already appropriated to erect these buildings at Annapolis. 

Now, think of 5 per cent on $10,000,000 for plans, etc., paid to 
an outsider when we have architects who can do this work and 
pay them good salaries. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER] yesterday, in 
response to my inquiry, said that he was informed that an archi- 
tect had been employed to do this work who lived in New York, 
a Mr. Flagg. Now, here are the rules by which Mr. Flagg is to 
be guided, I dare say, as to his fees, because the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania says he is a man of repute, an architect of ability. 
Of course, I assume he is a member of this National Association 
of Architects, the headquarters of which, it seems, are in Wash- 
ington City. Now, for every change, for every alteration, for 
mere consultation with him, for calling him here or sending him 
hence, or doing anything on earth with him after he is employed, 
you have to pay extra. 

I will insert this schedule in the Recorp to show the various 
*‘extras’’ for which a member of this association charges: 


AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS—SCHEDULE OF MINIMUM CHARGES 
AND PROFESSIONAL PRACTICE OF ARCHITECTS, AS USUAL AND PROPER. 


For full professional services (including supervision) 5 per cent upon the | 


cost of the work. 

For partial service, or in case of the abandonment or suspension of the 
work, the charge for partial service is as follows: 

Preliminary studies, consisting of drawings such as ground plan, one up- 
per-floor plan and elevation or perspective view of exterior, special fee ac- 
cording to the magnitude of the work. For full setof preliminary drawings, 
including the above, and such additional elevations, plans, and sections as 
are necessary to illustrate the general scheme without working drawings, 
and including one revision to correct the same, 1 per cent; preliminary 
studies, general working drawings and specifications, 2} per cent; prelimi- 
nary studies, general working drawings, specifications, and details, 3; per 
cent. 

For works that cost less than $10,000, or for monumental and decorative 
work and designs for furniture, a special rate in excess of the above. 

For alterations and additions, an additional charge to be made, and alsoan 
additional charge to be made for surveysand measurements incident thereto. 

An additional charge to be made for alterations and additions in contracts 
and plans, which will be valued in proportion to the additional time and 
services employed. 

Necessary traveling expenses to be paid by the client. 

Time spent by the architect in visiting for professional consultation and 
in the accompanying travel, whether by day or night, will be charged for, 
a or not any commission, either for office work or supervising work, 

given. 

The architect's payments are successively due as his work is completed, 
in the order of the above classifications. 

Until an actual estimate is received, the charges are based on the pro- 
posed cost of the works and the paymentsare received as installments of the 
entire fee, which is based upon the actual cost. 

The architect bases his professional charge upon the entire cost to the 
owner of the building when completed, including all the fixtures necessary 
to render it fit for occupation, and is entitled to extra compensation for fur- 
niture or other articles designed or purchased by the architect. 

If any material or work used in the construction of the building bealready 
upon the ground or come into the possession of the owner without expense 
to him, the value of said material or work is to be added to the sum actually 
expended upon the building before the architect’s commission is computed. 


SUPERVISION OF WORKS. 


The supervision or superintendence of an architect (as distin hed from 
the continuous personal superintendence which may be secured by the em- 
ployment of a clerk of the works) means such inspection by the architect, 
or his deputy, of a building or other work in process of erection, completion. 
or alteration as he finds necessary to ascertain whether it is bein executed 
in conformity with his designs and specifications or directions, and to enable 
him to decide when the successive installments or ren provided for.in 
the contract or agreement are due or payable. eis to determine in con- 
structive emergencies, to order necessary changes, and to define the true in- 
tent and meaning of the drawings and specifications, and he has authorit 
to stop the progress of the work and order its removal when not in accord- 
ance with them. 

CLERK OF THE WORKS. 


On buildings where it is deemed seems Se employ a clerk of the works, 

the remuneration of said clerk is to be paid by the owner or owners, in addi- 

tion to any commission or fees due the architect. The selection or dismissal 

of the clerk of the works is to be subject to the approval of the architect. 
EXTRA SERVICES. 


Consultation fees for professional advice are to be paid in proportion to 


‘the importance of the questions involved, at the discretion of the architect. 








None of the charges above enumerated cover professional or legal serv- 
ices connected with negotiations for site, disputed party walls, right of 
light, measurement of work, or services incidental to arrangements conse- 

uent upon the failure of contractors during the a of the work. 

hen such services become necessary, they shall charged for according 

to the time and trouble involved. 
DRAWINGS AND SPECIFICATIONS. 

Drawings and specifications, as instruments of service, are the property of 
the architect. 

EXPERT SERVICES. 

Where heating, ventilating, mechanical, electrical, and sanitary problems 
in a building are of such a complicated nature as to require the eudeemae of 
an engineer, the owner is to pay for such assistance as the architect may re- 
quire. _ : ‘ 

Chemical and mechanical tests, when required, are to be paid for by the 
owner. 

SOLICITING PATRONAGE. 

The attempt to secure work by offering professional services ata less rate 
of compensation than another architect is unprofessional conduct. 

As amended at the Pittsburg convention, November 15, 1899. 

As amended at the Buffalo convention, November 4, 1901. 

GLENN BROWN, 
Secretary A. I. A., the Octagon, Washington, D. C. 


I dare say that if the Secretary of the Navy or any other officer 
goes out upon the market to employ an outside architect, as is 
done in all these huge undertakings, he will run up against these 
iron-bound, armor-plated rules and regulations which start out 
with 5 per cent upon the face value of the cost of the buildings. 
In this instance, if employed, this schedule will be a basis of 
$10,000,000. Five per cent on that, or $500,000, will be the archi- 
tect’s first fee, and maybe more for “‘ extras.”’ 

We have also architects in the Treasury building. What do 
they do? They make all the plans and specifications for every 
Federal building that is erected throughout this great Republic in 
all our States and Territories. That is done now, by these splen- 


| did professional architects of the Treasury Department, at an 


annual fixed salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask that I may have five minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks that 
his time may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, these men make the plans 
for the building of our post-offices. They made those for the 
magnificent building in my own city, twenty-five or thirty years 
ago, that has now soon to be changed and enlarged, plans for 
which are in the Treasury building now or will be soon. 

Why should we leave these splendid architects in the Navy De- 
partment, whom we pay $30,000 a year, and those in the Treas- 
ury Department, whom we pay well, to go out to New York or 
elsewhere and burden this Government with a fee of $500,000 or 
any other fee for doing this work at Annapolis? There isno rea- 
son for this; hence I insist upon my eatatioeant. 

I regret exceedingly that the Chief Executive of this country, 
for the ge of what Iam now about to say briefly, is a Re- 
publican. If a Democrat, I could not fora moment be accused 
of being partisan in this matter. Who is Mr. McKim, the ar- 
chitect who has done the work in and about the White House? 
A New York architect. He has gotten 5 or 10 per cent for spend- 
ing, in and about the White House, in four months, $680,000 of 
the people’s money. You know what he has done and how badly 
at least much of it has been done. Tell me that any man can 
put up anything on God’s earth for a building who is able to 
properly spend about $680,000 from about the 10th of July to the 
20th of November! And whathave we? Instead of having gran- 
ite at the east end of the White House, where the tunnel or walk 
way or entrance, or whatever you may call it, is, we have a plank 
post there instead of granite, Iamthusreliably informed. You 
all know about the other improvements. 

I am not now going into that. I dislike to invade, as it were, 
anything in the White House, but the fact stares us in the face 
that these improvements were all done by an outside man, from 
New York—Mr. McKim, of New York—and the President’s new 
office cost about $66,000. Judging from the way that this work 
has been done, and its cost and his quality, what can we expect 
when we employ men from the outside, architects who may be 
mere theorists? I am informed that Mr. McKim had never before 
engaged in this particular kind of work, but is an architect who 
had made his reputation as a builder of centennials and exposi- 
tions. Sure enough, here is an exposition post at the east side of 
our White House, which we enter when we visit the President. 
Instead of having granite, in keeping with the other posts, we have 
a centennial post, of the kind exactly as they had at the city of 
Nashville. 

Mr. LESTER. To hitch your horse to. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Exactly. Now, we haveour arch- 
itects here; we are appropriating $30,000 a year to pay these men. 
They have done and will do their duty, and if ba do not the 
Secretary of the Navy will immediately drop them from the rolls. 
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They are in the civil service. Now, why go outside and leave 
the Secretary at liberty to pay $500,000, or have to pay a sum less 
0 


than that, to get a man for this purpose, Ido not know. Mr. 
Flagg may be a man having a great reputation, but we know the 
men at the ar building and the Navy Department are men 
of reputation and ability and the Government year after year has 
been accepting their recommendations and taking their plans and 
specifications. 

They dare not impose on the Government. They dare not do 
defective work. They would quickly lose their position. Notso 
with an outside architect. I have no feeling whatever in this 
matter. Iam doing what I think the public service and welfare 
demand. I have done my duty. My conscience is easy. I will 
not have it otherwise. The committee can do as it pleases, but I 
utterly repudiate such useless expenditures this amendment 
tends to curb. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.MUDD. Mr. Chairman, this amendment may be harmless, 
as has been suggested to me, or it may not be. It is more likely 
to be productive of harm. In that portion of the bill which we 
have already passed we have given the Secretary power to change 
or modify the plans of the Academy. We have just voted for the 
additional amount necessary for its reconstruction, and if he did 
not alter the plans of some of the buildings at least, he could not 
carry out the purposes of Congress. But we have given him the 
power to revise or alter or entirely change the plans in pursuance 
of the extra $2,000,000 we have voted here. I undertake to say 
here now that it will be absolutely necessary to largely revise or 
alter his plans because he will now have to make provision for 
about 1,000 cadets, whereas he was formerly only required to pro- 
vide for about 500. 

Now, that necessity, everybody will concede, involves a large 
alteration of the plans, and I fear the amendment, if agreed to, 
may be construed so as to prevent him from employing in mak- 
ing the alterations the architect whom he has had in his employ for 
all the other work at the Academy. If I thought for a moment 
that a regular Government architect could do the work better, 
or as well, I would have no objection, but I think it is conceded 
by all those who have investigated the subject that the architect 
employed in the designing of the plans for the Academy is one of 
the best in the United States. The language of the amendment 
is that it shall not authorize the employment of anyone not regu- 
larly employed by the Government, and that may exclude this 
architect. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MUDD. Certainly. 


Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman tell us what the architect 


gets for the plans already prepared, for the $8,000,000? 

Mr. MUDD. I have no positive knowledge, but I understand 
po has contracted with him at a compensation of 5 per 
cent, 

Mr. RIXEY. On the $8,000,000, making $400,000. Does not 
the gentleman think there ought to be some limitatiom so that he 
should not have any further compensation? 

Mr. MUDD. Myviewis this. If the Secretary has made such 
a contract with him as binds him for the extra $2,000,000, we can 
not alter it. If he has made no contract, it is in the discretion of 
the Secretary to make what he considers an equitable and fair 
contract for the work. I shall not assume that Secretary Moody 
intends to pay the man extra compensation for doing no work, 
nor any compensation other than provided by contract legally en- 
tered into, but in case he modifies the plans, he should pay him 
what he thinks proper and reasonable, and I shall assume that 
he will go no further thanthat. The great objection to this propo- 
sition is that it may prevent the Secretary from using this man 
any further in the work of remodeling the plans made necessary 
by the increased number of cadets, and that would be a decided 
loss to this Academy and the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Gatnes of Tennessee) there were—ayes 30, noes 58. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are demanded. Those in favor of | 


tellers will rise. [After counting.] Ejighteenin the affirmative; 
not a sufficient number, and tellers are refused. 

So the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PUBLIO WORKS, MARINE CORPS. 


Barracks and quarters, Marine Corps: Purchase of ground and erection of 
building at Phi'adelphia, to be used for manufacture of clothing and storin 
of supplies and office of assistant quartermaster (the cost not to excee 
$150,000), $150,000; construction and completion of commanding officer's and 
junior officers’ quarters, navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., $42,000; construction and 
completion of commanding officer's and junior officers’ quarters, naval train- 
ing station, San Francisco, Cal., $16,000; construction and completion of one 
power house and the installation of steam heat, marine barracks and officers’ 





uarters, navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal., $11,000; in all, public works under 
arine Corps, $519,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, my impression is 
that a point of order lies as to this provision for the erection of 
the building at Philadelphia, that it is new legislation. 

Mr. DAYTON. I hope the gentleman will reserve his point of 
order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will reserve the point of order. 
I don’t know whether there is anything else new in the paragraph 
or not, for we have nothing here to tell about that. I reserve 
the point of order, Mr. Chairman, against the whole paragraph. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s 
reservation of the point of order comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. The Chair under- 
stood the gentleman to state that he reserved the point of order 
when he first rose. f 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to say to the gentleman that we are 
paying a larger sum for rent for this building now than the inter- 
est on the money amounts to every year. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much are we paying? 

Mr. DAYTON. Six thousand dollars a year. It is simply a 
question of economy for the Government to own this building. 
In addition to that we will not be able to obtain this location and 
grounds in the future for the price we can get it now. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is some site already picked out? 

Mr. DAYTON. The building and grounds occupied now under 
rent. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The proposition is to buy the 
building that we are now occupying? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes; for which we are paying $6,000 a year 
rent. I hope the gentleman will not make the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And we can buy it for $150,000? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, Mr. Chairman, as this looks 
like an economic step, and as it is now and has always been my 
purpose to economize, I withdraw the point of order and submit 
the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after line 6, page 67, the following: ‘‘That no money appropriated in 
this paragraph shall be used for the purchase of plans, specifications, or in- 
formation in supervising or erecting said improvement.” 

Mr. MUDD. I reserve the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
GarnxEs of Tennessee) there were—ayes 21, noes 51. 

So the amendment was lost. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lacry having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 


| passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 


H. R. 6516. An act for the relief of Henry P. Montgomery, 
surviving executor of Granville Garnett, deceased; 

H. R. 9632. An act for the allowance of claims of certain citi- 
zens of Virginia for damages to their property incident to the 
encampment at Manassas and march from Camp Alger to Thor- 
ougfare Gap, Virginia, as recommended by a board of officers 
appointed for the consideration of claims for damages to property 
by volunteer soldiers during the war with Spain; 

H. R. 12141. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act amend- 
ing section 4708 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in 
relation to pensions to remarried widows,’’ approved March 3, 
1901; 

H. R. 17052. An act to authorize the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Tennessee River at a point between Lewis 


| Bluff, in Morgan County, Ala., and Guntersville, in Marshall 


| County, Ala.; 





H. R. 17192. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue a patent to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., for certain tracts of 
land; and 

H. R. 5070. An act for the relief of Hamilton M. Sailors. 

The message also announced that the Senate had further in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 16567) making ap- 
propriation {for the support of the Army for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1904, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
had agreed to the further conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Proctor, Mr. QUARLES, and Mr. CocKRELL as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
6139) to provide for the organization of private corporations in 
the district of Alaska, had asked a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
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Mr. Netson, Mr. BuRNHAM, and Mr. PaTTEerRson as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

he message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 7363. An act to permit the Secretary of State to cause the 
destruction of invoices. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the di ing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
16021) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


That for the pu of further nee the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
contract three first-class battle ships carrying the heaviest armor and most 
powerful ordnance for vessels of their class upon a trial displacement of not 
more than 16,000 tons, and to have the highest practicable speed and great 
radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceed- 
ing $4,212,000 each; one first-class armored cruiser of not more than 14,500 tons 
trial displacement, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful arma- 
ment for vessels of its class, and to have the __ practicable speed and 
great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not 
exceeding $4,659,000; two steel ships, to be used in training landsmen and ap- 
prentices, to be propelled by sail, and to cost, exclusive of armament, not 
exceeding $370,000 each; one wooden brig, to be used for training landsmen 
and apprentices at stations, to be propelled by sail, and to cost, exclusive of 
armament, not exceeding $50,000; and the contract for the construction of 
each of said vessels shall be awarded by the Secretary of the Navy to the 
lowest best responsible bidder, having in view the best results and most ex- 
peditious delivery; and in the construction of all of said vessels the provisions 
of the act of August 3, 1886, entitled ‘An act to increase the naval establish- 
ment,” as to material for said vessels, their engines, boilers, and machinery, 


the contracts under which they are built, the notice of any proposals for the 
same, the drawings, ifications therefor, and the method of exe- 
cuting said contracts shall observed and followed, and, subject to the 


provisions of this act, all said vessels shall be built in compliance with the 
terms of said act, and in all their parts shall be of domestic meee and 
the steel material shall be of domestic manufacture, and of the quality and 
characteristics best adapted to the various p for which it may be 
used, in accordance with specifications approved by the Secretar of the 
Navy: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy may bui'd any or 
all of the vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he —_— designate, 
and shall build the vessels herein authorized fin such navy-ya as he may 
designate, should it reasonably appear that the persons, firms, or corpora- 
tions, or the agents thereof, bidding for the construction of any of said ves- 
sels, have entered into any combination, agreement, or understanding, the 
effect, object, or purpose of which is to deprive the Government of fair, open, 
and unrestricted competition in letting contracts for the construction of any 
of said vessels. 

Mr. MUDD. [rise to a point of order on this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MUDD. I make a point of order on all of this paragraph 
after the word ‘‘ delivery,”’ in line 7, page 68, down to line 8, page 
69. I wish to be indulged in saying, Mr. Chairman, that I would 
like to see all this language retained in the bill, but there are other 
amendmeats to be offered which would not be in order otherwise, 
but which might be made in order by reason of this language be- 
ing allowed to remain. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
CUSHMAN] now on his feet holds in his hand, I take it, an amend- 
ment requiring the building of some of these ships on the Pacific 
coast—a very commendable thing in him, but a thing which I do 
not want to see put in the bill. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I makethe point that the gentleman is 
not addressing himself to the question of order. 

Mr. MUDD. All right; I will confine myself henceforward to 
the point of order. 

A point of order against such an amendment as I have just re- 
ferred to, if such an amendment were offered, would be ay 
sustained, as was done last year, the point being made by myself, 
as will appear by reference to pages 5641 and 5643 of the Recorp 
of last session. If the provisions to which I submit the point and 
against which I have no objection on their merits were, though 
out of order, permitted to remain, an amendment providing for 
the building of some of the ships authorized on the Pacific coast 
might become admissible as om pertinent and germane to 
what we would thus permit to go in for want of objection. 

The point I make against the provision I have specified is that it 
is new legislation. The act recited here on page 68 of the bill, or 
some similar act, has been reenacted, I apprehend, in almost 
every appropriation bill; but the Chair will readily see that the 
terms of this act and the terms of the acts heretofore reenacted 
have applied only to the pending appropriation bill—to the “a 
therein authorized; and when we undertake to say in this bill, 
relating to ships herein authorized, that a certain act is reenacted 
that very fact shows that the law is not now in effect; it is dead 
as to these ships; and therefore a provision recalling it into ex- 
istence as to these ships must be new legislation. 

I am very frank to say that I should be very glad to see the last 
clause of this paragraph, from line 22 to the end, retained; but if 
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that were the case it would, I repeat, let in other things that are ob- 
noxious; and I apprehend that if this clause goes out here it can 
come in somewhere else or at some other time without letting in 
those other things which are objectionable. 

Just a word further, Mr. Chairman. The point I make is, I 
think, clear. The Chair will observe that last year (I refer to 
page 5641 and the following pages of the Recorp of last session) 
almost precisely the same question was raised, and the then pre- 
siding officer decided the point well taken and cited various prec- 
edents to sustain his decision. 

I want to call the attention of the Chair to section 531, page 
309, of the Parliamentary Precedents of the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States. It is there stated: 

i. It has generally been held that provisions giving a new construction of 
we 


That is not the case here— 
or limiting the discretion which has been exercised Bay agi charged with 
cee of administration are changes of law within the meaning of the 
This last clause, beginning, as I stated, on line 22, in the manda- 
tory language found in it in the words “shall build the vessels 
herein authorized,” etc., is in direct conflict with the decisions 
that forbid this “‘limiting’’ of the “‘ discretion ’’ of the Secretary, 
as set forth in the section of the Parliamentary Precedents from 
which I have quoted. 

Mr. FOSS. Mtr. Chairman, I do not regard this question as 
material one way or the other. 

Mr. RIXEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Mupp] whether his point of order extends to the last pro- 
viso of the paragraph? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes. Frankly I say I wish it did not, but I in- 
clude that in the point of order because I wish to keep out some- 
thing more obnoxious. 

Mr. RIXEY. That question was decided during the last ses- 
sion of Congress, and decided, I think, adversely to the gentle- 
man’s contention. 

Mr.MUDD. No; no point of order was ever made on that. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, if you will look at the first part 
of this paragraph you will find it provides that ‘‘ the President is 
hereby authorized to have constructed by contract ’’ these ships. 
This proviso limits that provision, and states that these ships may 
be built, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy—it ought 
to be in the discretion of the President, it seems to me—in the 
navy-yards. Now, certainly it would be in order, when we are 
providing for these ships, to provide how they shall be con- 
structed and where. e have a right to say that they shall be 
constructed by contract; we have a right to say that rr 
constructed in the navy-yards; and we have also the right to say 
that they shall be constructed by contract or in any of the navy- 
yards, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. The last 
proviso of the paragraph is, it seems to me, unquestionably in 


order. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, without discussing particularly the 
point of order, I would say a few words which perhaps may give 
information to the Chair. This language has been year after 
year in the naval appropriation bill. The act referred to, of 
August 3, 1886, is, I think, the permanent law under. which we 
construct ships, and while I do not think it is material whether 
it is in this act or not, because being permanent law I think 
the Secretary would construct the ships under that act, yet we 
have referred to it year by year. So far as the proviso is con- 
cerned, as to whether it is subject to the point of order, to leave 
it in the discretion of the Secre to build ships in a navy-yard, 
that point was decided by the Chair in the debate upon the bill 
last year. I think the gentleman from New York, Mr. SHuRMAn, 
sustained the point of order on a provision substantially in this 
ee , but an appeal was taken from that decision and it was over- 

Mr. CANNON and Mr. RoBERTS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is rec- 


ognized. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will yield to the gentleman from Dlinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I do not now recollect the con- 
ditions under which it was held in order that we could provide 
for the building of ships by legislation upon a general appropria- 
tion bill. Itisexceptional. Ifit touched anything butships, ora 
similar matter in principle upon any other Dill, it would be subject 
toa — of order; but away back, probably fifteen years ago— 
and I think the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. McCreary, was in 
the chair at the time—a point of order was made upon a provision 
like unto this. Mr. McCreary held, in substance, as I recollect, 
that we had a naval establishment under general law, and that 
legislation which provided for that establishment and for main- 
taining it was in order, and that appropriation for ships could be 
made under the rule without previous legislative authorization. 
Now, if this be legislation in fact, as it is both in substance and 
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in letter, ‘‘ That for the purpose of further increasing the naval 
establishment of the United States the President is hereby author- 
ized to have constructed by contract three first-class battle 
ships,’ anything that is germane to that legislation is in order. 
It seems to me that the provision upon which the gentleman 
makes the point of order is germane, and therefore I do not see 
why it is not in order—just as much in order as are the lines upon 
which the point of order is not made. If it be in order to builda 
ship, it is in order to say how or where it should be builded. The 
greater includes the less. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me there is some 
misunderstanding as to the scope and effect of the point of order 
made by the gentlemen from Maryland [Mr. Mupp]. He includes 
in his point of order all of the ph after line 7 on Pose 68. 
There are two separate and distinct propositions embraced in that 
point of order. The first proposition relates to the material for 
these war ships, their engines, boilers, and machinery, and it pro- 
vides that the material shall be of American make as far as pos- 
sible. He takes exception to the fact that the act of August 3, 
1886, is referred to and herein specifically reenacted. I submit, 
Mr. Chairman, that the act of August 3, 1886, is the law of the 
United States to-day with regard tothe building of these war 
ships, and that law provides where the material shall come from, 
to wit, that preference shall be given to material of American 
production. 

Now, the fact that that existing law is referred to in this act 
and specifically reenacted, I submit, Mr. Chairman, is not new 
legislation. On the second point, beginning at line 22 on page 68, 
giving the Secretary of the Navy a discretion to build these ships 
in a Government yard, if he deems it proper to do so, I have this to 
say: Last year when a motion was made to build certain of the 
ships authorized in last-year’s bill in Government yards, the point 
of order was raised that that was new legislation. The gentle- 
man from New York, Mr. SHERMAN, acting Chairman of the 
committee at that time, ruled that the point of order was well 
taken, but, on appeal from his ruling, he was overruled, and it 
was the sense of the committee that it was not new legislation; 
that his decision was not good. I submit that the Chairman 
might well, upon this occasion, be guided by the action of the 
committee on this very question in the last Congress, and I ask 
that the ruling of the Chair be divided on this question, because 
there are two separate and distinct = sitions involved. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I think that is a good idea. I 
would suggest that the ruling of the Chair be divided as to the 
two portions of the paragraph, one beginning at line 7 and ending 
at line 21 and one beginning at that place and continuing to the 
end of the pe 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this paragraph provides 
for an increase of the Navy by adding certain vessels toit. Ifthe 
paragraph merely gave to the President the power to have these 
vessels constructed, it would give him unlimited power, and he 
could have them constructed wherever he wished, either in con- 
tract or in navy-yards. The paragraph first limits the President's 
power by directing that the vessels shall be constructed by con- 
tract. It further limits the power of the President by inserting 
the provisions of a certain act referred tointerms. That is not 
the permanent law. It is not lawat present. The act of August 
8, 1886, was a special act of Congress, providing specifically for 
the construction of certain vessels named in that act. It placed 
limitations upon the power of the President in having them con- 
structed. 

Since that act was passed, in 1886, whenever in a naval appro- 
priation bill new vessels have been authorized for the Navy, the 
provisions of that act have been reenacted, so far as they would 
apply to the vessels authorized in those different bills, by refer- 
ring to or renewing or reenacting the provisions of the law. 

This first paragraph limits the power of the President to the 
construction of these vessels by contract. That is a limitation 
upon the general power here conferred. Nextit limits the power 
to construct by contract by requiring him to procure the mate- 
rials in a certain way and have them meet certain requirements 
set forth in this act of 1886, which is reenacted by this provision. 
Then it goes further and says that if certain other conditions arise 
the vessels shall not be constructed by contract, but shall be 
constructed in the Government yards of the United States. 

These three different things are three separate limitations upon 
the power of the President in the construction of these vessels. 
I insist that if Congress has the power to authorize him to have 
these vessels constructed, and places no limitation whatever upon 
that power, he could have them constructed however he pleased; 
and Congress can do that, or it can limit his power in this regard 
in as way that it sees fit. The restrictions upon the power con- 
ferred are clearly in order. No rule is violated by their insertion 
in the bill. They can not properly be construed as changes of ex- 
isting law, for there is no general law regulating the construc- 
tion of new vessels for the Navy. Neither are provisions 


——————— 


‘*new legislation ’’ within the meaning of therule. They are 
“limitations,” and, in my judgment, properly in the bill and 
clearly in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is well settled now that the building of 
ships can be provided for in a general appropriation bill; and 
whatever we may think theoretically of that proposition, it must 
be considered as established by the precedents. That being so, 
an appropriation bill naturally would simply provide that ships 
should be constructed, and then they would be constructed ac- 
cording to the law already existing, whatever that may be. And, 
consequently, if in the appropriation bill any provision is made as 
to how they shall be constructed, if that is in accordance with 
the law already existing, it is superfluous, but if it is contrary to 
the existing provisions of law it is of course a change of existing 
law, and so is obnoxious to the rule. 

Now, the Chair is not familiar with this act cited, the act of Au- 
gust 3, 1886, and is not certain whether it provides as stated by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr.F1TzGERALpD] ornot. Butthat 
is the law, it has been said, which regulates the building of these 
ships. Now, if it is the entire law, and if. provided nothing were 
said here, the ships would be built in accordance with that law, itis 
of course entirely superfluous to cite that law in this act. But if 
without citing it the ships would not be built in accordance 
with that law, then putting it in this act changes existing law, 
and is consequently, of course, obnoxious to the point of order. 

So, inasmuch as the Chair has been unable to ascertain by ex- 
amination whether that act is now the general law for building 
ships, it seems perfectly clear to the Chair that the point of order 
as to that act ought to be sustained, because either it is entirely 
superfluous or it changes existing law. 

Then as to the later clause, as to which the point of order was 
made, that clearly limits the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Navy, inasmuch as it says where, under certain circumstances, 
he shall build the ships. Where existing law would compel him 
to build them the Chair is not advised, but this certainly puts a 
limitation on his discretion, and therefore is legislation, and is 
obnoxious to the point of order. 

The Chair therefore is compelled to sustain the point of order 
on both grounds made by the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, and on that appeal I desire to be heard 
for a short time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina ap- 
peals from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. AsI understand the decision 
of the Chair, the Chair puts his decision of the first point upon a 
ground conceding that the act of 1886 provides a general law for 
the building of our ships. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] states, and that is my recollection of that law, that 
it did not provide a general law, but that it made provision for 
the ships mentioned in that particular act; and, as the chairman of 
the Naval Committee has stated, from that day until this pro- 
visions for building ships have included a reference to this act of 
1886. Butif the act of 1886 is the law now, then this provision does 
not change existing law. If that is the law, putting it in this 
bill to apply to these ships would be a mere superfluity, and 
would not be a change of existing law, and the Chair in that re- 
spect would be wrong. 

But now let us take it, which I believe true, that it did not pro- 
vide a general law for the building of ships in the future, but 
that it merely pertained to the ships authorized in that act. If 
that be true, then it must be that to-day there is no law for the 
building of the ships authorized in this bill. There is no law on 
the statute books to-day providing for the building of these four 
great ships that we expect to authorize in this bill. There being 
no law upon it, how can it be that a provision specifying how 
these ships, not yet authorized themselves, shall be built is a 
change of existing law, and yet the proposition to build the ships 
be sustained? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is new legislation, the Chair says. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Then the Chair puts it upon 
the ground that it is new legislation. Upon that I take issue 
with the judgment of the Chair—upon this ground: These ships 
are not yet authorized. There is no legislation touching their 
construction. There can be no ships built without some legisla- 
tion touching their construction. 1 appeal to the reason and the 
judgment of this House to say if it is consistent to hold that a 
paragraph authorizing the mere construction of battle ships is 
not obnoxious, but that one is obnoxious to the rule if it contains 
provisions regulating their construction. This entire section, the 
very words in this paragraph that provide for building the ships 
is new legislation. You can not consistently, in my judgment, 
hold that part of this paragraph regulating their construction is 
new legislation without holding the entire paragraph to be new 
legislation. 

So, Mr. Chairman, this is a parallel question with the one 








o PTE OE ae de eis 


sae 


aA ate nano 


aSien 
Ne 





one oz a 
es : i 


es ote ae de tal 


a 


‘ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 19, 





decided, as I recollect it, two or three years ago. As has already 
been stated, a similar question came up last year and the House 
sustained the position 1 am now contending for in appealing from 
the decision of the Chair, there being no law authorizing these 
ships or touching their construction. This paragraph authorizes 
the construction of the ships, and says how they shall be con- 
structed. Now, isit right, is it according to the rules and cus- 
toms of this House to separate that section, that paragraph, and 
hold a part of it contrary to the rules because it is new legisla- 
tion, when the entire paragraph touching the authorization of the 
ships itself is new legislation? 

For these reasons, the matter pertaining to the construction of 
the ships to be authorized comes to the point mentioned by the 
gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Cannon] a few moments ago, when 
he took the position, as I understood, that the real question was 


whether it was germane to the main proposition or not, the main | 


proposition being new legislation for the authorization of these 
ships. These provisions touching the construction, and the pur- 
chase of material, and containing other limitations upon the 
power of the Secretary, pertain directly and inseparably to the 
ships. They are germane to the main proposition and are limita- 


tions on it; and I do not understand how the Chair can hold that | 


they are obnoxious to any rules of the House without the. whole 
section going out. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Pending the appeal of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, I ask unanimous consent to offer as a germane 
amendment so much of the bill as appears on page 68, after the 
word ‘‘delivery,’’ in line 7, down to and including the»word 
** Navy,’’ in line 21. And before that request is put, Mr. Chair- 
man, I would like to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that if this goes out 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. ROBERTS. If this goes out on a point of order, if unani- 
mous consent is refused to this motion, then the committee is 
putting itself on record as opening up the building and construc- 
tion of battle ships to foreign material. The main point involved 
in this section of the bill is confining the material and machinery 
for the American Navy to American production and American 
workmanship. I therefore trust there will be no objection to 
unanimous consent being given. 

Mr. MUDD. I want to make an inquiry of the gentleman 





from North Carolina. Do I understand the gentleman appeals | 


from the decision as to the former or latter part? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Myappealistoall. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. MUDD. I have no objection to either part being brought 
in by unanimons consent, with the understanding it does not let 


in other matters that may be germane to it and for that reason | 


made admissible. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman,I have a few words I de- 
sire to say in reference to the appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. I think, with all due respect to the Chair, that the Chair 
should be overruled in this ruling. If not, then the House is put 
in the position, under this ruling, of losing its control over the 


making of appropriations. Now, it has been the uniform practice | 


of this House and the uniform decision of the Chair for many 
years that we can put a limitation on the appropriation of any 
money that is enacted by Congress, but in the form of limitation 
we can not enact new legislation. 

Now, the Chair seems to take the view that it is new legisla- 


tion and not a limitation. That has been decided before and it | 


is very clear. It has been held in the Fifty-seventh Congress by 
the present Speaker of the House of Representatives that a limi- 


tation must apply solely to a present appropriation and may not | 


be made as a permanent provision of law. 


Now, what does this apply to, and especially the last portion? | 


| ular money carried in this bill shall be spent, and that is the 
| primary test. 

Mr. WATSON. Is not that new legislation? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why,I have just read where the Chair- 
man, who is the present Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
says that the limitation must apply solely to the present appro- 
priation. In other words, the distinction between whether it is 
new legislation, legislation for the future, or whether it is a limi- 
tation on the money now to be expended under the present appro- 
priation depends on whether that limitation applies to the mone 
appropriated in this bill and this bill alone or whether it shall 
apply to a future appropriation. Now, clearly, under the lan- 
guage of the bill, the provision applies solely to the money appro- 

riated in this act by this Congress, by us to-day, and therefore 

say it is clearly a limitation upon the appropriation and not an 
enactment of new legislation. It would be a dangerous precedent 
to this House to approve of the ruling of the Chair, which would 
thereby let us lose the control of the limitation of the expendi- 
tures of the public money by Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, nearing, as I am, the end 
of sixteen years of service in this House, I have never voted to 
overrule the decision of the Speaker or of the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole, so far as I now remember, and I shall 
| not do itin this case. I wish to point out, however, to the-Chair- 
| man very briefly my views on the parliamentary question involved 
| here. Ido not believe that this roo of the paragraph which 

has been attacked by the point of order is obnoxious to the rule, 
| and very briefly I will state why. 

In the first place, beyond all doubt, if itis, then the paragraph 
itself is obnoxious from the beginning to the end. What law is 
there now in existence that authorizes the building of a battle 
| ship? There is such a law, in my judgment, and it is the law 
auhorizing the construction of the Navy Department. It is the 
power conferred upon Congress to build a navy, to maintain a 
navy, and to support a navy. If the narrow view, the technical 
view, is taken of this paragraph, then there is no existing law 
authorizing the building of a battle ship, and we are putting it 
into this statute now, so far as these battle ships are concerned, 
for the first time. 

I understood the Chair to say that the existing law, a law that, 
| as has been stated, and which in my judgment is dead and is 
| functus officio, which has served out its purpose, was the law 

under which the battle ships could be built. That can not be so, 
| for that law provided for the building of certain battle ships 
_ which have already passed away from the domain of legislation 

and have become the subject of contract. So there is no law, but 

the general proposition which I have stated, which authorizes the 
| building of a battle ship or the building of any other ship. 

The statute of a year ago has served its purpose and is at an 
end. Then the proposition to build a battle ship or three battle 
ships is just as much a new law-and is just as much open and 
obnoxious to this rule as is any part of the paragraph. Why 
enactit? saystheargument. Why putitintolawif itis already in 
existence? If there is authority to build three battle ships, where 
does it come from? If there is no such authority, then that is 
new legislation and is open to this rule. 

So, my point is that we must go back of the statute of last 
| year, must go back of the rule existing to-day, and must stand 
| upon the con of Congress to build a navy; to build three battle 
| ships, to build a cruiser, to build whatever new ships we may 
want; and it is idle to say that this provision in its operation 
upon each one of these constituent parts of this legislation is not 
new legislation. New legislation is to authorize a thing not 
authorized by any existing statute. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If we go back and stand on the proposi- 





There is a distinction between a limitation on an appropriation of | tion that it is legislation to build a new ship, regardless of any 
money and the enactment of new law. Whatdoesthis say? The | laws that may have been enacted, which, I understand, is the 


first part provides that any of these battle ships that are built un- | 
der this appropriation, not a future appropriation, must be made of | 
material made in the United States, and the iron and the ma- | 
chinery brought in here and paid for by the money we appropri- | 
ate to-day shall not be eontien from Europe or foreign countries. | 
Is that a change of law or is it a limitation on the expenditure of | 
this money? Clearly a limitation on the money to be expended | 
by this bill. 
What is the second provision? That the Secretary of the Navy | 
may build any of the vessels herein authorized in the navy-yards | 
as designated by him—may build vessels to be designated. In the | 
future? Notatall. Itdoes not apply to any future a. 
but it says vessels built under this appropriation; that he may 
designate where they shall be built, just as if you appropriate 
money to build a new Government building somewhere and you 
designate where you will erect the building. So, in this instance, 
you can say as a limitation on the appropriation where this partic- 








position the gentleman takes—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then is it not within the power of Con- 
gress to limit in an appropriation how such a ship shall be built? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was coming to that; I may as well take 
it up at once. 

Now, having to my own satisfaction established the power of 


| Congress to build one or more battle ships, pursuant to the gen- 


eral power conferred upon Congress to build and maintain a 
navy, there then arises the necessary inherent power in making 
such provision, to limit the appropriation, and in all respects to 
direct how it shall be executed. 

Mr. TATE. Conceding what the gentleman says, that Congress 
has the power to provide for building three battle ships or cruis- 
ers, does not that power necessarily carry along with it the power 
to prescribe how that shall be done? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have just said so as clearly as I could. 
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wer to build a battle ship 
It would be idle, it would be a most 
singular condition, to say that we have the power to order the 
Secretary of the Navy to build one battle ship, or two or three 
battle ships, and yet are stripped of the power to prescribe the 
mi inner in which he shall spend the money. 

It seems to me that this is a most unfortunate position for us 


I say it is necessarily inherent in the 
to say how it shall be built. 


to bein. Iam not sure that the Chairman has not followed the 
precedents heretofore established. But that brings back to my 
mind acutely one of the matters I have learned in connection 
with parliamentary procedure—and it is very near to being a 
hobby of mine—that it is unfortunate that in the American Con- 
gress, with all the splendid ability that assembles here, we should 
have an incongruous line of rulings upon these vital questions. 

The English House of Commons, which I have watched with 
the greatest interest, gives far more attention to the rulings of 
the Committee of the Whole than it does to the rulings of the 
Speaker of the House; for all the great matters of public policy 
are disposed of there, as here, in the Committee of the Whole. 
Therefore a Chairman of the Committee of the Whole runs in- 
cidentally with the Speaker; and for the seven years of the life 
of a Parliament there is just as continuous a line of decisions by 
the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole as there is by the 
Speaker. 

rt is unfortunate also that the Chairman does not have time to 
investigate these questions. They are sprung upon him suddenly, 
and it is therefore most unfortunate that we can not have more 
uniformity in the rulings. 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman allow me toask him this ques- 
tion: Under this general power, as I take it, of Congress to build 
or construct a navy, does not the gentleman think it would be in 
order to establish a navy-yard or a training station or anything 
which goes to the maintenance and furtherance of the naval estab- 
lishment? 

Mr. = I think it would be in order to establish a 
navy-yard. . 

Mr. FOSS. Oratraining station on the Great Lakes? [Laugh- 


ter. 

Aer, GROSVENOR. Oh, well, the gentleman is always 
trifling—always boyish—sometimes inadequate for the condition 
in which he finds himself. That is the trouble with the gentle- 
man. He goes back to a quéstion that has been already decided, 
that he seemed to think was not decided rightly; and now he un- 
dertakes to befog this question. This is a much larger question 
than whether we shall have a training station at Waukegan, or 
not—far greater—— 

Mr. FOSS. Or at Put in Bay, Ohio? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Or at Putin Bay, either. All such ques- 
tions sink into insignificance when compared with the question 
whether we shall legislate to build our battle ships, and stop right 
there, or whether we may go forward and say how the money 
shall be expended. 

Mr. LACEY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question, 
because we rely very much on his judgment in these matters. 

We have here a proposition to build three battle ships. A limi- 
tation is proposed that they shall be built of domestic material. 
Now, is it possible that any parliamentary rule, or any rule of 
law, forbids us to adopt the limitation as a part of the appropria- 
tion, that these ships shall be constructed out of American mate- 
rials? Can it be contended that we are cut off by any existing 
law from putting this limitation on the appropriation? I should 
like to hear the gentleman’s answer to that question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What I have said carries the answer to 
that question along with it. I have said that the original power 
is conferred by the general power given to Congress to maintain 
a navy, that a part of their duty is therefore properly exercised 
when they build three battle ships, and that there is conferred 
upon Congress as incidental to that power the power to adopt 
any limitation, whether as to material or location, or anything 
of that kind. 

Is it any more new legislation to say that these battle ships 
shall be built here and there or of this and that material than it 
is to say how many tons displacement they shall have? We are 
here proposing to build some battle ships the like of which we 
never built before. 

_ Mr. LACEY. Then, if I understand my friend, he thinks that 
it was right to put this limitation on, that they shall be built of 
domestic manufacture. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. And, therefore, in sustaining the point of order 
to that portion the Chair should not have so ruled. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have already stated to the Chair with 
great deference my opinion of his ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman from Iowa will permit, 
the Chair will state that he agrees with the gentleman, that that 
isin order. He did not intend to rule that that was out of order. 


Mr. LACEY. But that has gone ont. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not upon that ground. 

Mr. LACEY. It makes no difference about the ground; it has 
gone out. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Chair is not concluded by that which 
is covered in anobnoxious paragraph because some portions of it 
are competent, so that upon an amendment proposed later the 
Chair might rule differently upon that one particular question. 
My argument is, and I think I have made myself understood, that 
the power conferred upon Congress to build battle ships carries 
with it all the necessary incidents of every description. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Material, place, and time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Everything. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course, Mr. Chairman, the decision of the 
Chair is not that the whole paragraph and every part of it is ob- 
noxious and amenable to the point of order, as the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] has stated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is what the Chair decided. 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is exactly what he decided. 

Mr. PAYNE. There will be no difficulty about it, because 
when the paragraph goes out, the whole of it, on the point of or- 
der, it is competent for any member of the committee to offer as 
an amendment any portion of this paragraph which is not obnox- 
ious. On the decision the matter all goes out, but immediately 
after the decision it is competent for any gentleman to offer any 
portion of that as an amendment to the bill, and if he offers that 
portion which is not obnoxious the committee can vote upon it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me ask the gentleman a question: Is 
it not a rule of parliamentary procedure that if a part of a para- 
graph against which a point of order is made is illegal and ob- 
noxious that it necessarily carries all parts of it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. The Chair can not distinguish and 
divide the question. Now, Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from 
Ohio has well said, the provision to build three battle ships is un- 
doubtedly new law and a change of law. There is no question 
about that. It comes in under the exception to the rule that it 
is in continuance of a public work. Now, if we may provide for 
the building of a ship, we may prescribe the kind of ship that 
shall be built and every detail of every kind. I notice that the 
first portion of this paragraph, in making these provisions subject 
to the provisions of the act of August 3, 1886, limits it as to— 
material for said vessels, their engines, boilers, and machinery, the contracts 
under which they are built, the notice of any proposals for the same, the 
plans, drawings, specifications therefor, and the method of executing said 
contracts shall be observed and followed, and, subject to the provisions of 
this act, all said vessels shall be built in compliance with the terms of said 
act, and in all their parts shall be of domestic machinery. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that is simply descriptive of the 
kind of vessel that is authorized. Weare authorized under the 
exception to build vessels, to legislate on an appropriation bill, if 
you please, to build vessels, because it is in continuance of a pub- 
lic work. We are authorized to say what kind of vessels we shall 
build, the description of the vessel, that they shall be built under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, and that the material 
shall be of domestic manufacture. We have a right tosay, when 
we are describing a vessel and making this addition to a public 
work, the quality and characteristics best adapted to the various 
purposes for which it may be used, in accordance with the speci- 
fications approved by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman please point out the 
distinction between that part of the paragraph which he con- 
sidered obnoxious to the rule and that part which is not? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not see any portion of the paragraph that 
is obnoxious to the rule, unless it is the concluding portion, which 
I have not yet reached, and that is this: ‘** That the Secretary of 
the Navy may build any or all of the vessels herein authorized in 
such navy-yards as he may designate.’’ Well, that perhaps is 
not obnoxious, but let me read the other portion: 


And shall build the vessels herein authorized insuch navy-yardsas he may 
designate, should it penne ey appear that the persons, firms, or corpora- 
c 





tions, or the agents thereof, bidding for the construction of any of said ves- 
sels have entered into any combination, agreement, or understanding, the 
effect, object, or purpose of which is to deprive the Government of fair, 


open, and unrestricted competition in letting contracts for the construction 
of any of said vessels. 

Now, there is new law, not necessarily belonging to the de- 
scription, to the design, to the material of those vessels, but law 
that authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to make certain in- 
vestigations and to come to the conclusion that there is a com- 
bination between shipyards. I think that may be subject to the 
point of order. I do not see any of the rest of the paragraph that 
is, and so I shall vote to sustain the ruling of the Chair; but if 
these other paragraphs up to this last proviso are offered as a 
separate amendment, I shall not only vote for them, but should 
vote to overrule the Chair, should he decide that they are ob- 
noxious to the rule. 
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Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask my friend if he does not 
think, with the legislation we have now completed against com- 
binations and trusts, that this provision is in existing law? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, there has been so much legisla- 
tion upon trusts, and so many different bills before the House, 
that without carefully reading what has become law and the 
provisions of it, I would not be able to answer the question of 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. Had we not better give the law the benefit of 
the doubt, then? 

Mr. PAYNE. But I want to say to the gentleman that I am 
in full sympathy with this paragraph in the bill. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I think there is no doubt as to 
the attitude of the membership of this committee upon the first 

roposition embraced in the point of order of the gentleman from 
faryland, relating to the material of the ships about to be con- 
structed. I therefore renew my request for unanimous consent 
to offer so much of the bill as a germane amendment, hoping 
thereby to obviate an appeal from the ruling of the Chair upon 
— part of the point of order made by the gentleman from Mary- 
nd. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand what the 
gentleman wishes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iasked unanimous consent to offer as a ger- 
mane amendment the language appearing on page 68 of the bill, 
after the word ‘‘delivery,”’ on line 7, down to and including the 
word ‘*‘ Navy,” inline21. Those are the provisions which require 
posse new ships to be of American material and American manu- 

acture. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent to offer as a germane amendment the words 
which the House has heard. Is there objection? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will that interfere with 
the raising of a further point of order? Would that be such 
bu:iness as would intervene to prevent it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order would still be pending. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is another point of order which I 
desire to raise. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Reserve it, pending this. 

The neneane - The gentleman has a right to consider that 
reserved. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman objects. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] such time as he desires. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I only want to say that 
the act of August 3, 1886, to which reference has been made, is 
not a general law, but a law providing for the building of ships 
at that time, and it is a proper inclusion of its provisions, if it is 
not obnoxious to the point of order, to provide in this bill that the 
stipulations of that bill for the method of building these ships and 
the materials out of which they are built shall be placed here. So 
that there ought to be no objection to that part of the bill. 

Now, I desire simply to call the attention of the committee to 
the distinction between the ruling that was made by the Chair on 
the last naval appropriation bill and the ruling that is made here 
to-day. The amendment was offered to this paragraph of the bill 
a year ago, after the paragraph had been passed; that is to say, 
after the time for making points of order had passed. The para- 
graph itself thus became in order, and then an amendment was 
offered providing for the building of ships in Government yards. 
The Chair held that that amendment was not in order, and upon 
amappeal to the committee the Chair was overruled. But there 
was a very marked distinction between the paragraph of that bill 
and the paragraph in this bill. In the billa = ago it was pro- 
vided that the retary of the Navy should have authority to 
construct—— 

Mr. ROBERTS. That was mandatory, and this is permissible. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. By contract “except as hereinafter 
otherwise provided,’’ or words to that effect, indicating that some- 
thing was left to be done to perfect the provision. 

Now, upon that situation of the proposition that was to be 
amended, I contended that the amendment proposed was ger- 
mane, because the provision with its exception was already in the 
bill, however improperly it mighthave gonein. That exception is 
notnow here. The paragraph respecting the increase of the Navy 
is subject, of course, to a point of order. There is no provision 
for some other method of constructing these ships n that 
therein specified; so that according to the uniform holdings of 
the Chairman of the committee and of the Speaker it seems to me 
that the last part of the paragraph is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before submitting the question, the Chair 
would like to make a brief statement as to the meaning of his 
ruling, because it seems to the Chair, from the remarks made by 


bama, that there is a misapprehension of the basis of the Chair’s 
opinion. If one part of a paragraph against which a point of 
order is made is out of order, it is the duty of the Chair to rule 
out the whole paragraph. So, of course, if one part of this clause 
against which the gentleman from Maryland raises the point of 
order is obnoxious to it, all goes out. But that does not prevent, 
afterwards, the germane portion being put in by way of amend- 
ment. And the Chair stated to the gentleman from Iowa, per- 
haps anticipating more than he ought to have, that in the opinion 
of the Chair it is not at all out of order to put in this appropria- 
tion bill a limitation on the manner in which the vessel shall be 
built and the materials, etc.—in other words, to describe the object 
to be appropriated for. But the gentleman from North Carolina 
and the gentleman from Alabama (the Chair does not intend to 
be controversial) stated, as the basis of their argument, that as 
there is no existing law for this appropriation it must be new 
legislation. Now, in the opinion of the Chair, that clearly and 
and incontrovertibly establishes that this clause is out of order, 
because Rule XXI, under which this proceeds, provides that— 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or be 
in order unless in continuation of an appropriation for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress. 

It is upon this line for the past fifteen years that it has always 
been held that the building of ships can be provided for upon an 
appropriation bill, because they were in continuation of a public 
work in progress. It is a continuation of the building up of the 
Navy; but immediately after in that section the rule goes on to 
say: 

Nor shall an 


appropriation bi 

We may continue the public work, building up the Navy, by 
building new battle ships. But the same section provides that 
no provision changing existing law shall be in the appropriation 
bill. In other words, you may provide to build newships. That 
is an appropriation and does not change existing law; but in mak- 
ing that appropriation we shall not change existing law. We 
can describe the ships to be built; we can by limitations provide 
how the money shall be expended upon them; but we can not in 
that connection insert anything which amends any otherlaw. To 
the Chair it seems perfectly clear that the provision in this section, 
that the Secretary of the Navy shall build the ships at certain 
navy-yards, is a change of existing law, because it limits the 
power which existing laws give him. It has been held again and 
again—the decisions are uniform upon the subject—that any 
restriction on the power of an executive officer is a change of ex- 
isting law. This section clearly limits his discretion, and there- 
fore changes existing law. And it seems to the Chair that the 
distinction which is not recognized by some gentlemen on the 
floor is the distinction between a limitation on appropriations and 
a limitation on the discretion of an executive officer. Appropri- 
ations can always be limited, and in an appropriation bill; but 
the discretion of an executive officer can never be limited in an 
“ue bill. 

fr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, perhaps I have 
been about as much misunderstood as the Chair thinks he has. 
The main point that I made was that it did not change existing 
law, for the reason that there is no existing law for the con- 
struction of these battle ships and that the Secretary of the Navy 
at present has no authority over these ships and has no discre- 
tion in regard to their construction. He has no power whatever, 
and no duty whatever to perform toward these ships until this 
act becomes law, so that it can not be a change of law or a limi- 
tation upon the Secretary’s power so far as any power that he 
now has is concerned, because the authority which is going to be 
placed in the Secretary of the Navy to construct these ships in 
the first part of the paragraph is a new power to be given by Con- 
gress. I contend when you give him a new power to construct 
the ships it is not only permissible but the duty of this House 
to indicate to him how they shall be constructed, and this is a 
limitation of the power given him in the first instance by this 
graph and does not violate any existing law, and does not 
imit any present power of the Secretary, but is a mere limita- 
tion of the power to be given him by the pending section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will simply state this one sen- 
tence—that it has always been held that where there is no law 
the passage of a law is a change of existing law. They are sy- 
nonymous terms, and the very first heading of the Digest under 
that head says: 


The enactment of positive law where none exists is a change of existing 
law within the meaning of the rule. 


That is the line of rulings that has always been held. 
Mr. ROBERTS. A ey oer: 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 


— 
r. ROBERTS. In view of the recent statement of the Chair, 


peeviston changing existing law be in order on any general 


the gentleman from North Carolina and the gentleman from Ala- |! I would like to ask if on both of the propositions included in the 








section the point of order was raised by the gentleman from 


Maryland? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland made the 
point of order against the section from line 7. 


Mr. ROBER There were two distinct p itions con- 
tained in the paragraph. Do I understand the Chair to say he 
would treat them as such? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would if the House desires to. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask a ruling on the proposition—a specific 
ruling. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would not interrupt 
the House or the Chair with further discussion of this question 
except for the statement of the Chair to the House as to the point 
I have made here. The Chair clearly misinterpreted what I in- 
tended to say. I did not refer back to the original ruling that 
made the building of a battle ship in order on an appropriation 
bill. I merely contended that an appropriation for building a 
battle ship in each bill is new law unto itself, as the building of a 
new building is a new law unto itself; that if it is sought to put 
into the law a provision that would be in the future a limitation 
upon the discretion of a department officer, that then it would be 
law, but being a new provision in reference to building a new 
building on water instead of on land, that it merely amounted to 
a limitation on the authority as to where and when and how he 
could build it, and therefore it would be a limitation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the decision of the committee? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Foss) there were—ayes 82, noes 78. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, I demand tellers, Mr, Chair- | 
man. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr. | 
Wituam W. Kircuin and Mr. Foss. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that 

there were—ayes 109, noes 88, 


So it was decided that the decision of the Chair should stand as | = 


the decision of the committee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the words ‘‘ by contract,”’ in line 10, page 67. It is some- 
thing that needs hae but little discnssion, considering the 
language used by the Chair. The Chair stated that any attempt 
to restrict the discretion of the head of an Executive Department 
was clearly subject toa point of order. This language requires 
the President to build the ships authorized by contract, restrict- 
ing his power to build them as he pleases, and it seems to me is 
certainly subject to a point of order. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman’s point of order comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that it is not too 
late, as the gentleman reserved the point of order. , 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I simply call the attention of the Chair 
to the language used by the Chair himself in deciding the other 
point of order—that any language that would restrict the head of 
a department is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of opinion that the same point 
of order lies against this as lay against the other provision, and 
if the gentleman raises the point of order, the Chair would be 
obliged to sustain it as to the whole paragraph. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman,I make the point of order 
against the words ‘‘ by contract”’ alone. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I desire to offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, Mr. Chairman, a parliamen- | 
tary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Has the Chair ruled out the | 
words ‘“* by contract?”’ 

a CHAIRMAN. Yes. The Chair has sustained the point of | 
order. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairwan—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 68, line 7, after the word “delivery,” insert the following: 

“ And in the construction of all of said vessels the provisions of the act of 
Angus 1886, entitled ‘An act to inerease the naval establishment,’ as to 
material for said vessels, their engines, boilers, and machinery, the contracts 
under which they are built, the notice of any proposals for the same, plans, 
“rev ines, specifications therefor, and the method of executing said contracts 
shall be observed and followed, and, subject to the provisions of this act, all 
said vessels shall be built in compliance with the terms of said act, and inall 


their parts shall be of domestic machinery; and the steel material shall be 
of domestic manufacture, and of the quality and characteristics best adapted 
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to the various parpoeee for which it may be used, in accordance with speci- 
fications approved by the Secretary of the Navy.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, Mr. Chairman, a parliamen- 


a7 a . 
e CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I understood the gentleman 
from New York made a point of order against the two words in 
line 10, page 67, ‘‘ by contract,” and that the Chair sustained the 
point of order. I would like to inquire whether or not the ruling 
of the Chair did not take out the whole paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; it took out the words against which 
the point of order was made, and the gentleman from New York 
expressly limited it to the two words. _ 

he amendment of Mr. TayLer of Ohio was read, as follows: 

On 2. 69, after line 7, insert: 

“The on Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to con- 
tract for or pure submarine torpedo boats in the aggregate of, but not 
exceeding ,000: Provided, That prior to said purchase or contract for said 
boats any American inventor or owner of a submarine torpedo boat may 

ive reasonable notice and have his, her, or its submarine torpedo boat tested 


fore August 1, 1908, by comparison or competition, or both, with a Govern- 
o 


ment submarine tonpede boat or ay > competitor, and thereupon the 


board appointed for conducting suc sts shall report the result of said com- 
petition or comparison, together with its recommendations, to the Secretary 
of the Navy, who may purchase or contract for submarine torpedo boats in 
@ manner that will best advance the interests of the United States in sub- 
marine warfare: And provided further, That before nT submarine torpedo 
boat is purchased or contracted for it shall be accepted by the Navy Depart- 
ment as fulfilling all reasonable requirements for submarine warfare and 
shall have been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy, 
To carry out the pu aforesaid the sum of $500,000 is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, this amendment meets 
the approval, I think, of every member of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. STEELE. As we could not hear a word of the amend- 
ment as read at the desk, I should like to hear some explanation 


f it. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The amendment authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, in his discretion, to contract for or purchase to 
the extent of $500,000 such submarine boats as may meet the ap- 
proval of the Navy Department and come up to the requirements 
of modern submarine warfare, and may direct that experiments 
be made on the subject of submarine warfare. This amendment 
is not in the interest of any particular boat, nor is it intended to 
exploit any particular designs. 

“Mr. THAYER. I understood the gentleman to say that this 
provision was approved by every member of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I think so. 

Mr. THAYER. Why did they not present it originally? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Because it was only to-day that we 
reached our conclusion. 

Mr. THAYER. Rather late. [Laughter.] 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Tay.er of 
Ohio was adopted; there being—ayes 84, noes 47. 

Mr. MAHON. [offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ dollars,” in line 23, page 67, to and including 
the word “dollars,” in line 4, page 68. 

The words proposed to be struck out are as follows: 

Two steel ships, to be used in training landsmen and apprentices, to be 
propelled by sail, and to cost, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $370,000 
aan one wooden brig, to be used for training landsmen and apprentices at 
stations, to be propelled by sail, and to cost, exclusive of armament, not ex- 
ceeding $50,000. 

Mr. DAYTON. That relates to the two steel training ships? 

Mr. MAHON. The words which I propose to strike out pro- 
vide for building three ships at a cost of $1,160,000, one of them to 


| be a sailing vessel, a wooden ship. To provide at this late day 


for putting into our Navy a vessel to be operated by sail is simply 
going back to the old methods of thirty or forty or fifty years 
ago. Ido not understand why we want to train our midshipmen 
in the running of ships that go altogether by sail. It strikes mo 
we might as well require a man who intends to be a locomotive 
engineer on one of our great railroads to practice stage driving 
for three or four months before going upon an engine. I suppose 
that these vessels are going to be built on the line of Noah's ark, 
and to be armed with catapults, and sling shots, and bows and 
arrows, and battering rams. [Laughter.] 

Now, why should we spend a million dollars in building three 
ships for the Navy of our United States in order to train our mid- 
shipmen and sailors in the use of sails? There is no vessel in the 
Navy to-day that uses sails, and there never will be. We never 
use sails on our crujsers or battle ships. I should like to know 
what is the object of this provision. I have simply offered my 
motion in order to get some explanation. 

Mr, FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman from 
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Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] that the provision which he moves to 
strike out is in accordance with a recommendation from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy; and while there is no particular explanation 
as to why these ships are recommended, I think I can furnish an 
explanation in this way: There are certain things in the training 
of our seamen that can be acquired on a sailing ship as well as on 
a battle ship. On a sailing ship a man can be trained in gunnery; 
he can be trained in seamanship; he can acquire the sea habit 
and the practice of those things which are elementary in the edu- 
cation of aseaman; and then, perhaps, the most important reason 
is that it is more economical to train these men on sailing ships 
than on battle ships or cruisers or gunboats. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is it equally safe? 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I presume that the explanation 
given by the chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss], weak as it 
is, is the best that can be given. Here we are proposing to spend 
over a million dollars to build three ships that will be utterly | 
useless to the Navy. We have just passed an appropriation of 
$400,000 to erect a school down at Annapolis, or somewhere else, 
to train midshipmen in the practice of managing the engines on 
our great ships. Four vessels! And absolutely this committee 
proposes to send one out built entirely of wood, to put guns onit, 
and send these cadets out to sea on a wooden ship! 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Suppose a war should break out 
and one of our cruisers should capture two or three merchantmen 
of the enemy, how would the sailors get those vessels back to 
port if they did not know how to handle sails? 

Mr. MAHON. Puta cable onto themand haul them into port. 
But that is not the purpose. Wedo not want these ships. They 
are of no use to the Navy. Your midshipmen can get all the | 
muscular exercise on the regular vessels. They ought to be 
taught how to handle the engines and machinery on the vessels 
and not sails. The next Congress will come in for more sailing 
vessels, and in the course of ten or fifteen years we will have the | 
whole fleet of sailing vessels. I tell you where this comes from. 
There are a few old admirals hanging around the Navy Depart- 
ment—magnificent men—and the old Navy with its sails is still 
sweet to the memory. 

Mr. FOSS. I will correct that impression right here. By re- 
ferring to the hearings I find this recommendation came from 
Admiral Bowles, who, by the way, is the youngest admiral in the 
service. 

Mr. MAHON. But theold admirals have persuaded him to do 
it. [Laughter.] And I want to tell the gentleman further that 
that admiral, magnificent sailor and officer as he is, has not de- 
signed a solitary ship that floats in our Navy to-day, and that | 
shows how young he is. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the | 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

; On page 68, at the end of line 21, after the word “navy,” insert the fol- 
OS One battle ship, or the armored cruiser herein provided for, shall be built 
on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean or the waters connecting therewith; 
but if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President, from the bidding 
for such contracts, that said vessel can not be constructed on or near the 
coast of the Pacific Ocean at a cost not exceeding 4 per centum above the 
lowest accepted bid for the corresponding vessel provided for in this act, he 
shall authorize the construction of said vessel elsewhere in the United States, 
subject to the limitations as to cost hereinbefore provided.” 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, on that I make the point of order. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Will the gentleman reserve the point? 

Mr. MUDD. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
CusHMAN] is recognized. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, this naval appropriation bill | 
which we are now considering provides for the increase of our 
Navy by the construction of seven new vessels—three first-class 
battle ships; one first-class armored cruiser; two steel ships, to 
be used as training ships, and one wooden brig, to be used for 
training landsmen and apprentices at naval stations. 

The effect of my amendment, if adopted, will be to provide that 
one of these battle ships or the armored cruiser shall be built 
upon the Pacific coast, and that shipbuilding concerns upon the 
Pacific coast in bidding for the contract to construct such vessel 
shall be given 4 per cent in excess of bidders for the same vessel on 
the Atlantic coast. 

This preferential given to bidders upon the Pacific coast in the 
construction of naval vessels is not a new or novel proposition. 
When I present this amendment I am not asking for the insertion 
in this bill of a new provision. I am simply asking for the reten- 
tion in the annual naval appropriation bill of a provision that has 
been in nearly every naval bill for the past fifteen years. 

When I say that this or a similar provision has been in nearly 











every naval appropriation bill for the past fifteen years, I want to 
put the facts into the record that prove that statement beyond 
all peradventure. 

I hold in my hand here now the record of every naval bill 
passed by the Congress of the United States from 1897 down to 
the provisions of this bill we are now discussing. Let us see what 


| provisions they have all contained on this subject. Prior to 1887 


I believe bids for the construction of naval vessels were open to 
all bidders over the United States upon equal terms. About that 


| time it was adopted as a part of the policy of our Government to 


give a slight advantage or preferential to bidders on the Pacific 
coast. Now, then, listen while I read the provisions of the vari- 
ous bills in relation to this matter. For the sake of brevity—for 
my time is limited—I will quote the exact substance of each bill, 
but not the language in full: 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Year of 1887. Naval appropriation bill provided: One of such vessels shall 


| be built on or near the Pacific coast. If it shall appear that said vessel can 


not be constructed at a fair cost on the Pacific coast, the President shall 
authorize the construction of said vessel elsewhere. 

Year of 1890. Naval eppncpetatics bill vies One of such vessels shall 
be built on or near the ific coast. Ifit shall appear that said vessel can 
not be constructed at a fair cost on the Pacific coast, the President shall 
authorize the construction of said vessel elsewhere. 

Year of 189%. Naval appropriation bill provides: That if it shall appear to 
the satisfaction of the President that either of said torpedo boats or one of 
said battle ~~ to be constructed on the Pacific coast can not be constructed 
at a fair cost, he shall authorize the construction elsewhere. 

Year of 1896. Naval appropriation bill provides: That one seagoing bat- 
tle ship and three torpedo boats shall be built on the Pacific coast, eeeraned 
that the same can be built at a cost not exceeding 4 per cent in addition to 
the lowest accepted bid. 

Provided, That if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President that 
said vessel (or vessels) can not be constructed at a fair cost on the Pacific 
coast, the President shall authorize said construction elsewhere. 

Year of 1897. Only three torpedo boats were authorized to be constructed, 
contracts to be let to the lowest bidder. 

Year of 1898. Naval appropriation bill provided: For the building of 8 
pattle ships, 4 monitors, 16 torpedo-boat destroyers, 12 torpedo boats, and 1 
gunboat; and said bill contained the following provision: 

**One battle ship and 1 harbor-defense vessel shall be built on the Pacific 
coast: Provided, at if it shall appear that said vessels can not be con- 
structed on the Pacific coast at a cost not exceeding 4 per cent above the low- 
os accepted bid, then the President shall authorize the construction else- 
where.” 

Year of 1899. Naval appropriation bill provided: For the building of 3 
battle ships, 3 armored cruisers, and 6 protected cruisers. That naval appro- 
priation bill contained the following provision: i 

‘One battle ship and one armored cruiser shall be built on the Pacific 
coast: Sonne: t if it shall appear that said vessels can not be con- 
structed on the Pacific coast at not exceeding 4 per cent above the lowest ac- 
cepted bid, then the President shall authorize the construction elsewhere.” 

year of 1900. Navalappropriation bill provided: For the building of 2 battle 
ships, 3 armored cruisers, and 3 protected cruisers. That naval appropria- 
tion bill contained the following provision: ** Two, and not more than twoof 
said vessels shall be built on the Pacific coast: Provided, Thatifitshall aepesr 
ng 


| that said vessels can not be constructed on the Pacific coast at not exce 


4 per cent above the lowest accepted bid, then the President shall authorize 
the construction elsewhere.” 

Year of 1901. Naval appropriation bill: No aoqregrinien whatever was 
made for the construction of any new naval vessels. 

Year of 1902. Naval appropriation bill provided: For the building of 2 
battle ships, 2 armored cruisers, and 2 gunboats. That naval appropriation 


| bill contained the following provision: ‘‘One battle ship or one armored 


cruiser shall be built on the Pacific coast: Provided, That ifitshallappear that 


| said vessel can not be constructed on the Pacific coast at a cost not exceeding 
| 4 per cent above the lowest accepted bid, then the President shall authorize 


the construction elsewhere.” 


Now, this brings us down to the year of our Lord 1903. What 


_ do we find in the naval appropriation bill this year? We who live 
| on the Pacific coast have a right to expect that we shall find the 


time-honored provision that has been in every naval appropriation 
bill for nearly twenty years. Is it here? No, it is not here. 
Where it ought to be in this bill there is simply vacancy. 

Mr. Chairman, having shown these facts, the burden is not so 
much upon me to show why this provision should be in the place 
where it has always been heretofore as it is on the members of 
the Naval Committee to show why this provision has been left 
out of the place where it has heretofore always been. Therefore 


_ I would ask the honorable chairman of the Naval Appropriation 


Committee [Mr. Foss] why the provision allowing a 4 per cen’ 
preferential to Pacific coast bidders was left out of this bill? 

Mr. FOSS. I will state to the gentleman that up until last 
year the Committee on Naval Affairs had always reported the 
preferential of 4 per cent, but last year, in the report on the bill 
to the House, we left it out, and the reason given at that time was 
that the Union Iron Works on the Pacific coast and the ar 
builders there had shown in a recent bidding that they could 
compete with our Eastern shipbuilders. The Union Iron Works, 
in the bid for a cruiser, No. 9, South Dakota, bid less than our 
Eastern shipbuilders, the Cramps and the Newport News. 

And by reason of the fact that the Pacific coast shipbuilders 
had shown by actual bidding that they could furnish these vessels 
to the Government at less cost than the Eastern shipbuilders here, 
it seemed to the committee that there was no reason for this prefer- 
ential of 4 percent. That preferential was put on originally by 
reason of the fact that it cost more at that time to get the armor 
and steel from the East, from Pittsburg, than it did the Eastern 
shipbuilders. 
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Mr. CUSHMAN. Is not that true now? 

Mr. FOSS. That may be true or it may not be true, but on 
the general proposition, and upon the fact that these Western 
shipbuilders have shown their ability to compete with the East- 
ern shipbuilders, I will ask the gentleman whether he believes 
we ought to retain this preferential? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Unquestionably, I do. 

The time of Mr. CUSHMAN having expired, by unanimous con- 
sent, at the request of Mr. Foss, it was extended five minutes. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. The statement has been made by the chair- 
man of the Naval Committee [Mr. Foss] that at a certain time, 
on a certain ship, a certain Pacific coast bidder bid less than a 
certain bidder on the Atlantic coast. Now, I state to you, sir, 
that one swallow does not makea summer, and a single instance 
like this ought not to make the entire rule. I claim that you 
have built up on the very small and narrow base of one single in- 
stance a great rule for all future conduct. I say that the gentle- 
man’s own statement does not furnish any reason for leaving this 
provision out of this bill. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman pardon me? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes. 

Mr. DAYTON. In the bidding this year they bid lower than 
at least two or three concerns on the Eastern coast for another 
one of these cruisers. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Is it not a fact that practically all of the 
material that goes into a battle ship must be transported across 
the continent, at 75 cents per hundred pounds freight? I main- 
tain that it is absolutely ridiculous—I js not speak in any offen- 
sive sense—for _ man to claim or contend that you can build 
a battle ship on the Pacific Coast, after transporting the heavy 
material by freight, at the excessive freight rates across to that 
coast, as cheaply as it can be constructed in the East. 

A man might as well attempt to tell me that it is not any farther 
from New York to San Francisco than it is from San Francisco 
to Chicago. I know better, and so does everyone else. I do 
not mean to say that the gentleman from West Virginia is not 
candid, but I do mean to say he is very much mistaken when he 
attempts to substantiate the claim that a battle ship can be built 
as aT on the Pacific coast as it can on the Atlantic. It is a 
self-evident proposition. With the aid of arithmetic—addition 
and subtraction—it demonstrates itself. Practically all of the 
material that goes into a battle ship that is constructed on the 
Pacific coast—practically all of that material is produced upon 
the Atlantic seaboard and must be transported clear across the 
continent at a high freight rate. Then labor is higher on the 
Pacific coast than on the Atlantic. Living is higher. Prices of 
material are higher. Everything is higher; even the class of 
battle ships we turn out are higher than those on the Atlantic. 
[ Applause. 

Mr. DAYTON. Is the gentleman unmindful of the fact that 
the Union Iron Works and two or three of the Eastern shipbuild- 
ing concerns have substantially combined into one since last year? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Iam aware of what the gentleman states; 
that is, that the Union Iron Works, the San Francisco concern, 
has entered into a combination with some of the Eastern ship- 
building concerns. But Moran Brothers Shipbuilding Company, 
of Seattle, Wash., has not entered into that or any other combi- 
nation. They are an independent concern on the Pacific coast. 
And they have built up their great shipyard where they are now 
building a mighty battle ship by reason of the advantage they 
had in this 4 per cent preferential. And when youtake that 4 per 


cent advantage away from them you remove them from the list of | 
bidders on the one hand and do them a wrong, and you cut your | 


own throat on the other hand by removing from the field the only 
independent bidder on the Pacific coast, and leave yourself at 
the mercy of this combination which can hold you up and dictate 
terms, 

The very statement made by the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Dayton], according to the light which I have, fur- 
nishes ample reasons why my amendment should prevail. Mark 
one thing. When you cut out this 4 per cent preferential you 
have sounded the death knell of naval shipbuilding on the Pacific 
coast. 

I desire to read and to put into the Recorp at this point two 
letters that I have recently received from Robert Moran, of the 
Moran Shipbuilding Company, of Seattle, Wash., in reference to 
this 4 per cent clause now under consideration: 

SEATTLE, WASH., January 29, 1903. 
Hon. Francis W. CusuMman, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sir: We are informed that there is a movement on foot to pass the 
next naval appropriation bill cutting out the 4 per cent bonus which has 
heretofore been allowed to builders of naval vessels on the Pacific coast. If 
this is so, it certainly must be in the interests of the Atlantic coast builders 
that it is done, as there is no question in the minds of those that are informed 
that it is greatly to the interest of the United States Government to encour- 
age the maintenance and —— of shipbuilding plants at various points 
on the Pacific coast of the United States which have ample capacity for the 


construction of any naval vessel. 
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Government in the past. we willsay that our own plant, which we assure you 
is equal to anything in the United States for the building of any vessel. would 
never have been built to the extent it has here in Seattle excepting for the 
encouragement given to us by the 4 per cent bonus on the construction of 
naval vessels. 

You understand that the labor cost of construction on the Pacific coast is 
considerable higher than it is on the Atlantic, though putting all of those 
matters to one side, we have to haul practically allof the material used in the 
construction of a naval vessel across the American continent and pay freight 
on that transportation. 

This is almost wholly in excess of the expense that attends the building of 
a like vessel on the Atlantic seaboard, and certainly it is worth considerable 
to the United States to have constructed, maintained, and operated plants 
with sufficient capacity to construct naval vessels on the Pacific coast and 
make delivery here instead of New York or Philadelphia; and, as before 
stated, it is our opinion that it would be a gross injustice to the Pacific coast 
shipbuilding interests if any naval appropriation bill is passed without con- 
tinuing the 4 per cent bonus, as has been done in the past, and we trust you 
will use all of your energies to accomplish this purpose. We have no doubt 
but what the Representatives from all of the Pacific coast States will be 
favorable to helping us in this matter. 

Thanking you in advance for the favor, we remain, 

Respectfully, 
MORAN Bros. COMPANY, 
By ROBT. MORAN. 


SEATTLE, WASH., February 12, 1908. 
Hon. FRANcIS W. CUSHMAN, M.C., 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Srr: Replying to yours of the 5th answering ours of the 29th ult. 
relative to Naval Committee of the House cutting out the 4 per cent bonus 
for Pacific-coast-built naval vessels, the reasons given that they have found 
that Pacific-coast bids have been in some instances lower than Atlantic 
coast, seems to us to bea ridiculous proposition. It is a physical impossibil- 
ity for the Pacific-coast shipbuilder to build a naval vessel as cheaply ascan 
be done on the Atlantic coast. And as we wrote you on January 2%, it is 
only justice to the Pacific-coast shipbuilding interests that this bonus should 
be paid; and it certainly is a great benefit to the Government that com- 

letely equipped shipyards capable of building the largest naval vessels 
tore m established and are being maintained on this coast, and certainly 
they are entitled to a fair portion of the Government's patronage. 

As you probably know, at the present time all of the shipyards of the 
United States are depending almost wholly on naval work. ere are very 
few merchant ships being built, and of course the Atlantic-coast builders are 
doing everything in their power to gobble up the entire Government busi- 
ness. 

If you can be of any assistance to Senators TURNER and Foster in this 
matter we will deem ita favor. It is very important that this be corrected 
in the Senate before the final passage of the bill. otherwise we doubt if an- 
other naval vessel will ever be contracted for on this coast. As suggested by 
you, we have to-day written Senators Foster and TURNER again on this 
subject. 


Respectfully, MorAN Bros. COMPANY, 


By ROBERT MORAN. 


In the light of my country’s history, in the light of what the 
Pacific coast has heretofore contributed to the American Navy, 
there should be a disposition in this body to assist the Pacific coast 
naval shipbuilders and not to shut them out. 

We built the Monterey on the Pacific coast—the ship that rein- 
forced the American Army when it was landing at Manila. We 
built the Olympia on the Paciiic coast—Dewey’s flagship, that 
headed the column of his stately line of battle ships on the day 
that they entered Manila Bay. [Applause.] 

We built the Oregon,if youplease. TheOregon! Whatmighty 
| memories that name stirs within us. The nation held its breath 
| while that sheathed monster of the deep plowed her way through 
| 10,000 miles of ocean foam to be present on that fateful day at 
| Santiago. And as she bore down on the Spanish fleet she looked 
| like the great gray avenging angel of God Almighty. And when 
| there was heard the boom of her mighty guns the yellow rag of 

Spain sank from sight forever on the Western Hemisphere, and 
| the sky of Christendom was enriched with the folds of a new ban- 
|ner. [Applause.] 
| Now, I say that the vessels that have been put out on the Pa- 
| cific coast amply justify my statement here that the Pacific coast 
| shipbuilders have contributed to the American Navy the best 
ships we have to-day. Why is it? Because in the Eastern ship- 
yards, where there is a great range of temperature, from the ex- 
ceeding heat of summer to the exceeding cold of winter, the metal 
mass is expanded and contracted so that it will not knit together 
as it will in a climate where the temperature is about the same 
the year round. That has been absolutely demonstrated in the 
trials and tests of the vessels that have been built on the Pacific 
coast. 

One other thought should appeal particularly to the Republican 
side of the Chamber. A good many men contend that we should 
have a ship subsidy. Here is an opportunity to apply the prin- 
ciple of the ship subsidy in one small instance. We contend on 
this side of the Chamber that there should be protection to Ameri- 
can industries. That is what I am asking for in reference to this 
industry. The protection that should be applied to any American 
industry is the protection which it requires in order to enable it 
to successfully compete. 

Now, whenever the question has been raised here on this floor in 
reference to the protection of the industries of the Eastern half of 
this country we of the Pacific coast have always stood by you in 
reference to the protection of the industries affected, on which 


And to illustrate how this has worked to the interest of the United States 
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we did not secure the same measure of benefit that you did. The 
question to-day is whether you will stand with us in reference to 
the protection of an American industry on the Pacific coast. 
[Loud applause. } 


Mr. MUDD. [shall have to insist upon the point of order, as 
it is getting late. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I would like to have five minutes 
to answer the chairman of this committee why they cut off this 
differential. 

Mr. MUDD. I shall not object, if the gentleman will finish in 
five minutes. 

# Mr. JONES of Washington. 
that time. 

Mr. Chairman, the chairman of this committee has stated that 
the reason why they have left off this differential is because one 
, of the shipbuilders of the Pacific coast had bid less than the ship- 
; builders on the Atlantic coast in one of these biddings. But if 
that was a good reason for leaving it off, then it seems to me that 
in the last biddings, when we did not get a solitary one of these 
! ships, when the differential in favor of the Atlantic shipbuilders 
a per cent, that is a reason to put it on instead of taking 
1t off. 

On July 25, 1902, the Union Iron Works bid on the construction 
of a battle ship $4,150,000. The lowest Eastern bid was $3.990,000, 
or $160,000 difference, or more than the 4 per cent differential 
that we ask here over the lowest bid by the Atlantic coast builder. 





i 


I think I will finish in less than 


ae Be try % 


Union Iron Works bid $4,365,000, and the lowest Atlantic coast 
bidder was $4,200,000, a difference of $165,000, slightly under 4 


i per cent. But what did the Cramps decide to do? They said 
“*we will build both of these ships at $4,000,000 each,” or more 


than 8 per cent less. And it seems to me, gentlemen, if you want to | 


build up the shipbuilding industry of the Paciffe coast, if you want 


that will encourage that- yard that is able to build battle ships. 
The citizens of Seattle subscribed $100,000 in its aid. 


feds Shier 2 4:o ner 


combination. 


into the hands of a trust and combination. [Applause. ] 

I ask unanimous consent to print with my remarks a statement 
of the bids of the last three or four years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent that he may extend his remarks by inserting 
a statement of the bids for the last three or four years in the 
Hy RecorD. Is there objection? 
none. 

é The statement is as follows: 


Synopsis of bids, showing difference in bids for one vessel. 
Battle ships—Advertisement of September 14, 1895: 





About 3} per cent. 
Cruisers—Advertisement of June 9, 1899: 
I rrr itininmieienbinlie $1, 041, 990 
Lowest bid 954, 500 











a | Over 8 per cent. Contract was let to $1,027,000 bidder. Morans’ bid, $1,122,- 
‘ 000. 


Battle ships—Advertisement of September 1, 1900, sheathed and coppered: 





ii Under act of March 3, 1899 
I on nin dincintinpanapibdghininaaiilipeiunneatinhgpmnaimet $3, 733, 600 
BIS isi nae artwons 3 aitiiinnscechasddibner kiana sanemaiiinneats 8, 400, 000 
‘“E 333, 600 
. Nearly 10 per cent. Union Iron Works did not bid. Next lowest bid was 
a $3,580,000, which, with the 4 per cent added, was still less than Morans’ bid. 
Bt As arranged, the people of Seattle guaranteed or raised them $100,000 so they 
; could take the contract. 
Battle ships—Advertisement of September 1, 1900, without sheathing and cop- 
yering: 
7 vhder act of March 3, 1899— 
ay Moran Brothers -......-..-- -----+ ----0+ ----++--+-+-------+----- 
BE Lowest BE6....... .ccccecovccccccocscecccesuseccescs cooceecceocces 
| 


ee 


In the bids for the armored cruisers on October 28, 1902, the | 


to sustain the only shipbuilding plant on the Pacific coast that is | 
not to-day in a trust or combination, youshould give us that benefit | 


Let us sus- | 
tain it in its development when it is not in the hands of a trust or | 
If you take away the development, you will crush | 
out the plant and absolutely put the shipbuilding of this country | 








[After a pause.] The Chair hears | 
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I I i eal a a a $2,740,000 
i nccnteiasictinsctedibitanpcuiianeibtetapnniageadbuniniieisitniasbdibass 2, 350,000 
390, 000 

About 15 per cent. 

Battle ships—Advertisement of June 25, 1896: | 
SEE DE IY istics accticin intact nh oulioceas nbpieadeniipamatin $2, 674, 950 
NE ecient cisthrtapniatantnremincnnaibthitnhietmintenibiddliibidiniiptinielinvemisiiiil 2,595, 000 

79, 950 
Over 3 per cent. 

Battle ships—Advertisement of June 17, 1898: 

IE III. thins encccsnauininnenaiammtnteasn cnmndetiiaaainngia $2, 674, 000 
Re iti aeentindnnsetenmninia nme teanannwee 2,580, 000 | 
94, 000 


FEBRUARY 19, 





Over 5 per cent. 
Under act of June 7, 1900, without sheathing and coppering: 


IE TIEN. nncusiivucmebandienedniiensibnsanwinten ogunaiiabenaeel $3, 697,000 
RR ncvern cece qceseagnente segues tulbachimbeincirpeea 8, 290, 000 
407,000 

Over 10 per cent. 
et lowed GG q.. ceuncdmninteunanmenneseensetiimeiannes $3, 430, 000 
267,000 


About 7 per cent. 
Armored cruisers under advertisement of October 1, 1900. Act of March 3, 





1Si): 
Sheathed and coppered— 
GE, NE RINE di od 6ccncdeucs sane dteebeceseseaeuuen eames $3, 800, 000 
OTE GE 6 cecesininede vtdstininceremmmmccsnctanecehsareseane 3, 885, 000 
5, 000 
In favor of Union Iron Works. 

Without sheathing and coppering— 
POUND. nncnckcsce netics cbtbsecensescdorsateimesibtinns ee 
I vic titarehntnktninkcudedrtiaeivnibatmdiitiiiiieiicand ae 
188, 000 


Over 5 per cent. 


Under act of June 7, 1900, not sheathed and coppered: 
I RID SON octcdncctccusssbudsongeccsaceacuibbebsusedede eee 
I I ik bcc tdidintic taivchiciahinttnginiblaipiitianiintampieie punk 8, 775, 000 


25, 000 
In favor of Union Iron Works. 
Morans’ bid was $3,963,000, or $188,000 over lowest Eastern bid, or 5 per cent. 





Protected cruisers under advertisement of December 1, 1900, and 
March 6, 1901: 





ee A, in ccenenatieadtaticanmemncngm icine omnis ermaiatnntetintlintnies $2, 825, 000 
III G 2.icniscclmaieneenahemnety bincininelininbemnaseedt iehciecaaiaapectamad 2,740,000 
85, 000 

Over 3 per cent. 

| Battle ship under advertisement of July 25, 1902: 

CE BPE. CPD inimirt wtih checemecnns capone ce ccncesan conse eoes $4, 150,000 
STITT kc Loma tunls nancisdinnent ei ndetbodnchedpdeaupdebade tan 3, 990, 000 
160, 000 

Over 4 per cent. 

Armored cruisers under advertisement of October 28, 1902: 

In TN i ale carers ot hiemusidiiiadeubeiie eit $4, 365, 000 
I tens thbtinenenldbaidiniiednetanebiiaininwetinadingns es quinhs 4, 200, 000 
165, 000 


Slightly under 4 per cent. They agreed to build the two at $4,000,000 each, 
or more than 8 per cent less. 


[Secretary's report, 1896.] 


Statement of proposals for the construction of battle ships Nos. 5 and 6, received 
under the Department's advertisement of September 14, 1895. 











7 | 
For one For two | 
wensel vessels | 

} anes. | (each). 


For three 
vessels, 


Name and address of bidder. 





Class 1 (Department's plans). 


The William Cramp & Sons Ship and En- | 


gine Building Co., Philadelphia, Pa--..... | 
Union fron Works, San Francisco, Cal ---- 
Newport News Ship Building and Dry | 
Dock Co., Newport News, Va ........-.-.- 


Class 2 (bidder's plans). 


The William Cramp & Sons Ship and En- 
gine Building Co., Philadelphia, Pa_..... 


Union Iron Works, San Francisco, Cal ....! 2,650,000 | 2) 640, 000 








aUnion Iron Works did not bid. 
+Contract awarded. 


| Statement of prepeom Jor the construction of battle ships Nos. 7, 8, and 9, re- 


87,400 | 


} 
| 




















ceived under the Department's advertisement of June 25, 1896. 
vliietidiaiianaal ———- 
For two 
Name and address of bidder. _ an vessels 
(each). 
Class 1 (Department's plans). 
| 
Jokn H. Dialogue & Son, Camden, N. J-...........--.-.- See Lonnasmoneond 
Bath Iron Works, Bath, Me...... alas di haen legit cst “ET cect ieee an an 
Newport News Ship Building and Dry Dock Co., New- | 
OES TE, elle teen ctieetiaiiantewe ten nnatinbindineecut ~ i f jee 
Union Iron Works, San Francisco, Cal................. TEE EE logasonnwacue 
The William Cramp & Sons Ship and Engine Building 
Coa. PRR ia tens Sota cectnnrwawsetnisctntae | *2,650,000 | $2,650,000 
Class 2 (bidder's plans). 
No bids received. 
* Contract awarded, 








Smee 
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[Secretary's report, 1898. ] Statement of proposals for the construction of five battle ships, Nos. 13, 14, 15, 


t of proposals for the construction of three battle ships of about 11,000 ae a 

Statement o, osals for the construction o, ree e ships of about 11, ; 

tons displacement each, battle ships Nos. 10, 11, and 12, received under the UNDER ACT OF MARCH 3, 1899—continued. 
Department's advertisement dated June 17, 1898. a 








Without sheathing and coppering. 









































—s ~- ye | Class 2—Bidder’s plans. , 
N d add f bidd N dadd f bida One vessel. Two vessels. 
Yame and address of bidder. Name and address of bidder. |———_______— benieitnitet “aie 
For one | Fer two | ror oneves-| For two . r ei 
weasel vessels ool vessels Class I— | cyacgo | Class 1 Class 2— 
, (each). - (each). Depart- bidders’ Depart- bidders’ 
cnanibesinnias ment’s a ment’s ——— 
plans. plans. plans. plans. 
John A. Dialogue & Son, r - Da | 
Camden, N. J ..-.--.-.-- siege GRORIEED Tertiwiwa ccnat tiie nautidced sieves evevee 
Newport News Shipbuild- Union Iron Works, San Fran- | 
ing and Dry Dock Co., CID 6 pcre cree s eendcedeerfucunescceess SGN Bisa tet tai Raricdicwucee 
Newport News, Va.........|A2,580,000 |............ B$2, 680,000 }...........-. Fore River —= and Engine | 
C*t2, 850, 000 Co., Weymouth, Mass ........| $3,430,000 |...........- 16$3, 405, 000 }............ 
Wm. Cramp & Sons’ Ship | John H. Dialogue & Son, Cam- 
and Engine Building Co., Or idl cin:tsalcatiiesnansiaincia. SRO Rinenttencsantdinisial hs cake dialing aadmtois ended 
Philadelphia, Pa --.........|A2, 650,000 | $2,625,000 | B2,725,000 | $2,700,000 |} Moran Brothers Co., Seattle, 
fot le st ae eee gif | Sr 
Union Iron Works, San | New York Shipbuilding Co., | 
Francisco, Cal.............. |A2, 674,000 }....-....... A oS } eee 4,100,000 |............ 4, 075,000 |............ 
| C*2, 899, 000 
—— >» Not coppered. 
* Contract awarded. aii ; ee 
+ Owing to changes made in contract, price increased to $2,885,000. UNDER ACT OF JUNE 7, 1900. 


[Secretary's report, 1900.] Without sheathing and coppering. 






















































































Statement of propasals for the construction of six protected cruisers of about Oo en L Se e 
3,200 tons displacement each, cruisers Nos. 1), 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19, received r dada f bidd a | Two vessels. 
under the Department's advertisement of June 9, 1899. Name and address of bidder. |--__—- ee ee. 7 

ccseneitigeeniotinontidasetaanastiinenstbompepemessicnyenany hems — I— | ciass g9— | Cla881— | ciags 2 

| . os l epart- | Biaders’ | Depart- | Bigaeea 
ee ert Class 2.—Bidder’s plans. | ment’s Boy | ‘ment’s “oo 
i . | plans. tte ee hg 
Name and address of bidder. res co a j i ties. | ile haieliaeetianne cnstndadadstcttgals a nanetapmanen 
For two | For two | 
pnd vessels, |For a Ves-| ‘vessels, Union Iron Works, San Fran- 
, each. | Fant each. a Pddina neces 96, 200, 000 |...........-. Raicveetearie ations 
——— —|—_— ——. | Fore River Ship and Engine | 
: ‘ | Co., Weymouth, Mass ........) $3,490,000 |............ FS) ae 

Moran Brothers Co., Seattle, John H. Dialogue & Son, Cam- 

WEE ~ccmnar counts wavcwssees RI ii vncrscpacacBtewn armen centsi-vgers spun ba ania epiaeniaels | 3,990,000 |...........- ey aa co 

William R. Trigg Co., Rich- |e) pox ogg | eye $1, C24, 700 Moran Brothers Co., Seattle, 

weet Gis 3 sec ze. [¢°4,Ue8, 000 | .-.---..-... ] aaa MO | OSs, 700 , | Saag cs ie Eocene causes 4) | aa 
it Fore River Engine Co.,Brain-\ f <r’ O08 On 7S New York Shipbuilding Co., 

s 4 ” “he, 3 a » POD, | y FU, Oh ’ lie I li 
ta tree, BE ccccetcdnduiain cen oS! 1, OF 5, 000 | $1, 020, 000 1 J1, 100, 000 | J1, 066, 800 Came n,N J = 

Burlee avy, ae Co., Port | rn 
Richmond, 8. 1, N. Y--.... is inna rt ta in ica S enetiiiesiitees a Not coppered. t 6 Contract awarded. 

Neafie & Levy Ship and En- | | ” Saas 
gine Building Co., Phila- | b 
GD TI aint Bincanincntel a ft ae fl eee | See eee Statement of proposals for the construction of six armored cruisers, Nos. i, 5, 6, 

va & Downey, New | | 7,8, and 9, recetved under the Department's advertisement of October 1, 1900. 
a eae itawtien | 964,500 | 950,000 11,059,500 | 41,055,000 aes " : . 

Columbian Iron Works and | | UNDER ACE OF MARCH 5, 1000. 

Dry Dock Co., Baltimore, | a Lena 
IEE. ikon. ein tenitctlnrertntear dries grotiins Se bp cunbhcocenuictunsnkebabeda cantatas Sheathed and c red 

Union Iron Works, San Frapn- | | | eneatned and copperead, 

Be OB no nanss —2 ne = --| a eg Rd oe asd Boieaen aticaes a nascent 
th Iron Works, Bath, Me-_.| *1,041,660 |............/....-. One vessel Two vessels 

Sng ~ ral es , } ’ ’ a Oe ae Lee DSO aae } SSC 1. vessels. 
ieee Hinm, Elizabethport, | ot canees Name and address of bidder. |____ a san peneieeneinstsigioansnetbiemasemeatp 
sl aetsiesitie aallliiat as hsevehla rita tes SUIT Ti cavers ciitneslint nandemsictiinds Sintentbebeniine nthe rr Ties | 

WE Peony ew Wet. icc. cece he secede. ij DARE Poinass «suc. ee Class 2— ee "e | Class 2— 

ment's | Bidders’ | ment’s | Bidders’ 
aaa aaa aaaaaaaaaaaaaaemaaeaaaaaacacacmmemmmmaaaal = ve le , ‘ ane 
* Contract awarded. e Speed 18 knots. plans. ae. plans. plans. 
aT ype A, speed 18 knots. J Speed 18+ knots. —| -- ———-— a —____—__-- 
6 Type B, 18 knots. 9g Speed 17 knots. ais be = } | 
e¢Type C, 19 knots. h Speed 17; knots. Union > nt Works, San Fran- a$3, 800, 000 
4 Department's plans as modified. # Speed 16} to 30 knots. CIBCO, WAL. ~ 2... - wa = wn ~~ 2 = oan oe POI OD fo wees cresee |enccce coccws |e cccss ccccce 
: P ve ee _ Moran Brothers Co., Seattle, 
a LL, _ Saye pa sitewng S GBOOe Pevccncesecce EEE Uo nntne stoves 
[Secretary s report, 1901.] Wm. Cramp & Sons che and 
; F = | Engine Building Co., Phila- 

Statement of proposals for the construction of five battle ships, Nos. 13, 14,15, | delphia, Pa .....--....---.---- SE finn cowataanels wadunmations aiid senate 
16, and 17, received under the Department's advertisement of September I, | Newport News Shipbuilding | 
1900. | oa Dry Dock Co., Newport | | 

UNDER ACT OF MARCH 3, 1899. SS i cies SE te ccmendteschleedwsatinanidesantiteunane 
| Fore River — and Engine | 
Sheathed and coppered. Co., Weymouth, Mass ........| 3,975,000 |..... sei aii cerita 
ss ‘ a -_ . | John H. Dialogue & Son, Cam- | 
One vessel. } Two vessels. den, N. J-....-...---------+---- [eecceooccces PEN nadia hs ahaa ange ROTEL a meyE 
Name and address of bidder. | Cl alas ee Clas 51 or ——s == SS 
ass 1— | Class 1— ~~ i 
Depart- Class 2— | Depart- Class — Without sheathing and coppering. 
menut’s —— ment’s — — 
lane. plans. lanes plans. ——_—————_— — - ~ ——--— 
P oat ane , : One vessel. Two vessels. 
: Name and address of bidder. meena an i ditenntnietitbathincanticctntt 

Wm. Cramp & Sons Ship and | Class 1— | Class 1— 

Engine Building Co., Phila- Depart- | Class 2 Depart. | Class 2— 
dicen cnneneanchewembiibanees UR MUNTND 1. senieussal besedocases ment’s | Bidders’ | aan Bidders’ 

Newport News Shipbuilding lans. | Plans. | plans plans. 
one Dry Dock Co., Newport ‘ ed re 
PEE WIN Bi senalivss ne bneinipabvoutiarseas I mk Bk a) ne ae ; peaeeee 

Fore River — and Engine on | Moran Brothers Co., Seattle, | 
Co., Weymouth, Mass... ._.. cas Scena! SUUMUNMT To eccanconane I Uicietehins stcbeaton tacit Genes | $3,963,000 j............ ey 

John H. Dialogue & Son, Cam- Newport News Shipbuilding | 
CU GAN dati lnachni te atin «oS asl =) eee a ie ol and Dry Dock Co., Newport | } 

Morea, Brothers Co., Seattle, sales |. Saar eRaliagae at agit | es cheeses dinpere shat 

MED wectiebacasitnesisie acmeset CLUE Tasccce concen | | ee Fore River Ship and Engine 

Bath Iron Works, Bath, Me... .|- eh | 63,590,000 |...........- AIEEE Co., Weymouth, Mass......_. PED Ei cececounene Sh PE Beeston acdcas 

New York Shipbuilding Co., John H. Dialogue & Son, Cam- | 
RRRIIGL, Bie Piiccdubeensceueean @4, 200,000 }............ 24,176,000 |............ CE tiga ndecevencenseese DE Eniteencamrennhs ences eannebvevuue neteets 

_ — nee tae iii Medinet aN apatite dininssiihat acnaneniiemiamneas 

aContract cwarded, bNot coppered, @ Contract awarded. b Not coppered, 
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Statement of proposals for the construction of six armored cruisers, etc.—C’t'd. 
UNDER ACT OF JUNE 7, 1900. 








Without sheathing and coppering. 


One vessel. Two vessels. 








Name and address of bidder. F Class 1— | nt | 
| ee | Class 2— | Class 2— 
——_ Bidders’ ——_ Bidders’ 
menses plans. oy plans. 
plans. plans. 





- ———}- ee 


Union Iron Works, San Fran- | 

ea a IS ose DE EEE lnatbarcdalasinitvensdeanentadebidesebin 
Moran Brothers Co., Seattle, | | 

_ SS eer CO ee” IE Bite titan 
Wm.Cramp & Sons Ship and | | 

Engine Building Co., Phila- 


| 
I 








ED, TD oo bbenia marten nnbienn 
Newport News Shipbuilding | 

and Dry Dock Co., Newport | 

DW tie ia keane des IES 1s i... ceathcdbeooemetstiadliamininieliinn 
Fore River Ship and Engine | 

Co., Weymouth, Mass ---....- DED Biss dninemmaice RB Fee dientintuiann 
John H. Dialogue & Son, Cam- | | 

Bom, WE 6 Sides peecck odccts SS eee 1 eee ti nalas onbins 
Risdon Iron and Locomotive | | 

Works, San Francisco,Cal...| 4,075,000 |...........-. a lal later 








a Contract awarded. b Not coppered. 
Statement of proposals for the construction of three protected cruisers, Nos. 20, 
21, and 22, authorized by the act of June 7, 1900, received under the Depart- 
ment’s advertisements of December 1, 1900, and March 6, 1901. 











Class 1—Depart- Class2—Bidders’ 
ment’s plans. plans. 
Name and address of bidder. |}; 4 
lone veasel| pene i One veesel.| ee 

Newport News Shipbuilding | 

and Dry Dock Co., Newport | 

nib 1a$2, 740,000 |......-..... SEED Vim eses ncenne 
eS OS SE eee eee _ _* | Sea 
William R. Trigg Co., Rich- | 

SIR inc bei beens id &, 760,000 | $8,740,000 | ....n0c..200}ane000--.--- 
Neafie & Levy Ship and En- 

gine Building Co., Philadel- 

SN i cignlitiecatiteatiemaicaichats SAID Micrincdbsiaancscnchiannicinelidasiainiaingnintetabninnts 
Union Iron Works, San Fran- | | 

INI SII. carts coon netiteiareatinen tates RD Eicceniia uitisaide all ne he acer: memeaenel tatinnees eiribigedl 
William Cramp & Sons Ship | 

and Engine Building Co., | 

Philadelphia, Pa.............-. 1 BEE fh ccciivnrsnnn DED Pacisecsnimian 








@Contract awarded. 


Proposals for the construction of one battle ship of not more than 16,000 tons trial 
displacement. Battle a No. 19, Louisiana; Hull and machinery, includ- 
ing engines, boilers, and their appurtenances and spare parts, and for equip- 
ment complete in all respects, with the exceptions specified, and for the in- 
stallation of ordnance and ordnance outsit, in accordance with the plans and 
specifications provided by the Secretary of the Navy. 





Name and address of bidder. ~ | Price. Remarks. 











. Union Iron Works, San Francisco, Cal_........... $4,150,000 | 42 months. 
2. Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Co., | 

Newport News, Va. .......-..-------------------- 3,990,000 | 41 months. 

. New York Shipbuilding Co., Camden, N. J --..-... 4,040,000 | 40 months. 

. Fore River Ship and Engine Co., Quincy, Mass ..| 4,087,000 | 42 months. 

Wm. Cramp & Sons Ship and Engine Building 

ag SII, SO lee San esdpbnkcnccticcenesenes 4,114, 000 | Do. 


Advertisement dated July 25, 1902; proposals opened October 1, 1902 
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Proposals for the construction of two armored cruisers of not more than 11,500 
tons trial displacement. 


[Armored cruisers Nos. 10 and 11, Tennessee and Washington. Advertise- 
ment dated October 28, 1902; bids opened January 6, 1903.]} 





Class 1—Department’s| Class 2—Bidder's 
plans. plans. 
Name and address of bidder. 








| Forone | Fortwo | Forone | For two 
| vessel. | vessels. vessel. vessels. 
1. Newport News Shipbuild- | | 
ing and Dry Dock Co---.-. $4, 825,000 |............|....-------- Dy, cnaebtdadid 
2. Fore River Ship and Engine | | | 
a a BOSE ene 
3. Bath Iron Works ............ ee 
4. Union Iron Works. .......---| 4,965,000 |............ ee sakeateeiees Seis 
5. New York Shipbuilding Co..| 4,250,000 LE in apdde @neane $4, 280, 000 
6. Moran Brothers Co. - ----- oon] 6,557,680 |..........-- Lcniciot agate lands atbasens 
7. Wm.Cramp and Sons Ship | 
and Engine Building Co...' 4,200,000 |.........--.| $4,100,000 4,000, 000 





Mr. MUDD. I now insist on the point of order. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to ask if the point of order has 
not been ruled on yet? 


The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a 
few words in reference to the point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. Let me state it first. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thought you had made your point of 
order. 

Mr. MUDD. I reserved the point of order. 

What I have to say upon it is very brief. The point of order is 
that it is new legislation and not germane to anything which has 
thus far been permitted to be put into this section in the way of leg- 
islation. If the Chair will look at page 5643 of the Recorp of last 
session, he will see that almost the identical point of order was 
made and passed upon. At the middle of the page he will find I 
made the point of order on the part of the similar paragraph in the 
bill of that session, which reads as follows: 
and subject to the provisions hereinafter made, not more than one of said 
battle ships, and not more than one of said armored cruisers, and not more 
than one of said gunboats shall be built at or near the coast of the Pacific 
Ocean or in the waters connecting therewith. 

Now, there was substantially the same provision as contem- 
plated by this amendment, and the point of order was made on 
that part of it providing that the Secretary should be required to 
build one or more vessels herein authorized on the Pacific coast. 
That point of order was passed upon and sustained. There was 
no appeal from it, and practically no controversy upon it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I apprehend that gentlemen of the House 
can see that that is no “‘ limitation ’’ upon an appropriation which 
makes it mandatory upon the Secretary to provide, at an excess 
of 4 per cent over what it costs elsewhere, for the building of one 
or more of these ships in a particular locality, and that such a 
provision is a direct restriction on the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Navy as exercised under existing law; and upon that ques- 
tion the present occupant of the chair has already ruled. It is 
clearly a change of existing law. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, it was to guard against this amend- 
ment that I made my point of order on the other provisions that 
were not objectionable to me at all. There is one possible ground 
only on which the gentleman might argue that this appropriation 
is admissible, and that would be that there had been an amend- 
ment offered to which this might possibly be germane. But, Mr. 
Chairman, if that were true, it is equally true, and it is an ele- 
mentary principle of parliamentary law, that you can not amend 
an amendment after its adoption. The only possible way that 
this provision could have gone into the bill would be to have 
offered it as an amendment to the amendment offered by the 
chairman of the committee before it was voted upon. It is too 
late to do that now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the proposition that is 
made by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp], that this 
provision was carried in last year’s bill and to this year’s bill it 
is offered as an amendment, in my opinion does not make any 
difference in relation to the point of order being made. The ques- 
tion is whether it is obnoxious to the rule or not. Now, the reason 
I am so earnest, Mr. Chairman, in believing that the House ought 
to have the privilege of putting these limitations on this appro- 
priation bill is—in view of the fact that we have spent weeks of 
this session trying to legislate and hold the hands of the trusts of 
this country, and here when we have a bill before us to expend 
millions of dollars of the public money, and we know that unless 
we limit the terms of this appropriation bill so that it will give 
outside contractors an opportunity, every dollar of the appropria- 
tion will go into the hands of the shipbuilding trust—I say that 
this House ought to stand on this proposition from beginning to 
end and insist that we still retain the power to say where the 
public money shall be expended. 

Mr. MUDD. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. MUDD. Does the gentleman call this a limitation on an 
expenditure which makes it mandatory on the part of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to pay 4 per cent more for a battle ship con- 
structed on the Pacific coast than anywhere else? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We can limit an appropriation and pro- 
vide how it shall be expended. That is what a limitation amounts 
to. The limitation of an expenditure on an appropriation bill 
does not limit the amount necessarily, but it is a legislative pro- 
vision as to how the money shall be expended. Of course, in pro- 
viding how it shall be expended, you can say that so much 
premium shall be paid for the privilege of building it in one 
place rather than in another. It might be of great value to 
the Government to build a chip at a certain point, at a certain 
time, on the Pacific Ocean, rather than to construct it on the At- 
lantic Ocean. 

Mr. DAYTON. I think the gentleman misunderstands the 
fact that the 4 per cent is in the interest of a firm on the Pacific 
coast that has joined the shipbuilding trust. I want to say to 
him that the other firm that has been mentioned has its hands 
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full already with work and in all probability could not ‘make a 
bid on the work. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On that proposition I only know what 
is represented here by the gentleman who lives in Washington, 
and I have no doubt he has a better sore to judge of these 
facts than the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. DAYTON. The facts that I give to the gentleman are 
facts that I get from the Navy Department. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Iwill say to the gentleman that when the 
Moran Brothers on the Pacific coast first made preparations to bid 
on a battle ship, the same people who are now to-day contending 
that they can not build another one were contending then that 
they could not build the first one. They are building the first 


one. 

Mr. DAYTON. But they are a number of months behind in 
their contract. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. They are progressing faster and better than 
the Eastern concerns were with similar work when I first took 
my seat on the floor of this House. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Mupp] stated a few minutes ago that he considered it 
a limitation on the power of the Secretary of the Navy to place a 
4 per cent preferential in this bill. I would like to ask him 
whether he considers it a limitation on the power of the Secretary 
of the Navy to have a shipbuilding trust take him by the throat 
and say, ‘‘ We will build these ships for so much, and you can 
take it or leave it alone.’”’ [Applause. 

Mr. DAYTON. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me one statement, 
I want to say that the shipbuilding firm on the Pacific coast is a 
long ways further behind than they are on the Eastern coast. I 

ant that it is on account of a strike, but the fact is there. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, aside from the question 
of order, I wish to say it is understood and known by everyone 
in this House that there is not a single one of the great shipbuild- 
ing concerns of this country that is not from ten to twenty months 
behind in its orders to-day. They are not alone in that position. 
Not only the shipbuilding concerns, but the manufacturing plants 
of every nature and description are behind in their orders. The 
question here is simply whether we are going to give an oppor- 
tunity to independent concerns to come in and bid against the 
trust; whether we are going to give an opportunity for the Gov- 
ernment to say to the trust, ‘‘ If you advance this price to an un- 
reasonable amount, we will build these ships in the navy-yards of 
the country.’’ Those are the questions we are to meet here to- 
day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, coming directly to the question of order, 
the Chair has held, and in my judgment properly held, that this 
House has the right to say that every particle of material that is 
to go into the construction of these battle ships shall be American 
material, made by American workmen on American soil. Now, 
I say that the House has an equal right to say that these ships 
shall be built in American yards, by American workmen, and on 
American soil—not in foreign yards by foreign workmen. Does 
not the same reason apply? There is nothing so far in this bill 
to prevent a contract being made for the construction of these 
ships in a British shipyard; but have we not the right to say that 
they shall not be built there? 

Certainly if the Chair wascorrect in ruling that we might adopt 
a provision requiring these vessels to be built of American mate- 
rial, the same reason would apply in favor of a provision that 
they shall be constructed in American shipyards. If, then, we 
concede that, can we not say in what American shipyard they 
shall be made? Is there any distinction in the application of the 
rule? If youcan say that a ship shall be constructed in an Ameri- 
can shipyard, is it not in the power of the House to say, as a lim- 
itation on the appropriation, in what American shipyard? And 
if we can designate one particular American shipyard, can we not 
say on what terms a vessel shall be built in that yard? Is it not 
in order for us to put in this bill a provision to tie the hands of 
the contractors bidding for the construction of these vessels, so 
that they shall not enter into a ‘‘combine’’ to defraud the Gov- 
ernment? That is simply taking measures to protect the appro- 
priation itself. Therefore I believe the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Washington is not only in order, but is in the 
interest of good legislation and in the interest of the American 
Navy and the American tages I hope that it will be ruled in 
order and will be adopted by the House. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? Why 
does he think that the trusts will not get the benefit of the 4 per 
cent differential as well as an independent concern? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, this simply broadens the field of 
competition and gives an opportunity to other bidders. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is obvious that the ruling already made 
by the Chair, and sustained by the Committee of the Whole, that 
it is not permissible on this bill to limit the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to such navy-yards as may be designated, ap- 
plies also to this amendment, which seeks to limit his discretion 











to a single navy-yard; and although the arguments suggested by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] may convince 
the Chairman and the Committee of the Whole of the desirability 
of the amendment, they do not touch its legality. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 21, on e 68, insert the following: 

** Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy may build any or all of 
the vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may designate, and 
shall build the vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may desig- 
nate, should it reasonably appear that the persons, firms, or corporations, or 
the agents thereof, bidding for the construction of any of said vessels, have 
entered intoany combination, agreement, or unde rstanding, the effect, object, 
or purpose of which is to deprive the Government of fair, open, and unre- 
stricted competition in letting contracts for the construction of any of said 
vessels.” 

Mr. FOSS. This particular provision went out of the bill ona 
point of order; but I have no objection to it. 

Mr. MUDD. I am willing that the provision, offered in this 
way, shall go in. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word ‘‘contract,” in line 10, page 67, the following: ‘Or in 
navy-yards, as hereinafter provided.” 

Mr. MAYNARD. This bill, under the head of the increase of 
the Navy—— 

Mr. FOSS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the chairman of the committee accepts 
the amendment, all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RIXEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of paragraph beginning with line 7, on page 67, and insert the 
following: , 

“That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States, in accordance with the latest improvements in the construc- 
tion of ships and the production of armor and armament therefor, the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is hereby directed to prepare plans and specifications of 
three seagoing battle ships and one armored cruiser carrying the most suit- 
able armor and armament for vessels of their class, and to submit to Con- 
gress “paws description of such battle ships and cruiser on the first Mon- 
day in December next; and said Secretary, in preparing said plans and de- 
scriptions, shall review and further consider the questions whether said ships 
should be sheathed or unsheathed; what should be the weight and extent of 
the armor therefor; what should be the form and location of the turrets; 
whether any changes should be made in the number and kind of guns of the 
various sizes heretofore constituting the armament of similar ships; to what 
extent electricity should be used for auxiliary purposes; to what extent, if 
any, oil should be substituted in place of coal for fuel, and all other ques- 
tions which have arisen and are now pending among naval architects and 
ordnance experts concerning the construction of battle ships and cruisers 
under modern conditions. And said Secretary shall, to such an extent as he 
may deem expedient, report to Congress in connection with said description 
his opinion upon the foregoing questions. And the Secretary of the Navy 
shall at the same time report to Congress what smaller ships should be built, 
and their probable cost; also whether, in his judgment, it would be good 
policy to build all or any portion of said ships in the Government navy-yards.” 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, pending the 
point of order, I move that the committee rise. We have been 
here now until nearly 6 o’clock, and we can not finish the bill this 
evening. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee moves that 
the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee) there were—ayes 49, noes 105. 

So the motion was lost. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman,I would be glad to know from the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] the ground upon 
which he bases his point of order. 

Mr. DAYTON. Simply because it is legislation providing for 






|} an investigation into various matters, and we have now no law 


authorizing it. Further, because it is not a provision that gives 
the President or the Secretary of the Navy any discretion. It is 
not something pertaining to the increase of the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic 
manufacture for the vessels authorized, $10,000,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve 
the point of order for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like to ask the chairman 
of the committee if the word ‘‘domestic’’ here is new legislation? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman,Ido not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The section reads: ** toward the 
armament and armor of domestic manufacture.’’ Now, is that 
new legislation? 
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Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, there is so much confusion that I 
can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman who 
reports the bill if this paragraph is not new legislation, since it 
provides that the armor and armament shall be of ‘‘ domestic”’ 
manufacture? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the ques- 
tion. unless the gentleman from Tennessee wishes to be further 
heard. The Chair overrules the point of order. The House 
clearly has the power to describe the material which it wishes to 
purchase. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The Chair has overruled my point 
of order. Now, as to this talking about trusts and everything of 
that sert—— 

Several Mempers. Regular order! 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, now, I have the floor, and 
there is no use of trust lovers ever trying to drive me off the floor 
of this House. [Applause.] I am fighting the foulest trust you 
ever pressed to your bosom, and you press it there. [Applause 
and laughter.] A giant trust is more at home in your bosoms 
than loveforaninfantorphan. [Applause and cries of ‘‘ Louder! ”’ 
on the Republican side.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I say—— [Ap- 
plause. | . 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee will please be in order. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order that 
the gentleman is not talking to his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Because I was interrupted by a 
lot of trust worshipers. [Applause.] Simply because I am 
striking at this armor-plate trust, as I have been doing for six 
years, you thus act—you would interruptme. You [applause on 
the Republican side] love them on thatside, and thisis a foul one, 
and you know it and wince when it is attacked. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, we have passed over one matter, 
back on page 25, relative to Boston Navy-Yard. It was done at 
the request of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBerts], 
whom I do not now see in his seat. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iam here. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
desire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the para- 
graph relating to the Boston Navy-Yard was passed over at my 
request pending a communication from the Secretary of the Navy 
to the chairman of the committee relating to any changes and 
additions he desires made to the appropriation already provided 
for for that yard. 

That communication has just come. The first is $140,000 for a 
quay wall leading up to the new dry dock now in process of con- 
struction. The second is an increase inthe cost of the power and 


heating plant. to be immediately available, to the amount of | 
$230,000. And, Mr. Chairman, I would move an amendment to | 
that section of the bill, adding the words ** quay wall, $140,000; | 


power and heating plant, to be immediately available, $230,000.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert the words ‘‘quay wall, $140,000; power and heating plant, to be imme- 

diately available, $230,000." 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that we have 

had no chance to consider these things in the committee. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I make the point of order. 

Mr. DAYTON. I hope these amendments will not prevail. 

Mr. ROBERTS. What is the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana state his 

point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ii is to the provision of the bill making 

the appropriation immediately available. It is a deficiency. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. ROBERTS. On that particular clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the committee will 
ardon me a moment, I would likz to place before the committee 
riefly what the Department says with regard to the necessity of 

these two items in this year’s bill. [Cries of ‘*’Vote!’’ “* Votet’’] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. r. Chairman, I make the 

point of order—— 3 
Mr. HEMENWAY. The point of order has been sustained, as 
I understand. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis too late to raise any further point of 

order now. 


Mr. ROBERTS. The point of order related only to the words 
**to be immediately available,’’ and did not affect the motion for 
the increased appropriation of $230,000 on one item and $140,000 
on the other. 

I have only this to say, if the committee does not care to hear 
the reasons given by the Secretary of the Navy, why it is econ- 
omy and in the interest of the service to have this appropriation 
made, Iam satisfied to go to a vote on the bare request of the 
Secretary of the Navy. I have here his recommendation, sent to 
the chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to go back 


to page 7. 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked to return to 


ge 7. 
=, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, there is one other matter—— 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr.MAYNARD. Iask unanimous consent to return to page 67. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman state what he wants to 
go back for? 

Mr. MAYNARD. To correct the wording of an amendment 
that I offered a few moments ago. Two words being stricken 
out of the bill on a point of order, the amendment does not now 
read properly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, it is now a 
quarter to 6 o’clock, and I shall object to any unanimous consent. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Let me correct this. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The committee ought to rise 
and the House ought to adjourn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 

Mr. FOSS. It is simply a correction. 

Mr. MAYNARD. r. Chairman, I would like to state to the 
House the reason for making my request for unanimous consent. 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that he may address the committee. Is there ob- 
jection? 

: Mr. FOSS. It is a small matter. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I offered an amendment-—— 

Mr. SULZER. Let the gentleman make his correction as 
quickly as he can. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I have been 
| informed about the nature of the request, and I withdraw the 
| objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his objection. 
| The gentleman from Virginia is recognized. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to correct the amendment I offered 
_a few minutes ago, which was adopted. By the fact of two words 
| being stricken out of the bill on a point of order, the amendment 
| does not fit in properly. I desire to strike out the words ‘after 
_ contract’’ in the amendment, and have the amendment come in 
after the word ‘* construction.”’ 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman offers the amendment which 
the committee has heard. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not think the gentleman has fixed 
| his amendment right. I should like to hear it reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Modify the amendment so that it will read: 

“Insert after the word ‘construction,’ in line 10, page 67, the following: 

“*In navy-yards as hereinafter provided.’” 

Mr. DAYTON. That makes the construction of the ships all 
in the navy-yards. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order on that, that it is 
an amendment. The gentleman is amending an amendment al- 
ready adopted by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It requires unanimous consent. It can 
only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FOSS. Iobject. The words ‘“‘ by contract’ were stricken 
out, and in case the words *‘ by contract ’’ had been left in this lan- 
guage would have been proper; but the words “‘ by contract ”’ 
having been stricken out, this language ought to go out, too. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not understand that at all. The 
gentleman offered an amendment, which was adopted by the 
House, following the words *‘ by contract.’’ Now, while that isa 
matter of construction as to where they go, and the words “‘ by 
contract’ being in the original bill, in my judgment the con- 
struction would be they take it the other place. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise and 
report the bill with a favorable recommendation. 

he motion was ; 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Daze. having 
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assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. GILLETT of Mas- 
sachusetts reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill H.R. 
17288, and had directed him to report the same with sundry 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a separate vote demanded on 
any amendment? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the 
bill and amendments to its final passage. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there a separate vote de- 
manded on any amendment. If not the Chair will submit them 
in gross? 

No separate vote was demanded. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FOSS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask that I be 
permitted to extend my remarks in the REcorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. FOSS. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that that be extended to all 
who spoke on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from MTlinois 
asks unanimous consent for general leave to print on the bill. 
For how long? 

. Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the time ought not to be over 
ve days. 

Mr. FOSS. For three days. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For three days. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. MAHON. I object. 

PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a con- 
ference report, and ask that it be printed under the rule. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman submits a report 
of - committee of conference, which will be printed under the 
rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to know what conference report is submitted? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate bill 9653, for the protection of the President of the United States, 
and for other purposes. 


The report of the committee of conference is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill S. 3653, “An act for the protection 
of the President of the United States, and for other pu es," having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and a to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of said 
amendment of the House, insert the following: 

“That any person who shall, within the limits of the United States or any 
place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, willfully and maliciously kill or 
cause the death of the President or Vice-President of the United States, or 
any officer thereof upon whom the powers and duties of the President have 
devolved under the Constitution and laws, shall suffer death. 

“Sno. 2. That any person who shall, within the limits of the United States 
or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, willfully and maliciously kill 
or cause the death of any officer of the United States entitled under the Con- 
stitution and laws thereof to act as President in case of the removal, death, 
resignation, or inability of both the President and Vice-President while he is 
engaged in the performance of his official duties, or because of his official 
duties or character, or because of his official acts or omissions, or who by so 
killing such official shall cause such a vacancy in the office by him held at a 
time when, by the Constitution and laws of the United States, it would be the 
duty of the person holding such office to actas President, shall suffer death. 

“Sxo. 3. That any person who shall, within the limits of the United States 
or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, willfully and maliciously kill 
any am dor or minister of a foreign state or country accredited to the 
United States, and being therein, and while engaged in the performance of 
his official duties, or because of his official character, or because of any of his 
official acts or omissions, shall suffer death. 

Sec. 4. That any person who, within the limits of the United States or 
any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, willfully and maliciously at- 
tempts to commit either of the offenses defined in sections 1, 2, and 3 of this 
act shall suffer death, or, at the discretion of the court, shall be imprisoned 
at hard labor for not less than ten years. 

‘Seo. 5. That any person who, within the limits of the United States or 
any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, shall aid, abet, advise, or coun- 
sel the killing of the President or Vice-President of the United States, or any 
officer thereof upon whom the powers and duties of the President may de- 
volve under the Constitution and laws, or shall conspire with any other per- 
son to accomplish the same, or shall aid, abet, advise, or counsel the killing of 
the aeverige or chief magistrate of any foreign country, or shall conspire 
= guy other person to accomplish the same, shall be deemed a principal 

“Sxc. 6. That any person who shall willfully and knowingly aid in the es- 
tape ef any person guilty of either of the offenses mentioned inthe foregoing 
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sections shall be deemed an accomplice after the fact, and shall be punished 
as if a principal, although the other party or parties to said offense shall not 
be indicted or qonvisted 

“Sec. 7. That any person who, within the limits of the United States or 
any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, advocates or teaches the duty, 
necessity, or propriety of the unlawful killing or assaulting of one or more of 
the officers (either of specific individuals or officers generally) of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, or of the government of any civilized nation, be- 
cause of his or their official character, or who openly, willfully, and deliber- 
ately justifies such killing or assaulting, with intent to cause the commission 
of any of the offenses specified in the first eight sections of this act, shall be 
fined not more than $5,000, or imprisoned not less than one nor more than 
twenty years, or both. 

‘Sec. 8. That no person who disbelieves in or who is opposed to all organ- 
ized government, or who is a member of or affiliated with any organization 
entertaining and teaching such disbelief in or opposition to all organized gov- 
ernment, or who advocates or teaches the duty, necessity, or propriety of the 
unlawful assaulting or killing of any officer or officers, either of specitic indi- 
viduals or of officers generally, of the Government of the United States or of 
any other organized government, because of his or their official character, 
shall be permitted to enter the United States or any Territory or place sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction thereof. This section shall be enforced by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury under such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe: 
Provided, That no such persom shall be allowed to enter as an immigrant. 

“That any person who knowingly aids or assists any such person to enter 
the United States or any Territory or es © subject to the jurisdiction 
thereof, or who connives or conspires with any person or persons to allow, 
procure, or permit any such person to enter therein, except pursuant to such 
rules and regulations made by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be fined 
not more than $5,000, or imprisoned for not less than one nor more than five 
years, or both. 

‘*Szo. 9. That no person who disbelieves in or who is opposed to all organ- 
ized government, or who isa member of or affiliated with any organization 
entertaining and teaching such disbelief in or opposition toall organized gov- 
ernment, or who advocates or teaches the duty, necessity,or propriety of the 
unlawful assaulting or killing of any officer or officers, either of specific in- 
dividuals or of officers seneratiy, of the Government of the United States or 
of any other organized government, because of his or their official character, 
or who has violated any of the provisions of this act, shall be naturalized or 
be made a citizen of the United States. All courts and tribunals and all 
judges and officers thereof having jurisdiction of naturalization proceedings 
or duties to perform in regard thereto shall, on the final application for nat- 
uralization, make careful inquiry into such matters, and before issuing the 
final order or certificate of naturalization cause to be entered of record the 
affidavit of the applicant and of his witnesses so far as applicable, reciting 
and affirming the truth of every material fact requisite for naturalization, 
All final ordersand certificates of naturalization hereafter made shall show on 
their face specifically that said affidavits were duly made and recorded, and 
all orders and certificates that fail to show such facts shall be null and void. 

“That any person who purposely procures naturalization in violation of 
the provisions of this section shall be fined not more than $5,000, or shall be 
imprisoned not less than one nor more than ten years, or both, and the court 
in which such conviction is had shall thereupon adjudge and declare the 
order or decree and all certificates admitting such person to citizenship 
nulland void. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the courts having juris- 
diction of the trial of such offense to make such adjudication. 

“That any person who knowingly aids, advises, or encourages any such 
person to apply for or to secure naturalization or to file the preliminary 
papers declaring an intent to become a citizen of the United States, or who 
in any naturalization proceeding knowingly procures or gives false testi- 
mony as to any material fact, or who knowingly makes an affidavit false as 
toany material fact required to be proved in such proceeding, shall be fined 
not more than $5,000, or imprisoned not less than one nor more than ten 
years, or both. 

‘The foregoing provisions concerning naturalization shall not be in force 
until ninety days after the approval hereof.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

JOHN J. JENKINS, 


JESSE OVERSTREET, 
DAVID A. DE ARMOND, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


GEORGE F. HOAR, 
CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House upon the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses upon Senate bill 3653, entitled ‘‘An act for the protection of the 
President of the United States, and for other purposes,”’ have reached a full 
and complete agreement, which is set out literally and in full in the report 
which accompanies this statement. 

JOHN J. JENKINS, 


JESSE OVERSTREET, 
DAVID A. DE ARMOND, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS, 


Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend in the RecorD my remarks, made on the 11th of this month, 
in reference to a national park in the State of Washington. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Washing- 
ton asks unanimous consent to extend in the Recorp his remarks, 
made on the 11th of this month, in reference to a national park in 
Washington. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 


PRIVATE CORPORATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill 
(S. 6139) to provide for the organization of private corporations 
in the district of Alaska, with House amendment, disagreed to by 
the Senate. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist on 
its amendment and agree to the conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from [linois 
moves that the House insist upon its amendment and agree to the 
conference asked for. : 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the following 
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conferees will be appointed on the part of the House: Mr. WARNER, 
Mr. Gisson, and Mr. McLaIn. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: ; 

S. 6842. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen C. 
Swett; 


S. 2270. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
| Russell; 


Warren; 

S. 5929. An act granting a pension to Margaret J. McCranie; 

S. R. 108. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase additional ground for the post-office, court- 
house, and custom-house at Jacksonville. Fla.; 

S. 6703. An act granting a pension to Henrietta V. West; 

S. 7043. An act to establish a light-house depot for the Second 
light-house district, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 

S. 6219. An act granting an increase of pension to Nannie Cush- 
man; 

8. 6220. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter G. 
Tebbetts; 

S. 6192. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin H. 
Patterson; 

S. 6263. An act granting a pension to Rachael E. Bullard; 

S. 6262. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Chesley; 

S. 6229. An act granting pension to Patrick W. O’Donnell; 

S. 6276. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Russell; 

S. 6326. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther D. 
Goddard; 

S. 6305. An act granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Taylor; 

S. 6329. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Noyes; 

S. 6338. An act granting a pension to Albert M. Smith; 

S. 6350. An act granting a pension to Inez McCollum; 

S. 6348. An act granting an increase of pension to Napoleon B. 
Stockbridge; 

S. 6841. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
Boyenton; 

S. 6798. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Sheldon; 

S. 6795. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah J. 
Hopkins; 

S. 6748. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann M. 
Haskell; 

S. 6731. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin N. 
Bond; 

S. 6653. An act granting a pension to Halvor Paulsen; 

S. 6668. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Graham; 

S. 6652. An act granting an increase of pension to Leander W. 
Cogswell; 

S. 6632. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Cleaves; 


S. 6641. An act granting an increase of pension to Sophie S. | 


Shaffer; , 

S. 6356. An act granting an increase of pension to Adah I. 
Miller; 

S. 5526. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
Cornman; 

S. 5508. An act granting ap increase of pension to George J. 
Cheney; 

S. 5568. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma R. 
Cropsey; ; 

S. 5610. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Twy- 
cross; 

S. 5641. An act granting a pension to Charlotte J. Closser; 

S. 5662. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Sickels; 


S. 5723. An act granting an increase of pension to Ole Hexom, | 


alias Ole H. Olson; ; 

S. 5733. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Slack; 

S. 5734. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. 
Woodward; ° te 

S. 5738. An act granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Fehrenback; , é 

S. 5786. An act granting a pension to Julia A. Jordan; 

S. 5841. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Barcus; ; ? 

S. 5803. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel A. 


S. 5830. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


S. 5846. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
Forrester; 
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S. 5850. An act granting an increase of pension to Herbert 
Whiteworth; 

S. 5854. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen B. 
Evans; 

S. 5852. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 
McRae; 

S. 5938. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry O, 
McClure; 

S. 5874. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine A. 


5. 5901. An act granting an increase of pension to Orange Sells; 

S. 5952. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry L, 
Davenport; 

S. 5967. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Craig; 

S. 5991. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Barrett; 

8. 6012. An act granting an increase of pension-to Mary Ann 
Sears; 

8. 6018. An act granting an increase of pension to William J, 
Chitwood; 

S. 6024. An act granting a pension to Rebecca A. Glass; 

S. 6026. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Little; 

S. 6050. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Barnes; 

S. 6063. An act granting an increase of pension to Orson 
Nickerson; 

S. 6066. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Staub: 

S. 6096. An act granting an increase of pension to Hester A. R. 
Landers; 

S. 6148. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira C. 
Compton; 

S. 6107. An act granting an increase of pension to Hattie 
Connell; 

S. 6191. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
Thompson; 

S. 6631. An act granting an increase of pension to Mitchell 
Hunt; 

S. 6623. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert E, 


| Bushnell; 





S. 6607. An act granting an increase of pension to Fordyce M. 
Keith: 
S. 6586. An act granting an increase of pension to Othniel P. 


| Parcher; 


S. 6576. An act granting a pension to Marcia B. Furguson; 

S. 6563. An act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Dougan; 

S. 6530. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin L. 
Topliff; 

5. 6500. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline W, 
Bixby; 

S. 6452. An act granting a pension to S. Josie Hill; 

S. 6465. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Gil- 


| bert: 


S. 6445. An act granting an increase of pension to John F, 
Briggs; 

8. 6487. An act granting a pension to Frederick S. Woodward; 

S. 6431. An act granting an increase of pension to James Green- 


| man; 





5S. 6422. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann A. 
Hersum; 

5. 6415. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Radcliff; 

S. 6394. An act granting a pension to Evarts Ewing Munn; 

S. 6418. An act granting a pension to Harold P. Waldo; 

S. 5953. An act granting a pension to Ann M. Green; 

S. 5993. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. 
Davis; 

S. 6466. An act granting an increase of pension to Willard A. 
Jackson; 

5. 4577. An act for the relief of William McCarty Little; 

5. 6373. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 


| Lockhart; 


5. 6870. An act granting a pension to Alice F. Smalley; and 

8.6367. An act granting an increase of pension to Edmund P. Fox. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 


| the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
H 


. R. 2557. An act for the relief of Henry L. McCalla; 
H. R. 15659. An act granting a pension to Elise Sigel; 
: H. R. 13257. An act to refund penalty to the Bank of Colfax, 
owa; 
. R. 7648. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; and 
H. R. 1605. An act granting a pension to John S. Whitlege. 





‘ 
& 





Gin. 
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ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
orted that they had presented this day to the President of the 
nited States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 12508. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Jones; 

H. R. 17247. An act granting a pension to Mary H. Rumple; 
and 

H. R. 15767. An act to authorize Washington and Westmore- 
land counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania. 

FIFTH AND SIXTH REGIMENTS DELAWARE VOLUNTEERS. 

By unanimous consent, reference of the joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 201) to restore the status of the Fifth and Sixth Regiments 
Delaware Volunteers, who served during the civil war, was 
changed from the Committee on Military Affairs to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rude XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15802) to au- 
thorize the register of the land office at Montgomery, Ala., to 
give certificates empowering certain persons to enter and take up 
public lands in certain contingencies upon surrender by such per- 
sons by deeds of conveyance of all claims against homestead 
entries made on lands to aid in the construction of the Mobile 
and Girard Railroad of Alabama, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 3812); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House ori 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17446) authorizing the 
Secretary of State to cause the destruction of invoices filed in con- 
sular offices for more than five years, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3813); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on Accounts, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 431) to 
authorize an additional clerk for the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3814); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
resolution of the House (H. Res. 439) to pay Elizabeth Norris six 
months’ pay and funeral expenses of her husband, reported the 
same without amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 3815); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17327) providing 
for the sale of public lands belonging to the United States, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3816); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





ADVERSE REPORT. 

Under clause 2, Rule XIII, Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the 
Committee on Accounts, to which was referred the resolution of 
the House (H. Res. 455) authorizing the appointment of W. S. 
Sims as a special employee, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3817); which said resolution and report 
were ordered to lie on the table. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ome following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17466) to 


and amend an agreement with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the 
Rosebud Reservation, in South Dakota, and making appropriation 
and provision to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 17468) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Newton, 
in the State of Kansas—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 17469) to increase the limit of 
cost of the public building at Anniston, Ala., and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17470) to open for set- 
tlement 505,000 acres of land in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache 
Indian reservations, in Oklahoma Territory—to the Commitiee on 
Indian A ffatrs. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 273) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to furnish the Hebrew Union 
Veteran Association with condemned cannon and cannon balls 
for a monument to be erected by the Hebrew Union Veteran As- 
sociation to the memory of soldiers and sailors who lost their lives 
in the war for the Union and in the recent war with Spain—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 274) to pre- 
pare plans for central heating, power, and lighting plant—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GILLET of NewYork: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 275) 
granting to the New York and New Jersey Railroad Company the 
right to construct and operate an underground railway under 
land owned by the United States in the city of New York—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution of the senate of Missouri 
relative to the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A resolution of the legislature of Mis- 
souri favoring a national park in Camden County, Mo.—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a resolution of the Missouri house of representatives 
favoring the statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
ollows: 

By Mr. BALL of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 17471) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellis K. Ferguson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17472) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Duffy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17478) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Woodward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17474) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Alexander Rossy, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17475) granting an increase of 
pension to William Loughridge—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17476) to remove the charge of desertion 
_— name of Robert S. Reese—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17477) granting a pension to 
William H. Spielman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID (by request): A bill (H. R. 17478) to amend an 
act entitled ‘“‘An act to supplement existing laws relating to the 
disposition of land, and so forth’’ approved March 3, 1901—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 17479) granting an 
increase of pension to John L. Corey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17480) granting an increase of 
pension to William Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petitions of the Cinchona Club and a 
number of retail druggists of St. Louis, Mo., urging the passage 
of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, for an in- 
crease of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Majestic Manufacturing Company, of St. 
Louis, Mo., in favor of House bill 9856, to ratify an agreement 


amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Masonic Mutual | with the Crow Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Relief Association of the District of Columbia ’’—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


Also, resolutions of Rod of Sholem Lodge, No. 53, and Pride of 
the West Lodge, No. 56, Order of B’rith Abraham, and St. Louis 


By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 17467) to ratify | Lodge, No. 44, Sons of Benjamin, all of St. Louis, Mo., against 
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the exclusion of Jewish immigrants at the port of New York—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of retail druggists of Cleveland, 
Ohio, urging the passage of House bill 178, for the reduction of 
the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to William Loughridge—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Elizabeth C. Reese—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petitionof A. W. Stickel, of Bristow,Ind., T.., 
asking that Bristow be made a place of record, and that a United 
States court be established there—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the convention of su- 
pervisors of New York State in favor of the Brownlow good- 
roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany 
House bill 17212 granting a pension to Mary F. Colef—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petitions of A. C. Van Raalte Post, No. 
262, of Holland, and George H. Thomas Post, No. 14, of Benton 
Harbor, Mich., Grand Army of the Republic, in support of House 
bill 17103, permitting the payment of the value of public lands to 
persons entitled to make entry upon such lands in certain cases— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petitions of the board of directors of the city 
of Hot Springs and certain school districts, and citizens of Hot 
Springs, Ark., urging the passage of House bill 17435—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Petition of Garfield E. Morrison, as sec- 
retary of the Mankato (Minn.) Trades and Labor Council, favor- 
ing House bill 16457, relating to gifts in connection with the sale 
of tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the New Ulm (Minn.) Commercial Union, 
favoring liberal laws for Alaska—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Colonel H. I. Zinn Post, No. 
415, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mechanicsburg, Pa., asking 
that honorably discharged soldiers of the civil war be placed on 
the pension roll at $12 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolution of the Commercial Club of Wichita, 
Kans., favoring the passage of the Elkins bill, to increase the 
jurisdiction and powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas N. Hinson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
[Continuation of session of Thursday, February 19, 1903.] 


At 11 0’clock a. m., Friday, February 20, 1903, the recess having 
expired, the Senate reassembled in executive session. 

While the doors were closed, legislative business was transacted 
as follows: 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists 
upon its amendment to the bill (S. 6139) to provide for the organi- 
zation of private corporations in the district of Alaska, agrees to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Warnkr, Mr. 
Gipson, and Mr. McLain managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed con- 
current resolution accepting the invitation extended to the Con- 
gress of the United States by the National Commission of the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition and by the Louisiana Purchase 
Exposition Company to attend the dedicatory ceremonies of the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition to be held at St. Louis, Mo., April 
30 and May 1 and 2, 1903; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution Paes for the printing and binding, in 
the form of eulogies, of 24,000 copies of the oration delivered by 
Hon. John Hay in the Hall of the House of Representatives dur- 
ing the exercises in memory of the late President McKinley on 
February 27, 1902; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 7363) to permit the Secretary of State to cause the 
destruction of invoices of merchandise exported to the United 


States which have been on file in the consular offices for more 
than five years; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 148) to provide for the printing of a 
digest of the laws, decisions, and opinions relating to pardons and 
other acts of executive clemency under the United States and the 
several States. 

The message farther announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 17288) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 3653) for the protection of the President of the United States, 
and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 16021) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing and binding of 
30,000 copies of United States Bankrupt Law of 1898, Uniform 
System, with Marginal Notes and Index; and General Orders 
and Forms in Bankruptcy, adopted and established by the 
Supreme Court of the United States November 28, 1898, etc.; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8S. 265) to establish a light-house and fog-signal station 
on Burrows Island, State of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1905) for the erection of a keeper’s dwelling at Grosse 
Isle, North Channel Range, Detroit River, Michigan; 

A bill (S. 2270) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J, 
Warren; 

A bill (S. 4577) for the relief of William McCarty Little; 
ae bill (S. 5508) granting an increase of pension to George J. 

neney; 

A bill (S. 5526) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
Cornman; 

A bill (S. 5568) granting an increase of pension to Emma R. 
Cropsey; 

A bill (S. 5610) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Twy- 
cross; 

A bill (S. 5641) granting a pension to Charlotte J. Closser; 

A bill (S. 5662) granting an increase of pension to Henry Sickels; 

A bill (8. 5723) granting an increase of pension to Ole Hexom, 
alias Ole H. Olson; 

A bill (S. 5733) granting an increase of pension to John W. Slack; 

A bill (S. 5734) granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. 
Woodward; 

A bill (8. 5738) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Fehrenback; 

A bill (S. 5786) granting a pension to Julia A. Jordan: 
we aay (S. 5803) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel A. 

inks; 

A bill (S. 5830) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Jackson; 

A bill (S. 5841) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Barcus; 

A bill (S. 5846) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
Forrester; 

A bill (S. 5850) granting an increase of pension to Herbert 
Whiteworth; 

A bill (S. 5852) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 
McRae; 


a bill (S. 5854) granting an increase of pension to Allen B. 


vans; 
a< bill (S. 5874) granting an increase of pension to Catharine A. 
ussell; 
A bill (8S. 5901) granting an increase of pension to Orange Sells; 
A bill (S. 5929) granting a pension to Margaret J. McCranie; 
Abill (S. 5938) granting an increase of pension to Henry O. 
McClure; 
A bill (8S. 5952) granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 
Davenport; 
A bill (S. 5953) granting a pension to Ann M. Green; 
A bill (S. 5967) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Craig; 
A bill (S. 5991) granting an increase of pension to William 
Barrett; 
A bill (S. 5993) granting an increase of pension to James G. 


Davis; 
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A bill (S. 6012) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ann 


Sears; ; ee 
bill (S. 6018) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Chitwood; 2 
A bill (8S. 6024) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Glass; __ 
A bill (S. 6026) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Little; 
A bill (S. 6050) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 


Barnes; ; ; 

A bill (S. 6068) granting an increase of pension to Orson Nick- 
erson: 

‘A bill (S. 6066) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Staub; 

A bill (S. 6096) granting an increase of pension to Hester A. R. 
Landers; i : 

A bill (S. 6107) granting an increase of pension to Hattie 
Connell; 

A bill (S. 6143) granting an increase of pension to Elvira C. 


Compton; S 

A bill (S. 6191) granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
Thompson; . : s 

A bill (8. 6192) granting an increase of pension to Austin H 
Patterson; ; 

A bill (S. 6219) granting an increase of pension to Nannie 
Cushman; 

A bill (8. 6220) granting an increase of pension to Walter G. 
Tebbetts; 

A bill (S. 6229) granting a pension to Patrick W. O’Donnell; 

A bill (S. 6262) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Chesley; 

A bill (S. 6263) granting a pension to Rachael E. Bullard; 

A bill (S. 6276) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Russell; 

A bill (S. 6305) granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Taylor: 

A bill (S. 6826) granting an increase of pension to Luther D. 
Goddard; 

A bill (8. 6329) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. | 
Noyes; 

A bill (S. 6338) granting a pension to Albert M. Smith; 

A bill (S. 6348) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon B. | 
Stockbridge; 

A bill (S. 6350) granting a pension to Inez McCollum; 
-. bill (8. 6856) granting an increase of pension to Adah I. 

iller; 

A bill (S. 6867) granting an increase of pension to Edmund P. | 


Ox; 

A bill (S. 6370) granting a pension to Alice F. Smalley; 

A bill (S. 6373) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
Lockhart; 

A bill (S. 6894) granting an increase of pension to Evarts 
Ewing Munn; 

A bill (S. 6413) granting a pension to Harold P. Waldo; 

A bill (S. 6415) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. | 
Radcliff; 

A bill (8S. 6422) granting an increase of pension to Anna A. 
Hersum; 

A bill (S. 6431) granting an increase of pension to James Green- 
man; 

A bill (S. 6487) granting a pension to Frederick S. Woodward; 

A bill (S. 6445) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Briggs; 

A bill (S. 6452) granting a pension to S. Josie Hill; 

A bill (8. 6465) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Gilbert; | 

A bill (S. 6466) granting an increase of pension to Willard A. 
Jackson; 

A bill (S. 
Bixby; 

A bill (S. 
Topliff; 

A bill (S. 
Dougan; 

A bill (S. 
Furguson; 

A bill (S. 
Parcher; 

A bill (S. 
Keith; 

A bill (S. 
Bushnell; 

A bill (8. 
Hunt; 

A bill (S. 6632) granting an increase of pension to Frank Cleaves; 
Pe no (8. 6641) granting an increase of pension to Sophie 8. 

affer; 

A bill (S. 6652) granting an increase of pension to Leander W. 
Cogswell; 


6500) granting an increase of pension to Caroline W. 


6530) granting an increase of pension to Austin L. 
6563) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
6576) granting an increase of pension to Marcia B. 
6586) granting an increase of pension to Othniel P. 
6607) granting an increase of pension to Fordyce M. 
6623) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert E. 
6631) granting an increase of pension to Mitchell 


A bill (S. 6653) granting a pension to Halvor Paulsen; 

A bill (S. 6668) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Graham; 

A bill (S. 6703) granting a pension to Henrietta V. West; 

A bill (S. 6731) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin N. 
Bond; 

A bill (S. 6748) granting an increase of pension to Ann M. 
Haskell; 

A bill (8S. 6795) granting an increase of pension to Hannah J. 
Hopkins; 

A bill (S. 6798) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Sheldon; 

A bill (S, 6841) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
Boyenton; 

A bill (S. 6842) granting an increase of pension to Stephen C. 


Swett; 
A bill (S. 6843) granting an increase of pension to A. Paul 
orne; 
A bill (S. 6845) granting an increase of pension to Martin G. 


ing; 

A bill (S. 6876) granting a pension to Lavinia F. Poison; 

A bill (S. 6941) granting an increase of pension to James Monty; 

A bill (S. 6968) granting the Central Arizona Railway Company 
a right of way for railroad purposes through the San Francisco 
Mountains Forest Reserve, in the Territory of Arizona; 

A bill (S. 6981) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo P. 
Duncklee; 

A bill (8. 6982) granting an increase of pension to Linda F. 
Moulton; 

A bill (S. 6983) granting an increase of pension to Gilman B. 
Johnson; 

A bill (S. 6984) granting an increase of pension to Maria A. 
Warden; 

A bill (S. 6985) granting an increase of pension to George Cum- 
mings; 

A bill (S. 7008) granting an increase of pension to Sarah C. 
Merrell; 

A bill (S. 7048) to establish a light-house depot for the Second 
light-hcouse district, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 

A bill (S. 7060) granting an increase of pension to Ann M. 
Jackscn; 

A bill (S. 
Pinkham; 

A bill (S. 
Norris: 

A bill (8S. 
Holstein; 

A bill (S. 
Rafferty; 

A bill (S. 7166) granting an increase of pension to Fanny 
Farmer: 

A bill (S. 7176) granting an increase of pension to Jennie W. 
Rhoades; 

A bi'! (8. 7182) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
McHenry; 

A bill (S. 7186) granting a pension to Mary C. Couch: 

A bill (S. 7202) granting an increase of pension to Fanny B. 
Orwan; 

A bill (S. 
Chase; 

A bill (S. 7245) amending the act of June 19, 1888, providing for 
the erection of a public building at Bridgeport, Conn.; 

A bill (8S. 7277) granting an increase of pension to Elbert H. 
Dagnall; 

A bill (S. 7288) extending the time for making proof and pay- 
ment for all lands taken under the desert-land laws by the mem- 
bers of the Colorado Cooperative Colony for a further period of 
three years; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


7076) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
7077) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 
7100) granting an increase of pension to Maggie V. 


7145) granting an increase of pension to Rosetta E. 


we 


7207) granting an increase of pension to May Mosher 


1605) granting a pension to John S. Whitlege; 
2557) for the relief of Henry L. McCalla; 

A bill (H. R. 5070) for the relief of Hamilton M. Sailors; 

A bill (H. R. 6516) for the relief of Henry P. Montgomery, sur- 
viving executor of Granville Garnett, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 7648) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 
> A bill (H. R. 13257) to refund penalty to the Bank of Colfax, 

owa; 

A bill (H. R. 15659) granting a pension to Elise Sigel; 

A bill (H. R. 17052) to authorize the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Tennessee River at a point between Lewis Bluff, 
in Morgan County, Ala., and Guntersville, in Marshall County, 


A bill (H. R. 17192) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue a patent to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., for certain tracts 
of land; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 108) authorizing the Secretary of the 
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Treasury to purchase additionai ground for the post-office, court- 
house, and custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla. 
VESSEL SHIP WASHINGTON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of faw filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel ship Washington, 
Aaron Foster, master; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 17288) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other pur- 
R ses, Was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

Naval Affairs. 
BANKRUPTCY LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound together in paper 30,000 copies of the following docu- 
ments, namely: United States Bankrupt Law of 1898, uniform system, with 
marginal notes and index; General Orders and Forms in Bankrupty, adopted 
and established by the Supreme Court of the United States November 28, 
1898, and Public Law No. 62, for the amendment of the Bankruptcy Law, 
passed by the Fifty-seventh Congress, second session, January 28, 1903, 0 
which 10,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 20,000 copies for the | 
use of the House. 

ORATION ON THE LATE PRESIDENT M’KINLEY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in the form of eulogies 24,00 copies of the oration de- 
livered by the Hon. John Hay in the Hallof the House of Representatives 
during the exercises in memory of the late President McKinley on February 
27, 1902; 16,000 for the use of the House of Representatives and 8,000 for the 
use of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 7385) to increase the limit of | 
cost of the public building at Anniston, Ala., and for other pur- | 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 7386) for the purchase of 
additional land for the site of the public building at Georgetown, 
S. C.; which was read twice by its title. and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

RECESS. 


The Senate, in executive session (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes | 
p. m.), took a recess until to-morrow, Saturday, February 21, 
1903, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 20, 1903. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Bruce Wilcox, of Alliance, Nebr., to be register of the land | 
office at Alliance, Nebr., vice Fred M. Dorrington, deceased. 


| 
| 
| 


ape Purchase Exposition Commission, which the Clerk will 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


UNIVERSAL EXPOSITION COMMEMORATING THE 
ACQUISITION OF THE LOUISIANA TERRITORY, 


St. Louis, U.S. A., February 12, 1908. 
To the Congress of the United States. 

Srrs: The Louisiana Purchase Exposition Commission and the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition Company hereby extend an invitation to the Congress of 
the United States to attend the dedicatory ceremonies of the Louisiana Pur- 
chase Exposition to be held in St. Louis on April 30 and May 1 and 2, 1903. 

These ceremonies are provided for in the act of Congress approved March 
8, 1901, and will be in keeping with the dignity of the occasion and commen- 
surate with the importance of the event they are designed to commemorate. 

Agee 30, 1908, will be the one hundredth anniversary of the signing of the 
treaty by which the Louisiana territory was transferred from the jurisdic- 
tion of France to that of the American Republic. 

LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION COMMISSION, 
THOS. H. CARTER. 

LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION COMPANY, 
D. R. FRANCIS. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Industrial Arts and Expositions, I offer the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota, by direction 
of his committee, presents the following resolution, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
invitation extended to the Congress of the United States oS © National 
Commission of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition and by the Louisiana Pur- 


# | chase Exposition Company to attend the dedicatory ceremonies of the Loui- 


siana Purchase Exposition, to be held at St. Louis, Mo., April 30 and May 1 


| and 2, 1908, be, and is hereby, accepted. 


That the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the 


| House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed 


to appoint a committee to consist of 7 Senators and 11 Representatives 
elected to the Fifty-eighth Congress, to attend the dedicatory ceremonies re- 
ferred to, and to represent the Congress of the United States on the occasion 


| of the celebration of the one hundredth sunkvermney of the purchase of the 


Territory of Louisiana at St. Louis, Mo., April 30 and May 1 and 2, 1903. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
TheSPEAKER, The Chair will announce the committee later. 


MRS, JOHN L. SHEPPARD. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker,I desire to call up a privileged 
report from the Committee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred House resolution No. 
445, for the payment of $35.47 to Mrs. John L. Sheppard for clerk hire due to 
the late Representative John L. Sheppard for eleven days in October, 1902, 
have had the same under consideration and recommend its adoption with 
the following amendments: 

After the word “ Sheppard,” in the second line, insert the words “ widow 
of the late Representative John L. Sheppard.” 

After the word “cents,” in the fourth line, strike out the words “for 
services.rendered as;” and after the word “clerk,” in the fourth line, insert 
the words “ hire due.” 

Representative Sheppard died October 11, 1902. There was due him an 
allowance of $35.47 for clerk hire, which the resolution proposes to pay to 


| Mrs. John L. Sheppard, his widow. 


It is the usual resolution in such cases. 
Resolution 445. 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized to pay to Mrs. 


| John L. Sheppard, out of the contingent fund of the House, the sum of $35.47 


for services rendered as clerk to the late Representative John L. Sheppard 


| from October 1 to October 11, 1902, inclusive. 


Mr. BARTLETT. This is simply a resolution to pay the widow 
| of the late John L. Sheppard the amount due for clerk hire be- 


Samuel A. Abbey, of Pueblo, Colo., to be register of the land | tween the first of the month and the time of his death. It is in 


office at Pueblo, Colo., vice John R. Gordon, term expired. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
John J. Lambert, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Pueblo, Colo., his term having expired. (Reappointment. ) 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 20, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

DESTRUCTION OF INVOICES IN CONSULAR OFFICES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 7363) to permit 
the Secretary of State to cause the destruction of invoices of 
merchandise exported to the United States which have been on 
file in the consular offices for more than five years. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of State is authorized to cause, from 
time to time, the destruction of invoices that have been filed in the consular 
offices for a period of more than five years. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. . 
LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House, with the 
consent of the House, a communication from the officers of the 


| the usual form, 
TheSPEAKER, The questionis on agreeing to the amendment. 
The question was considered; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. BARTLETT, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


RALF DENT. 


Mr. BARTLETT. [Ialso offer, Mr. Speaker, a privileged report 
from the same committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred House resolution No. 
| $23, for the payment to Ralf Dent of $192.50 for services rendered as a page 
| in the House from January 1, 1901, to March 18, 1902, have had the same under 
| consideration and recommend its adoption with the following amendment: 
In line 5 strike out “‘one” and insert “two.” 
it appears that the beneficiary named in the resolution served as a page in 
| the House from January 1, 1902, to March 18, 1902, without compensation. A 

resolution for his employment as a page was considered by your committee 
| and was authorized to favorably reported by the House, but was never 
| considered by the House. Dent, however, gained the impression that his 
a were authorized and performed the duties of a page during the time 
stated. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to Ralf Dent the sum of 
$192.50, for services rendered as a page from January 1, 1901, to March 18, 1902. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BARTLETT, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 








1903. 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate by Mr. ParKInson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 7351. An act to authorize the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 

any to construct and maintain a bridge across the Allegheny 
iver, in the State of Pennsylvania; 

§. 7002. An act for the relief of the contractor or his legal rep- 
resentatives for the construction of the light-draft monitor Etlah; 

S. 5955. An act for the relief of the representatives of M. F. 
Merritt, deceased; 

§. 6681. An act for the relief of Rudolf Herbst; and 

§. 8838. An act to refer to the Court of Claims the claim for the 
Tunis. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s tables and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 6681. An act for the relief of Rudolf Herbst—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

S. 3838. An act to refer to the Court of Claims the claim for 
the Tunxis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 5955. An act for the relief of the representatives of M. F. 
Merritt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims; and 

S. 7002. An act for the relief of the contractor or his legal rep- 
resentatives for, the construction of the light-draft monitor 
Etlah—to the Committee on War Claims. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 17192. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue a patent to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., for certain tracts 
of land; 

H. R. 5070. An act for the relief of Hamilton M. Sailors; 

H. R. 6516. An act for the relief of Henry P. Montgomery, sur- 
viving executor of Granville Garnett, deceased; and 

H. R. 17052. An act to authorize the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Tennessee River at a point between Lewis Bluff, 
in Morgan County, Ala., and Guntersville, in Marshall County, 
Al 


a. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 6968. An act granting the Central Arizona Railway Company 
a right of way for railroad purposes through the San Francisco 
Mountains Forest Reserve, in the Territory of Arizona; 


S. 1905. An act for the erection of a keeper's dwelling at Grosse | 


Isle, North Channel Range, Detroit River, Michigan; 
8. 7288. An act extending the time for making proof and pay- 


ment for all lands taken under the desert-land laws by the mem- | 


bers of the Colorado Cooperative Colony for a further period of 
three years; 

S. 265. An act to establish a light-house and fog-signal station 
on Burrows Island, State of Washington; 

8. 7277. An act granting an increase of pension to Elbert H. 
Dagnall; 

S. 7076. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Pinkham; 

8. 7003. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah C. 
Merrell; 

S. 6985. An act granting an increase of pension to George Cum- 
mings; 

8. 6984. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria A. 
Marden; 

8. 6983. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilman B. 
Johnson; 

S. 6982. An act granting an increase of pension to Linda F. 
Moulton; 

5. 6981. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo P. 
Duncklee; 

8. 6941. Anact granting an increase of pension to James Montz; 

5. 6876. An act granting a pension to Lavinia F. Poiron; 

S. 7060. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann M. 
Jackman; 

S. 6845. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin G. 
Cushing; 
vee 6843. An act granting an increase of pension to A. Paul 

orne; 

S. 7176. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie W. 
Rhoades; 

8. 7166. An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny 
Farmer; 

S. 7145. An act granting an increase of pension to Rosetta E. 
Rafferty; 

S. 7100. An act granting an increase of pension to Maggie V. 
Holstein; 
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8. 7077. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 
Norris; 

S. 7245. An act amending the act of June 19, 1888, providing 
for the erection of a public building at Bridgeport. Conn.; 

S. 7182. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
McHenry; 

S. 7207. An act granting an increase of pension to May Mosher 
Chase; 

S. 7202. An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny B. 
Orwan; and 

S. 7186. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Couch. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF CLERK’S DOCUMENT ROOM. 


Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I call up a privileged report from 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read House resolution No. 293, with accompanying 
report, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to =a" in the Clerk’s document room, 
from and after the date of the passage of this resolution, in addition to the 
present force therein employed, a superintendent of the Clerk’s document 
room, who shall have charge of said Clerk’s document room, and to pay him 
a salary or $1,800 per annum, which salary shall be paid from the contingent 
fund of the House of Representatives until provision is made for it in an 
appropriation law. 

Che Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred House resolution 
No. 298, authorizing the employment of a superintendent of the Clerk's 
document room, in addition to the present force there employed, at a salary 
of $1,800 per annum, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House untii 
otherwise provided for, have had the same under consideration and recom- 
mend its adoption. 

This resolution, if adopted, will create a new position of superintendent of 
Clerk’s document room. Unless, however, further provision than is made b 
the resolution for the employment of such superintendent beyond the 4t 
day of March, when this Congress will expire, is incorporated in one of the 
general fa bills, such employment, under the resolution, can not 
extend beyond that date. 

All requisitions for the binding of documents are made upon the Public 


| Printer through the Clerk’s document room. The present available force 


employed on this work is not adequate, according toa statement of the Clerk 
of the House made before your committee, and he strongly recommends the 
omptane of a person to superintend the work, which, he states, has grown 
to large proportions, and which requires systematic and intelligent book- 
keeping to properly and expeditiously handle. Your committee believe 
that the important nature and volume of this work fully bears out the state- 
ment. of the Clerk of the House and justifies the adoption by the House of 
the resolution herewith favorably reported. 

Mr. MADDOX. I should like to hear some explanation of this 
resolution. 

Mr. HUGHES. This resolution provides for the employment 
of a superintendent of the Clerk’s document room. They have 
now employed in that room a clerk at $1,440, an assistant at $900, 
The Clerk of the House 
now designates men who are now employed in other capacities 
to do the work in the Clerk's document room, as the present 
force can not do the work of that room. The Committee on Ac- 
counts, after fully investigating this matter. have reported this 
resolution favorably. In the index room they have a clerk at 
$2,000; in the enrolling clerk’s room they have a clerk at $2,250, 
and the newspaper clerk gets $2,000. The resolution clerk gets 
$2,000, and the distributing clerk $1,800. This particular clerk 
gets only $1,440. 

Prior to the time when under the resolution of Mr. Dockery, a 
former member of this House, things were ‘‘ reconstructed’’ in 
the House, there were employed in the Clerk’s document room a 
clerk at $2,000, one at $1,600, one at $1,200, and one at $720. Now, 
there is double the work to do that there was formerly, and, as I 
have stated, the force of that room consists only of aclerk at $1,440, 
an assistant at $900, and a laborer (designated as a clerk) at $720. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MADDOX. How does it happen that this work is double 
now what it formerly was? 

Mr. HUGHES. Because there is more work todo. The bind- 
ing law makes at least three times as much to do as there was at 
this time a year ago. 

Mr. MADDOX. What is the character of the work? 

Mr. HUGHES. Itis the binding of different kinds of books 
issued by the House. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does the gentleman undertake to say that 
there are three times as many books bound now as there were this 
time last year? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes, sir. This time two years ago there were 
only 3,750 requests for binding; now there are 5,145. 

Mr. MADDOX. Who is it that is authorized to make these re- 
quests, outside of members of Congress? 


Mr. HUGHES. No one outside of members of Congress. Mem- 
bers are improving their opportunities in this respect. Take, for 


instance, the Congressional Directory, which is now furnished as 
a bound book on the request of members, where formerly it was 
—s in paper. 
r. MADDOX. Is this position to be a permanent one? 
Mr. HUGHES. Yes, sir; it is to be a permanent position in 
the Clerk’s document room. 
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Mr. MADDOX. And you really think that the Clerk needs 
this assistance? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes, sir; I really think he needs it. 
that he does. 

Mr. MADDOX. Can you not find some one of the employees 
around here who are doing nothing, and furnish him with some- 
thing to do? 

Mr. HUGHES. They have no employee in the Clerk’s office 
that can now be assigned to this work. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then you can not find anyone around the 
Capitol to assign to this work? 


I know 


Mr. HUGHES. No, sir. 

Mr. MADDOX. How do you know that you are going to get 
one on the outside? 

Mr. HUGHES. Well, I think we can. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I wish tosay that I was present at the meet- 
ing of the Committee on Accounts when action was taken on this 
resolution. The Clerk of the House and other officials connected 
with this work have been before the committee. We have heard 
their statements as to the necessity for this position. I do not 
know anything else to be done except for the House to concur in 
this resolution authorizing the employment of this clerk at, the 
salary named. He is said to be necessary to carry out the work 


Mr. MADDOX. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have the floor now. Is 
it not a fact that the necessity for the man who is wanted now 
arises because of this short session and our being so close to ad- 
journment? That is, because of the press of business right now, 
and if you had one until Congress adjourned, is it nota fact that 
you would have no necessity for him afterwards? 

Mr. HUGHES. No; that is not a fact. This man will be em- 
ployed during the whole year. There is as much or nearly as 
much binding done during the vacation as while Congress is in 
session. 

Mr. MADDOX. I willask the gentleman if he has investigated 


* Mr. HUGHES. No; and the present law prevents it, only in | this matter himself? 
t case of emergency, and this is permanent work. Mr. HUGHES. I have. 
; Mr. MADDOX. Have you this gentleman already selected? Mr. MADDOX. To see whether we need this man? 


Mr. HUGHES. Yes; I have. 

Mr. MADDOX. And the gentleman states in his place, as we 
say in court—— 

Mr. HUGHES. As a Congressman representing the Fourth 
Congressional district of West Virginia I state that this clerk is 
absolutely needed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HUGHES, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CHARLES A. SPIRK. 


Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I also present the following reso- 
lution from the Committee on Accounts, which I will send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 


of the House. We have therefore reported this resolution; and] | The Clerk read as follows: 
know no reason why it should not be voted for. Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized to pay, out of 
Mr. FLEMING. Will the gentleman from West Virginia | the contingent fund of the House, to Charles A. Spirk the sum of $100, for 


yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FLEMING. The gentleman in charge of this resolution, 
in enumerating the different places in this department a few mo- 
ments ago, mentioned one of the officers as a ‘*‘ newspaper clerk.”’ 

Mr. HUGHES. Oh, no; not in this department. 

Mr. FLEMING. Well, will the gentleman please give the 
House some information as to the duties of that ‘‘ newspaper 
clerk?’ Does he do duty as a newspaper man, or is hea reporter? 
What are his duties? I should like to have some information on 
that point. I did not know that we had a “newspaper clerk.”’ 

Mr. HUGHES. We have him on the list as a newspaper clerk. 

Mr. FLEMING. How much salary does he receive? 

Mr. HUGHES. Two thousand dollars a year. As I under- 
stand, he has something to do with the Journal. 

Mr. FLEMING. Does the gentleman mean the Recorp? 

Mr. HUGHES. No. 

Mr. FLEMING. And you call him a newspaper clerk? 

Mr. HUGHES. That is the way he is designated on the list, 
but that has nothing to do with these clerks in the document room. 

Mr. FLEMING. I thought perhaps it was the gentleman in 
the Clerk’s office who keeps the files of newspapers. 

Mr. HUGHES. No. 

Mr. FLEMING. I thought the salary was rather excessive for 
that kind of work. 

Mr. HUGHES. No; he has nothing to do with the Clerk’s 
document room at all. I merely called that over in calling the 
list of the different clerks they have in the different departments 
here to do the work of the House. 


Mr. FLEMING. Then, asa matter of fact, the clerk who is | 


designated the newspaper clerk there is the one who edits the 
RECORD? 

Mr. HUGHES. The clerk who is designated the newspaper 
clerk has nothing to do with this resolution at all. 

Mr. FLEMING. I understand that; but I was asking for in- 
formation. é 

Mr. HUGHES. What is the question? 

Mr. FLEMING. Whether or not the clerk designated as the 
newspaper clerk is the editor of the Recorp. 

Mr. HUGHES. That is my understanding about it, though I 
am not positive. 

Mr. FLEMING. It isa strange name to give to such a clerk. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to ask the gentleman, who seems to be 
on the Committee on Accounts, whether the Doorkeeper and 
Sergeant-at-Arms and Clerk have made their reports to him 
monthly under oath, as the law requires them to do, of the num- 
ber of employees they have and what they are doing? Has the 
gentleman required that? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman can state—— 

Mr. HUGHES. That is the duty of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, and I can not tell. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I can state that it has been done. 





| services rendered as clerk to the late Representative J. N. W. Rumple from 


January 1 to January 31, 1903, inclusive. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HUGHES, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
HARRISON EDELIN, 


Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I also present the following reso- 
lution, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized to 


| pay Harrison Edelin, out of the contingent fund of the House of Representa- 


tives, at the rate of $6) per month for the sessions of this Congress for serv- 
ices as janitor to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. How often has this committee met this Con- 


ss? 
“7 HUGHES. About once every two weeks. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman does not understand to what 
committee the gentleman from Georgia refers. 

Mr. MADDOX. The Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 
sitions is what I understood the gentleman to say. How often 

| does that committee meet? 
| Mr. HUGHES. Oh, I could not tell. That isa question which 
I think the chairman of the committee [Mr. Tawnry] could per- 
| haps answer. 

Mr. MADDOX. Let me ask this question: How is it possible 

| for the gentleman on the Committee on Accounts to bringin this 
resolution here and ask for this pay unless he knows something 
about this thing? 

Mr. HUGHES. Well, we do know something about that. 

Mr. MADDOX. Did not you investigate this at all? 

Mr. HUGHES. We know and feel that this man is entitled to 
this pay, for he has done the work. 

3 MADDOX. Then the gentleman knows he has done the 
work. 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. Well, then, how often did the committee meet, 
and how much work has the man done? 

Mr. HUGHES. It is nota part of my duties to keep the rec- 
ord of the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions and 
how often they meet. 

‘ Mr. MADDOX. Well, the gentleman knows the work was 
one. 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HUGHES, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
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ADDITIONAL CLERK, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. § er, b authority of the 
Committee on Accounts, I call up House resolution 431. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from the Committee on Ac- 
counts calls up the following, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to appoint an additional clerk to said committee, 
who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 
per day during the remainder of the present session. 

The resolution was agreed to. “ 

On motion of Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

ELIZABETH NORRIS. 


Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. [also call up the following from the 

same committee. 

The SPEAKER. The same gentleman also calls up the follow- 

ing from the same committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed to 
ay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to Elizabeth Norris, widow of 
Sppa Norris, deceased, late an employee in the heating and ventilating de- 

partment of the House of Representatives, a sum equal to six months’ pay at 
the rate of compensation received by him at the time of his death, and a fur- 
ther sum, not exceeding $250, on account of expenses of his last illness and 
burial. 

The resolution was agreed to. . 

On motion of Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, a motion to reconsider 

the last vote was laid on the table. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE PRESIDENT M’KINLEY. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Printing, I offer the following privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota, by direction 
of the Committee on Printing, calls up the following, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read House concurrent resolution 69, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
there be printed and bound in the form of eulogies 24,000 copies of the oration 
delivered by the Hon. John Hay in the Hall of the House of Representatives 
during the exercises in memory of the late President McKinley on February 
27, 1%; 16,000 for the use of the House of Representatives and 8,000 for the 
use of the Senate. 


The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 
CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. [also offer the following privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota also calls up 
the following from the same committee: 

The Clerk read House concurrent resolution 73, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
there be printed and bound of the statistics and tabulated data collected and 
os by the United States Civil Service Retirement Association, relative 

© retirement of employees in the classified civil service of the Government, 
8,000 copies, 2,000 of which shall be for the use of the House and 1,000 for the 
use of the Senate. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ishould liketo have some explanation in re- 
gard to this. What is this? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. These data have been prepared by the as- 
sociation, in view of the fact that there have been several bills 
before Congress looking toward the retirement of employees of 
the Government. It will be valuable as a work of reference. 

_Mr. HEPBURN. What is this—an argument in favor of a 
civil pension? 

Mr. HEATWOLE., It is neither in favor nor against it. 
merely information. 

Mr. HEPBURN. At whose instance was it procured? 

_Mr. HEATWOLE. At the instance of this Civil Service Re- 
tirement Association. I will call on the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. GaLLett], chairman of the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think I can give the gen- 
tleman the information he desires. Three or four Congresses 
ago, as the gentleman will remember, there were several bills in- 
troduced relative to the question as to whether the elderly super- 
annuated men in the civil service could be removed and taken 
care of by a retirement fund which would be formed by taking a 
certain percentage from the salary of each person in the classified 
service. At that time the committee of which I was a member 
concluded that the scheme was impracticable, because it would 
cost more and take a larger percentage from the salary of each 
panes in the service than they would be willing to give. There- 

ore it could not be done. But after the committee abandoned it 


It is 


it attracted the attention of the clerks in the different depart- 
ments, who looked at it not of course from the point of view of 
the Government, but from their own selfish point of view, very 
properly, hoping that they might in some way prepare a scheme 
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by which they could be retired, paying a certain percentage of 
their salaries during their service which would support them after 
they were turned out. 

So they formed an association, which was voluntary of course, 
having no connection with Congress. In carrying out their pur- 
pose they sent out, I think over 20,000 postal cards to the clerks of 
all the departments in Washington, and obtained the ages, length 
of service, salaries, and many other details, and in that way got a 
vast amount of information bearing on this question. They ex- 
pected to get it in time to present to Congress two years ago, but 
found it was such an enormous undertaking that they were not 
able to do so. They have been over three years in procuring a 
very large amount of information. It is not for me to say at this 
time what the tendency of it is, whether it proved favorable to 
their scheme or unfavorable. It simply finds the facts, which 
the clerks themselves procured. They went to the expense of 
having an auditor or actuary come over from one of the big in- 
surance companies in New York, taking their facts and tabulat- 
ing them and drawing the mathematical inference from them. 
Now, it seems to them, and when they consulted me about it, it 
seemed to me, here was a vast mass of valuable information which 
had been procured in a manner in which Congress could not ob- 
tain it, because it was voluntary, as they were giving the exact 
facts—here was a vast amount of information which was bearing 
upon an interesting subject, and therefore it seemed tome that it 
was very important to have it published. That is all this is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is 
not a fact that all that information is in the Blue Book? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No, sir; I do not think it is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it anything more than the time when ap- 
pointed, the time of service, and compensation? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I have not studied the Blue 
Book closely myself, but I do not think the Blue Book gives the 
age of a man when he entered the service or the salary he re- 
ceived at different periods of hisservice. This givesall these facts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not true that this committee of clerks 
have abandoned all their expectations of being able to reach a 
common plan, and have not they abandoned the whole subject, 
believing that it was an impracticable thing? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not think they have, 
Mr. Speaker. I will say to the gentleman that last fall I hada 
consultation with them, and I will confess I came to the conclu- 
sion, personally, that I thought it was impracticable. I think it 
requires a larger percentage to be given up by the different clerks 
than they would be willing to surrender, or than Congress would 
think was fair. I think, from my examination, these facts prove 
the plan is impracticable, but I do not think the clerks have come 
to that conclusion. But whether or not, Mr. Speaker, it seems to 
me that when you can have the information which these men 
have procured at a great deal of expense on the belief it might 
support their claim. though we do not think it does, I think it is 
a valuable publication to have in permanent form. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. It is a collection of facts in condensed 
form for the information of Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will permit me, I be- 
lieve the getting of this information began about three years ago. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is my recollection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Are the changes that have been going on 
ascertainable by this report? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Going on when? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The deaths among these clerks. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. During these three years? 
As to that I am not sure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If that is not shown, then it is absolutely 
worthless. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not think I have made 
myself clear. This does not state what has been going on during 
the three years. This took the membership of the clerks at one 
date—I do not know when it was; probably two years ago—and 
gives all the clerks in the civil service of the Government at that 
date. They sent a postal card to every clerk. I wish I had one 
of those postals. The inquiry was as to the age, the State, when 
he entered the service, what he received when he first entered the 
service, his promotions, and gave all the facts about the service 
of all the clerks of the departments of that date. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, what value is it to know when a 
man entered the service, how long he has served, or what his pro- 
motions were? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It seems to me of value upon 
the question as to whether it is possible to in any way take from 
these gentlemen, these clerks, a percentage of their salary so as to 
make a fund which they themselves contribute to and establish 
which will go to make up a retirement fund. It is very impor- 
tant to find out what they are getting, how old they are, how old 
they were when they went into the service, and thus get the aver- 
age of all these facts. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. And then if there is any appeal to this 
House to pass a law this information will be forthcoming in pro- 
posing a civil pension? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
think that it is likely to have that effect. I think it is more likely 
to have an effect such as it had on me—instead of laying the 
foundation for that which I admit I was originally hopeful of, it 
has to me proved that it was impossible. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would it not be well to accept your judg- 
ment and get rid of this thing? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The country might not ac- 
cept my judgment, and others may come. later with a different 
feeling about this, and it seems to me then here will be a body of 
facts that has been procured at all this expense and trouble, and 
it will prevent the necessity of going over it all again. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam highly content with your opinion on 
the subject. I would like to ask if this is a privileged report? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. It is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How did it come to be privileged? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Because it provides for printing for the 
House and Senate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not understand this to be an official 
document. It came to you through private sources. Has the 
House ever ordered it sent to the committee? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. No; it has never been sent to the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order against the consideration of this document as a privileged 
report. 

fr. HEATWOLE. I think, Mr. Speaker, that comes too late. 
= STEELE. It is pretty late now for a point of order to be 
made. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I think the gentleman from Ohio misun- 
derstands the purpose of this resolution. It has been thoroughly 
considered by the committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker-— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I do. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have in my hand several bills 
that have been introduced in past Congresses giving the right by the 
sanction of the United States Government to the plan of retiring 
superannuated persons in the Government employ, and also the 
establishment of a civil pension list broader than that, and also 
upon the subject of insurance by the department people with the 
sanction of the United States Government. Now, this proposes 
to publish the data that has been gathered by those who are inter- 
ested employees to present in the form of a special plea their side 
of the case. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Oh, no; it does not. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It embodies matters which bear 
on the question of longevity and experience and the tables of the 
insurance companies. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. It can be used against as well as for the 
proposition. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Can be used against? Does not 
the gentleman know that the proposition has been before the 
House and has failed to receive its sanction on three or four sep- 
arate occasions? The House now in its sentiment is against the 
insurance plan of employees, and against the civil service pension 
list, and needs no further fortification in that position. Why 
should we publish the data that can be used against them as well 
as in their favor? If the gentleman from Massachusetts or the 
gentleman from Minnesota can give any good reason why the 
money of the people should be expended for printing data that 
can be used in favor of their proposition, at their suggestion, and 
upon their invitation, I would like to know why it should be so 
expended. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. These facts have not been gathered by the 
department clerks, but by an association outside of the depart- 


ments. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman say fhat 


those propositions have not been offered on the part of the de- 


partment clerks in favor of this proposition several times, and 
that they have not been discountenanced by the House on a vote? 
And is not this an effort to get the matter again before the House? 


Mr. HEATWOLE. No; if it were, I would not bein favor of it. | 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then what is the purpose of it? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. What is the purpose of printing any pub- 
lic document? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. When Government publications 
are made, it is always for some good reason, and that printing 
has been done in the past is no reason for this action. I thought 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] had arrived at 
the idea that we had been doing a good deal too much printing, 
and I stand with him on that proposition, and I am sorry to see 


him stand here and advocate a proposition clearly in the interest 
of a civil pension retirement list and insurance by the United 
States Government. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There has been so much confusion this 
morning that I could not hear what the gentleman from Minne- 
sota had to say, and I have not gathered whether the Chair has 
submitted this motion to the House as a privileged question or 
not. It escaped me if he did. I desire to ask the Chair whether 
the motion has been submitted to the House as a privileged ques- 
tion? If not, I think itis still in order to make the point that the 
question is not privileged. 

The SPEAKER. It was presented, read, no objection made, 
and debated for nearly an hour, and it is too late now for the 
point of order to be made. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HEATWOLE) there were—ayes 54, noes 99. 

So the resolution was not agreed to. 


REPORT ON NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME, 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I also call up House resolu- 
tion 356. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That hereafter there be printed and bound in cloth of the Annual 
Report of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers, in addition to the usual number, 500 copies of the report proper, 
ameg the ee of the Board of Managers, and 150 copies of the 
record of members, and ores, seme in paper, of the annual report of 
the assistant inspector-general of the State Homes. 

The following amendment, reported by the committee, was read: 

After the word “‘ Homes,” in line 8, add “for the use of the Home.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


DIGEST OF PARDONS, ETC. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. I also call up the joint resolution (S. R. 
148) to provide for the printing of a digest of the laws, decisions, 
and opinions relating to pardons and other acts of executive 
clemency under the United States and the several States. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That there be 
printed the usual number of copies of a t of the laws and constitutional 

»rovisions now in effect of the United States and of the several Sta the 
decisions of the courts of the United States and of the several States, and the 
opaians of the Attorneys-General of the United States relating to the extent 
of the pardoning power and the legal effect of pardonsand other acts of execu- 
tive clemency under the constitutionsand laws of the United States and of the 
several States, said digest to includea summary of the laws now in effect of the 
United States and of the several States and the decisions of the courts of the 
United States and of the several Statesrelating to thecivil effectsof convictions 
for offenses against the laws of the United States and of the several States; and 
that in addition to said usual number there be yp meory and bound in sheep 500 
copies for the use of the Attorney-General; said digest to be ted under the 
editorial supervision of an editor or editors to be appoin by the Attorney- 
General, and the editing and clerical work incident thereto to be paid for out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, on the direction 
of the Attorney-General, at a price not to eneeel $2, 500. which sum is hereby 
appropriated, and is to be in full payment for said work, except the cost of 
printing and binding the same. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In May or June last this House authorized 
a reprint of the report of the Bureau of Animal Industry—I think 
ae the diseases of the horse, and also upon diseases of cattle. 
That was eight or ten months ago. I wish to ask.the gentleman 
why that report has not yet been furnished? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. The resolution for the printing passed the 
House and the Senate and was approved by the President in June 
last, but on account of the great prevalence of diseases among 
cattle and horses the employees in that division of the Agricul- 
tural Department have not been able to bring the book up to date, 
as provided for in the resolution, but it will be printed as soon as 
the Agricultural Department can bring it up to date. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is true, then, that the ‘‘ copy’’ has not yet 
| been furnished to the Printer? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I understand it has not. 
Mr. LANDIS. And will not be furnished until a condition of 
convalescence obtains among horses and cattle! Pa) 
| Mr. HEATWOLE. I know nothing about that. It has n 
we ated and will be printed. 

Mr. l’BURN. Is the question one of convalescence among 
horses and cattle or of convalescence in the Bureau of Animal 
Industry? [Laughter. 





| Mr. HEATWOLE. Ine gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBuRN] 
| has the same privilege of addressing the Department of Agricul- 
| ture on this subject as we have. The matter has passed out of 
| the province of the committee. Any member of the House can 
| press the matter as well as the committee. 

| The joint. resolution was ordered toa third reading, read the 
' third time, and passed. 








4 


BONS crag abt See 





- did it? 


1903. 


BILLS AND DEBATES RELATING TO TRUSTS. 
Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I also call up a concurrent 
resolution of the Senate, No. 50, which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (che House of Representatives concurring), That there 


. ion recently prepared by direction of 

Me ee Se tamel oh titled Bi we Debates n Congress relating to 

Trusts, of which 500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 1,000 copies for 

the use of the House of Representatives, and 100 copies for the use of the De- 

rtment of Justice; and t the Attorney-General shall cause an index to 
be prepared to said volume, compensation therefor not to exceed $500. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I reserve the point of order that this 
resolution is not priveleged. I should like to know what the res- 
olution provides. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. The adoption of this resolution is asked for 
by the Department of Justice. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What does it provide for? I could not 
understand it as read. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I askthatthe resolution be read again. It 
explains itself. 

he resolution was again read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is clearly 
not within the rule as privileged. I do not know that I care very 
much about the matter, but I think it should be submitted by 
unanimous consent. Therefore I make the point that the reso- 
lution is not privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Heart- 
WOLE] asks to submit the resolution by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to reserve an objection until I learn a 
little more about what the resolution is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
reserves a point of order. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. This resolution explains itself. It is 
merely a compilation of all the laws and debates of Congress in 
regard to trusts. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me see whether I understand the matter. 
As I understand, it is this: The various bills that have been in- 
troduced and not : the various amendments that have 
been proposed and not a the various speeches that have 
been made and are entombed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—this 
is a proposition to cull them all out and get them together and 
put them in one volume, or pomaas a dozen volumes, and index 
them; and later on probably to pay somebody $5,000 or $10,000 
for having made the compilation. That always follows asa 
matter of course. And then, if Iam correct about it, when all 
this is done the whole thing is to be damned into oblivion. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I donot understand that this 
is a collection of any old junk, but it is something that is asked 
for by the Department of Justice. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I do not think this matter 
ought to be passed at this time, and I will have to object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

COMPILATION OF LAWS RELATING TO TRUSTS. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I also call up the following, 
which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be , ewan forthwith, under the direction of the Attorney-General, a 
compilation of all the laws enac by the various States of the Union relat- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ing to trusts, or to combinations in restraint of trade and commerce, of which | 


compilation 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 5,000 shall be 
for the use of the House of Representatives and 500 for the use of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that that is not privileged. 

Mr. GROSV 

cal SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio reserves the point 
of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want toask the gentleman from Minne- 
sota, chairman of the committee, if it is nota fact that in the 
second volume of the report of the Industrial Commission there 
. — printed every one of these statutes of the various 

e8? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I do not think it is complete. 

Mr. PARKER, And the second volume can not be obtained 
es 

r. HEATWOLE. And besides, it is out of print. 
Mr. a poo a Well, it did not get out any too speedily, 
un r. 

Mr. H T WOLD. I do not know an about that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not think this ought to be printed. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. This is a matter which is asked for by the 
Department of Justice. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 


that this is not a privileged resolution. 
The SP . The point of order is well taken. 
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BANKRUPTOY LAW. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I also call up the following, 
which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound together in paper 30,000 ~~ of the following docu- 
ments, namely: ** United States Bankrupt Law of 1898, uniform system, with 
marginal notes and index; ‘“‘General Orders and Forms in Bankruptcy, 
adopted and established by the Supreme Court of the United States, Novem- 
ber 28, 1898," and ** House bill (13679) for the amendment of the bankruptcy 
law, passed by_the Fifty-seventh Congress, second session, on January 25, 
1908,”* of which 10,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 20,000 copies 
for the use of the House. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Ido. 

Mr. MANN. Icall the attention of the gentleman in charge 
of the resolution to the fact that he proposes to print a House 
bill which has since been enacted into a law. It would be far 
better to print the law. The bill has come into the House as a 
conference report and is now a law and is in print as a law. It 
would be perfectly preposterous to print the bill in connection 
with the original bankruptcy act when we have a law amending 
the bankruptcy law. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, the object of this resolution, 
which I introduced, is quite plain. At the time the resolution 
was introduced the bill had not been signed by the President, and 
therefore it could not be called an act. Congress, in 1898, when 
it passed the bankruptcy law, provided for the publication of the 
bankruptcy law and for certain forms and rules of practice, to 
be prescri by the Supreme Court, under a provision of the 
bankruptcy law. Now,wehaveamendedthatlaw. Thatamend- 
ment has become an act by reason of the signature of the Presi- 
dent. Itis very important that this be distributed, as much so 
as that the original law should be distributed. 

Mr. MANN. Can the gentleman explain to us why we should 
print a bill which was pending but which has since been changed 
into a law? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the gentleman’s point. I 
stated to him that at the time I introduced this resolution it was 


| still a bill. 


Mr. MANN. [have no doubt of that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And if he will give me the: number of the 
act it can be very readily amended in that way, and I will offer 
the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Iwill be gladtodoso. It is Public Act No. 62. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is what I intended to do, and sup- 
posed the committee would recommend the change. 

Mr. MANN. I merely called the attention of the chairman to 
the fact that if it was to be printed it better be printed in the 
form of the law. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I will move the amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9 strike ont the words and figures ‘“‘ House bill 13879,” and insert 
the words “ Public Law No. 62.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman if 
it would not be wise to further amend this resolution so as to 
provide that these volumes should be bound in sheep rather than 
in paper. In paper they will be worthless. If we are going to 


_ have them at all, let us have them in durable form, so that they 


OR. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of order. | 


will be of some value. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that instead 


| of being bound in sheep they be bound in half morocco. 


Mr. HEPBURN. No; that is too expensive. 

Mr. HEATWOLE, It is not any more expensive than sheep, 
and is more durable. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman offers a further amendment, 
which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. To be bound in half morocco. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the further amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word “ paper ” and insert ‘“‘ half morocco.” 


Mr. PAYNE. Ishould like tosuggest to the gentleman whether 
he had not better have the lawyers’ names to whom these volumes 
are to be sent put on in gilt—stamped on each volume? 

ag SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
men 

Mr, CANNON. I want to say a word about the resolution. 
First, I want to ask the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. Hepsurn] if 
he will have the kindness hereafter to blue print his humor. 
{Laughter.] I want to ask a question of the gentleman from 
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Minnesota [Mr. HEATWOLE], whether this bankruptcy law is not Mr. JENKINS. Ican not answer that question. I know there 

printed, first bound in paper and then in calf, along with the other | is a great demand, and that it is one of the most valuable docu- 

session laws? ments printed by the Government. If it is not printed, it is im- 
Mr. HEATWOLE. I think the law is printed. possible to get it. It isnot printed by the law publishers. 


Mr. CANNON. It is printed the same as all other laws,and| Mr. PAYNE. While I have had a number of applications for 
in the number that all other laws are printed. After all, is not | these amendments, I have not had an application from a lawyer 
that enough? The law-book publishers print it. Itis printed by | in my district for the original bankruptcy law. 
the Government—printed as a separate act—I do not know how Mr. JENKINS. That may be the case in the gentleman’s dis- 
many copies. My friend from Minnesota can tell me how many | trict, but the demand exists for them from all the different parts 
little pamphlet copies are printed of each law—the bankruptcy | of this country. 
law or any other law. | The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I think each member gets 13 or 14 copies. | ment. 

Mr. CANNON. Fourteen copies of every law that is passed | The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 


one 2 ony epee a eee. The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. é . supplement. LAW OF CIVIL GOVERNMENT UNDER MILITARY OCCUPATION. 
Mr. CANNON. But they print them as separate pamphlets. | a sat ATWOLE. I offer the following 


How many of those? The Clerk read as foll ; 
Mr. MANN. They only print the usual number. aientreguiens ‘oe aes resolution 48. 


Mr. CANNON. How many? : , 

oo ¥ eae J | Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Sixteen hundred and eighty-two is the usual | be printed 5,000 additional copies of the Reports on the Law of Civil Govern- 

number, and one for each member goes into the document room. | — er we Cosmas a a ee Geareteey of wer by 

r : : sag | Charles E. Magoon, law officer, Division of Insular Affairs, War Department, 

Mr. CAN NON. But Tam speaking of the acts. A bill Passes | of which 1,400 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,800 for the House of 
to-day, and some time next week we can send to the document | Representatives, and 800 for the War Department. 

room and get a copy of it. How many of those iseach member| The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 





entitled to? | Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I reserve the point of order 
Mr. HEATWOLE. Oneortwo. that this is not a privileged resolution. 
Mr. CANNON. But I have got as high as half a dozen. Mr. HEATWOLE. It was not offered as a privileged resolu- 
Mr. MANN. _Then you got somebody else’s copy. tion. 
Mr. CANNON. I never found any scarcity. The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi object? 


Mr. HEATWOLE. I wondered where all these things were ILLI f Mississippi. I made th int of ord 
going. ([(Laughter.] That is one reason why the Printing Com- Re how one =~ iter aetna Aesth --cgueinaaael 
mittee have been so active. , | The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. CANNON. I have got as high as a dozen,and I never got | Mr. LESSLER. Will the gentleman withhold his point of 
a dozen of more than any one act, or any other number of any | order? 


one act that was passed in any one Congress. GAZETTEER OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
what HEATWOLE. You got several that belonged to other dis- | Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following. 
"% | The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. CANNON. And I suppose other people got some that be- omen enemnaniand vonsiation a5. 
longed to my district, of all the others except perhaps one thatI | Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
had a constituent that had some special interest in knowing about | there be printed, and bound in cloth, 8,000 copies of are print of the Gazetteer 
it. What I want to say is this: Why should we single out this | of the Philippine Islands, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies 


one act and print 30,000 copies of it, and not 30,000 copies of all | - Sa. of Representatives, and 2,000 coptes for the use of 


of the rest of the public acts? The SPEAKER. Is th biection? 
Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker— — a ie cee 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield to | - nee. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? |” The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Yes. nate? 
Mr. THAYER. I want tosay in answer to the gentleman that | sree RAT WOLE. I do. 


it is because there will be a hundred applications for this bill | : soot : : a 
where there is one application for almost any other bill passed at | oie aa om et my a ie aa, bl 


this session. | House a few days ago upon the sundry civil bill should be made 


Mr. HEATWOLE. I withdraw my amendment in regard to |}, : : : 
half morocco, and insist on the original resolution. a nant sf ndadteae dates tioses the maps being made 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his second amend- Mr. HEATWOLE. It is all that is asked for by the insular 


ment? sae 
livision of the War Department now. 
Mr. HEATWOLE. Yes. , : 
> . . Mr. MANN. The gentleman is probably not aware that the 
Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Minne- | ton56 inserted a provision the other day in the sundry civil bill 


sota if it is not a fact that every lawyer in the United States who : : ; ; . 
does business in bankruptcy now has in his office all of this pub- | that no document ordered printed should contain maps or illustra 


re 3 | tions or anything except printed matter unless specifically au- 
ue oa ane or four pages of amendments that have re- | thorized at the time the order for printing was male. 


. Mr. HEATWOLE. This provides fora reprint of the gazetteer. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I do not think so. : ; : : 

Mr. PAYNE. Then if they have not copies of this act and the | Mr. MANN. I will = ye —— 8 attention to the fact 

rules of the referee, and so forth, they are not equipped to prac- | that if the provision which the House inserted in the sundry civil 

tice in the bankruptcy ecuxts. Th ey must have them | bill becomes law, the Public Printer is directed not toinsert maps 
Mr. HEATWOLE. I would ask to hear from the chairman of | 0* illustrations in any matter ordered to be printed by the House 

> oe ; on : \, | Unless a special order be made authorizing it. 

nea on iis ution Vidar ows on that point. He has Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is only applied to the 
The SPEAKER. How much time is yielded? cuee Ir 
Mr. HEATWOLE. mae = a minutes. ae ‘ Con gr oan a 
Mr. JENKINS. I did not hear the question of the gentleman. : ae 
Mr. HEATWOLE. I wish the gentleman from Wisconsin a MOON Toties objection? 


te? ra) the question of the gentleman from New York| ‘pg SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
“ : . . Tennessee. 

Mr, PAYNE. I will nck tho wenticluen if it is not all printea | _O motion of Mr, HEATWOLE, a motion to reconsider the 

and not already contained in this publication, except the t or vaekons ane ce ch the several resolutions were agreed to 

four pages of amendments recently passed by this ee * “LEAVE TO PRINT. 

"hie JENEIRE. Tarn Enow: tne ley tothe geaeman | ye youpeneLAGH Mr apa Creu! te flowing 

they have had over 3,000 applications for this document that they from the Committee on Pensions, and ask its passage. 


; : : The Clerk read as follows: 
can not supply, and I think it is but fair to this House to say that Resolved, That authority 1s qyeated to print and bind for use of the Com- 


the Judiciary Committee have had at least 2,000 applications, and | ,.ittee on Pensions all documents deem necessary in connection with sub- 


It expressly stated printing matter ordered by 


it is desired that the whole thing shall be complete. jects considered or to be considered by said committee during the Fifty- 
Mr. PAYNE. Why do they not borrow money enough to buy | seventh Congress. : 
a copy? The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 





Saban ey le me 








Mr. MOON. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 


REPRINT OF BILL. 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a re- 
print of Senate bill 6486 and Report 3389, an act providing for 
the appropriate marking of the graves of soldiers and sailors of 
the Confederate army and navy. There is a demand for them 
that can not be supplied. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to raise the point of 
order. Almost every morning the time of the House is taken up 
asking for the reprint of bills. Is it not in order to go to the 
committee from which the bill came and get an order from that 
committee for a reprint without taking up the time of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that that power 
would not belong to the committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand the rule, the committee 
has the right to order a reprint. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think, Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman went to the Committee on Printing he could get a re- 

rint. 

The SPEAKER. That would be the proper course. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker, but I 
think the gentleman should go to the Committee on Printing and 
not take up the time of the House when he can as well get it 
there. 

The SPEAKER. This, however, is the usual course, the Chair 
will say to the gentleman. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that on Tuesday next, immediately after reading the 
Journal, the House shall proceed to consider the bill (H. R. 15520) 
to establish a standard of value and to provide for a coinage sys- 
tem for the Philippine Islands, with Senate amendments and with 
amendments reported by the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman of 
the Committee on Insular Affairs, asks unanimous consent that 
House bill 15520, with Senate amendments and amenfments re- 
ported by the Committee on Insular Affairs, be set down for hear- 
ing on Tuesday next, immediately after the ee of the Jour- 
nal. Isthere objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hearsnone. 

PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 

rt on the bill (S. 3653) for the protection of the President of the 

nited States, and for other purposes, and I ask that the report 
be read and the reading of the statement omitted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana calls up the 
conference report on the Senate bill 3653, and asks that the state- 
ment be read and the reading of the report be omitted. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. No, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report 
be read and the reading of the statement be omitted. - 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read the report. 
ous see proceedings of the House, Thursday, February 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, this is a unanimous agree- 
ment on the part of the conferees between the two Houses. Un- 
less some ——— desires special explanation, I shall not take 
the time of the House to discuss it, and I ask that the report be 
adopted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do; I yield for a question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the gentleman to say that all 
House conferees have agreed upon this substitute for both House 
and Senate bill, which has been printed in the RecorpD and is now 
before the House. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand also that this substitute, 
offered by the conferees as a substitute for both House and Senate 
bills, strikes out this provision of the bill that passed the House, 
and was reported by the Judiciary Committee at the last session, 
April 4, 1902, these words ‘“‘ in the performance of his official duty ”’ 
Cas bs ed of his official character’’ or ‘‘ because of his official 

s,’’ ete. . 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Those words of limitation were omitted 
so far as they might relate to the attack on the President or Vice- 
President, or upon any — who may at the time be acting as 
oe The words of limitation are retained in other portions 
of the bill. 


Now, just one word of explanation. This is not a substitute 
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entirely on the part of the conferees. Members will recall that 
the parliamentary status of this legislation is about as follows: 
The Senate bill was passed and the House amended it by way of 
a substitute. The Senate disagreed to that amendment and a 
conference was agreed upon. Certain features of the House bill, 
almost entirely the House bill, were agreed upon by the conferees, 
but, for the purpose of convenience, instead of striking out cer- 
tain lines and inserting words, the conferees determined tc make 
one amendment, and that is why it appears as an entirely new 
bill. These features of the House bill relative to immigration, 
naturalization, and the teaching of the duty to kill or attack pub- 
lic officials, or for the advocacy of no government, are retained 
substantially as they appear in the House bill. The only material 
change in the House bill is the elimination from it of the words 
of limitation just stated by the gentleman from Georgia in at- 
tacks upon the President or Vice-President. These words of limi- 
tation are retained when attacks are made on those officers of the 
Government in line of succession to the Presidency. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman remembers the report made 
by Mr. Ray, then chairman of the Judiciary Committee, which I 
take it for granted, not hearing any dissent from the gentleman 
from Indiana, that he agreed with the gentleman from New York, 
the chairman of the committee, who made the report. And in 
that report the chairman of that committee, speaking for the ma- 
jority at least of the committee—all except the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] and the gentleman then a member from 
Texas, Judge Lanham, these two gentlemen presenting minority 
views—stated that the Senate bill, which did not have these words 
of limitation on it when it came over from the Senate (as I under- 
stand the gentleman from Indiana to say the bill which comes 
here from the conference committee in lieu of both the Senate and 
the House bills has not) was obnoxious to the Constitution of the 
United States because it did not have that limitation upon it. 

The gentleman from Indiana and the House will remember 
with what ability that proposition was argued upon the floor of 
the House by the then chairman of the Judiciary Committee, 
Mr. Ray, of New York, a gentleman who has demonstrated his 
ability as a lawyer in this House and elsewhere, and who has 
been promoted to a high judicial position upon the Federal 
bench by reason of such eminent ability. I should like to know 
whether the gentleman from Indiana has changed his views upon 
the legal proposition which was then presented in the report of 
the Judiciary Committee. The then chairman of the Judiciary, 
I repeat, in this report which I hold in my hand, and in a learned 
and exhaustive argument on the floor of the House, held that 
the legislation then sought by the Senate to be enacted in lieu of 
the House bill was unconstitutional. The gentleman from In- 
diana, as I understand, has changed his views upon that question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iam ready to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iam not indulging in any carping criticism 
at all. I simply want information. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I call the attention of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] to the fact that in the debate at 
the time referred to by the gentleman, the then chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee, Mr. Ray, stated that while it was his indi- 
vidual opinion that though the President was to be regarded as 
being always in the performance of his duty—ready as Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy to discharge such duty— 
yet, out of abundance of caution, and entertaining possibly some 
doubt but not conviction that there might be a time when he 
was not so engaged, agreed to those words of limitation. He at 
no time, as I understand, made a positive statement in the debate 
(although I am not disputing the fact as to the report) that there 
was some doubt about the necessity of the words of limitation as 
to the President. The gentleman will remember that in all legis- 
lation there is more or less of compromise; and the House con- 
ferees, in view of the fact that the Senate was in a disposition to 
entertain practically all of the House measure, except so far as 
these words of limitation in the first section ‘are concerned, were 
of the unanimous opinion—the gentleman's colleague on the mi- 
nority of the committee, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr 
ARMOND] agreeing with me—that perhaps it would be better to 
accept that amendment in view of our obtaining so large conces- 
sions for the remainder of the House bill. 

Personally, at the time of the discussion within the committee, 
I took the position, as the gentleman will perhaps recall, that the 
words of limitation were not necessary; and hence, while I acceded 
to the majority report, I did not waive the conviction which I 
still entertain, that the measure is constitutiona!, even with the 
elimination of those words of limitation. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I believe I recall that the gentleman did 
make that statement. But the then chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, Mr. Ray, in his report and in his argument upon the 
floor of the House, did not intimate that there was any doubt as 
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to the constitutionality of these provisions without this limitation; 
but in his report, referring to the first six sections of the Senate 
bill (which I hold in my hand), he declared that ‘‘ the first six | 
sections of the Senate bill are undoubtedly unconstitutional,’ and 
he went on to argue from the decisions of the Supreme Court, | 
supported by citations of cases referred to in that report, to sus- 
tain that proposition, that the Senate bill was unconstitutional. 

So that, whatever may have been the opinion of the gentleman 
from Indiana about the subject at the time, whatever is his opin- 
ion now, the Judiciary Committee at that time, represented by 
its able chairman in a report which he made, and represented on 
this floor by the able argument which he made in support of his 
position, were of the opinion that any bill (this happened to be 
called the Senate bill)—that any legislation which did not contain 
these limitations was unconstitutional. 

Now, will the gentleman permit me one minute more to explain 
my position? I did not vote for the bill reported by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary at that time; Iam not prepared to vote for 
this substitute. But it occurs to me that after having passed 
our legislation on this subject in the early part of the first session 
of the present Congress, and our measure having come back to 
us from the Senate, and having been sent into conference, and 
coming from the conference committee after a lapse of nearly 
ten months, I believe that if we are to pass legislation on this sub- 
ject, which we all know was demanded by the terrible tragedy 
enacted in this country in September, 1901, we ought to pass legis- 
lation which will stand the test of the courts. 

If we are to transfer from the jurisdiction of the State courts 
the trial of these cases, whenever any such thing shall occur 
again, if we are to transfer such cases to the jurisdiction solely 
of the Federal courts, then, when we take such cases away from 
the State jurisdiction, where trial and punishment have always 
been and will continue to be speedy and certain, we ought not at 
least to enact a law which this House by its vote has once de- 
clared unconstitutional—‘‘ undoubtedly ’’ so, in the language of 
the former chairman of the Judiciary Committee of this House. 

I shall not vote for this substitute, as I did not vote for the 
original bill. I am less inclined to vote for the substitute than 
I was for that bill, because in my judgment, having investigated 
the question somewhat at the time when the bill was formerly 
before the House, having made some remarks upon it in the line 
of my present position. I am still convinced, in view of the deci- 
sions of the Supreme Court, that under our Constitution Congress 
has not the right or power to enact simply that it shall be a crime 
to assault the President or the Vice-President or any other Fed- 
eral officer when he is not in fact in the discharge of his official 
duties, and give the courts of the United States exclusive juris- 
diction of such offenses regardless of the place where such offenses 
are committed. 

While we were all anxious to throw around the President of 
the United States proper protection from assault or violence, I 
felt to accept this substitute reported by the conferees would be 
a useless and fruitless thing, when it shall ever occur again, which 
God forbid, that the President of the United States is assaulted 
or slain. The Federal courts have no jurisdiction of that offense, 
because we have not limited it in the way, in my judgment, the 
Constitution of the United States requires it shall be limited, and 
for these reasons I shall not vote for the substitute and shall vote 
against the conference report. I thank the gentleman for the 
courtesy he has extended. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

The report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. OVERSTREET, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


WAR CLAIMS, OMNIBUS RESOLUTION. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. 8 er, on the 16th of January the War 
Claims Committee had the floor and recommended the passage of a 
few small bills and among them a resolution referring some cases 
to the Court of Claims. All were passed with the exception of 
the resolution, and on a call of the yeas and nays a quorum did 
not develop, but the vote showed that nearly two-thirds present 
voted in favor of the passage of the resolution. In order to save 
the time of the House, I move that the vote ordering the yeas and 
nays be reconsidered. 

TheSPEAKER. That would have to be by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MAHON. Then, Mr. S: er, I ask unanimous consent 
that that vote may be reconsidered. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan- 
imous consent that the order by which the yeas and nays were 
ordered upon a resolution reported, numbered 362, referring a 
certain number of matters to the Court of Claims, be vacated. 
Is there objection. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MAHON, I now move that the resolution as amended do 


pass. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, pending that 
I want to ask a question. I do not want to amend the bill, but 
by inadvertence or clerical error the name of John T, Lawrence, 
deceased 

Mr. MAHON. It is in the original bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was in the original bill 
and has been left out through a purely clerical error. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope it will be inserted. 
I have submitted the matter to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
|[Mr. OTJEN] who reported it, and also to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. I rise simply to have that inserted. 

Mr. MAHON. I have no objection to the correction. 

The SPEAKER. If it was in the original bill it is entitled to 
come in now, and that understanding will be had if there is no 
objection. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MAHON, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

The resolution above referred to is as follows: 





Resolved, That the bills (H. R. 6511, H. R. 9380, H. R. 10014, H. R. 5042, H. R. 
eee, H. R. 9479, H. R. 5717, H. R. 5720, H. R. 10129, 'H. R. 10128, H. R. 10081; H.R. 
1764, H. R. 2211. H. R. 8877. H. R. 8276, H. R. 10123, H. R. 10867, H. R. 5564. H.R. 
8880, H. R. 12090, H. R. 8265, H. R. 8006, H. R. 13965, H. R.5498, H. R. 5491. H.R. 
5502, H. R. 5507, H. R. 5508, A. R. 5484, H. R. 11143, H. R. 12747, HR. 12748, H.R. 
12608, H. R. 13008, H. R. 8264, H. R. 10349, H. R. 6715, H. R. 8279, H. R. 7421, H.R. 
12445, H. R. 18518, H. R. 13621, H. R. 8428, H. R. 5976, H.R. 14901, H. R. 8613. H.R. 
9719, H. R. 1773, H. R. 7438, H. R. 11041, H. R. 2915, H. R. 8223, H. R. 13050, H.R. 
13648, H. R. 10700, H. R. 19965, H. R. 2517, H. R. 5498, H.R. 5491, H. R. 5502, H.R. 
5507, H. R. 5508, H. R. 11143, H. R. 12747, H. R. 12748, H. R. 13603, H. R. 8144. H.R. 
13008, H. R. 6722, H. R. 6805, H. R. 4199, H. R. 10584, H. R. 8607, H. R. 12711, H. R. 
10284. H. R. 8872, H.R. 8587, H. R. 5087, H. R.2049, H.R. 15017. H. R. 11643. H.R. 
2795 R H. R. 7%i, H. R 16417 


2 . . 10985, H. R. 3435, H. R. 3438, H. R. 
H 14956) for the relief of the legal representatives o 
Sewell B. Corbett, deceased; Sarah Grissom; Griffith W. Paxson; William 
©. O’Brien; Thomas R. Hill: William B. Payne; Sam M. Nally; Fannie Pem- 
berton; heirs of Richard F. Wasson, deceased; heirs of Benjamin Lillard, 
deceased; William T. Trammell; John J. Vincent; Wash m College; 
Amos L. Griffith; Sophie Gustin and Helen G. Logan; Bettie Linder; Louis 
Levy; Henry Judge; St. Andrew's Lodge, No. 18, Free and Accepted Masons, 
of Cynthiana, Ky.; Lacy ©. Lee, E. §. Lee, John G. Lee, Fannie Lee, and 
Maria Frazee; Mrs. E. Taylor; Martha E. West; legal representatives of 
James Smith, deceased; illis Cornwell; heirs of J. W. Cloyd, deceased; 
heirs of John B. Baird, deceased; heirs of Robert Hallum, deceased: J. M. 
Sparkman; Wesley W. Elam; John Smith; Mary J. Moody; John Mincey; 
estate of Kinchen Bell, deceased; John D. Youell; W. G. Anderson; Daniel 
Mans; James N. Kennett; Kellet A. Abercrombie; estate of August Heber- 
lein; Mrs. A. BE. Harding; Julia A. Pierce and John Pierce, heirs of John C. 
Pierce, deceased; legal representatives of H. 8. Thompson, deceased; Louis 
Scofield, jr.; William E. Cummin; legal representatives of W. L. Gordon 
deceased; William B. Bayless; heirs of William Freeman, deceased; heirs o 

James Goodloe, deceased ; R. H. Dunaway; Alfred Griffith; T. L. Owens, ad- 
ministrator of T. G. Owens, deceased; John A. Bates; Baptist Church of 
Peeeineary Ky.; Elizabeth Redmon and others, heirs of John Redmon; 
deceased; C. C. Huckabee; James Smith: William I. Way, Willis Cornwell; 
J. W. Cloyd; John B. Baird; Robert Hallum; J. W. Gpecnmnnns Wesley W. 
Elam; John Smith; Mary J. Moody; John Mincey; Kinchen Bell; H. W. 
Rookwood; John D. Youell: estate of Michael Haak, deceased; Agnes and 
Maria De Leon: heirs of Melchisedec Robinson, deceased; estate of Eben N. 
Davis, deceased; estate of Daniel H. Avery, deceased; legal representatives 
of Jo. C. Stark, deceased; heirs of M. H. Wells, deceased; J. B. Roberson, ad- 
ministrator of J. P. Roberson, deceased; S. P. Martin, heirs of John T. Law- 
rence, deceased; estate of C. G. —— deceased; yb Atkins, estate of 
S. M. Davidson, deceased; heirs of Mrs. Susan L. Bailey, deceased: John 
Barfield; estate of John Kirk; trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian 
Church, of Charlotte, Tenn., and T. P. Salyer, heirs of Alexander Bradshaw, 
heirs of Andrew J. Surber, and heirs of O. H. Cogswell, the heirs of William 
Hereford, deceased, with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same are 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims for a fin of facts under the terms 
of the act approved March 3, 1887, and generally known as the Tucker Act. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, L move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole—— 

Mr. PADGETT rose. ; 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 1ise? 

Mr. PADGETT. To make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PADGETT. I rise to inquire if it will now be in order to 
move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House to consider claims upon the Private Calendar of the 
Committee on War Claims, this being Friday and the day set 
apart for the business of that committee. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will be proper unless one of 
higher order comes in, and the Chair has just eee the 
gentleman from Indiana to call up the fortification bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House for the pur- 

of considering the bill (H. R. 17046) making nes 

or fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 

thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and serv- 
ice, and for other pao. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
- The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PADGETT. Is that a privileged motion over the regular 
business set a for this day? 

The SPE R. The Chair thinks it is, undoubtedly. __ 

Mr. PADGETT. Another parliamentary inquiry. this be 
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voted down by the House, will it then be in order to make the 
motion to which I referred? 

TheSPEAKER. That will undoubtedly beinorder. It may be 
in order to renew that, or make any other motion which is in order. 

Mr. PADGETT. Then I hope the House will vote down the 
motion of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of the fortifications appropriation bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Papaetr) there were—ayes 71, noes 42. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 17046, the fortifications appropriation bill, with 
Mr. Stevens of Minnesota in the chair. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, the report of the com- 
mittee is so clear that I ask that the Clerk read it in my time in 


explanation of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 


gentleman. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, in presenting the accompanying bill 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for 
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other mepenen, enbente the following in explanation thereof: 

The estimates on which the bill is based will be found in the Book of Es- 
timates for the fiscal year 1904, pages 246-253, and aggregate $15,004,420, of 
which sum there is recommended in the accompanying bill appropriations 
amounting to $7,093,943, which sum is $205,012 less t 
the last fortification act. - 

During the Forty-ninth Congress (Bacal years 1887 and 1888) no appropria- 
tions were made on account of fortifications, their maintenance and arma- 
ment, and for the twelve fiscal years 1875 to 1886, inclusive, the appropriation 
by Congress on thisaccount averaged only $540,750 annum, and only $463,500 
per annum for the fourteen years including 1887 and 1888, for which latter 
two fiscal years no specific es were made, as stated. 

The bill reported herewith contains appropriations in continuance of the 
policy adopted by the Fiftieth Congress in the passage of the acts approved 
September 22, 1888, and March 2, 1889, and = ifty-first, Fifty-second, 
Fitty-third, Fifty-fourth, Fifty-fifth, Fifty-sixth, and’ Fifty-seventh Con- 
gresses in acts approved August 18, 1890, February 24, 1891, July 23, 1892, Feb- 
ruary 18, 1893, August 1, 1804, March 2, 1895, June 6, 1896, March 3, 1897, May 7, 
1898, March 3, 1899, May 25, 1900, March 1, 1901, and June 6, 1902. 

The appropriations by said acts for the fifteen fiscal years 1889-193 aggre- 
gate $75,718,243.50, or an average of $5,047,882.90 per annum. 

Of the whole sum, $75,718,243.50, appropria by the fortification acts cov- 
ering the fifteen fiscal years 1889-1908, the sum of $45,845,391 was ee 
in the seven fortification acts enacted by the present and the last three Con- 

sresses. 

The fortification appropriation acts enacted during the Fifty-fifth Con- 

ess appropriated $14,287,396, in addition to which amount sums aggregating 
$674,800 were provided in deficiency appropriation acts for fortifications 
and the armament thereof, and the further sum of $12,865,840.60 was allotted 
for the same objects from the general appropriation of $50,000,000 made for 
the national defense in the act of March 9%, 1598, making in all $35,828,134.60 
available for fortifications and the armament thereof under appropriations 
made during the Fifty-fifth pan ny 

The total appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense since 1888 and since the recommendations of the Endicott board of 
1885, including the appropriations made in deficiency acts and allotments 
made from the national-defense fund, amount to $96,752,982. 

The scheme of seacoast fortifications contemplated by the Endicott board, 
and which has been followed by Congress in the appropriations made since 
1888, it is now estimated will cost in the aggregate 99,392,222, of which sum 
there has been already provided $57,508,983, the Engineer Department having 
received $25,757,164 and the Ordnance Department $31,608,586. 

The difference between the sum, $57,508,983 already provided toward the 
scheme of the Endicott board and the sum total of appropriations, $96,752,982, 
for fortifications since 1888 is represented in expenditures for erecting and 
equipping the gun factory at Watervliet, the gun-carriage factory at Water- 
town, the Ordnance and Fortification Board, purchase of land for fortifica- 
tion sites, torpedoes for harbor defense, providing ammunition for service 
and for tests, manufacture of field guns, and for sundry other objects inci- 
dent to providing and maintaining a system of seacoast defenses. 

The following sbows the aggregate amount aeereeeeyes under each 
natural subdivision of the accompanying bill, namely: 


nm was appropriated in 


CO oe sce nccnhmascsoscceswccsee sscedb $2, 236, 425 
Searchlights for defenses in important harbors.................--.. 223, 500 
CIR I a cede inne sands o cacceerbjocsucs ccqcun ome 200, 000 
Installation of range and position finders ..................---....--. 150, 000 
Preservation and repair of fortifications .......................-.--. 300, 000 
Plans I a es ea dbued 5, 000 
fools, etc., for maintaining and operating electric plants -......... 35, 000 
Se ee a onshe eebbatuctoccones 89,575 
Construction of mining casemates, etc.........................----.- 50, 000 
Purchase of submarine mines, etc .... 2.20... 2222s eee ene eee eee 100, 000 
DOr OOe Gee Me PES UNI 5. ccndckienccon cnddsn ceccoccsscuscccce 3,000 
I itn ana tnhochesnennsnecsonewsesenagsnes 8, 480, 500 
Proving produc, Gamay TOOK, IN. DF o.oo k cn cc cccccet cccuccccte cvecce 77,943 
Oat ih Loo Dil be cclbktuckbndoddbuasencseas 43, 000 
Ordnance and Fortification Board ...... dipcttiteibnnddabesss Jnesth nonesé 100, 000 

tate eect a tract ieee eeee et te kk oe 7, 093, 943 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, unless some gentleman 
wants to prapound a question to me, I will ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
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Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 


ment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert the following as a new section: 

“To the heirs of Dr. Hiram P. Tuttle, as compensation for his labors in 
the invention and perfection of the high explosive thorite, which high explo- 
sive was used by the United States Government, the sum of 225,000: Pro- 
vided, however, That all formula, data, and facts relating to the precem, 
necessary to the successful manufacture of said thorite, shall be placed in 
the possession of the Secretary of War; and the said heirs of Dr. Hiram P. 
Tuttle shall by proper instrument convey to the United States the right to 
manufacture and use said high explosive thorite before said $25,000 payment 
shall be made tothem. The said sum of $25,000 for said purpose is directed 
to be taken from the appropriation of $100,000 made by act of Congress mak- 
ing app riations for fortifications and other works of defense, approved 
March 1, 1901, for the aye of securing the high explosive thorite and the 
Isham high explosive shell.” 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order. I will ask the gentleman if he will provide in his amend- 
ment that this shall be in full for all claims of Dr. Tuttle’s heirs. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Iam perfectly willing to accept the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana, and suggest the insertion in 
the amendment which I have already offered, near the close of 
the amendment, after the phrase “‘that the said sum of $25,000 
for said purpose,’’ insert the words ‘‘ shall be in full for all claims 
of the heirs of the said Dr. Hiram P. Tuttle.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent to modify his amendment. Is there objec- 


tion? 
Mr. MOON. Let us hear the amendment read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Modify the last paragraph of the amendment so that it will read: ‘‘The 
said sum of $25,000 for said purpose shall be in full for all claims of the heirs 
of the said Dr. Hiram P. Tuttle.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the amendment to 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, a point of order was reserved 
to the whole amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, in the beginning of this dis- 
cussion I would say this is practically the same amendment 
which I offered a year ago and which the committee at that time 
did me the honor to adopt. But when my amendment, adopted 
a year ago in this House, reached the Senate that item was 
dropped from the bill. This condition of affairs is my excuse for 
again pressing upon the attention of this body a matter upon 
which they once favorably passed. 

The facts in relation to this matter I wish to recite very briefly. 
Dr. Tuttle resided for many years in Tacoma, in the State of 
Washington, which city is my home. I knew him intimately for 
twelve years, he being my family physician, and he was one of 
the best and brightest men it has ever been my privilege to 
know. 

Dr. Tuttle was the inventor of what is known as ‘thorite,”’ 
which was proved, under actual test by the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification of the United States, to be one of the greatest 
high explosives known toman. After the Doctor brought his 
explosive to the attention of the officials of this Government 
some objections were made to certain qualities and characteristics 
of his explosive. Dr. Tuttle labored for a number of years 
largely under the supervision of the War Department and the 

nance Department of this Government to bring this explosive 
to the point of perfection. That he did bring this explosive to 
the point of perfection is attested by the fact that the Board of 
Fortification adopted the following resolution in 
relation thereto: 

As “‘thorite” is the safest and most effective high explosive that has been 
presented to and tested under the direction of this board, it is the opinion of 
the board that Dr. Tuttle is entitled toa reasonable compensation for his 
invention, and it is recommended that he be so compensated. 

As a further evidence of the fact that this explosive was con- 
sidered a success I may state that the records of the War Depart- 
ment show that they had Dr. Tuttle in. his lifetime manufacture 
for the Government 7,000 pounds of this explosive, part of which 
they sent to the Philippine Islands. I state these facts to show 
that this amendment offered here by me to-day is not an effort to 
have the Government pay a doubtful debt or for a worthless 
compound, but, on the contrary, if this amendment is adopted it 
will be a late recognition on the part of the Government for an 
invention the benefit of which we have long had the use of. 

There is no disposition on my part to press this claim here to- 
day on sympathetic grounds, but I may be pardoned for men- 
tionin ee, o the Doctor was my friend in his lifetime— 
that after he spent years of labor to bring this invention to per- 
fection he had the bitter misfortune to see others reap the 
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rewards of his labor. He died, as I believe, under the effects of 
his disappointment. This phase of the matter I will not go into 
a for fear I might say something that were better left un- 
said. 

The Secretary of War recommended during the lifetime of 
Dr. Tuttle that he be compensated for his labors. Let me read 
to you what the Secretary of War said in his official letter on 
this subject: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 15, 1902. 


DEAR Srr: In response to your inquiry in regard to the action taken un- 
der the clause of the fortifications act of March 1, 1901, regarding the Isham 
high-explosive shell and the high-explosive “ thorite,” I have to say that af- 
ter the passage of the act which provided for the purchase of those inven- 
tions by the Secretary of War, *“‘in his discretion and if in his judgment it 
will be for the best interests of the Government,” I asked the advice of both 
the Ordnance Department and the Board of Ordnance and Fortification to 
aid me in forming a judgment as to whether the purchase would be for the 
best interests of the Government. 

The Ordnance Department advised against the purchase as to both. The 
Board of Ordnance and Fortification advised against the purchase of the 
Isham shell by a vote of 4 to 2,and divided equally—3 to 3—upon the purchase 
of thorite. Under these circumstances I have not considered myself justified 
in making the purchase of either. 
< The Board of Ordnance and Fortification also adopted the following resolu- 

10n: 

“As thorite is the safest and most effective high explosive that has been 
presented to and tested under the direction of this board, it is the opinion of 
the board that Dr. Tuttle is entitled to a reasonable compensation for his 
invention, and it is recommended that he be so compensated.” 

This recommendation was approved by me, with the following annota- 
tion: ** This is understood to relate not toany power of the Secretary of War, 
but to an appeal to PR »wers resting in Congress alone.” 

I did not feel at liberty to purchase the invention under the act of March 
1, 1901, because I considered myself bound to act upon a strictly business 
basis, giving effect to no consideration except the business interests of the 
United States in executing that statute. 

I approved the recommendation for compensation to Dr. Tuttle, because I 
think his long and faithful labors, in conjunction with many officers of the 
United States, in seeking to develop a practical high explosive merited re- 
ward and were probably of material use in the development of the art to 
which they related; and I think that a just exercise of the powers which 
Congress possesses, but the Secretary of War does not possess, should lead to 
a grant of reasonable and even liberal compensation to Dr. Tuttle's heirs. 

The Board of Ordnance and Fortification, since its action above mentioned, 
has recommended a further test of the Isham shell, and that recommenda- 


tion has been approved. 
Very respectfully, ELIHU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 


Hon. J. A. HEMENWAY, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Now let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Is it not a fact that all the rights that Dr. Tuttle had in 
this explosive which he is said to have discovered were transferred 
to the people who now own the Isham shell and “‘ thorite?’”’ 

Mr. CUSHMAN. No; that is not correct. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Were not their rights pooled in some 
way? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I will explain to the gentleman from Ohio 
when and to what extent the inventor of ‘‘thorite’’ and the in- 
ventor of the Isham shell pooled their rights and interests. At 
the time this matter was first presented to the War Department 
Dr. Tuttle was pressing his high explosive, ‘‘ thorite,’’ and it was 
conceded by the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications to be the 
best high explosive then known toman. At the same time Mr. 
Isham presented his invention in the form of a high-explosive 
shell, a chambered shell having several compartments therein, 
that mechanism being designed to lessen the jar upon the explo- 
sive contained therein: Now, then, permit me to say right here 
that I know nothing about the Isham shell only in a general way. 
I am not pretending to-day to discuss its merits or demerits. I 
only mention it as its connection with ‘‘ thorite’’ has come up in 
this discussion. There are two boards connected with the War 
Department who, as I understand it. pass upon the merits of ord- 
nance and explosives. The Board of Ordnance and Fortification, 
with General Miles at the head of it, strongly recommended Dr. 
Tuttle's explosive, ‘‘ thorite.’’ The other board, what is the name 
of it 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The Ordnance Board. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes; the Ordnance Board was the other 
board. And it seems at this time of which I am speaking, when 
Dr. Tuttle was showing to this board his high explosive, ‘* thor- 
ite,” they would say to Dr. Tuttle: ‘‘ We don’t need your high 
explosive, ‘thorite,’ because we can take Mr. Isham’s high- 
explosive shell.” 

hen when Mr. Isham presented to this same board his cham- 
bered shell they would say to him: ‘‘ We don’t need to purchase 
your chambered shell, because we can get Dr. Tuttle’s high 
explosive, ‘thorite.’’’ [Laughter.] 

herefore the owners of these two inventions conceived— 
whether they were right or not I do not pretend to say—that this 
board was logins one off against the other. They made, I think, 
some kind of an agreement to at that time present their two in- 
ventions to the War Department together and not se tely. 
This they did. That was two years and more ago. t was 
the result? This House voted $100,000 for the absolute purchase 





of these two inventions. That was in the fortification bill of two 
years ago that passed this House. 

Now, then, when that bill went from this House to the Senate 
the Senate amended that provision of the bill, and instead of 
leaving an absolute provision for the purchase of these two in- 
ventions for $100,000, they made an appropriation of $100,000 for 
these two inventions, but left the purchase of them entirely in 
the option of the Secretary of War. That $100,000 is still avail- 
able, because the Secretary of War has refused to exercise his op- 
tion and make the purchase. Now let me go further; why has 
the Secretary of War refused to make this purchase? My judg- 
ment is that it was because he was not entirely satisfied with the 
Isham shell. These two inventions were tied together at that 
time by the terms of that appropriation act. He could not buy 
one without buying the other. He did not feel justified in pur- 
chasing both. Now, then, I have read into the REcorp in connec- 
tion with my remarks to-day the letter of the Secretary of War 
in which he speaks in flattering terms of the work done by the 
inventor of ‘‘thorite.’’ The Secretary of War says that in his 
judgment Congress should give to the inventor of ‘‘ thorite”’ a 
reasonable compensation. That is exactly what my amendment 

yrovides. 
: The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Washington be allowed five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from Washington be ex- 
tended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not consider that it is 
necessary for me to continue the discussion of this matter to any 
great length, but simply to state briefly what has heretofore been 
done in this connection. I believe that the mere recital of the 
record will be all that isnecessary. This House twice before this 
has placed the stamp of its approval on practically the same propo- 
sition which I am offering to-day. The first time was two years 
ago when this House voted $100,000 for the purchase of Tuttle’s 
‘*thorite’’ and Isham’s shell. 

As I said, when the matter went over to the Senate, the Senate 
changed that provision by inserting a clause leaving the purchase 
within the discretion of the Secretary of War, and the Secretary 
of War refused to exercise that discretion because, asI believe, he 
was not satisfied with the Isham shell, and not that he was not 
satisfied with the other provision relating to Dr. Tuttle’s thorite. 
The two were inseparable, and he could not take one without tak- 
ing the other, and therefore he refused to take either. 

And yet, after that time, a year ago, this House, upon my mo- 
tion, adopted an amendment to this same bill appropriating $50,000 
for the purchase of Dr. Tuttle’s thorite. We passed that by prac- 
tically a unanimous vote. When it went over to the Senate, the 
Senate committee refused to accede to it and it went out. There- 
fore I have presented to-day, as an amendment to this bill, a pro- 
vision to pay the heirs of Dr. Tuttle $25,000 for the invention and 
perfection of, what was said to be the best high explosive that was 
then known to man; a high explosive of which the War Depart- 
ment manufactured a thousand pounds and sent to the Philippine 
Islands; a high explosive that was used on the walls of Pekin; a 
high explosive which the Secretary of War says merits a payment 
to the inventor of liberal compensation. 

In closing let me say that the present owners of ‘‘ thorite”’’ are 
the widow and the children of Dr. Tuttle, who reside in the city 
of Tacoma, Wash. They will receive the benefit of our action 
to-day, and I consider it will be but part compensation and a 
tardy reward. You will observe that my amendment to-day has 
only been offered for $25,000, one-half of the amount that this 
House voted on this same proposition a year ago. My reason for 
reducing the amount one-half was in the hope that the Senate 
might accede to this matter. 

The House has twice voted in favor of this proposition, and I 
certainly think the same should be adopted to-day. I reserve the 
remainder of my time, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word. 
It is a matter that has been disputed whether Dr. Tuttle was en- 
titled to any large amount of credit, and therefore to any large 
compensation, on account of his relations to the discovery of the 
explosive called thorite. Iam not sufficiently acquainted with 
the merits of that controversy to express an opinion here upon the 
amendment that has just been offered bythe gentlemanfrom Wash- 
ington [Mr. CusHmMAN]. I doknow that the War Department has 
made careful tests of what is known as the Isham shell, which 
sustains, in the imagination of my friend from Washington, such 
an important relation to thorite, and the result of the experiment 
was that the Isham shell had an explosive capacity sufficient to 
burst any gan in which it was properly fired, and therefore is 
now out of the run, and entirely unsuited for the purpose for 
which it was claimed to be adapted. 
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Thorite has marked a distinct step in the development of ex- 
losives. It is now obsolete. It has been displaced, if it ever 
ad a permanent place, in the armament of this country. 

But I only rose, Mr. Chairman, to say one word upon another 

phase of this subject, if I can have order. a 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. Gentle- 
men in the aisles will take their seats. 4 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Not that Iam so anxious that others 
should hear me as that I shall be able to hear myself. [Laugh- 
ter.] A year ago I took occasion, when this bill was under dis- 
cussion, to refer to the charge that had been made against the 
Ordnance Department, that it was behind the times; that it was 
suffering from barnacles who are opposing the progress of events, 
and established the fact by the records of Congress and the War 
Department that the Ordnance Department had always been 
right whenever a conflict arose between it and Congress as to 
whether experiments should be made with certain projectiles, 
weapons, and explosives. 

I only rise now for the purpose of supplementing that very full 
statement, complete up to that time, with a reference to two 
recent achievements of the War Department as illustrating that 
fact and demonstrating certain things that they have contended 
for: First, the Isham shell was unfit for the purpose of modern 
warfare, and second, that they could build, what has been thought 
to be impracticable and not useful from a practical standpoint in 
military affairs, a great 16-inch gun, built upon scientific and 
mechanical principles, that have justified their theoretical design, 
with the result that they have been able to fire a projectile weigh- 
ing about 2,400 pounds, with an explosive which the Army itself 
has discovered and put into practical operation, with such ac- 
curacy as that the projectile itself went through the air with the 
exact speed that had been estimated by the Ordnance Department, 
and with the exact pressure on the interior of the gun which had 
been scientifically estimated before the firing occurred; and had 
exhibited to all the world, what had never been established as 
practical, that a great 16-inch gun could be’ manufactured at a 
reasonable figure and could become a useful part in coast fortifi- 
cations. , ; 

The history of this gun is, in brief, as follows: 

The board known as the “ Endicott board,” created by act of Congress ap- 
roved March 8, 1885, for the purpose of devising a system for the coast 
efenses of the United States, included in its scheme of defense forty-four 

16-inch guns. The Ordnance Department at once gogensied to draw up a de- 
sign for the armament called for in this report; and although later the 16-inch 
gun was, for the time being, eliminated from the scheme of defense, largely 
owing to the cost of its turret emplacement, the Ordnance Department con- 
sidered it advisable to build one such gun in order that the knowledge gained 
by such construction work mip be at hand should guns of such enormous 
power be subsequently desired. The act of Congress of May 25, 1900, appro- 
»riated $60,000 for the purpose of testing this type gun. In the summer of 
Toon this gun was completed, and received its official test in January of 1908, 
the delay being enaeed by the difficulty of securing transportation for this 
enormous mass (180 tons) from the Army Gun Factory at Watervliet Arsenal 
to the Sandy Hook proving ground. This gun was designed to fire a pro- 
jectile weighing 2,400 po 8s with a velocity of 2,300 feet per second anda 
pressure not exceeding 38,000 pounds per square inch. The Ordnance Depart- 


ment was called upon to procure a powder suitable for this gun, and it is 
gratifying to note that although there existed no gun of sufficient power to 


tested gave a velocity of 2,307 feet, with a pressure of about 37,500 pounds. 


A brief account of the recent history of the Isham shell is as 
follows: 


Under date of March 21, 1899, the Board of Ordnance and Fortification rec- 
ommended that the Chief of Ordnance procure ten 12-inch shells of Mr. 
Isham's design and two 12-inch steel plates, together with a sufficient quan- 
tity of explosive gelatine to load the ten shells; this with a view to testing 
the Isham diaphragm shell throwing high explosives. This having been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War, the Chief of Ordnance directed the purchase 
of the material desired by the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, and di- 
rected the tests to be made by the ordnance board at_the Sandy Hook proy- 
ing ground. The results of these tests are contained in the report of this 
latter board dated December 16, 1899. 

In view of the recent destruction of a 12-inch rifle in the test of this shell, 
the third and fifth paragraphs in the conclusion of the board are worthy of 
note. These are as follows: 

“3. That the Isham system is attended with danger not only on account of 
the sensitive nature of the high explosive which it is intended to use, but on 
account of the inherent weakness of the oo itself. * * * 

“5. In conclusion, the ordnance board is of the opinon that the Isham pro- 
jectile is not best adapted to the ends sought and fills no present or prospec- 
tive necessity for the service.” 

During the years 1900 and 1901 no tests were made with the Isham project- 
ile, although on March 1, 1901, there was appropriated $100,000 to enable the 
Secretary of War, in his discretion, etc., to purchase the Isham shell and 
Tuttle thorite. In November the Board of Ordnance and Fortification de- 


cided to make further tests of these shells, and requested that five Isham | 


torpedo shells be procured for test and fired from a 12-inch service rifle with 
varying pressures from 38,000 to 50,000 pounds per square inch, one of these 
shells to be first weighted with sand and without explosive charge. The 
final test of these projectiles with explosive charge was delayed by the pre- 
liminary tests of this sand-ballasted shell. On January 22, 1908, two Isham 
shells were fired from the 12-inch service rifle, the first with acharge of 500 
pounds of brown prismatic powder, giving a pressure of about 42,000 pounds 
per are inch. The second projectile was fired with a charge of 530 
poun 


s of powder and burst the gun explosively. The violence of the ex- | 


onan can be jud from the fact that fragments of the heavy gun were 

ound as much as 1,000 feet from the point of aes The bursted gun 
was worth $45,000, and the cost of the test was $16,721.86. The report of the 
Orduance Board forwarding the records of firing of these two shells contains 








no comment, the matter being properly in the hands of the Board of Ord- 
neste and Fortification. The final action of this board has not been premul- 
gated. 


I am glad to add at this point a portion of an editorial appear- 
ing in the Army and Navy Journal of January 24, 1903: 
TRIUMPH OF THE 16-INCH GUN. 


The successful trial of the 16-inch rifle at Sandy Hook un Saturday, Janu- 
ary 17, has converted into advocates for such ordnance many in and out of 
the Ordnance Corps who were, at least, doubtful as to the expediency of 
building guns of this caliber. The big gun not only realized the most san- 
guine expectations concerning it, but it furnished a complete vindication of 
the accuracy of the advance calculations of Col. J. M. Ingalls, United States 
Army, retired, as to what it would accomplish, which had been called in 
question by foreign experts. The greatest elevation of the gun on the proof 
carriage is4 degrees. Taking the initial velocity of the 2,400-pound shot at 
2,300 foot-seconds, the computation by Ingalls’s formula gave a theoretical 
range at this elevation of 6,387 yards. In the trial of the gun observations 
from the base-end stations showed an actual range of 6,350 yards, or within 
37 yards of the computed range—a difference of less than six-tenths of 1 per 
cent. Ingallscomputed the extreme range, with the same weight of shotand 
the same initial velocity, at 20.9 miles. 

Allowing the same per cent of difference and the actual maximum range 
should be 20.691 miles, or one-half of the distance between Washington and 
Annapolis. The artillery will be delighted to find Ingall’s formulas so reli- 
able. Foreign ballistic experts claimed that his calculations were some miles 
in excess of the possibilities of the gun. 

When the 16-inch gun was fired with an elevation of 1° 25’, it ranged 2,500 
yards. The loss in velocity of the 16-inch projectiles for the first 450 feet was 
not over 17 feet, or about 4 per cent of the velocity over the same initial space 


| of 450 feet. This is due to a fact which should be emphasized in this connec- 


tion—this is, that sectional density, or ratio of weight of projectile to area of 


| cross section, increases with the caliber. Comparing the sectional densities 


of the 12-inch and the 16-inch projectile, both of the same form, we find that 
they stand in the ratio of 8 to 12 in favor of the 16-inch. The maximum ordi- 
nate of the 16-inch projectile for a range of 1} miles may be rightly stated at 
$0 feet. The danger space for a battle ship includes this entire distance of 14 
miles from the muzzle and over the arc of a circle traversed by the gun. 

There is a great gain in effectiveness over the 12-inch gun, and the Chief 
of Ordnance, General Crozier, is quite correct when he states that the suc- 
cesssul performance of the 16-inch gun at Sandy Hook, if it does not lead to 
the manufacture of more guns of like caliber, will at least result in the 
building of a gunof caliber intermediate between the 16-inch and the 12-inch, 
or, say, 14 or 15 inches. This intermediate gun will probably be the next in 
order. All artillerists know what flat trajections signify and the value of 
the recorded performance of the new gun. 

We heartily congratulate Colonel Farley—we hope by the time this article 
is read, General Farley—on the triumphant conclusion of the great task he 
has had at Watervliet in completing this gun. It will bea monument to him 
and to all who have had any part in the conception, progress, and completion 
of the work now so aor brought to a conclusion. General Crozier is 
quoted as saying at the conclusion of the trial at Sandy Hook: 

“The tests that have been made to-day have demonstrated that if guns 
like this are ever needed by this country they can be turned out successfully 
here. When a gun has handled the largest charge of smokeless powder ever 

out into a gun as this one has, it is safe to say that it isan abeetute success. 
verything has worked to our satisfaction. There wasa lot of trouble mak- 
ing this gun, and there were many ways in which it might have been a fail- 
ure. The breech might have blown out or become jammed, but, thank good- 
ness, nothing did happen, and the tests have been a success. Of course 
there is a jot of work to be done yet. The bore must be measured witha 
star gauge to see if the tremendous explosion has caused any permanent ex- 
pansion. If there isany expansion beyond a few hundredths of an inch, it 
would mean the failure of the gun. This gun is something new in ordnance, 
and after to-day I can safely say that 1t has come to stay. These tests show 
one thing, and that is that this gun can be fired with accuracy so as to hit an 
enemy’s vessel at from 5 to 7 miles and can get an extreme range of as faras 
20 miles, which is much greater than any gun has ever attained.” 


During the year 1902 the following material in service was 


that | recommended by the Ordnance Department, but was not invented 
serve as a comparison in designing the grain of this powder, the first sample | 


by ordnance officers: The Ehrhardt eccentric breech block; the 
Gerdom breech mechanism for field guns; the Ehrhardt fuze; the 
Warner & Swasey telescopic sight; the Warner & Swasey range 
finder (favorably reported by a board of artillery officers). I do 
not doubt that the future history of the Ordnance Department 


| will show it to be in the same manner efficient and considerate of 


the outside inventor. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I reserved the point of 
order so that any member of the House might insist upon it, if he 
so desired. For myself I do not feel like insisting on the point 
of order. I have goneover the history of thorites; and the gentle- 
man from Washington has read the recommendation of the Board 
of Ordnance and Fortification. I have great confidence in that 
board. Itis a board to which we submit all these propositions. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman think this is subject to 
a point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is an open question, and a very close 
question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ifitisa ‘‘ very close question,’’ and a doubt- 
ful question, whether this provision is in order on this bill, and 
the gentleman having made the point of order, it strikes me that 
the proposition ought to be one extremely meritorious. very over- 
powering and strenuous, to break down the rule which has been 
adopted for the safety of legislation on these bills. 

r. HEMENWAY. I felt it my duty to reserve the point of 
order so that any member of this House might insist upon it if 
he felt so disposed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has not yet withdrawn it? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ihave not. Any member can insist upon 
the point when I get through with my statement, if he so desires. 

Dr. Tuttle discovered this explosive—thorite. At the time it 
was discovered it was conceded by the Board of Ordnance and 
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Fortifications to be the best high explosive that we had. Later 


on something better was developed. Dr. Tuttledied. This House 
passed an item on this appropriation bill providing for the pay- 
ment of $100,000 for this explosive and for the Isham shell, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War. The Secretary did not think 
it advisable to buy it; and I agree that he was right, because in 
the meantime there had been further discoyeries—a better ex- 
losive than thorite was discovered. But the Secretary of War, 
lieving that the discovery of thorite led to the discovery of the 
better explosive, thought that Dr. Tuttle ought to have some com- 
pensation, and he so states in his letter. 

Now, it is proposed by this amendment to settle the controversy 
and to pay $25,000 out of the $100,000 heretofore appropriated in 
full for all claims against the Government in connection with this 
matter. Now,it isaquestion forthe House to determine whether 
or not that ought to be done—whether or not at this time we 
ought to make this appropriation of $25,000 and settle this con- 
troversy upon payment of that amount. I have nothing further 
to say. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question before 
he takes his seat? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In the ordinary course of legislation, as I 
understand, this is a claim against the Government; is it not? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, it is such a claim as has usually 
been settled upon this bill. All claims for such inventions have 
been settled in this way. We know that yearsago it was claimed 
by civilians that when they had made a valuable invention or 
discovery, and went with it to the Ordnance Department, they 
had no chance; that the civilian was always turned down and the 
Army officer favored. Growing out of that, this Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification was provided for, composed of the Gen- 
eral of the Army, an ordnance officer, military officers, and one 


civilian, who represents and stands for the rights of civilians | 


coming before the board with inventions or discoveries. 

All such questions as this are submitted to that board, and 
their judgment taken; and it has been the rule to allow on this bill 
such compensation as this board may have determined upon for 
these inventions or discoveries. I think that, while there may 
have been exceptions, this item properly belongs here, thoug 
possibly it is subject to a point of order. I do not want to deter- 
mine that question. The Chair will have to determine it if the 
point should be insisted upon. But being in charge of this bill, 
I thought it due to the House that I should reserve the point of 
order so that any member, after hearing the explanation of the 
gentleman from Washington and such other gentlemen as have 
been heard, might insist on the point of order if it was deemed 
peepee. So far as I am concerned, I do not know that I care to 
make it. 

~~ CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman insist on his point of 
order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is renewed. Does the 
ee from Washington wish to be heard on the point of 
order? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am perhaps not the greatest 
parliamentary expert in this body. [Laughter.] I regret ex- 
ceedingly that a point of order has been raised upon my amend- 
ment. That regret isall the more keen because I fear that under 
the rules my amendmentis subject toa point of order. However, 
I call attention in ing to the statement made by the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill [Mr. Hemenway], that appropriations 
for types of ordnance and explosives are usually and ordinarily 
upon this bill—the fortification bill. Therefore a claim for com- 
pensation growing out of a matter of that character should 
certainly, as a matter of common sense, be presented by way of 
amendment to this bill, because the men in charge of this bill are 
the men who have the knowledge of the subject under dis- 
cussion. 

My amendment simply seeks to make an appropriation in line 
with other appropriations of a similar character that have been 
made on this same bill in times gone by. I trust I have made 
this matter perfectly clear to the Chair that this point of order 
can not be sustained. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. e point of order is sustained. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I rise toa parliamentaryinquiry. I under- 
stood the Chair to sustain the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustained the point of order on 
the ground that this is not an appropriation for carrying on the 
expenses of the Government for the next fiscal year. 

r. HEMENWAY. I move that the Committee of the Whole 
rise and report the bill with a recommendation that it pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HEPBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Stevens of Minnesota 


that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 17046) mak- 
ing appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, 
for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes, and had directed 
him to report the same back without amendment and with the 
recommendation that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 
rt on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


ill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up a conference report, 
which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the statement of the conferees only be read and that the read- 
ing of the report be omitted. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the statement only be read and that the reading of 
the report be omitted. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement of the conferees. 

[For statement and conference report see page 2358. ] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, unless there are some ques- 
tions which gentlemen desire to ask, or anless some one desires to 
discuss the a I move its adoption. 

Mr, MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). Does the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How much time doesthe gentleman want? 

Mr. MAHON. I would like about five minutes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker,I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I simply rise to make a statement 
in reference to the business set apart for this day. This is war- 
claims day. On the Private Calendar there are 30 bills. They 
are all House bills. It would be a waste of time to attempt to 
pass these House bills, for they would never get through the Sen- 
ate before the session closes. I insisted on passin § the joint reso- 
lution and informed the parties who had opposed it that if they 
would allow this joint resolution to go through, which di 
of some 38 bills on the Private Calendar which, together with the 
25 already passed, make over 100 bills, as chairman of that com- 
mittee, I was satisfied. Now, I hope that there will be no effort 
made to go into the Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
consideration of these bills on the Private Calendar. If that is 
done, I shall insist on the bills being taken up in their regular 
order. They are House bills, and they will never be passed by 
the Senate, and I ask the gentlemen who are largely interested in 
these war claims not to insiston that motion. Ithinkthe Speaker 
and the House have been ve weg Ban wd in recognizing me this 
morning to pass this resolution. e have all that we ought to 
have and should make no complaint. We can not pass every- 
thing. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, under the rules one Friday in 
every month is set apart for the consideration of war claims. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. PADGETT. During the session that day has been system- 
atically, almost, taken away from the consideration of war 
claims and something else substituted. This is the day set apart 
for this war-claims business. Why should we not do the busi- 
ness which is set apart for this day? . 

Mr. MAHON. We did. 

Mr. PADGETT. We did not so far. We were entitled to all 
of to-day to consider our claims and then take our chances of 
getting them through the Senate. By what authority does the 
gentleman say that we can not pass the bills in the Senate? 

Mr. MAHON. In reply tothe gentleman I will say that the 
Committee on War Claims is unanimous in its opposition to the 
balance of this day being consumed in the consideration of war 
claims. This House permitted 88 bills to go through this morn- 
ing. They were on the Calendar. We were permitted to 
them in a few minutes. Now, you could have spent a whole 
week of the time of this House and could not have passed those 
bills one at a time. 

Mr. PADGETT. The House passed that resolution in commit- 
tee and the time was consumed a month ago, and under the order 
of procedure of business it would not have required this morning 
over ten minutes to pass that bill. Now, why should we not go 
— with the business that was given to us this day under the 
rules? 

Mr. MAHON. Because this House by unanimous consent or 
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Banking and Currency 
the right of way, as the gentleman will see if he looks at his 
order of business. 

Mr. PADGETT. The rule does not give it right of way. It 
allows it to be called up by the committee. 


by rule adopted gives the Committee on 


Mr. MAHON. Yes; any time. 

Mr. PADGETT. But the House has the right, under the rule, 
to proceed with the consideration of this business. 

Mr. MAHON. I will simply state to the House that all of the 
Committee on War Claims are satisfied with the arrangement the 
chairman made, for we get this day 85 bills out of this Calendar; 
and if this motion is made to go into Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar, I ask 
the House to vote it down. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
conference report. 

Mr. SNODGRASS rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman rise? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I rise to ask a question of the chairman of 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on War Claims how many bills are on the Calendar 
now from the Senate? 

Mr. MAHON. A great number of them, but there are a large 
number of House bills before them. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Could we not have time to consider the 
Senate bills to-day? 

Mr. MAHON. No; we have to take them up in their order. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Did the gentleman make any effort to se- 
cure time for the consideration of Senate bills? 

Mr. MAHON. No; because you must take up the bills as they 
are on the Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAy] a question or two. 
I should like to know if he can state the number of salaries which 
are increased by this bill and the amounts? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That information should be obtainable 
from the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I thought the gentleman could make 
a brief statement. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There are very few salaries raised by the 
Senate. I do not think the report gives the exact number, but 
very few as compared with the number of salaries in the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. FOWLER. I movethat the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering House 
bill 16228, and pending that motion, 1 ask for the recognition of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER], on the part 
of the other side, for division of the time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Jersey 
moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
House bill 16228. 

Mr. Speaker—— 


For what purpose does the gen- 


Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. PADGETT. I rose to make a parliamentary inquiry, but 
it is now too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. PADGETT. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gen- 
tleman that the motion while stated has not yet been put. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to raise the question of considera- 
tion upon this bill, 

Mr. PADGETT. I want to ask if it would be in order to make 
a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of claims reported from the Commit- 
tee on War Claims? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would. 

Mr. PADGETT. I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
oe House for the consideration of claims on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PAYNE. I rise toa question of order. That can not be 
entertained after the motion of the gentleman from New Jersey 
has been made until that is voted down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state to the 


The gentleman will state it. 


gentleman from New York that the precedents are all in favor 
of the motion made by the gentleman from Tennessee, as being 
of a higher character on this day, under the rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. After the motion has already been made by the 
gentleman from New Jersey? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. The two motions 
being pending, the Chair is bound to put that which is of the 
higher privilege. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New York that it has been so ruled many times. The question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. ane : 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that he was in doubt. 

On a division there were—ayes 53, noes 83. 

Mr. PADGETT. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker pro tempore appointed 
Mr. FOWLER and Mr. PApDGETT. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 77. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for the yeas and nays, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 96, nays 122, 
answering ‘‘ present’ 10, not voting 123; as follows: 


YEAS—96. 

Adamson, Finley, Lloyd, Shallenberger, 
Allen, Ky. Fitzgerald, McAndrews, Sheppard, 
Ball, Tex. Flood, McLain, Sims, 
Bankhead, Foster, Il. McRae, Slayden, 
Bartlett, Gaines, Tenn. Maddox, Small, 

Bell, Goldfogle, Mahoney, Smith, Il. 
Benton, Gooch, Miers, Ind. Smith, Ky. 
Billmeyer, Gordon, Moon, Smith, H. C. 
Bowie, Griffith, Padgett, Snodgrass, 
Brantley, Hay, Pou, Snook, 
Breazeale, Henry, Tex. Randell, Tex. Spight, 
Burgess, Hooker, Ransdell, La. Stark, 
Burleson, Howard, Reid, Stephens, Tex, 
Caldwell, Johnson, Rhea, Sulzer, 
Candler, Jones, Va. Richardson, Tenn. Tate, 
Cassingham, Kitchin, Claude Rixey, Thomas, N.C, 
Clayton, Kitchin, Wm. W. Robb, Thompson, 
Conry, Kleberg, Robertson, La, Trimbie, 
Cooney, Klattz, Robinson, Ind. Underwood, 
Cowherd, Latimer, Rucker, Vandiver, 
Crowley, Lester, Russell, Wiley, 
Dayton, Lever, Ryan, Williams, Ml. 
Dougherty, Lewis, Ga. Scarborough, Williams, Miss, 
Feely, Little, Shackleford, Zenor. 

NAYS—122. 

Adams, Foerderer, Kyle, Reeder, 
Aplin, oss, Lacey, Reeves, 
Bishop, Foster, Vt. Landis, Scott, 

Boutell, Fowler, Lawrence, Shelden, 
Bowersock, Gaines, W. Va. Lewis, Pa. Showalter, 
Brandegee, Gardner, Mass, Loud, Sibley, 
Bromwell, Gardner, Mich. Lovering, Smith, Iowa 
srownlow, Gardner, N. J McCleary, Smith, 8. W. 
Burk, Pa. Gibson, McLachlan, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gill, Mahon, Sperry, 
Burkett, Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, Steele, 
Burton, Gillett, Mass. Martin, Stevens, Minn. 
Butler, Pa. Graff, Metcalf, Stewart, N. J. 
Calderhead, Graham, Miller, Sutherland, 
Cannon, Greene, Mass. Minor, Tawney, 
Capron, Grosvenor, Moody, Tayler, Ohio 
Cassel, Grow, Morgan, Thayer, 
Conner, Hamilton, Morrell, Thomas, Iowa 
Corliss, Haskins, Mudd, Tirrell, 
Cousins, Hangen, Needham, Van Voorhis, 
Cromer, Heatwole, Nevin, Wachter, 
Crumpacker, Hedge, Olmsted, Wadsworth, 
Currier, Henry, Conn. Otjen, Wanger, 
Curtis, Hepburn, Overstreet, Warner, 
Dalzell, Hill, Palmer, Warnock, 
Davidson, Hitt, Parker, Watson, 
Dick, Howell, Patterson, Pa. Woods, 
Draper, Hull, Payne, Wright, 
Driscoll, Jenkins, Perkins, Young. 

Esch, Jones, Wash, Powers, Mass. 

Evans, Ketcham, Prince, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ’’—10. 
Bartholdt, Deemer, Glass, Pugsley. 
Cochran, Fox, McClellan, 
Coombs, Gilbert, Mann, 
NOT VOTING—123. 

Acheson, Broussard, Davis, Fla. Griggs, 
Alexander, Brown, De Armond, Hanbury, 
Allen, Me, Brundidge, Dinsmore, Hemenway, 
Babcock, Bull, Douglas, Henry, Miss. 
Ball, Del. oumtee, Dovener, Hildebrant, 
Barney, Burnett, Dwight, Holliday, 
Bates, Butler, Mo. Eddy, Hopkins, 
Beidler, Clark, Edwards, Hughes, 
Bellamy, Connell, Elliott, Irwin, 
Belmont, Cooper, Tex. Emerson, Jack, 
Bingham, Cooper, Wis. Flanagan, Jackson, Kans, 
Blackburn, Creamer, Fleming, Jackson, Md. 
Blakeney, Cushman, Fletcher, Jett, 
Boreing, Dahle, Fordney, Joy, 

Brick, Darragh, Glenn, Kahn, 
Bristow, Davey, La. Green, Pa. Kehoe, 
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Kern, Maynard, Powers, Me. Storm, 

Knapp, Mercer, Richardson, Ala. Sulloway, 
Knox, ~ Meyer, La. Roberts, Swann, 

Lamb, Mickey, Robinson, Nebr. Swanson, 
Lassiter, Mondell, Ruppert, Talbert, 
Lessler, Morris, Schirm, Taylor, Ala. 
Lindsay, Moss, Selby, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Littauer, Mutchler, Shafroth, Tompkins, Ohio 
Littlefield, Naphen, Shattuc, Vreeland, 
Livingston, Neville, Sherman, Weeks, 

Long, Newlands, Skiles, Wheeler, 
Loudenslager, Norton, Southard, White, 

McCall, Patterson, Tenn. Southwick, Wilson, 
McCulloch, Pearre, Sparkman, Wooten, 
McDermott, Pierce, Stewart, N. Y. 


So the motion was lost. 

The following pairs were announced: 

For the balance of the session: 

Mr. McCatu with Mr. McCLeELLan. 

Mr. DayTon with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Mr. Coomss with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MUTCHLER. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. BELMONT. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Jack with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. DwiGcut with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. EDWARDS. 

Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SPARKMAN,. 

Mr. HopxKuins with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. Gass. 

Mr. Lone with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. ELLiorr. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT, until Monday. 

For this day: 

Mr. MANN with Mr. Jerr. 

Mr. DOVENER with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. STEWART of New York with Mr. Linpsay. 

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. ForRDNEY with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. Irwin with Mr. McCuL.Locn. 

Mr. LESSLER with Mr. NaPHEN. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. RicHarpDsoN of Alabama. 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. NEVILLE. 

Mr. MonDELL with Mr. Patrerson of Tennessee. 

Mr. ScuirM with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. PEARRE with Mr. Rosrnson of Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN of Maine with Mr. SELBY. 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. Swann. 

Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. SuLLOWAY with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. WILsoN. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. WoorTen. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. Batu of Delaware with Mr. BELLAMY, 

Mr. Joy with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. BaRNEY with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. Bates with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. BorEING with Mr. BuTLer of Missouri. 

Mr. LirrLEFIELD with Mr. DE ARMOND. 

Mr. Brick with Mr. CREAMER. 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. Davis. 

Mr. Brown with Mr. FLANAGAN. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. GLENN. 

Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. Jackson of Kansas. 

Mr. DovuGLas with Mr. LAssITER. 

Mr. FLETCHER with Mr. KEHOE. 

On this vote: 

Mr. HuGuHes with Mr. KErn. 

Mr. RoBerts with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. BuLu with Mr. Gricas. 

Mr. CusHMAN with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. Storm with Mr. CocHRAN. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New Jersey, that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? ; ’ 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to raise the question of considera- 
tion on the bill on which it is now asked t the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. FOWLER. On that I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only way the gentleman can 
get at that is to vote down the motion. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I do not 
understand that to be the rule. If the Chair will indulge me a 
moment, I desire to raise the question of consideration upon this 
bill. This bill is before the House by reason of a rule reported on 
the 16th instant by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dat- 
ZELL] who now occupies the chair as Speaker protempore. That 
rule provides that ‘‘ House bill 16288, a bill providing for the is- 
sue and circulation of national-bank notes, shall have for the 
remainder of this session the same privilege that the rules give 
to bills reported by committees under the privilege given leave to 
report at any time.’’ That report is found on page 2456 of the 
record of the proceedings of the House of February 16. 

In answer to an inquiry by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Hep- 
BURN], as follows: 

If this rule is adopted, is it not true that all other business, except privi- 
leged business, can displaced by this bill, and will be the special order in 
the absence of others? 

Mr. DALZELL answered: 

It can be called up at any time, 


Mr. HEPBURN inquired: 

And no other business can be transacted except by unanimous consent? 
Mr. DALZELL answered: 

Oh, yes; the question of consideration can be raised. 


Further on the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcEY] made this 
inquiry of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who presented the 
rule. Mr. Lacey said: 

I want to ask the gentleman whether the consideration of this bill can be 
questioned on any day? 

And Mr. DALZELL replied: 

Undoubtedly. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that the distinguished member 
of the Committee on Rules of this House, on the floor of this 
House, in presenting this rule, would not have made answer so 
positively and unequivocally to the distinguished members on 
that side of the House, or to any member on this side of the 
House, unless he felt he wasright. This bill, as I understand it, 
and I shall not take the time of the House to quote precedents, or 
suggest any precedent to the Chair, because I am fully aware of 
the fact that the Chair is much more familiar with the parlia- 
mentary rules and customs of the House than I am, andif he has 
not the precedents by him, the able clerk of the Speaker, who is 
now at his hand, will give them to him—but this bill is given 
simply a privilege that any other bill has that comes from a com- 
mittee which has the right to reportat anytime. If the commit- 
tee were the Committee on Contested Elections, if it came from 
that committee—a committee of the highest privilege—we could 
raise the question of consideration. If it came from the great 
Committee on Ways and Means, we could raise the question of 
consideration. 

If it came from the Committee on eee or any other 
of the great committees of this House, the House always has the 
right to determine whether or not it will consider any measure 
coming from those committees before the House, unless it is 
bound down and gagged by that modern invention by modern 
Congresses which aims to destroy the will of the House, namely, 
a rule reported from the Committee on Rules, which undertakes 
to prevent the House from exercising its will on anysubject. But 
even the Committee on Rules has only given this Committee on 
Banking and Currency the right to call up for consideration this 
bill atany time. It simply puts it on the plane of other great 
committees, so that if the House desires to consider it you can 
have it, and if it does not desire to consider it we can vote the 
consideration down. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iam always delighted to yield to my friend 
from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand, this is a motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the of considering this bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. oan. 

Mr. MANN. _I will ask the gentleman whether the House may 
not easily decide the question of consideration by voting upon 
that motion? If it does not wish to go into Committee of the 
Whole, does it not decide the question of consideration by voting 
on the motion? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will answer the gentleman frankly, yes. 
But I prefer for the House to determine whether it will consider 
this bill and thus end it or not and not simply decide to resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House now and waste 
the balance of this day upon a bill which I know, and which the 
gentleman knows, will never become a law at this session. 
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Mr. MANN. And which the gentleman from Illinois hopes 
will not become a law at all. dy th 

Mr. BARTLETT. I join with the gentleman from [linois in 
that hope. wes 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iam always glad to yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the gentleman from Georgia aware that, 
where there is a motion to go into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of a bill, then the only way to prevent its con- 
sideration is to vote down that motion; that the question of con- 
sideration can not be entertained by the House in any other 
way? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand it may have been so held, but 
my authority for my position is greater than that of the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York; it is the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania who now occupies the Chair, and I 
appeal from the judgment of the gentleman from New York to 


Mr. PAYNE. Well,I acceptitnow. Letthe gentleman from 
Pennsylvania decide. 

Mr. BARTLETT. He has to decide it,of course. [Laughter.] 
I was simply undertaking to recall to the attention of this House 
and of the gentleman from Pennsylvania the frank and candid 
statement which that gentleman made to this House when we 
adopted this rule, and I undertake tosay that the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania on that occasion did not undertake or desire to mis- 
lead the members on this floor by anything he may have said in 
the presentation of this resolution to the House. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Doesthe gentleman from Georgia 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Most assuredly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Georgia to an authority which perhaps he will respect, be- 
cause it comes from the late Speaker Crisp, of his own State, and 
is upon this very point. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will gladly hear the authority. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is that a motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole does in effect raise the question of consideration, and, 
that motion having been made, it can not be raised otherwise. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will gladly hear the authority, of course. 

Mr. OLMSTED (reading): 

On Febuary 7, 1894, Mr. Richard P, Bland, of Missouri, presented as a mat- 
ter of privilege the bill (H. R. 4956) directing the coinage of the silver bullion 
held in the Treasury, and for other Pezposes. heretofore reported from the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and the sume was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. Bland moved that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to consider said bill. 

Mr. Charles Tracey, of New York, demanded that the question of consid- 
eration be put. 

The Speaker held that it was not in order to demand the question of con- 
sideration against the motion of Mr. Bland, opposition to the consideration 
of the proposed measure being available by voting down the pending motion. 

The language of Mr. Speaker Crispin making this decision will 
be found reported in Mr. Hinds’s excellent work on Parliamentary | 
Precedents, page 448, section 835. 

The motion of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FowLER] 
is that the House do now resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
this bill. The decision of the House upon that motion of itself | 
determines the question of consideration which my friend from 
Georgia seeks to raise in another and unparliamentary way as 
applied to this bill. 

r. BARTLETT. That was a Democratic House, and we then 
had Democratic precedents. Now it is a Republican House, and 
we have the precedents of a Republican Speaker or a Republican 
presiding officer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no difference between 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] and the Chair on 
this question, except a difference of form. The present occu- 
pant of the chair stated the other day on the floor of the House 
that the question of consideration could be raised on this bill. 
Now, there are two methods of raising the question of considera- 
tion. One of them applies to bills on the House Calendar and 
the other to bills on the Union Calendar. As to bills on the 
House Calendar, the question of consideration is raised directly 
by an.appeal to the House, the bill being in the House. As to 
bills that are in the custody of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union and on the Union Calendar, the 
question is raised by voting down the motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole, in which committee the bill is pending. So 
that it is perfectly apparent that between the attitude of the 
present occupant of the chair in his ruling now and his attitude 
while on the floor the other day there is no possible inconsist- 
ency. 

r. BARTLETT. I accept the decision of the Chair. 








the judgment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. ace) B 
| 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fow.er], that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of House bill 16228. 

The question being taken, there were (on a division called for 


by Mr. BARTLETT and others)— ayes 84, noes 75. 


Mr. BARTLETT: Mr. Speaker, upon such a close vote I de- 


mand tellers. 
Mr. FOWLER. 


I'demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 80, 
answered ‘‘ present’’ 16, not voting 128; as follows: 


Aplin, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Bishop, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
rick, 
Bromwell, 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Davidson, 
Dick, 
Draper, 
Driscoll, 
Esch, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Burkett, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
De Armond, 
Dougherty, 


Acheson, 
Bowie, 
Coombs, 


| Deemer, 


Adams, 
Alexander, 
Alien, Me. 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Barney, 
Beidler, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burgess, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burleigh, 
Burnett, 
Butler, Mo. 


YEAS—118. 
Gaines, W. Va. Littlefield, 
Gardner, Mich. Lovering, 
Gardner, N. J. McCleary, 
Gibson, McLachlan, 
Gill, Mahon, 
Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, 
Gillett, Mass. Martin, 
Graff, Mercer, 
Greene, Mass. Metcalf, 
Grosvenor, Miller, 
Hamilton, Minor, 
Haskins, Moody, 
Haugen, Morgan, 
Heatwole, Mudd, 
Hedge, Needham, 
Henry, Conn. Nevin, 
as Olmsted, 
Hill, Otjen, 
Hitt, Overstreet, 
Holliday, Palmer, 
Howell, Patterson, Pa. 
Hughes, Payne, 
Huil, Pearre, 
Jenkins, Perkins, 
Jones, Wash. Powers, Mass. 
Ketcham, Prince, 
Kyle, Reeder, 
Lacey, Richardson, Tenn. 
Lawrence, Scott, 
Lewis, Pa. Sheilden, 

NAYS—89. 
Feely, McLain, 
Finley, McRae, 
Fitzgerald, Maddox, 
Foster, Ill. Mahoney, 
Gooch, Miers, Ind, 
Gordon, Moon, 
Hay, Norton, 
Henry, Tex. Pou, 
Howard, Randell, Tex. 
Jackson, Kans. Ransdell, La. 
Johnson, Reid, 
Jones, Va. Rhea, 
Kern, Rixey, 
Kitchin, Claude Robb, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Robertson, La. 


Kleberg, Robinson, Ind. 
Kluttz, Rucker, 
Latimer, Russell, 
Lester, Ryan, 
Lever, Scarborough, 
Little, Shackleford, 
Lloyd, Shallenberger, 
McAndrews, Sheppard, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—16. 
Fox, Griggs, 
Gilbert, opkins, 
Glass, Lewis, Ga. 
Griffith, McClellan, 
NOT VOTING—128. 
Dahle, Irwin, 
Darragh, Jack, 
Davey, La. Jackson, Md. 
Davis, Fla. Jett, 
Dayton, Joy, 
Dinsmore, Kahn, 
Douglas, Kehoe, 
Dovener, Knapp, 
Dwight, Knox, 
Eddy, Lamb, 
Edwards, Landis, 
Elliott, Lassiter, 
Emerson, Lessler, 
Flanagan, Lindsay, 
Fleming, Littauer, 
Fletcher, Livingston, 
Flood, Long, 
Foerderer, Loud, 
Fordney, Loudenslager, 
Foster, Vt. McCall, 
Gaines, Tenn. McCulloch, 
Gardner, Mass. McDermott, 
Glenn, Maynard, 
Goldfogle, Meyer, La. 
Graham, Mickey, 
Green, Pa. Mondell, 
Grow, Morris, 
Hanbury, Moss, 
Hemenway, Mutchler, 
Henry, Miss. Naphen, 
Hildebrant, Neville, 
Hooker, Newlands, 


Showalter, 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H.C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thayer, 
Tirrell, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warnock, 
Weeks, 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 

Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 

Tate, 

Thomas, N. C, 
Thompson, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


Mann, 

Morrell, 
Padgett, 
Pugsley. 


Parker, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pierce, 

Powers, Me. 
Reeves, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Roberts, 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
Schirm, 

Selby, 
Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 

Skiles, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Storm, 

Swann, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 

Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Warner, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, 
White, 

Wilson, 
Wooten. 
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For the session: 

Mr. BRowNLOW with Mr. Pierce. 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. Parker of New Jersey with Mr. Gatnzs of Tennessee. 

Mr. LAnpIs with Mr. Bowiz. 

Mr. BouTeELu with Mr. GricGs. 

Mr. Curtis with Mr. BuRGEss. 

Mr. SIBLEY with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. Hooker. 

Mr. THomas of Iowa with Mr. Linpsay. 

Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. GOLDFOGLE, 

Mr. Storm with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. ScuirM with Mr. NEVILLE. 

For this vote: 

Mr. Buu with Mr. PapGeEtt. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. MorreE.u with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, I voted “‘no,’’ but I was paired 
with the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Lanpis. It was my mis- 
take and I desire to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the gentle- 
man. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Bowre, and he answered 
** present.”’ 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I voted by mistake. I was 
paired with Mr. Watson and I wish to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will call the gentle- 
man. 

The name of Mr. GRIFFITH was called, and he answered “ pres- 


ent.”’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
change my vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the gentle- 
man. 

The name of Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee was called and he 
voted ‘‘aye.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 
118, the nays 89, answering present 14. The ayes have it. Ac- 
cordingly, the House resolves itself—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the House has passed that motion. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr.Speaker,I make the point of order that 
that is a dilatory motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A motion to reconsider is 
not a dilatory motion. I have never heard of a motion to recon- 
sider being dilatory. Certainly, the House hasa right to reconsider 
its vote. 

_ SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks that he has 
made a mistake in putting that motion. The House has already 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAY. But the Chair has not yet announced it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did announce it, and 
was interrupted by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricu- 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: | 


ARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But after the motion toad- 
journ has been submitted—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will look at the 
precedents. 


Mr. HAY. The Chair had already ruled on the point of order. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I find that Iam paired with Mr. 
BovTsE.1, and I would like to withdraw my vote. I voted “no.” 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will call the gentleman. 

The name of Mr. GriGGs was called, and he answered *‘ present.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of any precedent, 
the Chair is of opinion that the House having determined to re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the announcement having been partially made, the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia is not in order. 

Mr. HAY. From that decision, Mr. Speaker, I most respect- 
fully appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that he 
now finds he is sustained by precedent. The Chair will call the 
gentleman’s attention to w has been called to his attention. 
The Chair will state to the gentleman from Virginia that this very 
question was upon by Mr. Speaker Carlisle in the Forty- 


ninth Congress, and he held that the House having determined 
by a yea-and-nay vote to resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, a motion to adjourn was 
not in order. 


Mr. HAY. Lrespectfully appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. FOWLER. I make the point of order that that is clearly 
dilatory—the a from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. GROSVE OR. I make the point of order that the Chair 
having announced that the House had resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the 
mere announcement of the Chair afterwards that he would not 
entertain another motion, or a motion to adjourn, is not a decision 
that can be appealed from, because the House had already discon- 
tinued its existence by the declaration of the Chair. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, on that proposition it is 
clear that the House has not surrendered itself to the Committee 
of the Whole until the Speaker announces whom he calls to the 
chair and is ready to surrender the gavel, which has not been 
doneinthiscase. The House still has control of its own decisions, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The House could not know 
what the Chair was going to decide. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it in the power of the Speaker to con- 
tinue the business of the House after the House has resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House? That settles that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; but it is still in the power of the 
House to act. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Housecould act, but the Speaker can 
not. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Until the Speaker announces whom he 
calls to the chair the House is not in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to hear 
the gentleman from Ohio. The parliamentary situation is now 
that the gentleman from Virginia made a motion to adjourn. 
The Chair has held that that motion is not in order, and from 
oe decision of the Chair the gentleman from Virgiania has ap- 
pealed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, my point of order is this—it is a 
very simple one: The House agreed to the resolution to go into 
| the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of a certain bill. The Chair announced that 
the ayes had it, and that the House had so resolved itself. There- 
upon a motion to adjourn was made. That motion was not in 
order. The rule is well laid down here, and is a part of the rules 
of the House. Thereupon an appeal was proposed from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

My point is that the Chair has no authority to entertain the ap- 
peal, because the result of that appeal would be to negative the 
action of the House already taken, and the only thing that the 
Chair could do was to announce the name of the presiding officer 





of the Committee of the Whole. If that were not so the Chair 
might refuse to allow the House to go into Committee of the 
| Whole. In other words, the body itself has put an end to its ex- 
istence for the purpose of a motion to adjourn, and the Chair has 
no power to entertain a motion that if carried would render nuga- 
tory the action of the House itself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, in answer to what the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has said, I simply wish to call the attention 
| of the Chair to this fact: There must bea time and a definite 
time when we are in the House and when we are in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Now, the House may by a vote resolve todo a 

certain act, but as long as the Speaker occupies that chair the 
mace is on the stand and we are in the House. And if any man 
is guilty of disorderly conduct while the Speaker is in the chair 
| and the mace is on the stand, the House can punish him for that 
| disorderly conduct: whereas if the Speaker had left the chair and 
the mace had left the stand we would be in the Committee of the 
Whole, and to punish a member for disorderly conduct we would 
have to rise and go back into the House. 

Now, as it stands this minute, if I was guilty of disrespect, the 
Speaker is in the chair and the Sergeant-at-Arms could come here 
and put me under arrest forthat disrespect. But when the Speaker 
calls a Chairman of the Committee of the Whole to occupy that 
chair, that power ceases, and the Chairman does not have the 
privilege of asserting that power. So there is a definite time 
when that power ceases and when it does not. Now. I say it is 
clear that there can be but one time, and that is when the Speaker 
_of the House announces the decision of the House and calls a 

member from this floor to occupy the chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And vacates the chair. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Alabama—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To the fact that when the Speaker has 
announced that the motion is agreed to, the rule is imperative 
upon him that he shall leave the chair. Now, can an officer, by 
refusing to obey the rule, confer a function upon himself that he 
would not have and could not have exercised if he had instantly 
obeyed the rule of the House? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why, certainly, there is one thing that 
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the Chair could absolutely do, and I will call the attention of the 
Chair to it now, showing that he has not surrendered his author- 
ity. A motion to reconsider was made, a parliamentary motion. 
There might be some good reason why, after we had determined 
to resolve the House into Committee 6f the Whole, that a motion 


to reconsider might lie and the Chair believe it not dilatory. 
He ruled this out of order, because he said it was dilato But 
suppose, in the opinion of the Chair, the Speaker had deter- 


mined that the motion was not a dilatory motion. Was it not 
yet within the power of the House to reconsider the other vote, 
to reconsider the vote by which we determined to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and recall the power of the House? Why, 
certainly. 

Mr. FINLEY. Iwould like to ask the gentleman this question: 
Even assuming that the Chair had made his announcement, would 
it not still be in order to demand a recapitulation of the vote to 
verify it, and could that demand be made except in the House? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, if we were in committee, the rule 
of the committee requires a different proceeding. 

Mr. FINLEY. Would not the fact of the demand. if a call of 
the House was made, carry with it the fact that we were still in 
the House? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ido not hear the gentleman's question 
sufficiently well to understand it. 

Mr. FINLEY. I meana call fora recapitulation of the vote 
for the purpose of verifying the vote. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That would have to be done before the 
vote was announced. But I was, Mr. Speaker, showing that it 
was in the power of the House to reconsider, if the Chair believes 
it is not a dilatory motion. Why, then, there is power left with 
the Speaker, and the Speaker has not surrendered his functions. 
Therefore, if he is stil cupying the functions of Speaker, he 
might make a mistake in ruling, and the House has the right to 
determine that question, and the right of appeal lies up to the 
time that he announces that the House has resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole and calls a member to the chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, the Chair was about 
to announce the vote when the gentleman from Tennessee moved 
to reconsider. Somebody on that side made the point of order 
that the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee was dilatory, 
and the Chair sustained the point of order. Well, if the conten- 
tion which is now made by the gentleman from Ohio is correct, 
the Chair had no right then to sustain the point of order, or to 
entertain the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, or to 
announce the motion as dilatory. That being the case, I moved 
that the House adjourn, before the Speaker had proceeded fur- 
ther to state who he was to call to the chair or to make any other 
statementin regard toit. Somebody made the point of order that 
my motion to adjourn was a dilatory motion, and I therefore 
appealed from the decision of the Chair. It does seem to me that 
the House has the right to vote as to what particular period or 
any particular period when we shall adjourn. When we are in 
the House a member has the right to make the motion to ad- 
journ, and itis plain that my motion was not dilatory, because it 
is now twenty minutes past 4 o’clock. I do not think it is dila- 
tory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House having determined 
by a vote of 118 to 89 to resolve itself into Committee of the 

ole House on the state of the-Union, the Chair proceeded to 
announce that the ayes had it, and was going to make the further 
formal announcement, when interrupted by the gentleman from 
Tennessee with a motion to reconsider. The point of order was 
made that the gentleman’s motion was dilatory; and in view of 
ie had taken place prior thereto the Chair sustained the point 
of order. 

Now, whatever may be the theoretical view of the functions of 
the Speaker at that stage of the proceedings, there is no doubt 
at all that he still continued de facto to be exercising the func- 
tions of the Speaker; and the clerk to the Speaker’s table informs 
the Chair that a great many Speakers—Mr. Carlisle, Mr. Keifer, 
and the present Speaker of the House—have entertained points 
of order at that stage of the proceedings. 

The Chair is clearly of the opinion that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to adjourn is out of order, and has so de- 
cided; but, having thus far exercised the function of Speaker, and 

on the question of order, it seems to him that when the 
appeal has been taken it must be entertained. The Chair will 
put the question. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HAY. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 69, 


Mr. HAY. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 74, 
answered ‘‘ present’’ 17, not voting 150, as follows: 


Aplin, 
Barney, 
Bates, 
Bishop, 


Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Davidson, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 
Draper, 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Bankhead, 
eens, 


Billmeyer, 
Breazeale, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 

De Armond, 
Dougherty, 
Feely, 
Fitzgerald, 


Bowie, 
Coombs, 
Finley, 
Fox, 
Glass, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bartholdt, 
Beidler, 


Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brown 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 


Burk. Pa. 


YEAS—110. 
Esch, Latimer, 
Evans, Lawrence, 
Foss, Lewis, Pa. 
Fowler, Loud, 
Gardner, Mass. Loudenslager, 
Gardner, Mich. Lovering, 
Gardner, N. J. McCleary, 
Gill, McLachlan, 
Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, 
Graff, Marshall, 
Graham, Martin, 
Grosvenor, Miers, Ind. 
Hamilton, Miller, 
Haskins, Moody, 
Hedge, Morrell, 
Hemenway, Mudd, 
Henry, Conn, Needham, 
TaReeee Nevin, 
Hill, Olmsted, 
Hitt, Otjen, 
Holliday, Overstreet, 
Howell, Palmer, 
— Patterson, Pa. 
Hull, Payne, 
Jones, Wash. Pearre, 
Ketcham, Perkins, 
Kyle, Powers, Mass. 
Lacey, Prince, 
NAYS—74. 
Foster, Il. McAndrews, 
Goldfogle, Maddox, 
Gooch, Mahoney, 
Gordon, Moon, 
Hay, Randell, Tex. 
Henry, Tex. Ransdell, La. 
Howard, Rhea, 7 
Jackson, Kans. Richardson, Ala. 
Johnson, Rixey, 
Jones, Va. Robb, 
Kern, Robertson, La. 


Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Lester, 
Lever, 
Little, 
Lloyd, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT"—17. 


Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Hopkins, 
Lewis, Ga. 
McClellan, 


Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 

Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Sheppard, 


McRae, 
Mann, 
Padgett, 
Pugsley, 
Reid, 


NOT VOTING—150. 


Curtis, 
Dahle, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 
Dinsmore, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Dwight, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Emerson, 
Flanagan, 
Fleming, 
Fletcher, 
Flood, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Foster, Vt. 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gibson, 


Gillett, Mass. 
Glenn, 
Green, Pa. 
Greene, Mass. 


Jenkins, 
Jett, 
Joy, 
Kahn, 
eae, 
napp, 
Knox, 
Lamb, 
Landis, 
Lassiter, 
Lessler, 
Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Livingston, 
Long, 
McCall, 
McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
Maynard, 
Mercer, 
Metcalf, 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Morgan, 
Morris, 
Moss. 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Parker, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pierce, Tenn. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee, 


On this vote: 


Mr. CONNER with Mr. McLarn. 


Mr. METOALF with Mr. WILLiAMs of Illinois. 


Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Mickry. 


Reeder, 
Reeves, 

Scott, 
Showalter, 
Smith, D1 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H.C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Southard, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 


Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Sims, 

Slayden, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 

Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 

Tate, 

Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Trimble, 
Vandiver, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


Small, 
Underwood, 


Pou, 
Powers, Me. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Roberts, 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
Schirm, 
Selby, 
Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Skiles, 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Storm, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thompson, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
Willies Tl. 
illiams, 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 








Mr. BLACKBUA&N with Mr. THompson. 

Mr. WacuTER with Mr. CRowLey. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. BENTON. 

Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. Ba. of Texas. 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. WEEKS with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Tompkins of New York with Mr. MuTcHLer. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Accordingly the House, in pursuance of its former vote, re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, with Mr. LAWRENCE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 16228) to provide for the issue and circulation of 
bank notes, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the title to the bil 





foals arel i aneie eeel 
Pe an wa rr 


j Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
; the further reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the Com- 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that 
the gentleman from Alabama has not the floor. 
4 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia calls for the 
regular order. Objection is made, and the Clerk will proceed with 
; the reading of the bill. 
5 The Clerk read as follows: 


j Be it enacted, etc., That any national bank may, with the approval of the 
i Comptroller of the Currency, take out for issue and circulation an amount 


BOE QR Ee) Pad AM fe eee ag AORN Bh 
Feet enon Me er aay martes eee 


i. of national-bank notes not exceeding 25 per cent of its — and unimpaired 
% eg a pe depositing United States bonds with the United States Treas- 
H n the manner 


rovided Pz cing law. 
i } Ec. 2. That said national-bank notes shall be furnished by the United 
} States at the expense of the respective banks issuing them, and shall be in 
the denominations of $10 and multiples thereof. 
i Sxc. 3. That before any national bank shall receive any of the bank notes 
i: referred to in this act it shall first deposit in the Treasury of the United 
Bi States as a guaranty of the payment thereof an amount of United States bonds 
or gold coin, or both, equal to 5 per cent of the amount of the notes so taken 
out, and such — shall be counted as a part of the lawful reserve of said 
bank against said notes. The interest upon said bonds shall be paid to the 
bank so depositing them, and if said bank shall retire said circulation, or any 
portion thereof, an amount of bonds or gold coin, or both, equal to 5 per 
cent of the notes so retired shall be returned to said bank: Provided, how- 
ever, That if it should be mooumeey to sell said bonds for the purposes defined 
in this act, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby autho: to dispose of 
the same and use the p rdance with the provisions of law 
herein contained. 

Sxc. 4. That every national bank taking out such notes for issue and cir- 
culation shall, on the lst days of January and July of each year, pay into the 
Treasury of the United States, in gold coin, a tax of one-quarter of 1 od 
cent Ls the average amount of such notes in actual circulation duri he 
preceding six months, and the tax so paid into the Treasury shall, with the 5 
per ae speeeee asa guaranty for the payment of the notes, constitute a 
guaranty fund. 

Sec. 5. That such notes shall be a first lien upon the assets of the respec- 
tive banks iss them, and shall be received upon deposit and for all pur- 
poses of debt and liability by every national bank at par and without any 
charge of whatsoever kind, and such notes shall be receivable for all public 
dues except duties on imports, and when so received shall be paid out again. 

Src. 6. That any national bank having notes outstanding in excess of 75 

r cent of its paid-up capital, to secure the payment of which United States 
Sonle have been deposited, may, upon the deposit of lawful money for the 
redemption of such excess, take out for circulation the notes provided for in 
this act, without reference to the limitation of $3,000,000 each month pre- 
scribed in section 9 of the act approved July 12, 1882. 

Sxc. 7. That the provisions of the law contained in section 9 of the act a 

roved July 12, 1 limiting the amount of notes that may be retired 
$000,000 in any calendar month, shall not apply to the notes taken out in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 8. That every national bank taking out such notes for issue shall 
maintain at all times the same reserve against such notes when in actual cir- 
culation as is now prescribed by law for aapeut. 

Sec. 9. That the bank notes taken out for issue in accordance with the 
provisions of this act shall be redeemed on demand in gold coin over the 
counter of the bank issuing them, and if said bank is located outside of one 
of the redemption cities hereinafter established, it shall then selecta national 
bank as its agent in a redemption city, subject to the approval of the Com 
oer of the Currency, which shall upon demand redeem said notes in gold 


coin. 

Sec. 10. That for the purposes of this act New York, Chicago, and San 
Francisco shall be redemption cities, and all the national banks redeeming 
their notes at any one of these cities shall constitute a redemption district, 
and the New York redemption district shall be known as redemption district 
No. 1, the redemption district as redemption district No. 2, and 
the Francisco redemption district as redemption district No. 3. 

Sec. 11. That if any national bank shall receive such circula notes of 
any other national bank located outside of its own district it 
them out over its own counter, but forward 

the district to which the notes belong, or 
demption city of its own district, and then they shall be returned to the bank 
issuing them or to some bank in the district to which the bank issuing them 


belongs. 
Sxc. 12. That the failure of a national bank any national-bank notes 
accordance 


that have been nm out by it in with the pro 
shall, w presentation to United States Treasury, be 
out of the ¢ guaranty fund; but the United States Treasury 
Socente Se Sa ea sneee cee ~ 28 ouistaniing aotts,and 
“oo = tank des to go into liquidation shall first 


Sec. 18. That any national 
pay into the guaranty fund an amount of gold coin equal to the amount of its 


notes then outstanding. 
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Sec. 14. That if such fund shall, for aogeeseem fall below an amount equal 
to 3 per cent of the total amount of the k notes taken out in accordance 


with the provisions of this act, the Comptroller may impose an extraordinary 


tax, not exceeding 1 — cent in any one year, upon the amount of the notes 
at the — outstanding; but such extraordinary tax shall be refunded to the 
respective 


banks whenever such repayment shall not reduce such fund below 
an amount equal to 5 per cent of all the notes outstanding. 

During the reading of the bill, and when the first paragraph 
had been read, the following occurred: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill 
by striking out ae ph. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order until after 
the reading of the bill has been concluded. 

After the completion of the reading of the bill: 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
having resumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that the committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
16228, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 9632. An act for the allowance of claims of certain citi- 
zens of Virginia for damages to their property incident to the 
encampment at Manassas and march from Camp Alger to Thor- 
oughfare Gap, Virginia, as recommended by a board of Officers 
appointed for the consideration of claims for damages to property 
by volunteer soldiers during the war with Spain; and 

H. R. 12141. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act amend- 
ing section 4708 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in 
relation to pensions to remarried widows,’’ approved March 3, 
1901. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


» By unanimous consent, Mr. SWANN was given leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in the 
case of George F. Flinn, Fifty-seventh Congress, no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. KNAPP was granted leave of ab- 
sence for two days on account of sickness in family. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock 
noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
ne were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of rare for carrying out an agree- 
ment with the Choctaws and Chickasaws—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship Washington, Aaron Foster, 
master, against The United States—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an additional estimate of appropriation for naval service— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
= a and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the resolution of the Senate (S. C. Res. 50) for print- 
ing 1,600 copies of Bills and Debates in Congress Relating to Trusts, 
prepared by the Attorney-General, reported the same without 
amendment, accom by a report (No. 3819); which said 
resolution and rt were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
resolution of the Senate (S. C. Res. 52) providing for the printing 
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of a compilation, under the direction of the Attorney-General, of 
all the laws of the several States relating to trusts, or to combina- 
tions in restraint of trade and commerce, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3820); which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
resolution of the House (H. C. Res. 65) for printing and binding 
8,000 copies of the Gazetteer of the Philippine Islands, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
8821); which said resolution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
resolution of the Senate (S. C. Res. 48) for printing 5,000 copies 
of the Reports on the Law of Civil Government under Military 
Occupation, by Charles E. Magoon, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3823); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House .(H. R. 17466) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Masonic Mutual 
Relief Association of the District of Columbia,’’ reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3824); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 65) providing for the re- 
tirement of petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3833) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15520) 
to establish a standard of value and to provide for a coinage sys- 
tem in the Philippine Islands (with Senate amendments thereto) , 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3834); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the 
Committee on Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the 
Senate (S. 6048) granting a pension to Lillian G. Elkins, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3835); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
<i following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 17481) authorizing the re- 
corder of the General Land Office to issue certified copies of pat- 
os, records, books, and papers—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 17482) for the establishment 
of a subport of entry at Newport Beach, Cal.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 17483) providing for the better 
separation ané utilization of public and private lands within the 
limits of railroad land grants in the arid and semiarid regions of 
the State of Kansas—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 17484) defining the rights 
of soldiers who enlisted in violation of the twenty-second article 
of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 17485) to remove tariff 
duties on beef and all meats and place the same on the free list— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 17486) to ratify an agree- 
ment with the Indians of the Crow Reservation, in Montana, and 
making ap ropriations to carry the same into effect—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 17491) to ratify and amend 
an agreement with the Indians of the Devils Lake Reservation, in 
North Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to carry 
the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
276) granting to the New York and Jersey Railroad Company the 
right to construct and operate an underground railway under 
land owned by the United States in the city of New York—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 
91) for printing and binding 60,000 copies of the Abstract of the 
Twelfth Census—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KNOX: A resolution of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
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ae. relating to Castle Island—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A resolution of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, favoring pensions for life savers— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CONRY: A resolution of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, favoring pensions for life savers—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 








PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 17487) to reimburse Royal 
L. Sweany, late deputy collector of internal revenue at Tacoma, 
Wash.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 17488) for the relief of the own- 
ers of the British steamship Mogul—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 17489) for the relief of the heirs of 
Nathan Spitler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 17490) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of citizens of Abilene and vicinity, 
Colorado, in opposition to the parcels-post law—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petitions of the Western Retail Imple- 
ment and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, of Abilene, Kans., and 
citizens of the Second Congressional district of Kansas, against 
the enactment of the parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of Lincoln Post, No. 1, Department of Kansas, 
Grand Army of the Republic, against erecting monuments on 
United States grounds in honor of those who fought against the 
Union—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Club, of Wichita, Kans., ask- 
ing for reciprocity with Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of E. H. Kirkholder and others for 
reduction of tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petitions of citizens of the Fifth Con- 
gressional district of Kansas, protesting against the enactment 
of a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Club, of Wichita, Kans., fa- 
voring reciprocity with Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Jacob Short, of Orange County, Fla., asking 
for the establishment of a Soldiers’ Home in the State of Florida— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Protests of numerous citizens of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, against the parcels-post law—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Hill Post, No. 159, of Middle- 
ville, Mich., Grand Army of the Republic, in support of House 
bill 17103, permitting the payment of the value of public lands to 
persons entitled to make entry upon such lands in certain cases— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Pennsylvania: Petition of F.S. Cameron and 
other citizens of Adams County, Pa., in relation to increased tax- 
ation for public roads in the vicinity of the battlefield of Gettys- 
burg—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the National Business Men’s 
League, relating to bills to suspend the coastwise navigation laws 
and to rebate duties on coal—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MILLER: Protest of citizens of the Fourth Congres- 
sional district of Kansas against the enactment of the parcels- 
post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Resolutions of the legislative board of 
the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of Pennsylvania, in favor 
of the passage of the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the same, in favor of House bill 15990, 
known as the employers’ liability bill—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the same, urging the passage of the Gros- 
venor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Adrian, Mich., for the passage of a 
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bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government | am entirely in order in making the request I have made, and that 


buildings, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Wolverine Division, No. 182, Order of Railway 
Conductors, Jackson, Mich., favoring the Foraker safety-appli- 
ance bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petitions of the Western Retail Implement 
and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, of Abilene, Kans.; also of nu- 
merous citizens of the Sixth Congressional district of Kansas, in 
opposition to the parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Lincoln Post, No. 1,Grand Army of the Re- | 
public, Department of Kansas, against the erection of monuments 
on United States grounds in honor of those who fought against 
the Union—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany House bill 
2785, for the relief of Elijah Crudgington—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York City, in relation to the ship-subsidy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of H. J. Stager, Philadelphia, Pa., in relation to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office | 
and Post-Roads. 





SENATE. 


[Continuation of session of Thursday, February 19, 1903.] 
At 11 o’clock a. m., Saturday, February 21, 1903, the recess hav- 
ing expired, the Senate reassembled in executive session. At 11 
o’clock and 20 minutes a. m. the doors were reopened. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, do we have now the regu- | 


it is not a technicality. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is only an hour to be 
given to legislative business. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will receive morning business. 

ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL, ILLINOIS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Assistant Secretary of War, submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, Il., 
$185,000, to replace a storehouse destroyed by fire February 11, 
1903; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 17046) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 9682) for the allowance of claims of certain citi- 
zens of Virginia for damages to their property incident to the 


| encampment at Manassas, and march from en to Thor- 
| oughfare Gap, Virginia, as recommended by a 


of officers 
appointed for the consideration of claims for damages to property 
by volunteer soldiers during the war with Spain; and 

A bill (H. R. 12141) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act amend- 


lar order of morning business—the presentation of petitions, the | ing section 4708 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in 
reports of committees, the introduction of bills and joint resolu- | relation to pensions to remarried widows,” approved March 3, 


tions, and so forth—or is it in order to ask unanimous consent for | 1902. 


the present consideration of a bill? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As to this legislative day, the | 
regular morning hour has expired, and the Senate is simply now | 


in legislative session. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iask unanimous consent for the present 


consideration of the bill (H. R. 16) to provide for the erection of | 
| Church o 


a bronze equestrian statue to the memory of the late Brig. Gen. 
Count Casimir Pulaski at Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PENROSE. Had we not better go on with the morning 
business? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the question I asked of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate just now, and he stated that the morning busi- 
ness for this legislative day had been disposed of. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is only a technicality. There is morn- 
ing business here to be presented. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam willing that morning business shall 
be received. 

Mr. BACON. I rise toa point of order, Mr. President. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia | 


will state his point of order. 

Mr. BACON. My point of order is that the new legislative 
day will not begin until the hour of noon by our rules. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The new legislative day will 

not commence until the Senate adjourns. 

Mr. CULLOM. And that has not occurred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And that has not yet occurred. 

Mr. BACON. That is in accord with the suggestion I was 
making, and therefore morning business is not now necessarily 
in order, as I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not until this legislative 
day has been concluded. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say to the Senator from Penn- 


sylvania [Mr. Penrose] that I have no objection whatever, of | 


course, to the introduction of bills or a that kind. I 
rose to ask the Chair that very question, and the Chair decided 
that morning business was not now in order, having been con- 
cluded at our last session, and therefore, and only therefore, 
I asked for the present consideration of a little bill, not to take 
away from Senators the privilege of introducing bills, reports, or 
resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. BevERIDGE] has the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
for the t consideration of Order of Business 2840, being 
House pill No. 16. 

Mr. PENROSE. I object until the introduction of bills and 
other ing business has been gone through with. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am perfectly willing that shall be done. 
I only want the Senator from Pennsylvania to understand that I 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Trinity Lutheran 


Sunday School, of Milton; of Sunbury Council, No. 31, Daughters 
of Liberty, of Sunbury; of D. Faust, of Philadelphia; of the con- 


| gregation of the First United Evangelical Church, of Sunbury; 


of the a of the West Washington Methodist Episcopal 

ashington; of the congregation of St. Matthew’s 
Lutheran Church of Bloomsburg, and of 745 citizens of Wash- 
ington, allin the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Gov- 
ernment buildings; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of D. L. Printup, of Brit- 
ton, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation to reinstate 
graduates of the Naval Academy who have been honorably dis- 
charged; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also pe the petition of Rev. O. W. Butterfield, of 
Groton, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing to the States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which 
may be shipped into their territory from other States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUARLES. I present a telegram, in the nature of a peti- 
tion, from the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., praying for the ratification of the reciprocity treaty 
with Cuba. I ask that the telegram lie on the table and that it 
be printed in the Recorp, 

| There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to lie on 
the table, and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
[Telegram.] 
MILWAUKEE, WIs., February 20, 1903. 
Hon. J. V. QUARLES, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.; 


The following unanimously adopted this day by the Merchants and Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Milwaukee: “ Resolved, t it is the urgent desire 
of this association that the treaty now pending in the United States Senate 
for reciprocal relations between this country and Cuba be ratified during 
the present session 0: And the Senators from this State are re- 


f Congress. 
spectfull uested to use their best endeavors.” 
o— E. A. WADHAMS, 
President. 


Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of Mellen Division, No. 372, 

Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Fond du Lac, Wis., 

raying for the passage of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction 
ill; w was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 211, 
of Oshkosh, Wis., praying for the repeal of the so-called desert- 
land law and the commutation clause of the homestead act; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented aera of Iron Molders’ Union No. 286, of 
Sheboygan; of * Union No. 501, of Green Bay; of 
Machi * Union No, 173, of Eau Claire, and of the Trades and 
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Labor Council, of Racine, all of the American Federation of 
Labor, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the 
so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of the Americus Club, of 
Manhattan, Kans. , praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing pensions to old and destitute ex-slaves; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Hebron, of the congregations of the 
Methodist Episcopal and Christian churches, of Burroak, and 
of D. 8. Welch and sundry other citizens of Newton, all in the 
State of Kansas, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Lincoln Post, No. 1, Depart- 
ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Topeka, Kans., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation placing monu- 
ments, tablets, or other memorials in any Government buildings 
or grounds to commemorate the deeds of ex-soldiers of the Con- 
federate army; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Bookbinders’ Local Union, No. 
23, American Federation of Labor, of Topeka, Kans., praying 
for the repeal of the so-called desert-land law and the commutation 
clause of the homestead act; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Wichita, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of James George and sundry 
other citizens of Newton, Kans., and the petition of Mrs. Ellen 
Gray and sundry other citizens of Newton, Kans., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in Government buildings; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MASON presented a memorial of the Seattle Bridge Com- 
pany, of the State of Washington; the sanitary district of Chi- 
cago, Ill.; the General Charles Fitz Simons & Connell Company, 
contractors, of Chicago, Ill.; and of E. T. Williams & Sons, con- 
tractors, of Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to renew and extend certain letters patent granted 
to Alphonso B. Bowers, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor Council, 
American Federation of Labor, of Danville, [l., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to prohibit the giving of 


presents, coupons, or promises of gifts with cigars and tobaccos; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 13660) for the relief of Jackson Pryor, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 17th instant proposing 
to appropriate $50,000 for the construction of a gravel road from 
the Shiloh National Military Park to the city of Corinth, Miss., 
with necessary bridges, etc. , intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13605) for the relief of George 


A. Detchemendy, reported it without amendment, and submitted 


a report thereon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. HALE on the 18th 
instant, proposing to appropriate $25 for repairing injuries to 
dwelling house of E. M. Ferguson on Fishers Island, New York, 
caused by mortar practice at Fort H. G. Wright, N. Y., and pro- 
posing to appropriate $3,806.72 for payment of damages to private 

roperty caused by gun firing and mortar practice at Fort Preble, 

e., Winthrop, Mass., and Fort Hamilton, N. Y., intended to be 


proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, submitted | 


a favorable report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6363) to repeal the act 
providing for the sale of timber and stone lands, the desert-land 
act, and the commutation provision of the homestead act, to re- 
port it without amendment, and to submit a report thereon. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. In connection with that report, I 
desire to say that the views of the minority adverse to the bill will 
be submitted to the Senate at a later day. 


XXXVI——153 











The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7341) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to prescribe rulesand regulations for the procurement of 
clay or gumbo in the Indian Territory from lands belonging to 
either of the Five Civilized Tribes, reported it without amend- 
ment, 

Mr. SIMON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6065) granting an increase of pension to 


| James Garland, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 


report thereon. 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. QUARLES on the 
14th instant, proposing to appropriate $8.000 for the construction 
of a telephone, cable, or telegraph line from the mainland form- 
ing the eastern side of Green Bay, Wisconsin, across Death’s Door 
to the Plum Island life-saving station, and from the said Plum 
Island life-saving station to Washington Island, Wisconsin, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 13th instant, proposing 
to appropriate $90,000 for the construction of a light vessel for 
Five Fathom Bank, off Delaware Bay, to replace the vessel now 
on the station, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
printed, and, with the accompanying letter from the Acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 16344) granting a pension to Lucinda Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 1087) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
W. Lincoln; 

A bill (H. R. 15403) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
C. Norton; 

A bill (H. R. 15404) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Hattery; 

A bill (H. R. 17119) granting an increase of pension to James 
Flanagan; 

A bill (H. R. 15962) granting a pension to Catharine T. R. 
Mathews; 

A bill (H. R. 4066) granting an increase of pension te Philip 
Krohn; 

A bill (H. R. 5586) granting a pension to Oliver W. Newton; and 

A bill (H. R. 17306) granting a pension to Catherine McGuinn. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 16727) for the erection of alight-house 
in Boston Harbor, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 16201) granting an increase of pension to Jeffrey 
Hufford; 

A bill (H. R. 6876) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Faught; 

A bill (H. R. 16754) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin F, Hughes; and 

A bill (H. R. 15730) granting an increase of pension to Hans A. 
Grove. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 16696) granting an increase of pension to Freeling 
H. Amick; and 

A bill (H. R. 15688) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Williams. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6505) for the relief of Miss Eliza A. White, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 


| Mr. Foster of Washington on the 16th instant, proposing to ap- 


propriate $75,000 for the purchase of additional lands and for the 
construction of additional buildings at the United States peniten- 
tiary at McNeils Island,intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, reported it with an amendment, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7361) authorizing the Purcell and Lexington 
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Street Railway Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
over the South Canadian River at the city of Purcell, Chickasaw 
Nation, Ind. T., reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 16885) to extend to the port of Niagara 
Falls, N. Y., the privileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, 
governing the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise 
without appraisement, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
authorizing the expenditure of sufficient funds remaining of the 
$66,000 heretofore appropriated for a survey of Fire Island Inlet, 
in Great South Bay, New York, intended to be proposed to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 15629) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Tattersall: and 
a (H. R. 16929) granting an increase of pension to William 

. Trites. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7329) to provide for the punishment of 
offenses upon the high seas, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP. Iam authorized by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3510) for the relief of the ex- 
ecutors of James P. Willett, deceased, late postmaster of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to report it favorably without amendment. 
As it is a House bill, I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
just reported by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am willing that the bill shall be con- 
sidered later, but I think upon requests for the present considera- 
tion of bills I had the floor first, and I yielded it that morning 
business might be introduced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will yield to the Senator from Minne- 
sota immediately after the bill I desire to call up has been dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. CLAPP. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom the subject was referred, to report a bili to author- 


Objection is made, and the 





ize the sale of a part of what is known as the Red Lake Indian | 


Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and to ask that it be | Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16970) making ap- 


placed on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 7396) to authorize the sale of a part of what is 
known as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of Min- 
nesota, was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar. 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 16138) granting the right of way to the Kenova 
and Big Sandy Railroad Company through the Government 
lands at Lock No. 2, Big.Sandy River, and at Lock No. 3, Big 
Sandy River, both in Wayne County, W. Va.; and 

A bill (H. R. 14384) to establish a life-saving station at the 
mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, in the State 
of Ohio. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


The bill will be placed on the 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without | 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 1062) granting an increase of pension to Elias P. 
Stearns; 


A bill (H. R. 6101) granting an increase of pension to Amanda | 


E. McQuiddy; 

A bill (H. R. 6470) granting an increase of pension to Shepherd 
H. King; 

A bill (H. R. 11739) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
N. Northway; 

A bill (H. R. 13316) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Olcott; 

A bill (H. R. 13772) granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
L. Vermillion; 

A bill (H. R. 14236) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Chatfield; 

A bill (H. R. 14439) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


Peale; 
A bill (H. R. 15665) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Carr; 


| with amendments and to submit a written report thereon. 





a (H. R. 15915) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
otatorda; 

A bill (H. R. 16212) granting an increase of pension to Sanders 
W. Johnston; 

A bill (H. R. 16351) granting an increase of pension to Austin 
P. Merrell; 

A bill (H. R. 16352) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting 
an increase of pension to Mary La Tourrette Stotsenburg,”’ ap- 
proved June 2, 1900; 

A bill (H. R. 16374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
S. Bowden; 

A bill (H. R. 16476) granting a pension to Catherine Rayel; 

A bill (H. R. 16538) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Downs; 

A bill (H. R. 16859) granting a pension to Florence M. Stout; 

A bill (H. R. 16996) granting an increase of pension to John 
Bougher; and 

A bill (H. R. 17110) granting an increase of pension to Robert 

A. Tracy. 
Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7337) to amend the act of December 21, 
1898, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the laws relating to American 
seamen, for the protection of such seamen, and to promote com- 
merce,”’ in respect to allotments, reported it without améndment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3691) for the relief of James McKenzie, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of Charles R. Hooper, 


reported it without amendment. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


| bill (H. R. 5357) for the relief of William Leech, reported it with- 


out amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7349) to establish a life-saving station at or 
near the entrance to Tillamook Bay, Oregon, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 16th instant proposing to 
appropriate $1,500 for the erection of two lights to be placed on 
the two beacons in the Rappahannock River marking the en- 
trance and channel way into Urbana Creek, Virginia, intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN . Iam directed by the Committee on Military 


propriations for the support of the Military Academy for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, to report it 
I give 
notice that at an early day I shall call up the bill for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7049) for the relief of the creditors of the 
Deposit Savings Association, of Mobile, Ala., reported it without 


| amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2199) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jonas Albert; and 

A bill (H. R. 5028) for the relief of Francis M. Oliver. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7387) for establishing fur- 
ther aids to navigation in Delaware Bay and River; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7388) making an appropriation to 
the board of trustees of the Philadelphia Museums for the care 
and installation of the raw and manufactured products and com- 
mercial materials for the benefit of the commerce of the State of 
Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7389) granting a pension to Thomas 
Irvin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 7390) to ratify and amend 
an agreement with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud 
Reservation, in South Dakota, and making appropriation and pro- 
vision to carry the same into effect; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7391) for the relief of 
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Richard J. Kemball; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 7392) to authorize the con- | 


struction and maintenance of a dam across the Kansas River 
within the counties of Shawnee and Wabaunsee, in the State of 
Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and, with the acvom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 7393) ne as the better 
separation and utilization of public and private lands within the 
limits of railroad land grants in the arid and semiarid regions 
of the State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi introduced a bill (S. 7394) for 
the relief of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Brandon, Miss.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MASON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7395) to define 
and defend common-law marriage and divorce contracts in the 
District of Columbia, the Territories, and the colonies of the 
United States of America; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7397) for the relief of William H. 
Corcoran; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


MAJ. JOHN MURPHY. 


Mr. ALGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1341) to amend the record of Maj. 
John Murphy. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I believe I have the right of way if bills 
upon the Calendar are to be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Mich- 


igan withhold his request until the routine morning business | 


shall have been disposed of? It will take but a short time. 
Mr. ALGER. I withdraw the request for the present. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment proposing to relieve 
from liability the Deposit Savings Association of Mobile, Ala., 
for the tax of 10 per cent paid out by it previous to the 3d day 
of March, 1875; proposing to appropriate $7,394.73 to pay the 


receiver of said Deposit Savings Association for money hereto- | 


fore collected by the United States from said association on ac- 
count of said 10 per cent tax; and proposing to appropriate 
$5,100 to pay the receiver of said association for the property of 
said association sold by the United States on account of said tax 


of 10 per cent, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the gen- | 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | 


priate $20,000 for the completion of a vessel to take the place of 
the revenue cutter Washington, at Philadelphia, Pa., intended 


to be proposed by him to the sundry civil coe bill; | 


which was ordered to be printed, and, with t 
paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

e also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of one clerk to department at navy-yard, 


e accompanying 


Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment relative to the 
appointment of assistant paymasters of the United States Navy, 
intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill: 


which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and | 


ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$7,000 for printing and publishing the contributions from the 
United States National Herbarium, the editions of which shall 
not be less than 3,000 copies, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$25,000 for experimental rural telephone free delivery under the 
direction of the Postmaster-General, intended to be Peopeess by 
him to the post-office appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,566.52 to reimburse Winfield T. Durbin, late colonel, One hun- 
dred and sixty-first Indiana Volunteers, for amount expended in 
defending cases brought against him in Florida, intended to be 
pro by him to the general deficienc 6 gps cama bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. TELLER submitted an amendment relative to the appoint- 
pro- 
an to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 

mmittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ment, rank, and pay of chaplains in the Navy, intended to 
to th 
e 


League Island, | 
Pa., from $1,200 to $1,400, intended to be proposed by him to the | 
naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Mr. BURTON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 

riate $150,000 to assist N. F. Chamberlain & Co. in raising the 
battle ship Maine, intended to be proposed by him to the naval 
| appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment authoriz- 
ing such modifications of the projects for the improvement of the 
harbors of New Haven and Bridgeport, Conn., as, in the judgment 
of the Secretary of War, the commercial interests of the harbors 
require, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 17422) to increase the cost of certain pub- 
lic buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public build- 
ings, to authorize erection and completion of public buildings, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 
| the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 17422) to increase the cost of cer- 
| tain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for pub- 
lic buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public 
buildings, and for other purposes; which was referred the Com- 
| mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


GOVERNMENT FOR ISLAND OF GUAM. 
Mr. SIMON submitted amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 6599) to provide a government for the island 


of Guam, and for other purposes; which was ordered to be 
printed. 





SURVEY OF PENOBSCOT RIVER, MAINE. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made of Penobscot River, Maine, with a view 
| to widening the channel from Crosby Narrows to the Bangor and Brewer 
Bridge, and also near Stearns’s Mill. 


STATUE TO BRIG. GEN. COUNT CASIMIR PULASKI. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I now ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Order of Business 2840, being House bill 
No. 16. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask what is the title of the bill? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is the bill (H. R. 16) to provide for the 
erection of a bronze equestrian statue to the memory of the late 
Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski at Washington, D. C. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him, which will be read to the Senate for its informa- 
tion. 
| Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I object to the consideration 
of the bill at this time. I am somewhat astonished at the request 
of the junior Senator from Indiana in view of the suggestion 
which been made regarding this bill. The senior Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS] and I have followed this bill 
rather closely during the whole session; and we had an arrange- 
ment with the chairman of the Committee on the Library [Mr. 
WETMORE] that when the bill was called up the senior Senator 
from Indiana, the Senator from Maryland |[Mr. McComas], and 
myself should have an opportunity to submit some remarks on 
the Polish people. The distinct understanding was that the bill 
should not be called up without consultation with either one of 
us, as we desired to submit some remarks upon the measure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ihavenoobjection tothe Senators doing so. 

Mr. PENROSE. I had not expected that we should have a leg- 
islative hour this morning, and, so far as I am concerned, I am 
not prepared to make the remarks which I have in mind upon 
= ill at this time. I therefore object to its present considera- 

on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I rise to a personal expla- 
nation. I had not the slightest knowledge of the facts stated by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose]. The only reason 
I called this bill up was because I received a request to doso. I 
did not know that the Senator from Pennsylvania or any other 
Senator desired to submit remarks upon the bill. It will be per- 
fectly agreeable to me to have the Senators make remarks upon it; 
but, as I have stated, I called up the bill because I had a request 
from some of my constituents todo so. I am willing that the 
bill shall be considered now or at some other time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill retains its place on the Calendar. 
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FORT SMITH RESERVATION, ARK. 


Mr. BACON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15595) confirming and ceding juris- 
diction to the State of Arkansas over certain lands formerly 
in the Fort Smith Reservation in said State, and asserting and 
retaining Federal jurisdiction over certain other lands in said 
reservation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him, which will be read in full to the Senate for its 
information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction is hereby confirmed and ceded to the 
State of Arkansas over all those portions of the Fort Smith Reservation 
which have heretofore been aliened by the United States either to the city 
of Fort Smith in trust or otherwise, or to other parties; and complete Fed- 
eral jurisdiction is hereby asserted and retained over all portionsof the said 
reservation that have not been specially aliened. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If there is a report with that bill, I ask that it 
may be read. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; there is a House report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is there a Senate report? 

Mr. BACON. This bill is recommended by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate, and it has passed the House of Representa- 
tives. It relates to an insignificant piece of ground in the city of 
Fort Smith. The House report states that, in the opinion of the 
committee, jurisdiction has already been ceded over it, but as 


that has been disputed by some, it has been thought better that | 


this bill should be passed. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Very well; I have no objection. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to make my usual request, 
with, I presume, the usual result, that on Thursday, the 26th day 
of this month, at 2 o’clock in the afternoon, a vote shall be taken 
on the bill known as the omnibus statehood bill, on all amend- 
ments then pending, and on all amendments then offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia asks unanimous consent that on Thursday, the 26th day of 
February, at 2 o’clock in the afternoon, the votes may be taken 


on the bill known as the omnibus statehood bill, on all amend- | 


ments pending, and all amendments then offered, without further | to a third reading, read the third time, and 1. 


debate. Is there objection? 
Mr. DEPEW. I object, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


MAJ. JOHN MURPHY. 


Mr. ALGER. I renew my request for unanimous consent for 
the consideration at this time of the bill (S. 13841) to amend the 
record of Maj. John Murphy. : . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That John M hy, late major of the Fifty-eighth Dlinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, shall be held and considered to have been honorably discharged from 
the military service of the United States of date October 8, 1865, and that the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to issue for the said Mur- 
phy a certificate of honorable discharge in accordance with the terms of this 
act: Provided, That no pay or allowances shall become due or payable to any 
person by reason of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. , ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CALEB C. VAN SICKELL, 


Mr. KEAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 16522, a pension bill, which will take but 
amoment. I will state that the pensioner is over 80 years of 
age,and it is important that the bill should be promptly acted 
upon. 

TThere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 16522) granting an 
increase of pension to Caleb C. Van Sickell. It as: ses to place 
on the pension roll the name of Caleb C. Van Sickell, late first 
lieutenant Company I, Fourth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 








LUCY A. HARDING, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions to report favorably two Senate pension bills which have 
been overlooked. Whilst I have little hope that they will pass 
the other House, I willask that they be now considered. They will 
take but a moment. I report first the bill (S. 1361) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucy A. Harding, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Lucy A. Harding. widow of Sidney 
A. Harding, late of Company A, Eighty-third Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

ALFRED WOODMAN, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Inowreport from the Committee on Pen- 
sions,without amendment, the other bill to which I have referred, 
being the bill (8S. 7375) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Woodman, for which I also ask present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Alfred Woodman, late of Company 
B, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the time, and passed. 


AUSTIN A. YATES. 


Mr. BURNHAM. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4178) for the relief of Austin A. 
Yates. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to settle the accounts of Austin 
A. Yates, late captain, Fourteenth Veteran Reserve Corps, and 
to give him credit for $13,537.50, charged to him on the books of 
the Second Auditor’s Office, that sum having been stolen from the 
safe of his office at Syracuse, N. Y., on the night of March 25, 
1865, while he was acting provost-marshal of the twenty-third 
district of New York; but it shall be made to ee to the satis- 
faction of the accounting officers that Captain Yates was not re- 
sponsible for the loss. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


MUSCLE SHOALS (ALABAMA) DAM. 


Mr. PETTUS. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (H. R. 14051) granting the consent of Con- 
gress to N. F. Thompson and associates to erect a dam and con- 
struct power station at Muscle Shoals, Alabama. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTORS OF JAMES P, WILLETT. 


Mr. CLAPP. I now renew my request for unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3510) for the relief of the 
executors of James P. Willett, deceased, late postmaster of the 
District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the executors of James P. Willett, de- 
ceased, late postmaster of the District of Columbia, who lost his 
life through an open shaft in the new city post-office building on 
September 30, 1899, $5,000, to be distributed as provided by the 
laws of the District of Columbia in cases of recovery of damages 
for death by negligence. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALIEN HOLDINGS OF REAL ESTATE IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 6158) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An 
act to better define and regulate the rights of aliens to hold and 
own real estate in the Territories,’’ approved March 2, 1897. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes that the act referred to be amended so as to extend to 


aliens the same rights and privileges concerning the acquisition, 

holding, owning, and disposition of real estate in the District of 

Columbia as by that act are conferred u co an in respect of 
tates. 


real estate in the Territories of the Uni 
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Mr. KEAN. I should like to have the report accompanying 
the bill published in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
asks that the report be printed in the Recorp. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

The report submitted by Mr. DILLINGHAM June 19, 1902, is as 
follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 6158) to amend _the act entitled “An act to better define and regulate 
the rights of aliens to hold and own real estate in the Territories,” approved 
March 2, 1897, having considered the same, report thereon with a recommen- 
dation that it pass. nen 

The bill has the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
as will appear by the following letter: 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, June 7, 1902. 


DEAR Srr: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the 
honor to transmit herewith a draft of a bill entitled “A bill to amend the act 
entitled ‘An act to better define and regulate the rights of aliens to hold and 
own real estate in the Territories,’ approved March 2, 1897,” with recom- 
mendation for its early enactment. 

A bill substantially similar to this was introduced in both Houses of Con- 

ess during the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress at the instance of 

he Commissioners. The Commissioners were led to request its enactment 
by the frequency with which individual bills for the relief of aliens holding 
real estate in the District of Columbia had been presented, and the fact that 
they had invariably been the subject of favorable report by the Commission- 
ers and of action by Congress. 

A copy of the opinion of the attorney for the District at the time the 
Commissioners submitted the former draft is herewith transmitted. 


Very respectfully, 
HENRY B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


Hon. JAMES MOMILLAN, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
United States Senate. 


OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 28, 1899. 


GENTLEMEN: Complying with your request, made in connection with re- 

} an on the bill for the relief of John A. Narjes (8. 115, Fifty-sixth Congress 

rst session), I have the honor to submit herewith the draft of a bill to amend 
the act of eee approved March 2, 1897, entitled “An act to better define 
and regulate the rights of aliens to hold and own real estate in the Territo- 
ries,” extending its prov’sions to aliens acquiring and owning real estate in 
the District of Columbia. 

By the act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories and 
the District of Columbia to American citizens, a proved March 3, 1887 (24 
Stat., 476), Congress placed the District of Columbia under identically the 
same inhibitions in respect to the subject-matter as the Territories. 

Thereafter, by act approved March 9, 1888 (25 Stat., 45), it amended the act 
of 1887 so that it should not apply or operate in the District of Columbia so 
far as it relates to the ownership of legations or residences by representatives 
of foreign governments or attachés thereof. 

Since the passage of the first-named act numerons applications for indi- 
vidual relief from its operation have been made to Congress, and special acts 
have been passed granting such relief. So far as my knowledge extends no 
such application has been refused. 

In my judgment, this has unnecessarily consumed much of the valuable 
time of Congress. 

Iam unable to understand why the District of Columbia should not be put 
upon equally as good footing as the Territories in respect of this matter, and 
Iam of the opinion that you should request that the provisions of act ap- 

roved March 2, 1897, ‘‘to better define and regulate the rights of aliens to 
aoe -_ own real estate in the Territories” be extended to the District of 
‘olumbia. 

The act of 1887 affects alien residents of the District, while the act of 1897 
exempts aliens who are bona fide residents from its operations. 

Moreover, the act of 1897 does not apply to lots in any incorporated or plat- 
ted city, town, or village in the Territories, being a plain manifestation that 
the i = to be remedied was not ownership of small parcels of land, such 
as city lots. 

The act of 1887 forfeits to the United States all property held or owned 
in violation of its provisions, while the act of 1897 allows aliens to dispose of 
their real estate before the institution of escheat proceedings, and even after 
sale under such proceedings the proceeds are subject to the order of the 
alien owner for a period of one year. 

If, for any reason, Congress should determine that the time has not arrived 
for the absolute repeal of the act of 1887, so far as the District of Columbia is 
concerned, it seems to me that no good reason can be assigned for subjecting 
the District to continued lossin investment in or improvement of its real 
estate consequent upon the stringent provisions of the act of 1887. The con- 
dition would be materially ameliorated by the proposed amendment. 

Very respectfully, 
A. B. DUVALL, 


Attorney District of Columbia, 
The COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAFETY APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3560) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote the safety of em- 
ployees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common car- 
riers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their cars with 
automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomotives 
with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,’ approved 
March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives and request a con- 
ference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

The motion was agreed to, 


By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was au- 
thorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and 
Mr. ForaKER, Mr. MILLARD, and Mr. Foster of Louisiana were 
appointed. 


LAVINIA COOK, 


Mr. CLAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
o— of the bill (H. R. 1027) granting a pension to Lavinia 

‘ook. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Lavinia Cook, widow of Reuben 
Cook, late of Captain Loyall’s company, Georgia Volunteers, 
Creek Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the S-nate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CUMBERLAND RIVER ‘BRIDGE AT CARTHAGE, TENN. 


Mr. CARMACK. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 16909) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act © 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland 
River at or near Carthage, Tenn.,’’ approved March 2, 1901. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend sec- 
tion 5 of the act referred to so as to make it read as follows: 

That this act shall be null and void if said bridge is not commenced within 
one year and completed within three years from the Ist day of April, 1903. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE AT MOORS ROCK, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 17204) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in 
the State of Arkansas. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committe of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LANDS SEGREGATED FOR RESERVOIR PURPOSES. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 5279) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to restore to public entry lands embraced in whole or in 
part within segregations for reservoirs. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. It provides that any or all of the lands heretofore included 
within reservations for reservoir purposes, made in accordance 


| with the law approved October 2, 1888, and subsequent acts, may, 





| in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be thrown open 


to entry and settlement under the land laws as though such reser- 
vation had never been made if it has been ascertained by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior that such lands, or portions of tracts, are 


| not needed for reservoir purposes, and can not probably be used 


in the future for such purposes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PEARL RIVER BRIDGE AT SMITHS FERRY, MISS. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 16509) to authorize 
the Pearl and Leaf Rivers Railroad Company to bridge Pearl 
River in the State of Mississippi. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE ISLAND OF GUAM. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, some daysago the bill (S.6599) 
to provide a government for the island ef Guam, and for other 
purposes, was taken up by unanimous consent and considered. 
The bill was read with the amendments reported by the commit- 
tee. It then went over on the request of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], who said he wanted to offer an amendment 
to the amendment of the committee relating to the extradition 
of fugitives from justice. The Senator from Massachusetts is not 
present in the Chamber, but before leaving he left with me the 
amendment, saying he would be entirely satisfied with the bill if 
his amendment is adopted. I wish to accept the amendment. I 
ask the Senate to resume the consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 


Src. 4. That the provisions of section 1014 of the Revised Statutes, so far 
as applicable, shall apply throughout the United States for the arrest and 
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removal therefrom to said island of any fugitive from justice charged with 


the commission of any crime or offense against the United States within 
said island. and shall apply within said island for the arrest and removal 
therefrom tothe United States of any fugitive from justice charged with the 
commission of any crime or offense against the United States. Such fugitive 
ee by any judge or magistrate of said island, and agreeably to the usual 
mode of process against offenders therein, be arres and imprisoned, or 
bailed, as the case may be, pending the issuance of a warrant for his removal 
to the United States, which warrant it shall be the duty of a judge of the 
court of first instance seasonably to issue and of the officer or agent of the 
United States designated for the purpose to execute. Such officer or agent 
when engaged in executing such warrant without said island, shall have all 
the powers of a marshal of the United States so far as such powers are requi- 
site for the prisoner's safe-keeping and the execution of the warrant. 


Mr. FORAKER. On behalf of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar], I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio, for 
the Senator from Massachusetts, offers an amendment to the 
amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of section 4 
the following: 

Provided, That whenever the extradition of a fugitive from justice from 
the United States to said island shall be sought, the p ings shall be in 
accord with the provisions of section 5270 of the Revised Statutes and of 
section 5 of chapter 378 of the statues of 1882, approved August 38, 1882. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico was to insert as a new section the following: 

Sec. 5. That the provisions of sections 5278 and 5279 of the Revised Statutes, 
so far as applicable, shall apply to said island, which, for the pu of said 
sections, shall be deemed a Territory within the meaning thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam informed that the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Smron] this morning offered an amendment to the bill. I 
was not aware of it; and inasmuch as he is not now in the Cham- 
ber, I will ask that the bill may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over, in ac- 
cordance with the request of the Senator from Ohio. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE ISLAND OF TUTUILA, ETC. 


Mr. CULLOM. I wish, if the hour has expired, to move that 
the Senate resume the consideration of executive business. I 
should like to inquire if the hour has expired? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it has very 
nearly expired. 

Mr. CULLOM. ThenI move that the Senate resume its execu- 
tive session. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish the Senator from Illinois would with- 
hold the motion for a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the hour. 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood we were to have an hour in 
which to consider legislative business, and there is another bill, 
substantially like the one which has just been considered, provid- 
ing civil government for the island of Tutuila, which ought to be 
passed along with the other bill. 

While I am waiting for the Senator from Oregon to return to 
the Chamber, I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (S. 7054) to provide a government for the island of Tu- 


There remain five minutes of 


tuila and the islands adjacent thereto within the jurisdiction of | 


the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to know from which committee 
the bill comes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It was reported by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. ForaKER] from the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
mittee. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not wish to object to the consideration of 
the bill, but I desire to suggest to the Senator from Ohio that it 


It was unanimously reported by the com- 


would be difficult to dispose of it without some little discussion.” 


Mr. FORAKER. Of course, there is no time for discussion 
now. If the Senator wants to debate the bill, and will allow me 
to offer to this bill the amendments which were offered to the 
other, the bill may go over until there is an opportunity to de- 
bate it. 

Mr. BACON. I have no objection to that course, if the Senate 
will give it that direction, but there are some very grave ques- 
tions arising on this bill. 


Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 


Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator that I think, so far as 
the island of Guam is concerned, there ought to be, of course, 
some legislation, but whether this is the particularly proper legisla- 
tion is another question. I should be very glad to cooperate with 
him, so far as is in my power, when we have time for its consid- 
eration, in erecting a proper civil government in Guam. 


As to Tutuila, I think there are other 
now interrupt the Senator, as he simply 
offer certain amendments to the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I called up the bill pone for civil gov- 
ernment in Guam, and it has been read and amended and reported 
to the Senate as amended. I asked that it might go over until 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Sm1on], who wants to offer an 
amendment, could come into the Chamber; and while waiting for 
him, I asked that the bill relating to Tutuila be taken up and 
read. I now wish to offer the same amendments to this bill that 
were attached to the bill as to Guam. I offer the same amend- 
ments, including the one offered by me on behalf of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and after they are adopted I 
will ask that the bill may go over. ; 

The PRESIDENT ow tempore. The amendments submitted 
by the Senator from Ohio will be read. 

The SecrkETaRY. It is proposed to add as a new section the 
following: 

Sxc. 4. That the provisions of section 1014 of the Revised Statutes, so far as 
applicable, shall apply throughout the United States for the arrest and re- 
moval therefrom to said islands of any fugitive from justice with 
the commission of any crime or offense nst the United States within said 
islands, and shall apply within said islands for the arrest and removal there- 
from to the United States of any fugitive from justice charged with the com- 
mission of any crime or offense against the United States. Such fugitive 
may, by any judge or magistrate of said islands, and bly to the usual 
mode of process against offenders therein, be arr and imprisoned, or 
bailed, as the case may be, pending the issuance of a warrant for his removal 
to the United States, which warrant it shall be the duty of a judge of the court 
of first instance seasonably to issue and of the officer or agent of the United 
States designated for the purpose to execute. Such officer or agent, when 
engaged in executing such warrant without said islands, shall have all the 

»owers of a marshal of the United States so far as such powers are requisite 
for the prisoner’s safe-keeping and the execution of the warrant: Provided 
That whenever the exti tion of a fugitive from justice from the United 
States to said islands shall be sought, the proceedings shall be in accord with 
the provisions of section 5270 of the Revised Statutes, and of section 5 of 
chapter 378 of the statutes of 1882, approved August 3, 1882. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add asa newsection the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 5. That the provisions of sections 5278 and 5279 of the Revised Statutes. 
so far as applicable, shall apply to said island, which, for the purposes of sai 
sections, shall be deemed a Territory within the meaning therec?. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let the bill be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the bill may go over. 

Mr. BACON. [ask that the bill as amended may be printed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 


quis: but I will not 
esires, I understand, to 


The PRESIDENT protempore. And also the bill as to Guam? 
Mr. FORAKER. th. 
Mr. BACON. Both. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both bills will be printed as 
amended, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
Bi HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
| The bill (H. R. 17046) making a for fortifications 
| and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


| A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
|B. F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
| dent had on the 19th instant approved and signed the following 
| acts: 

| An act (S. 149) to provide for holding of terms of court in the 
district of Utah; 

An act (S. 5678) providing for record of deeds and other con- 
veyances and instruments in writing in Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes; and 

An act (8. 7053) to further regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the States. 

ANTHRACITE COAL STRIKE COMMISSION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing m e from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a communication from the Anthracite Coal Strike 





Commission, with an ecopmpanyins draft of a joint resolution providing for 
the wang te ahr report of said Commission, and approve of the suggestion 
therein con ed. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuite Hovussz, February 21, 1908. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate resume its executive 
session. 
Mr. MASON. Will my colleague yield to me for a moment, 
that I may give a notice? 
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Mr. CULLOM. [I yield. 

Mr. MASON. I give notice that I will ask the Senate at the 
earliest opportunity to take up the bill (H. R. 16990) making ap- 

ropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
Bscal year —— une 80, 1904, and for other purposes. I should 
like to have it taken up this afternoon. 

Mr. KEAN. That will include the statehood bill. 

Mr. MASON. The bill has been enlarged somewhat. If it is 
not taken up this afternoon, on Monday, immediately after the 
conclusion of the routine morning business, I will ask the Senate 
to proceed to its consideration. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After four hours and five min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
4 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Mon- 
day, February 23, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 21, 1903. 
MAJOR-GENERAL. 


Brig. Gen. ar Merriam, United States Army, retired, to 
be major-general, United States Army, February 19, 1903. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Pay Department. 


Maj. William F. Tucker, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster- 
general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 19, 1903, 
vice Baird, appointed brigadier-general. 

Corps of Engineers. 

Lieut. Col. Oswald H. Ernst, Corps of Engineers, to be colonel, 
February 20, 1903, vice Mansfield, appointed brigadier-general. 

Maj. Daniel W. Lockwood, Corps of Engineers, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, February 20, 1903, vice Ernst, promoted. 


Infantry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. Owen J. Sweet, Twenty-first Infantry, to be colonel, 
February 18, 1903, vice Foote, Twenty-eighth Infantry, appointed 
brigadier-general. 

Maj. Cornelius Gardener, Thirteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 18, 1903, vice Sweet, Twenty-first Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. William Black, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be major, 
February 18, 1993, vice Gardener, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Berkeley Enochs, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, February 18, 1903, vice Black, Twenty-fourth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Midshipmen John W. Woodruff and Ralph M. Griswold, to be 
assistant naval constructors in the Navy from the 12th day of 
ia 1903, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that 

te. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 21, 1908. 
COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 


James Rudolph Garfield, of Ohio, to be Commissioner of Corpo- 
rations in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 


MEMBER OF MISSISSIPPI RIViTR COMMISSION, 


Lieut. Col. Oswald H. Ernst, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, for appointment as a member of the Mississippi River 
Commission, provided for by the act of Congress approved June 
28, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the appointment of a 
‘Mississippi River Commission’ for the improvement of said 
river from the Head of the Passes, near its mouth, to its head- 
waters.”’ 

AUDITOR FOR PORTO RICO. 


Regis H. Post, of New York, to be auditor of the island of 
Porto Rico. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 


Paul Nash, of New York, to be secretary of the legation and 
consul-general of the United States at Bangkok, Siam. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


Ole Serumgard, of North Dakota, to be register of the land 
office at Devils Lake, N. Dak. 








James L. McIntosh, jr., of Nebraska, to be register of the land 
office at Sidney, Nebr. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Henry E. Baird, of North Dakota, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Devils Lake, N. Dak. 

John Satterlund, of North Dakota, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Bismarck, N. Dak. 

Thomas E. Fox, of Willow City, N. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Minot, N. Dak. 

Robley D. Harris, of Nebraska, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Sidney, Nebr. 

MARSHAL, 


George H. Green, of Texas, to be United States marshal for the 
northern district of Texas. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


George W. McCowan, of New Jersey. to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Bridgeton, in the State of New Jersey. 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


John W. Madison, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Port Jefferson, in the State of New York. 

William Barnes, jr., to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Albany, in the State of New. York. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 

Brig. Gen. Joseph C. Breckinridge, Inspector-General, to be 
major-general, United States Army. 

Brig. Gen. Marshall I. Ludington, Quartermaster-General, to 
be major-general, United States Army. 

Brig. Gen. James F. Wade, United States Army, to be major- 
general. United States Army. 

Col. Wallace F. Randolph, Chief of Artillery, to be Chief of 
Artillery with the rank of brigadier-general. 

Thomas H. Carpenter, late a captain, Seventeenth Infantry, 
United States Army, to be acaptain of infantry, February 14, 1903. 
INFANTRY ARM. 

To be second lieutenants. 


Julius S. Turrill, of Vermont (now first lieutenant, United 
States Marine Corps), February 17, 1903. 

Walter Williamson Merrill, of Ohio. February 17, 1903. 

Reginald H. Kelley. of California, February 17, 1903. 

Edward Huguenin Pearce, of California, February 17, 1903. 

Claude Newman Feamster, of Texas, February 17, 1903. 

Cyrus Ralph Street. of California (now a private, Sixty-seventh 
Company, Coast Artillery), February 17, 1903. 

Clarence Alexis Eustaphieve, of New York, February 17, 1903. 

Joseph O. Mauborgne, of New York, February 17, 1903. 

Joseph M. Cummins, of Missouri, February 17, 1903. 

Thomas Cebern Musgrave, of Texas, February 17, 1903. 

Converse Rising Lewis, of Louisiana, February 17, 1903. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. Winfield S. Edgerly, Seventh Cavalry, to be colonel, 
February 17, 1903. 

Maj. Walter S. Schuyler, Second Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 17, 1903. 

Capt. Augustus P. Blocksom, Seventh Cavalry, to be major, 
February 17, 1903. 

First Lieut. Alfred E. Kennington, Tenth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain, February 17, 1903. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

1. Lieut. Col. John D. Hall, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
pean surgeon-general, with the rank of colonel, February 13, 
1903. 

2. Maj. Henry S. Kilbourne, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon- 
general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 13, 1903. 

3. Capt. “op: T. Clarke, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, 
with the rank of major, February 13, 1903. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAvVy. 


Howard D. Lamar, a citizen of Indiana, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 17th day of February, 1903. 
Frederick H. Lemly, a citizen of North Carolina, to be an 
— paymaster in the Navy from the 17th day of February, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 


1, Passed Assistant Paymaster Ulysses G. Ammen, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy from the 28th day of April, 1902. 

2. Assistant Paymaster Trevor W. Leutze, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy from the 28th day of April, 1902. 
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3. Assistant Paymaster McGill R. Goldsborough, to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy from the Ist day of June, 1902. 

4. Paymaster John R. Martin, to be a pay inspectorin the Navy 
from the 13th day of June, 1902. 

5. Passed Assistant Paymaster George Brown, jr., to be a pay- 
master in the Navy from the 13th day of June, 1902. 

6. Assistant Paymaster David V. Chadwick, to be a passed as- 
sistant payimaster in the Navy from the 13th day of June, 1902. 

7. Passed Assistant Paymaster Walter B. Izard, to be a paymas- 
ter in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1902. 

8. Assistant Paymaster Eugene C. Tobey, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1902. 

9. Paymaster Mitchell C. McDonald, to be a pay inspector in 
the Navy from the 9th day of September, 1902. 

10. Passed Assistant Paymaster David Potter, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy from the 9th day of September, 1902. 

11. Paymaster Eustace B. Rogers, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy from the 21st day of September, 1902. 

12, Passed Assistant Paymaster Samuel Bryan, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy from the 21st day of September, 1902. 

13. Assistant Paymaster Jonathan Brooks, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy from the 2ist day of September, 1902. 

14, Paymaster Leeds C. Kerr, to be a pay inspector inthe Navy 
from the 28th day of September, 1902. 

15. Passed Assistant Paymaster Géorge M. Lukesh, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy from the 28th day of September, 1902. 

16. Assistant Paymaster Dexter Tiffany, jr., to be a° passed | 
nent paymaster in the Navy from the 9th day of November, | 

02. 

17. Paymaster Richard T. M. Ball, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy from the 22d day of November, 1902. ° 

18. Passed Assistant Paymaster John W. Morse, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy from the 22d day of November, 1902. 

19. Assistant Paymaster Franklin P. Sackett, to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy from the 22d day of November, 
1902. 

20. Paymaster Charles S. Williams, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy from the 10th day of December, 1902. 

21. Passed Assistant Paymaster Arthur F. Huntington, to be a 
paymaster in the Navy from the 10th day of December, 1902. 

22. Assistant Paymaster David M. Addison, to be passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy from the 10th day of December, 1902. | 

23. Paymaster Thomas J. Cowie, to be a pay inspector in the | 
Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1903. 

24. Passed Assistant Paymaster Harry H. Balthis, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1903. 

25. Paymaster John 8. Carpenter, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy, from the 11th day of January, 1903. 





POSTMASTERS. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Frederick L. Tibbals, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 


John H. Guernsey, to be postmaster at Waterbury, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 


FLORIDA. 


William H. Northup, to be postmaster at Pensacola, in the 
county of Escambia and State of Florida. 


GEORGIA. 


Robert L. Williams, to be postmaster at Griffin, in the county 
of Spalding and State of Georgia. 


IOWA. 


Earl M. Cass, to be postmaster at Sumner, in the county of 
Bremer and State of Iowa. 

L. H. Henry, to be postmaster at Charles City, in the county of 
Floyd and State of Iowa. 

Edwin W. McCracken, to be postmaster at Scranton, in the 
county of Greene and State of Iowa. 


MARYLAND. 
William T. Coulson, to be postmaster at Port Deposit, in the 
county of Cecil and State of Maryland. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Ermina L. Evans, to be postmaster at Ashburnham, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN, 


Horace L. Delano, to be emer at Muskegon, in the county 
of Muskegon and State of Michigan. 

Edwin J. March, to be ter at Hillsdale, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan. 


Herbert E. Lindsley, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Lenawee and State of Michigan. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


John H. Cook, to be postmaster at Ellisville, in the county of 
Jones and State of Mississippi. 


NEW YORK. 


John J. Taylor, to be postmaster at Cornwall on the Hudson, 
in the county of Orange and State of New York. 

George E. Johnson, to be postmaster at North Tarrytown, in 
the county of Westchester and State of New York. 

James A. Wilson, to be postmaster at Sacket Harbor, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New York. 


OHIO. 


Elias R. Monfort, to be postmaster at Cincinnati, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Ohio. 

H. B. Wisner, to be postmaster at Berea, in the county of Cuya- 
hoga and State of Ohio. 

Homer 8. Kent, to be postmaster at Chagrin Falls, in the county 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio. 

Seward L. Bowman, to be postmaster at Lorain, in the county 
of Lorain and State of Ohio. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


Clark B. Bailey, to be postmaster at Elkland, in the county of 
Tioga and State of Pennsylvania. 

William W. Wren, to be postmaster at Boyertown, in the county 
of Berks and State of Pennsylvania. 

Thomas H. Bailey, to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county 
of Tioga and State of Pennsylvania. 

G. Clinton Williams, to be postmaster at Spring City, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Lily Watters, to be postmaster at Evans City, in the county of 
Butler and State of Pennsylvania. 

John F. Austin, to be postmaster at Corry, in the county of Erie 
and State of Pennsylvania. 

Lucius Rogers, to be postmaster at Kane, in the county of Mc- 
Kean and State of Pennsylvania. 

William P. Bach, to be postmaster at Pottstown, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

William W. Kemble, to be postmaster at Tidioute, in the county 
of Warren and State of Pennsylvania. 


SOUTH DAKOTA, 


George H. Few, to be postmaster at Flandreau, in the county 
of Moody and State of South Dakota. 

William W. Downie, to be postmaster at Milbank, late Mill- 
bank, in the county of Grant and State of South Dakota. 


TENNESSEE, 


Gus A. McLane, to be postmaster at Lewisburg, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Tennessee. 


TEXAS, 


Edward Blanchard, to be postmaster at San Angelo, in the 
county of Tom Green and State of Texas. 

James Larson, to be postmaster at Fredericksburg, in the county 
of Gillespie and State of Texas. 

Denny E. Walshe, to be postmaster at Grand Saline, in the 
county of Van Zandt and State of Texas. 

William J. Walters, to be postmaster at Hereford, in the county 
of Deaf Smith and State of Texas, 

R. G. Flato, to be postmaster at Shiner, in the county of Lavaca 
and State of Texas. 

William E. Sayers, sr., to be tmaster at Bay City, in the 
county of Matagorda and State of Texas. 

Seth B. Strong, to be postmaster at Houston, in the county of 
Harris and State of Texas. 

Harry Harris, to be postmaster at Gatesville, in the county of 
Coryell and State of Texas. 

Marion 8. French, to be postmaster at Alvin, in the county of 
Brazoria and State of Texas. 

William H. Harvey, to be postmaster at Belton, in the county 
of Bell and State of Texas. 

H. H. Andrews, to be postmaster at Dublin, in the county of 
Erath and State of Texas. 

J. 8. Richard, to be postmaster at Itasca, in the county of Hill 
and State of Texas. 

Thomas Hall, to be postmaster at Palestine, in the county of 
Anderson and State of Texas. 


VERMONT. 


L. Downer Hazen, to be postmaster at St. Johnsbury, in the 
county of Caledonia and State of Vermont, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 21, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE FOR TO-MORROW. 


The SPEAKER. With the consent of the House, the Chair 
will appoint the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Moopy] to act as 
Speaker pro tempore during the exercises of to-morrow. 


MASONIC MUTUAL RELIEF ASSOCIATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 6525) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Masonic Mutual Relief 
Association of the District of Columbia.”’ 

The bill was read; as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That sections 2 and 3of an act entitled ‘‘An act to incor 
porate the Masonic ‘Mutual Relief Association of the District of Columbia,” 
approved March 3, 1869, as amended by the act entitled “An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Masonic Mutual Relief Association of 
the District of Columbia,’ approved March 3, 1869,” approved February 20, 
1893, as amended by the act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
to incorporate the Masonic Mutual Relief Association of the District of Co- 
lumbia,’ approved February 5, 1901," be amended so as to read as follows: 

‘*Sxo. 2. That membership in this association shall be limited to Master 
Masons, and that the particular business and objects of the society or corpo- 
ration shall be to provide and maintain a fund for the benefit of the widow, 
orphans, heir, assignee, or legatee of a d member immediately upon 
proof of such death; and for this purpose it shall and may be lawful for the 
said society or corporation to make all and every insurance ap ertaining to 
or connected with life risks of whatever kind and nature, an sause of its 
fraternal and benevolent seers it shall be defined and classed as a fra- 
ternal beneficial association: Provided, however, That upon ali policies which 
shall be issued for a specified amount it shall be required to maintain a rein- 
surance reserve fund not less than that computed upon the American experi- 
ence table of mortality at 4 per cent interest. 

“Sxo. 8. That the number of directors of said association shall be at least 
21, a number of whom, less than a majority, shall be elected annually by the 
members of the association from among themselves and shall serve for three 

ears; that the annual meeting of said association shall, after the year 1903, 
held on the third Tuesday in February of each year, and for this purpose 
the terms of service of the present directors shall be, and are hereby, ex- 
tended to the date of the annual meeting succeeding the expiration of their 
present terms of service. In all cases of a tie vote the choice to be deter- 
tmnined by lot, and in all other cases a majority vote shail decide. And said 
directors shall, at their first meeting succeeding the annual meeting of the as- 
sociation, elect one of their number to be president of the board of directors, 
who shallalso be president of the association, and shall elect one of their num- 
ber as vice-president, and one of their number as secretary, and one of their 
number ora member of the association as secretary of the association, and 
the said secretary of the association shall give bonds with security to said as- 
sociation in such sum as the board of directors may require for the faithful 
discharge of his duties; and one of their number as treasurer, who shall also 
ive bonds with surety to said association in such sum as the said board of 
Sivectors may require for the faithful discharge of his trust. At all meet- 
ings of the board of directors a majority of the board shall form a quorum. 
In case of any vacancy in the board of directors, by death, resignation, or 
otherwise, such vacancy shall be filled by the remaining directors from 
among the members of said association, who shall serve until the next an- 
nual meeting of the association, at which time a successor shall be elected to 
serve for the remainder of the unexpired term.” 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the District 
of Columbia has reported favorably a bill which is an exact copy 
of this bill. I hope that the House will agree to pass this bill and 
that then the corresponding House bill be laid on the table. 

The Senate bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the House bill (H. R. 
17466) similar to the Senate bill just passed will lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 


EXPLANATION OF A PAIR. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a statement in 
reference to the Recorp. I was not in the House at the opening 
of this day’s proceedings, or I should have made this explanation 
then. I desire only to say that my colleague, Mr. BrRuNDIDGE, 
who is detained at his apartments on account of sickness, does 
not appear in aw proceedings as having been paired. I 
am informed that he was in fact paired with the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Knapp. 

The SPEAKER. The fact as stated by the gentleman from 
Arkansas will appear in the Recorp. 


DAUGHTERS OF AMERICAN REVOLUTION, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The bill (S. 6515) to exempt from taxation certain property of 
the oe ae of the American Revolution, in Washington, D. C., 
was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. MOON. I object to the consideration of this or any other 
bill by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In view of the fact that the Daughters of 
the American Revolution, by subscriptions of 5 cents up to $10, 
contributed in all parts of the United States, have raised the 





money and purchased this lot of ground, I hope the gentleman 
from Tennessee will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. MOON. I object to the consideration of the bill by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will 
not object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Hemren- 
WAY] is not in order. 


ISSUE AND CIRCULATION OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 


Mr. FOWLER. Imovethat the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 16228) providing for the issue and 
circulation of national-bank notes. Pending this motion, I ask 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER] be recog- 
nized in the Committee of the Whole as representing the other 
side, and that we have an equal division of the time. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion, the gentleman from 
New Jersey asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER] and the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. FowLeR] be recognized to distribute or control the 
time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I shall object to that unless it be also agreed 
that I shall control one hour of the time. It is not necessary for 
me to state, unless pressed to do so, why I make this objection; 
but as a member of the Committee on Banking and Currency, I 
object to such a disposition and control of the time. 

Mr. THAYER. So far as concerns giving my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. BARTLETT] an hour’s time, I thought it was per- 
fectly understood between him and myself that he should have 
all the time he wanted, an hour or more, if it was in my power to 
grant it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object, unless the proposition be amended 
as Isuggest. Itis very well known that there is a difference of 
opinion between the gentleman from Massachusetts and myself 
on this question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey modify 
his request so as to give the gentleman from Georgia one hour? 

Mr. FOWLER. With the consent of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. He has already given such consent. There- 
fore the request is modified accordingly. Is there further modifi- 
cation? 

Mr. MANN. L object. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from New Jersey, that the House resolve itself into 
: x oe of the Whole for the further consideration of House 

vill 16228. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER. The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I call for a division. 

The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 83, noes 49. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I make the point of order that there is no 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). 
ent—not a quorum. The yeas and nays will be taken, under the 
rule. The Doorkeeper will cause the doors to be closed. The 
Clerk will call the roll, when members who are in favor of the 
motion of the gentleman from New Jersey will vote ‘“‘ aye;’’ those 
opposed, ‘‘no;’’ and those present and not desiring to vote will 
answer ‘‘ present.”’ 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 138, nays 97, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 12, not voting 104; as follows: 

YEAS—138. 


There are 161 members pres- 


Adams, Qoomer. Wis. Greene, Mass, McLachlan, 
Alexander, Corliss, Grosvenor, Mahon, 
Allen, Me. Cromer, Grow, Mann, 
Babcock, Crumpacker, Hamilton, Marshall, 
Barney, Currier, Haugen Martin, 
Bartholdt, Curtis Heatwole, Mercer, 
Bates, Dalzell, Hedge, Miller, 
Beidler, Darragh, Hemenway, Minor, 
Billmeyer, Davidson, Henry, Conn. Mondell, 
ee Douglas, Hepburn, Moody, 
Blackburn, Dovener, Hill, Morgan, 
Boreing, Draper, Hitt, Mos 
Boutell, Eddy, Holliday, Mudd, 
Bowersock, Emerson, Howell, Needham, 
Brandegee, Evans, Jack, Olmsted, 
Brick, Fletcher, Jones, Wash. Otjen, 
Brown Foerderer, Kahn, Overstreet, 
Brownlow, F Ketcham, Palmer, 
Burk, Pa. Fowler, Kyle, Patterson, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gaines, W. Va. Lacey, Payne, 
Burton, Gardner, Mich. Landis, Pearre, 
Butler, Pa Gardner, N. J. Lawrence, Perkins, 
Cannon, Gibson Lewis, Pa, Powers, Mass. 
Capron, Gillet, N. Y. Loud, Prince, 

l, Gillett, Mass. Lovering, Reeder, 
Cassingham, Graff, McCall, Reeves, 
Conner, Graham, McCleary, Roberts, 
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Smith, Samuel W. Sulloway, 
Smith, Wm. Alden Sutherland, 


Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Burgess, 
Burkett, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dougherty, 
Feely, 
Finley, 


Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burleigh, 


So the motion of Mr. FowLErR was agreed to. 


Southard, Tawney 

ae x Tayler, Ohio 

Steele, Thayer, 

Stevens, Minn Thomas, Iowa 

Stewart, N. J. Tirrell, 

Stewart, N. Y. Tompkins, Ohio 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 

NAYS—97. 

Fitzgerald, McAndrews, 

Fleming, McClellan, 

Gaines, Tenn. McLain, 

Gilbert, McRae, 

Goldfogle, Maddox, 

Gooch, Mahoney, 

Gordon, Ma 

Griffith, Mickey, 

Griggs, Miers, Ind. 

Hay, oon. 

Henry, Tex. Neville, 

Hooker, Norton, 

Jackson, Kans. Pierce, 

Jett, ‘ou, 

Johnson, Randell, Tex. 

Jones, Va id, 

Kehoe, Rhea, 

Kern Richardson, Ala. 


Kitchin,Wm. W. Rixey, 

Kieberg, Robb, 

Latimer, Robertson, La. 

Lever, Robinson, Ind. 

Little Russell, 

Lloyd Scarborough, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT’’—12. 

Elliott, Jenkins, 

Glass, Lewis, Ga. 

Hopkins, ng, 

NOT VOTING—104. 
Dinsmore, Knapp, 
Driscoll, Knox, 
Dwight, Lamb, 
Edwards, Lassiter, 
Esch, a 

nagan, r, 
Flood, Lindsay, 
Fordney, Littauer, 
Foster, Tl. Littlefield, 
Foster, Vt. Livingston, 
Fox, Loudenslager, 
Gardner, Mass. McCulloch, 
Gill, McDermott, 
Glenn, Metcalf 
Green, Pa. Meyer, La. 
Hanbury, Morrell, 
Haskins, Morris, 
Henry, Miss. Mutchler, 
Hildebrant, Naphen, 
Hughe: Nowe ds, 

es, ewlan 
Hull, Parker, 
Irwin, Patterson, Tenn. 
Jackson, Md. Powers, Me. 
Joy, Ransdell, La. 
Kluttz, Robinson, Nebr. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


The following pairs were announced: 
For the session. 
Mr. Coomss with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MUTCHLER. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RupPert. 

Mr. DayTon with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. GLENN. 
Mr. DwiGut with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BrinecHamM with Mr. ELuiorr. 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
Mr. Knox with Mr. Epwarps. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. Hopkins with Mr. SwANson, 


Mr. Morris with Mr. Guass. 


Mr. Lone with Mr. NEWLANDS. 


For the day: 


Mr. Joy wath Mr. CLARK. 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. CREAMER, 
Mr. Haskins with Mr. Fox. 
Mr. MercauFr with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
Mr. Hut with Mr. McDErmort. 
Mr. Storm with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. WiLson. 
Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. SMALL. 


Mr. Youne with Mr. Ryan. 


Mr. SoutHwick with Mr. WILry. 

Mr. Bau of Delaware with Mr. BuRNETT, 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. Conry. 

Mr. BurLzIGH with Mr. Coonry. 

Mr. CusHMAN with Mr. FLANAGAN, 

Mr. DriscoLt with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. Escu with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 
Mr. Forpnry with Mr. Kivurrz. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Lams, 


Wanger, 
Warner. 
Warnock, 
Weeks, 


Shackleford, 

Shallenberger, 

Sheppard, 

Sims, 

Slayden, 

ee Ky. 
nodgrass, 

Snook, 

Bpight, 


Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 


Tate, 
Taylor, Ala. 
ee N.C. 
ompson, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
White, 
Williams, Ml. 
Williams, Miss, 
Zenor. 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. McCuLLocna. 

Mr. GIL. with Mr. Lassirer. 

Mr. HuGuHEs with Mr. BuTLer of Missouri. 

Mr. LEessLER with Mr. SELBy. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. NapnHen. 

Mr. ParKER of New Jersey with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. PatTrerson of Tennessee. 

Mr. Henry C. Suits with Mr. Swann. 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. Rogprnson of Nebraska. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. BuLL with Mr. CrowLey. 

Mr. LirravEerR with Mr. Linpsay. 

Mr. Hansury with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. DInsMoRE. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. WoorTEN, 

For the vote: 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. LEsTEr. 

Mr. NEVIN with Mr. RANspELL of Lousiana. 

Mr. Smiru of Illinois with Mr. RuckEr. 

Mr. APLIN with Mr. Puas.ey. 

Mr. Brick with Mr. PapGetr. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. .--- 

Mr. Dick with Mr. Benton. 

Mr. MorRELL with Mr. Howarp. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper will see that the 
doors are reopened. 

Accordingly, in pursuance of the vote just taken, the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16228) providing for the issue and circulation of bank notes, with 
Mr. LAWRENCE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
FowLER] is recognized. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, the subject-matter of this bill 
is purely and simply a credit currency, or bank credits coined into 
currency. Itshould be distinctly understood, Mr. Chairman, that 
the Committee on ing and Currency mean by a credit cur- 
rency a currency for which there is always an adequate reserve 
in the coin of the country or its equivalent; second, that every note 
shall be currently redeemed in thatcoinondemand. The Repub- 
lican members of the Banking and Currency Committee stand for 
no other kind of credit currency. 

Who are in favor of a credit currency? This is an interesting 
fact for this committee to consider. the first place, the 11 
Republican members of this committee reported unanimously in 
favor of this bill. Second, all the minority members of this com- 
mittee signed a report in favor of a credit currency, and I shall 
include in my remarks a part of their report which confirms this 
assertion. 

The following is from the report of the minority members of 
woe —s and Currency Committee on H. R. 16228, pages 1 
and 2: 

Weare also of opinion that the present national-bank currency system is 
yeep upon an inadequate seauong ——— or ewe? We do not be- 

eve that the bank-currency system of the country should restand be predi- 
cated solely and absolutely upon a national debt, represented by Govern- 
ment bonds. Such asystem n tuates the public debt, and 
as the country grows and its business increases and the commerce demands 
an enlargement of currency the public debt must be increased in order to 
furnish the n bonds as the basis of such a national-bank currency. 
Moreover, under such a system fluctuation in the price of bonds, either from 
natural or fictitious causes, produces improper influences in the circulation 
of the currency and undue contraction thereof. 

It happens that when currency is scarce and most needed to meet the legiti- 
mate and necessary demands of business bonds are high, and it is found 
profitable to sell the bonds for speculation, and the currency is contracted 
when it should be expanded. On the other hand, when bonds are cheap the 
inducement is to issue currency at a time when legitimate business of 
the country does not require it, thus encouraging and promoting hazardous 
speculation. These we consider improper banking conditions, and the cur- 
rency of the country should not _be predicated solely upon such conditions. 
We believe that the banks of the coun under poe and wise | 
tion, saf ed so as to secure a 80 and solvent currency, are the 
agents and instrumentalities to issue the currency of the country; and we 
further believe that the legislation should beso framed as to permit the issu- 
ance of an amount of currency at all times adequate and sufficient for the 
business needs of the country, and which would be retired when not needed 
for the transaction of legitimate business. 

Next, all the Secretaries of the Treasury and all the Comptrollers 
of the Currency for the past twenty deny oar peered with asingle 
exception or two—men who have been called upon to investigate 
this subject because of their responsibility—have been and are in 
favor of a credit currency. Next, all of the students of this ques- 
tion who have a place in public esteem in this country are in favor 
of acreditcurrency. Lastly, all the countries of the world whose 
policies and relative places among the nations of the earth demand 
our respect are in favor of and use a credit currency, with the 
exception of England and our own country. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that England, too, recognizes 


a credit currency whenever the emergency arises. After the pas- 














sage of the bank act of 1844, which was su to plant the cur- 
rency of Great Britain upon coin or ae cee, in every case 
where a crisis has arisen or has been threa ly impending the 
bank act has been suspended. It was suspend years later, 
in 1847. It was suspended ten years later, in 1857, and nine years 
later, in 1866, and bank notes issued without reference to a ny om 
of gold coin or bullion; and ne for its suspension have 
been frequently made since, with the uniform result of breaking 
the force of the panic and ending the crisis. The ‘‘currency 
rinciple,”’ or a currency based on coin alone, proved a failure in 
th rdam and Hamburg in 1764, and again in Hamburg 
in 1857. The United States Government also recognizes the princi- 
ple of a credit currency on every occasion when it has issued 

clearing-house c ertificates. 
‘ What is a clearing-house certificate? It is a bank note issued 
, by the clearing house and is based upon the assets of the banks 
deposited with the clearing house and therefore a credit note in 
identically the sense in which this bill recommends a credit cur- 
rency. In 1884 the New York banks issued $24,915,000 of them. 
In 1890 they issued $15,205,000 of credit notes, or clearing-house 
certificates. In 1898 the New York banks issued $38,280,000 of 
credit notes, and Boston, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and Pittsburg 
$25,000,000 of credit notes. Therefore I assert that at no time 
whenever a great crisis has arisen has England or the United States 
or any other country found relief except in the expansive princi- 
ple of issuing notes based upon credit or the goods in the country 

and not upon coin. 

I desire here to read a sentence from a recent ow by J. Lau- 
rence Loughlin in support of this proposition, which is as follows: 
5 It is in such circumstances as these, we shall find, that means of payment 
+3 are created, based again on goods such as clearing-house certificates; or, as 
PS in England, by obtaining new reserves of notes on consols by as n- 


i sion of the bank act. In short,a panic demonstrates that credit transactions 
3 are really based on goods; that liquidation never can be forced in money; 


and that the invariable remedy is some method of tiding over the emergency 
by creating means of payment based on goods (not specie) which will be ac- 
ceptable by lenders from borrowers (e. g., 


clearing-house certificates). 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of this com- 
mittee to certain facts that are confronting this Government and 
our people at this very moment. Our population is annually in- 
creasing at the rate of more than a million and a half. There- 
fore, if we shall continue to provide for them an amount of cur- 
rency equal to that which they now have in hand, about $17.50 

r capita, it will call for an annual increase of nearly $30,060,000. 
The annual production of the American people has reached 
already an amount possibly exceeding, certainly equaling, 
$20,000,000,000, which means a production of $250 for every man, 
woman, and child in the United States. 

Of pig iron alone in 1897 we produced only 9,000,000 tons, 
whereas last year we produced 18,000,000 tons, an amount equal to 
the production of all the United Kingdom, Germany, and Belgium 
combined. Our manufactured products to-day are double those 
of the United Kingdom, and are equal those of Germany, France, 
and Russia. Our vast productions and incomparable position in 
the world is strikingly exhibited in the clearings of this country. 
In 1894 our clearings were but $45,000,000,000. Last year, in 
1902, our clearings were $118,000,000,000. The clearings of New 
York City alone were $76,000,000,000, while those of London, the 
clearing house of the world, were only $50,000,000,000. The mar- 
velous and matchless progress and prosperity of these times is 
reflected in another on. still more significant way, and that is the 
deposits in our banks. 

In 1892 the deposits in all our banks were $4,600,000,000, and 
now they pass $9,000,000,000. During the last four years there 
has been an increase of $3,500,000,000, or about $900,000,000 a 
year, which has annually called for nearly $200,000,000 of ad- 
ditional reserves, if as much as 20 per cent on the average be 


I shall add or include in my remarks a table showing the de- 

its of all the banks year by year from 1892 to 1902, for which 

roa make my acknowledgments to the Comptroller’s office, by 
which it was prepared. 


Statement showing deposits from 1892 to 1902. 








8, 759 $1, 753, 339, 680 
8,807 1,556,761, 230 
8,770 1,677, 801, 201 
8,715 1, 736,022, 007 
8.689 1, 688, 413, 508 
3.610 1,770, 480, 563 
3,582 2) 083, 867, 160 
3,583 2" 522) 157) 509 
8, 732 2) 458; 092) 753 
4,165 2) 941, 837, 429 
4, 585 8, 098, 875, 72 


Now, in regard to the per capita circulation, I desire to say a 
word. In 1892 the total amount of money of all kinds in the 
country was $26.88 per capita; in 1902 it was $32.40. There was 
therefore a gain of $5.56. at became of it? Three dollars and 
fifty-four cents have gone into the reserves of the banks. Only 
$2.02 have gone into the hands of the people. In 1900 our per 
capita circulation in the hands of the people was $17.11. In 1902 
it was only $17.59, a gain of only 48 cents during that time, while 
the pe gain was $1.73, the balance having gone into the re- 
serves of the banks. 

Now, gentleman, if our deposits are going to increase in the 
future as they have in the past, and there is every reason to be- 
lieve that they will, where will these reserves come from to prop- 
erly guarantee $900,000,000, nay, probably a billion, of additional 
deposits every year? The United States notes are a fixed quantity 
and stand at $346,000,000. Our silver isa fixed quantity and stands 

» at $667,000,000. 
; Mr. FLEMING. Will the gentleman permit a quéstion? 

Mr. FOWLER. I should prefer not to yield. I would like to 
ask the courtesy of the House to go on and complete my state- 

i ment before I attempt to answer any question, because I believe 
pia that I shall anticipate in the debate most of the questions that 
: would otherwise be asked. Now, let me call the attention of this 
if committee to the question of the balance of trade and gold sup- 
; ly, upon which unfortunately we are inclined to place a false re- 
ce, thinking that if we are large producers of gold and have 

a balance of trade in our favor all will be well. From 1879 to 
1902 we had a balance of trade in our favor of $4,844,000,000. We 
roduced during the same perjod $995,000,000 of gold, making a 
tal balance of trade and gold produced of $5,889,213,228. After 
we have made full allowance for our accumulation of gold, 
$1,250,000,000 on hand, there is owing to us still from the world 
$4,589,213,228. Gentlemen of the committee, is it difficult to 
imagine that the same forces that, so to speak, robbed us of 
$4,589,000,000 of gold during those twenty-two years might also 











ten. | her of all | Total amount of 








Total num 
Individual de- 
Savings deposits aete all deposits. 
5. $1, 198, 825, 545 $1, 712, 769, 026 9, 338 $4, 664, 984, 251 
5, 685 1, 285, 311, 723 1, 785, 150, 957 9, 492 | 4, 627 , 228, 910 
5, 738 1, 225, 452, 821 1, 747, 961, 280 9, 508 4, 651, 215, 302 
6, 108 1, 374, 648, 787 1,810, 597, 023 9,518 4, 921, 267,817 
5, 780 1, 369, 554, 689 1, 907, 156, 277 9, 469 4,945, 124, 424 
5, 847 1, 384, 878, 772 1, 989, 376, 035 9,457 5, 094, 735, 370 
5,908 1, 687, 559, 453 2, 027, 237, 843 9, 485 5, 688, 154, 456 
6,149 2, 067, 082, 553 2,179, 468, 299 9, 732 5, 768, 658, 361 
6, 650 2, 396, 122, 843 2, 384, 770, 849 10, 382 7, 238, 986, 450 
7,241 8, 001, 961, 566 2, 516, 843, 293 11, 406 8, 460, 642, 288 
7,889 8, 855, 742, 728 2, 650, 104, 486 12, 424 9, 104, 722, 986 


have taken away $1,250,000,000 more, or all that we now have? 
Are we sure that we are not now living in a fool’s paradise? 
am COCHRAN. Willthe gentleman allow me to interrupt 

m 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has requested to be al- 
lowed to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. FOWLER. During the past five years the balance of 
trade with the production of gold from our mines would have 
left owing to us more than two billions and a half. Yet last fall 
the bankers of New York waked up to find that there was owing 
by the United States in the markets of England and continental 
Europe more than three hundred millions practically on demand, 
say at thirty, sixty, and ninety days. Oh! gentlemen, unfortu- 
pane Baca the solid and permanent prosperity of our country we 
now have no control over the movement of gold to and from this 
country, and never can have so long as the United States notes 
remain outstanding, because the Treasury is compelled to give 
gold away upon the presentation of these notes, since a charge of 
any kind for the gold would amount to repudiation. Iuse the word 
charge in the peculiar sense of this particular relation, viz, a 
charge for the use of the gold which ought to be expressed in a 
rate of interest overnight. Therefore I assert without any fear 
whatever of successful contradiction that we may or may not 
have an increase of money from our gold production and a favor- 
able balance of trade, or either of them. 

One other resort is left to us, and that is bank notes. In the 
last four years, or three and a half, our bank notes have increased 
$126,000,000. How do they happen to increase that amount? 
About seventy millions came from the funding act of March 14, 
1900. Where did the balance come from? It came from the 
power of the Secretary of the Treasury to compel the issue of 
notes by threatening to withdraw deposits, or to induce an issue 
of notes by a promise of making deposits. 

I want to call your attention to the following most suggestive 
and impressive statement of the Secretary of the Treasury, found 
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in his report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1902, on e 64 
et seq., because it exposes our disgraceful straits and foreshadows 
an overwhelming commercial disaster unless some provision is 
soon made: 

Recent events not only a but enforce the conclusion that our bank- 


ing system is imperfect. During certain months of the year interest rates 
dropped dangerously low—dangerous in the sense that speculation was invited 
thereby. When the time arrived for moving crops, rates advanced alarm- 
ingly high. Meantime the price of Government bonds rendered the mainte- 
nance of national-bank circulation unprofitable, and this class of currency 
was retired with great rapidity. 

The Department exerted every influence within its authority to counteract 
this natural contraction. During the early spring the surplus revenues were 
deposited with national banks upon satisfactory security, but preference was 
given to such institutions as maintained their limit of circulation. Then, 
during the months when rates of interest were low, no deposits were made. 
Later in the season, when it became apparent that some measure of financial 
stringency was certain to arise, the Department nen to various deposi- 
tary banks the wisdom of making preparation for the issuance of additional 
circulation. This suggestion was submitted to 18 of the larger institutions 
located in central reserve cities, to which 15 responded with orders for print- 
ing $12,000,000 circulation, and in the actual issuance of something over $7,000,- 
000. Later, additional deposits were made, but they were made mostly with 
such banks as agreed to increase their circulation by an amount equal to and 
frequently double the deposit. In this way $4,000,000 more circulation was 
secured. Still later an offer was made to accept, as security for deposits 
already made, the substitution of State and certain municipal bonds at 75 per 
cent of their face value, in lieu of Government bonds then on deposit, on con- 
dition that the Government bonds thereby released should be made the basis 
of immediate circulation. In this way about $15,000,000 circulation was in- 
duced. Thus, by means of these several methods, the Department secured, 
in round figures, $26,000,000 increase of circulation from the national banks 
holding Government deposits. 

During the twelve months from November 20, 1901, to November 20, 1 
467 new banks were chartered, with a capital of over $30,000,000 and an initia 
circulation aggregating, in round numbers, $7,500,000, while the capital of ex- 
isting national banks was increased more than $43,000,000. The increase in 
circulation, however, during the twelve months was only about $20,500,000. 
Thus it is manifest that but for the extraordinary inducements offered by 
the Department national-bank circulation would have contracted during the 
year, notwithstanding the organization of new banks and the aggregate in- 
crease in national-bank capital of about $75,000,000. In fact, national-bank 
circulation did decrease very nearly $6,000,000 during the fiscal year ending 
June 30. The efforts of the Department to increase circulation were not re- 
sorted to until after that date. Fully $50,000,000 increase could have been 
secured had the law permitted its rapid retirement when no longer needed. 


Gentlemen, I shall include in my remarks a complete record of 
the increase of all kinds of money in the United States from 1892 
to 1902, and trace it to the various places where it may be found 
from year to year, in order that those who may desire to recur to 
my remarks may have before them the same data from which I 
have drawn my inferences. 


Statement showing certain facts relative to money in the United States from 
1892 to 1902, both inclusive. 


MONEY IN THE COUNTRY. 












Year. | Gold. | Silver. |aeaucu Steg va a Total. 
re $664, 275,335 | $568,578,996 | $346, 681,016 | $172,6838,850 $1,752,219, 197 
i caida 597 , 697,685 615,715,899 | 346,681,016 178, 713, 872 | 1,738,808, 472 
1804 ....... 627,293,201 | 624,249,957 346, 681, 016 206,854, 787 | 1,805,078, 961 
eR ne tcnnicial 636, 256,023 | 624,731,483 846,681,016 | 221,691,085 | 1,819, 259,557 
1846 ....._- 599, 597,964 | 627,695,506 | $46,681,016 | 226,000,547 | 1,799.975,033 
1897 .......| 696,239,016 632,408,553 | 346,681,016 | 230,668,084 | 1,905, 996,619 
1898 ....... 861,514,780 | 637,478,469 | 346,681,016 | 227,900,177 | 2,073,574,442 
1890 .......| 968,498,384 | 638,563,634 | 346,681,016 | 241,250,871 | 2,190,093, 905 
1900 .......[1, O84, 384, 444 648, 994, 7: 346, 681,016 309,640,444 | 2,339, 700,673 
RS ea 1, 124, 639, 062 658, 005, 712 846,681, 016 353, 821,502 | 2,483, 147, 202 
Be Sean fs 192,594,589 | 667,318,962 | 346,681,016 | 356,672,091 | 2,563, 206,658 

MONEY IN CIRCULATION. 
; United National- 

Year Gold. Silver. {states notes. bank notes. 

1892 ___....| $549,662, 448 | $545,063, 323 | $339, 399,904 | $167,221, 517 |$1, 601,347,187 
18903 ._.....| 5OL,177,852 | 590,079,001 | 330,774,426 | 174,669,966 | 1,596, 701,245 
= 662,316,579 | 672, 747,7 825,524,602 | 200,219,743 | 1,660,808, 708 
SD sicccntetatntd 528,019,270 | 547,902,167 | 319,093,985 | 206,953,051 | 1,601,968, 473 


Statement showing certain facts relative to money in the United States from 
1892 to 1902, both inclusive—Continued. 


MONEY IN CIRCULATION—continued. 

















United National- 

Year. Gold. Silver. States notes! bank notes. Total. 
BOOB i oitisnd $497, 108,183 | $588,023, 793 | $256,139,568 | $215,168, 122 $1,508,434, 966 
SE eolh seu 554,875,027 | 562,875,519 | 306,014,622 | 225,544,351 | 1,640, 209,519 
es 693, 762,052 | 610,972,833 | 810,134,022 | 222/990; 988 | 15887) 859' 895 
en 712,393,969 | 625,245,631 | 828,626,842 | 237,805,439 | 1,904,071, 881 
1900 ___....| 811,530,491 | 625,819,850 | 317,676,545 | 900,115,112 | 2° 055, 150,998 
1901 .......| 876,827,124 | 623,224,631 | 830,045,406 | 345,190,116 | 2,175,387, 277 
1902 .......| 938,793,298 | 630,820,015 | 834,201,722 | 345,476,516 | 2,249, 890, 551 

Cash held nks. 
by te Money in | Per cap-| Peer Pe ee- 
Year. |Number| Amoun manda of et | circula- |hands of 
of banks. held. peop. untry-| ‘tion. | people. 

Ee 9,338 | $586,405, 104 i$1, 014, 942, 083 $26. 88 $24. 56 $15.57 
itt ome 9,492 | 515,987,739 | 1,080,713, 506 26.16 24.03 16. 26 
atti sanded 9,508 | 688,996, 937 971,811, 771 26. 65 24. 52 14.35 
inten ddnial 9,818 | 631,111,289 970, 857, 184 26.35 23.20 14.06 
= 9,469 | 531,856,513 974, 578, 453 25. 58 21.41 13. 85 
FETE 9,457 | 628,200,527 | 1,012,008, 992 26.58 22. 87 14.11 
1898........ 9,485 | 687,796,173 | 1,150,063, 722 28.38 25.15 15.74 
adiabatic 9,722 | 723,298,988 | 1, 180,772,898 29. 42 25.58 15.86 
PR iccosbu 10,382 | 749,939,931 | 1,306, 211,067 80. 67 26. 94 17.11 
ARs lpia 11,406 | 807,516,075 | 1,367,871, 202 81. 04 27.98 17.59 
ee 12,424 | 858,108,695 | 1,391, 286, 856 82. 40 28.43 17.59 
es Th i BE  cennccctsucinanimainnrengs deewmentnenemets $596, 355,573 
a a en ie shinee bbadeebnndadeeee 84, 910, 469 
United States notes have remained the same-............--....---. 846, 681,000 
pe a a ee 126, 004, 057 
EEE SS EE RT, eT Rima: 658, 270, 088 
Dotal SnSPaNSS GNSS TE, GHG once sccucctccccesececccovccconcscoces 811, 047, 361 


What I have said upon this subject of United States notes, 
silver money, the gold supply, and the issuance of bank notes 
under present conditions has been to demonstrate this incontro- 
vertible truth that we have no natural relationship established 
between our monetary and currency supply and the demands of 
the people. Nor will we ever arrive at an automatic relation 
between deposits and reserves in gold until the burden of supply- 
ing the gold shall have been thrown upon the banks, where it 
belongs. Nor shall we ever establish a perfect relationship 
between the demands of trade and the tools to carry it on until 
we have a true credit-note system founded upon the commerce 
and trade of the country. 

In this connection I desire to say that the per capita circulation 
of any country can not be a fixed quantity, and no man can de- 
termine how much any particular country requires. Why? Be- 
cause of the very force of factors involved in making-and estab- 
lishing the demand forit. Wagesmay below or they may be high, 
The people may be extravagant and spend all of their incomes. 
They may have a system of banking, or they may not. They 
may have a system of savings bank and building and loan asso- 
ciations, or they may not. All these factors enter into a per cap- 
ita circulation. I assert that no man can say what any given 
country at any given time should have, so far as the per capita 
circulation goes. In proof of that assertion I shall include in my 
remarks at this point a table showing the amount of money per 
capita of all those nations of which I have knowledge, which 
ranges all the way from $1.84 in India to $37.16 in France and 
$48.40 per capita in the Straits Settlements. 

I further include in my remarks a statement showing how much 
money there has been in this country from year to year from the 
foundation of the Government down to the present time. In 1800 
we had $4.99 per capita, and at various times we have had every 
denomination from that up to $32 per capita. 


Monetary systems and approximate stocks of money, in the aggregate and per capita, in the principal countries of the world on January 1, 1901. 














Ratio be-/Ratio Stock of silver. 
M one- ween tween 
nn) Sa Stock of 
Countries. tary | Monetary | andfull| and tion. « 
— unit. - | limited- gold. Limited Pa- brotal. 


tender | tender 
silver. silver. 





United States....| Gold .. TT, 100, 000 $1,110,800,000 $96, 900, $28. 48 

Austria-Hungary)|....do _. 47,000,000) = 229, 400, 001 * 78, 800, 7.90 

Belgium ———--—- adie o.. 6,700, Soe b4, 400, 21.97 
™ 

Australasia ....|.... do .. 5, 300,000) #128, 600, *6, 100, 25. 41 

Canada ........!.... do .. 5, 500,000, *» 20, 000, 000 5, 000, 11.90 

Cape Colony...|.... do .. 2,300, » 87, 500, 000 ,000, 16.78 

t Britain..|__.. Sota 41, 400,000, *511, 000,000 116, 800, 18.00 

a eae “ 297,000, 143, 400,000, * 469, 700, 000)............ 1.84 

South African |_...do .. 1,100, > 29, 200, 1,200, 27.68 

Reruns ¢ 8, 700, #1, 200, 2,500, 2.24 

ee do .. 1, 600, 2,000, » 1,500, 2.18 
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Monetary systems and approximate stocks of money, in the aggregate and per capita, in the principal countries of the world on January 1, 1901—Cont inued, 


Countries. 





Denmark.....-....| 
Egyrt .......----- = 
Finland Jehan biewtins ds 
WRENS: ivctiddcldiclace 
Germany ..-..--..-. iain 
eee i 
Es canceden date Rea 
BREED winsvsecdaseus Cage 
MI ncn nglipeline aimaral 
Netherlands 
Norway .......... 
Portugal........-. 
Roumania -.....- 
DONED .« ccnddedecs . 
DOU EN in apden node |--=- 
South American 


States. 


ER Tees 
op EE BE 


Switzerland 


ye ee 
Central Ameri- 


can States. 





, oapddlbetidatsdahs COL 
ee ee 1 to 15. 68 
Markkaa...|.......... 1 to15. 50 
. ; 1 tol4.? 
1 to13. % 
1 to 14. 38) 
1 tol4, 38) 
1 to 14.38} 82, 400, 000, » «98; 000, 000) 
1 to28.75| 46,500,000, =41. 700,000) 
1 to 15.13 5, 100, 000) 032. 900, 000 
1014.83} 2,200,000! #9, 800, 0001___. 
---| 1t0 14.09, 5,300,000, ** 6,300,000) 
1 to 14. 38} 5, 900, 000) b 7, 700, 000) 
D cddtincastiedl 1 to 23. 24| 











| Ratio be-/Ratio be- 
tween 


caer 










Population. 
2, 400, 000) “$lt, 
9, 800, 000) ¥30, 000, 000) _ 
2,600,000) 4. 100,000) 


2, 400, 000; 


akin lia aaae aatine ied 6, 300,000) * 20,000, 000 
brs bates oeeee Seats lS” 


Stock of 
go 
700, 000! 


* 400, 00 
1,000,000, ®1,300;000) 


700, 000 


|Full tender. 


88,500,000) *810; 600; 000.$*361 , 900, 000) =59, 300; 000 
56,300,000) >721, 100,000)" = 80, 800; 000/127; 600; 000 
) » 1,000, 000 


>500, 000 
1,000, 000 


® 48, 500, 000 


128, 300, 000, * 724; 800; 000) 
+ | 1tol4.38) 2 2) 500, 000; =* 1,300,000) 
| 1 to 14. 38; sheen ® 72. ; 000, 000; 


ioe 17,700,000) * 79, 100,000 
1 to 14.88} 5, 100,000, * 15, 

1 to 14.38} 3,300,000) 4 24.000, 000 
| 1 to 15.09} 24,500,000) » 50,000,000 
icnanienalhaiathanatiahastine 8,500,000} * 2,200, 000, 


Stock of silver. 








» 30, 000, 000) > 10, 000, 000 


Limited 
tender. 


®$5, 900.000 
#6, 400, 000) 
© 400, OOK 


61,500, 00 


®29, 100, 006 
®3,'700, 000) 
.| * 2,500,000) 
2¢42, 600, 000 
5900, 000! 
8102, 500, 000) 
* 1,700, 000} 
* 4,000,000) * 16, 200, 000 


165, 300, 000) 


® 28, 900, O00 
® 20, 500, QUU} i.2 


Uncovered 
| paper. 


“5§6, 400, 000, $6. 
, ( ©9, 500,000! 1 
* 421, 200,000) #199, 200, 000) 21. 0 
> 208, =. 000 | $177, 400, 000) 12. 
#28, 800,000) 
; : a3. 500,000! 1.é 
® 16,000,000) *27, 900, 000) * £43, 900, 000) *¢174, 900,000) 3.02 
80,400,000) = 90 
| Sena 6.45 
®7, 800,000) 4. 4 
* 73,600,000} 1.19 
| Sa fo0; 000 1 
94,000,000) =. 
*20, 200, 000) *1,180,700,000 1.83 








»5,800 000] 300,000 = 36, 100, 000) 
| 
$57,900, 000)............- | > 750,000, 000}........-.-- 50,000, 000]............. cae 
30, 600,000| © 8.600, 000; « 106,000, 000) .--- 7777277 « 106, 000, 000\” * 54, 000, 000 
® 198, 000, 000)_......._ } e232, 100; 000 
ihesntl eee > 240, 000, 000) > 2,000, 000) v3 242" 000. 000! tS a ee 
2,900,200, 000) 931, 900, 008 8,841,100,000, 3,088,400, 000 . 


mca 1, 822,500,000} 4,906,700,000, 


ail Information furnished through ‘Unitea 1 States representatives. 


Settlements. 


Statement of the specie and bank-note circulation of the United States in the years specified ra 1800 to 1859, with amount of circulation ar engin 











40, Cramer Frey. 
& Official, 1898. 
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e = ept Bolivia and Colombia. 
ulletin de Statistique, Paris, January, 1901. 


Wamber of Estimated 
banksand| bank notes 
branches. | outstanding. | United States. 


$10, 500, 000 
28 , 000, 000 
44, 800, 000 
61, 000,000 
77,000, 000 
91, 500, 000 
91, 500, 000 
94, 839, 570 

108, 692, 495 

140, 301, 088 

149, 185, 890 

116, 138, 910 

135, 170, 995 

106, 968, 572 

107, 290, 214 
83,7 4,011 
58, 563, 608 
75, 167,646 
89, 608, 711 

105, 552, 427 

105, 519, 766 

128, 506, 091 

114, 743, 415 

131, 366, 526 

155, 165, 251 

171, 67% 3, 000 

188, 181, 000 

204, 689, 207 





193" 306" 818 





Estimated 
specie in 


7,500,000 
30, 000, 000 
24, 300, 000 
82, 100, 000 
82, 100; 000 
30, 400, 000 
30, 650, 000 
41,000; 000 
51, 000, 000 
65, 000,000 
73, 000, 000 
87.500, 000 
87,000, 000 
83,000, 000 


90, 000, 000 
100, 000, 000 
96, 000, 000 


97, 000, 000 
120; 000; 000 
112; 000; 000 
120, 000, 000 
154, 000, 000 
186,000, 000 


250, 000, 000 
250, 000, 000 
260, 000, 000 
260, 000, 000 
250, 000, 000 


> Estimate, Bureau ‘of Mint. 


Total money 
in United 


States. 


$28, 000, 000 
58, 000, 000 
69, 100, 000 
93, 100; 000 

109; 100; 000 

121; 900; 000 

122; 150,000 

135, 839; 570 

154, 692, 495 

205; 301, 088 

222’ 185, 890 

203, 638, 910 

222° 170, 995 

189, 968, 572 

187, 290, 214 

163, 734, O11 

148, 563, 608 

175, 167, 646 


474. "78, 822 
415, 208) 344 
443, 306, 818 


*Specie in oasis estimated. 


‘Coin bullion, 








| Paper money in and paper 

United States, | Total money. seonen in 

Treasury. 
$207, 102, 477 $442, 102, 477 , 695, 225 
202, 005, 7 , 005, 767 $F 600 O00 
883, 452, 079 858, 452, 079 23, 754, 885 
649, 867, 283 674, 867, 283 79, 473, 245 
680, 588, 067 705, 588, 067 35, 946, 589 
745, 129, 755 770, 129, 755 55, 426, 760 
729, 827, 254 754, B27 , 254 80, 839, 010 
708, 200, 612 728, 200, 612 66, 208, 543 
691, 553, 578 716,553, 578 36, 449, 917 
690, 351, 180 715, 351, a 50, 898, 289 
697, 868, 461 722, 868, 46 47, 655, 667 
716, 812, 174 741,812, 174 25, 923, 169 
737, 721,565 24, 412,016 
749, 445,610 774, 445, 610 22, 563, 801 
781, 024, 781 806, 024, 781 29,941, 750 
778, 278, 509 798, 273, 509 44,171, 562 
738, 264, 550 790, 683, 284 68, 073, 896 
697, 216, 341 763, 053, 847 40, 738, 964 
689, 205, 669 791, 258, 576 62, 120, 942 
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8. 04 13 
15, 2 
80 
68 1. 60 
51; 28. 
9.81; 9.34 
1.38) 5.67 
3. 24 6.21) 
hos ods 
1.74) 7.45 
B. 03 |......! 
8.46; 1.76) 
90. 63) ...... 
48.40)... 
2.90; 2 








Statement of the coin and paper circulation of the United States from 1860 to 1896, inclusive, with amount of circulation per capita. 


Per capita. 











¢ L'Economiste European, January ‘18, 
f Includes Aden, Perim, Ceylon, Hongkong, Lebanan, and Straits 
i Report of head commission2r of paper currency. 


Money in | Per 
circulation. | Population. | capita. 
$26, 500, 000 5, ans, 483 | 4.99 
55, 000, 000 7,239, 881 | 7.60 
67,100,000 | 9,633,822} 6.96 
87,344, 295 | 12° 866, 020 6. 69 
93, 085, 460 18, 221, 000 7.04 
117,397,086 | 13,590,000 8.64 
120,138,222 | 13,974,000 8.60 
124, 136, 665 14, 373, 000 8. 64 
145, 799,637 | 14,786,000 9.86 
200, 301, 088 | 15, 213, 000 13.17 
217, 185, 890 15, 655, 000 13. 87 
198,638,910 | 16,112,000 12.38 
219, 704, 033 16, 584, 000 13. 26 
186,305,488 | 17,069,453] 10.91 
186, 302, 869 17,591,000 10.59 
163, 508, 52 527 18, 132, 000 9.02 
147,114, 138 18, 694, 000 7.87 
167, 310, 266 19, 276, 000 8.68 
177,950,405 | 19,878,000 8.95 
193, 425, 988 20, 500, 000 9.43 
223, $18,515 21, 148, 000 10,59 
232,404,788 | 21,805,000} 10.66 
282,558, 451 22, 489, 000 10. 34 
278,761,982 | 23,191,876 | 12.02 
830, 253, 605 23, 995, 000 13.76 
361,040,864 | 24,802,000 14. 68 
402,238,107 | 25,615,000 15. 80 
425,551, 240 26, 433.000 | 16.10 
418,020,247 | 27,256,000! 15.34 
425, 846, 625 28, 083, 000 15. 16 
457,068,708 | 28,916,000 15.81 
408, 810, 028 29, 753, 000 13.78 
438, 967, 542 30, 596, 000 14.35 

nf Money in | aroule- 

Population. | States per | a 

capita. capita. 

' 

81, 433, 821 $14.06 $13. 85 
82,064,000 | 14.09 13.98 
82,704, 000 10. 96 10. 23 
38, 365, 000 20.23 17.84 
84,046,000 | 20.72 1. 679 
34, 748, 000 22.16 20. 57 
35, 469, 000 21. 27 18.99 
86, 211,000 20.11 18. 28 
36, 973, 000 19. 38 18.39 
87, 756, 000 | 18. 9% 17.60 
BS) 558 371 18.73 17.50 
89, 555, 000 18. 75 18.19 
40, 596, 000 18. 70 18.19 
41, 677,000 18. 58 18. 04 
42° 796,000 18. 83 18.13 
43, 951, 000 18.16 17.16 
45, 187,000 7.52 16.12 
46, 853, 000 16. 46 15.58 
47, 598, 000 16. 62 15. 32 
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Statement of the coin and paper circulation of the United States from 1860 to 1896, inclusive with amount of circulation per capita—Continued. 





Coin, bullion, Circula- 


Soin in United | | Money in 





, States, includ- | Paper money in and aper 5 . : United 
Year ing bullion in | United States. | Total money. - seer = Circulation. | Population. | grates per| tion per 
Treasury. Treasury. capita ss. 

ee ae aeteeasee $357, 268,178 $694, 253, 363 $1, 051, 521,541 $232, 889, 748 $818, 631, 793 48, 866, 000 $21.52 $16.7 

i oe eel 494, 368, 884 711, 565, 313 1, 205, 929, 197 232, 546, 969 978, 382, 228 50, 155, 783 24.04 19. 41 
EN eae Sa 647 , 868, 682 758, 673,141 1, 406, 541, 823 292, 308, 704 1, 114, 238, 119 51,316,000 27.41 21.71 
TN ee 3: S a Ss 708, 974, 839 776, 556, 880 1, 480, 581, 719 806,241, 300 1, 174, 200, 419 , 495, 000 28. 20 22. 37 
SI i oi i gs Gaiden inline 769, 740,048 873, 749, 768 1, 643, 489, 816 413, 184, 120 1, 230, 305, 696 58, 698, 000 30. 60 22.91 
S12, nieedvesiinniransdes gansta aimee 801, 068, 989 904, 385, 250 1, 705, 454, 189 461, 528, 220 1, 248, 925, 969 54,911, 000 31.06 22.65 
STII; esis isis hth eka a ee 872, 175, 823 945, 482,513 1, 817, 658, 336 525, 089, 721 1, 292, 568, 615 56, 148, 000 82. 37 23. 02 
| RRS EE 908, 027, 304 905, 532, 390 1, 808, 559, 694 555, 859, 169 1, 252, 700, 525 57,404, 000 31.50 21. 82 
SUID «sank; ornapsaceipialideedideandiiaineastateiet bites ttl 1,007,513, 901 892, 928, 771 1, 900, 442, 672 582, 903, 529 1, 317,539,143 58, 680, 000 82.39 22. 45 
STII. « ararmesterapseiibiapions adage aimeaieddaaaiadadle 1, 092, 301, 690 970, 564, 259 2, 062, 955, 949 690, 785, 079 1, 372, 170, 870 59, 974,000 34. 39 22. 88 
1889. EKA Siukatieieta 1, 100, 612, 434 974, 738, 277 2,075, 350, 711 694, 989, 062 1, 380,361, 649 61, 289, 000 83. 86 22.52 
1890. cei 4 aie 1, 152, 471, 688 991, 754, 521 2, 144, 226, 159 714, 974, 889 1, 429, 251, 270 62, 622, 250 84. 24 22. 82 
eS ee a eae 1, 168, 155, 054 1, 082, 039, 021 2, 195, 224,075 697 , 783, 368 1,497, 440, 707 638,975, 000 34.31 23.41 
ll: nnintipnpednaastinnGcenmecultcadae 1, 232, 854, 331 1, 139, 745,170 2, 372, 599, 501 771, 252,314 1,601, 347, 187 65, 520, 000 36. 21 24.44 
SIGs ili ociska capeiaetalaehdihelbetsten ela bastaatinlael 1, 213, 413, 584 1, 109, 988, 808 2, 823, 402, 392 726, 701, 147 1,596, 701, 245 66, 946, 000 34.70 23. 85 
SIs & Saktnishbislniscaptinbceltcie tema ticetlee 1, 251, 543, 158 1, 168, 891, 623 2, 420, 434, 781 759, , 073 1, 660, 808, 708 68, 397, 000 35. 39 24.28 
Sluis divipediaeedcmditeaaiimpiikeakhachtlichiaadies 1, 260, 987, 506 1, 137,619, 914 2, 898, 607, 420 796, 638, 947 1, 601, 968, 473 69, 878, 000 34. 33 22.93 
(SA ar: 1, 225, 618, 792 1, 120, 012, 536 2, 345, 631, 328 839, 000, 302 1, 506, 631, 026 71, 390, 000 32. 86 21.10 


Norte 1.—Spec 
not in circulation except on the Pacific coast, where, it 1s estimated 
only coin included in the above statement from 1862 to 1875, inclusive. 


ie payments were suspended from January 1, 1862, to January 1, 1879. 
, the specie circulation was generally a 


During the greater no of Chet ported gold and silver coins were 
ut $25,000,000. This estimated amount is the 


Nore 2.—In 1876 subsidiary silver again came into use, and is included in this statement, beginning with that year. 


Nore 3.—The coinage of standard silver dollars be 


n in 1878, under the act of February 


28, 1878. 


Nore 4.—Specie payments were resumed January I, 1879, and all gold and silver coins, as well as gold and silver bullion in the Treasury, are included in 


this statement from and after that date. 


Nore 5.—This table represents the circulation of the United States as shown by the revised statements of the Treasury Department for June 30 of each 


of the years specified. 


Having gone somewhat afield to show that there was an actual | again, as will be clearly seen by the tabulated statement for the 
need of a larger supply of both reserves and currency, and having | thirteen years of 1890-1902, inclusive, which I shall submit pres- 
attempted to point out that both should come from the operation | ently to the committee. 


of natural laws, I desire to recur to the subject-matter involved 
in the measure now before the committee—a true credit currency. 

In the very outset I asserted that the majority of your Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency only advocated a currency 
which was adequately protected by proper reserves and was cur- 
rently and frequently redeemed in the standard money of the 
country or its equivalent. Ricardo has expressed the same pre- 
requisites in terms and words which I would if I could burn into 
every American mind and paste into the hat of every member of 
this House, where he could not forget it so long as this question 
remains one of discussion before this body or the people of the 
country. 

Ricardo says: 

e& Cc 

of balnen and over ty Gn quently Gt tur paper mn awed, the 


quantity can never be too great or too little while it preserves the same 
value as the standard. 


Let every member of this committtee bear in mind that as I 

roceed to discuss the subject of our annual fall currency panics 
ps keeping steadily in view this fundamental law of any sound 
currency system which Ricardo has so well expressed. That we 
have a currency panic every fall no one will deny. Is it neces- 
sary? Is there a certain and safe remedy? Let us see. I have 
said to you already that the United States notes were fixed at 
$346,000,000; that our silver was fixed at $677,000,000. The na- 
tional-bank notes to-day stand at $356,000,000, which, according 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, but for the extraordinary use of 
the power in his hands in depositing or withdrawing $150,000,000 
Government money, the banks would be retiring as fast as the 
law would permit. 

Now, let us consider fora moment the only resource left for 
any considerable increase in our currency—that of gold. Will 
anyone assert that we may reasonably hope to draw from the 
markets of the world in a comparatively short time any gold to 
speak of? Their requirements are well known and their demands 
are steady. From July to January every year we are handling 
in this country somewhere between three and four billions of dol- 
lars’ worth of products that are superim don the average 
business of the country. Now, will anybody say that if you add 
four billions to sixteen billions of dollars of products or increase 
the business 25 per cent it would not require additional machin- 
ery? When the springtime comes and the land is to be plowed 
the farmer uses his plows, and when the harvest comes the rea 
ers are taken out and the harvest is gathered, and when the grain 
is stacked the thrashers are called and the grain is thrashed. 
Each time they put away the particular tools with which the 
work was done. Is it not reasonable to su that there ought 
to be additional tools with which to handle this great mass of 
business that is added to the ave business of the year? 

We have a system, gentlemen, in this country that does not 
respond to this enormous demand for currency because of the 
increased business. I will now show you how absolutely rigid 


and ve our bank-note system is by a di ; 
You will oe. here a diagram which, if cxieehad Ganeahoot the 
life of our national-bank system, would be repeated over and over 





The data orem in the heavy line are the statements of outstanding circula- 
tion ordinarily - They include, however, notes still held in the vaults 
and tills of the bank; and to the extent that this amount varies at 
different seasons of the year this puts the circulation on a different basis 
from the others described, and thus vitiates comparison. Fortunately we 
have the required data given on the same basis as in the other systems for 
the five dates in each year for which reports are made to the Comptroller of 
the Currency. This information is platted on the diagram in the broken 
line, and is such as to indicate that even if we had similar figures for weekly 
or monthly periods, the elasticity shown would not be materially greater. 


The lines might not be the same, but if-there should be any 
vibrations in the line, which at most would be insignificant, and 
you should look up the bond market of that time, you would find 
the cause of the vibration in the prospective price of the bonds. 

I was talking the other day to Mr. Rogers, the gentleman in 
charge of the redemption bureau of the Comptroller’s office, and 


















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


markets, the currency of the Canadian banks goes out, and then 
falls automatically as soon as the crops are removed. 

Now, I will give you the figures for a succession of years. In 
January, 1897, the circulation was $30,000,000; in October, 1897, 
it was $41,000,000; in January, 1898, it was $35,000,000; in Octo- 
ber it was $42,000,000; in January, 1899, it was $36,000,000; in 
October, $49,000,000; in January, 1900, it was $41,000,000; in Oc- 
tober, $53,000,000; in January, 1901, it was $45,000,000; in October, 
$57,000,000; in January, 1902, it was $48,000,000. I have not the 
figures for October, 1902. but by August it was $55,000,000. The 
figures I have given show that as the years have gone by, as the 
population has increased and the business has grown, there has 
been a perfect recurrence of increase and decrease of the currency 
in Canada, the only perceptible difference being due to the in- 
creased population and increased business. 

For the period since 1896 the following table gives the data as 
to the outstanding circulation at the end of each month. From 
this it will be noted that the same movement of circulation dur- 
ing the year still takes place, though recently on a higher general 
level than before 1898: 


Circulation, Canadian banks, monthly from January'i, 1897. 


he asserted that he had been in that position practically from the 
start and that he was convinced there had m no changes in 
the amount of our currency, except such as resulted from specu- 
lation in bonds. The changes had borne no relation to the busi- 
ness of the country whatever. ; 

Within the last year we have felt the force of a new element in 
our haphazard system, if, indeed, it be a system at all—the power 
of the Treasury Department to deposit in or withdraw money 
from the banks. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. FOWLER. Please excuse me. I prefer to proceed unin- 
terrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
FowLer] requested that he be allowed to proceed without inter- 
ruption. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I should like to ask the gentleman for an 
explanation on this particular point. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey declines 
to yield. 

Mr. FOWLER. Now, gentlemen, in bold contrast to the 
straight line which you see representing the currency system of 
the greatest and most powerful and richest nation of the world 
I will show you a diagram having reference to the little country 
north of us, which has 5,000,000 people, or a little more, and will 




























1897. 1898. 1399, 1900. | 1901. | 1902. 
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point out, not only on the diagram, but by reference to the figures January ....- $20, 208, 157 $35, 011, 7221$36, 916, 5791841, 820, 083 $45, 025, 306 $48, 586, 529 
of the reports of the le how invariably for years this action | February _.._| 30,409,197) 35,823,923) 37,525,337) 41, 699.231 45,905,942" 49° 450,994 
ency takes place. March ....... $1,082,521) 35,930,085] 38° 409° 227| 43'814°918| 47.611 967] 52" 44" 982 

of the currency P April......... 30,814,923 35. 843.651| 87.369.887| 43.908" 432 471006’ 701) 50. 601 588 
May ..........| 31,820;445, 36,261’ 760| 37,012" 914) 42° 856.762 48) 148°224) 50,754,716 

in ......... | 32° 368) 174 36539, 103) 30°007,708! 45.577 387 49°119'479. 53.953 043 

July.........-| 82,709,475, 36,553,546) 40,270, 100, 46,007,906. 48, 947,978) 52/070, 065 

August ...... | 84,454,886. 37,209; 496) 41,445,909 47) 421277, 51,352" 309) 55,085,701 

September ...| 38,616,211) 40,071,143) 46, 682,028) 50,387,070 56,027,407)..." 








October ...... 41,580,928) 42,543,446) 49,588, 256) 53,198,777 57, 954, 779 
November ...| 40,143,878) 42,350, 948) 47, 839, 506) 51,947,269 57,741,566)........... 
December .. - 37, 995, 123, 40, 258, 381) 45, 999, 753) 50,758,246. 54, 372, 788)..........- 









Now, there are in Canada 34 banks, and they have 747 branches 
extending over that country, which has about two people to the 
square mile, though I do not know that that statement is fair, for 
it takes in a very great section of country that is uninhabitable. 
This expansion amounts to $2.30 or $2.40 per capita every fall, and 
the increase disappears just as regularly as the disappearance of 
the crops from the market. 

Now, I have called attention to the fact that in Canada there is 
but one season when this expansion of the currency is demanded 
by the business conditions. Here is a diagram which shows the 
amount of currency in Scotland at various seasons of the year. 
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Canadian banks. 
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[88 banks. ] 
Circula- | Per Circula- | Per 
1894. tion. cent. 1895. tion. cent 





November 80 ....... 33,076,868 | 116.5 || November 30 ...... 34, 362,746 | 119.5 
December 81........ 82, 875, 620 | 114 December 81. -..... 82,565,179 | 114.7 
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In Canada, where the people are practically all an agricultural 
class, every fall, when the grain is being harvested and going to the 
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In that country there are twosettlement periodsin the year—May 
and November. As regularly as May and November come out 
zo the bank notes of Scotland to perform the work that is calling 
for them, and when the work is performed the notes again retire. 
This has gone on for two hundred years. For one hundred and 
forty years prior to the time when they had a single deposit in the 
banks ‘of Scotland, there was simply an exchange of the notes of 
the banks with the farmers. 

I will now refer to some figures to verify that statement. In 
February, when it stood at 100 per cent, there were $6,000,000 of 
these notes out; in June, $7,000,000. The increase had gone up 
from 100 per cent to 116 per cent. In December, again, or between 
November and December, it had gone up to 119 per cent, or 
$7,289,000. And so on through the recurring years you will find 
this same regularity in the movement of the currency of Scotland. 

I have called the attention of the committee to the fact that in 
Scotland there are two periods in the year when there is a demand 
for currency. I will now call your attention to the German sys- 
tem, in which there are four regular periods when the currency 
goes outand returns. In Germany there are quarterly settlement 
days; and with perfect regularity the notes of the Imperial Bank 
go out and do the work that they are sent out to perform, which 
they accomplish precisely as checks do; and then return to the 
bank to await another summons from the demand of trade. 
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Now, I want to call your attention to a matter to which I am 
sure others may allude before this discussion is concluded, and 
that is the 5 per cent tax imposed by the German Government 
upon its note issue at a certain point. I want to say here that 
the statements of the bank when thoroughly understood will show 
that the 5 per cent tax has had no influence whatever upon the 
amount of the issue of these notes. The circulation went out to 
meet the demands of business and it went no higher after the tax 
was lifted by an amendment to the charter which took effect in 
1901, so that while in 1899 the tax paid to the German Govern- 
ment on circulation reached the sum of $692,000, the highest 
amount of the issue that year was $336,453 ,220, and in the follow- 
ing year the tax paid amounted to $612,000, the maximum issue 
was $343,075,057, while in the year 1901, after the limit had been 
raised and the tax returned only $85,000, the highest issue was 
only $356,662,597 and the lowest $254,232,530. In further proof of 
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this assertion I want to say for the information of the committee | 
that during the year 1901 ‘the Imperial Bank of Germany was | 


loaning its money at 4 and 4} per cent for months while it was 
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paying the 5 per cent tax upon its circulation, a circumstance that 
was undoubtedly due to the fact that the bank was under the 
supervision of the Government. Therefore it is clear that the 5 
per cent tax bore no relation whatever to the amount that went 
out norchanged or affected the time of its coming in. In a period 
of five years the lowest note issue was in 1898 and reached 
$240,000,000, and the highest was in 1902, when it was $363,000,000. 

Going back to the year 1898 the amount of notes out on the 23d 
day of February was $240,882,504. But before the year was over, 
when they reached the maximum amount, they had gone to 
$330,000,000, or an expansion of nearly $100,000,000 in banks notes. 
Now, I will give you the figures for those four recurring periods 
of expansion and contraction. In February, 1898, the smallest 
amount out was $240,000,000. In March it went up to $311,009,000, 
In May it was $262,000,000, but in June it was up again to $308,- 
000,000. In August it was $258,000,000 and in September it was 
$825.000,000. In November it was $276,000,000 and in December 
$330,000,000. I shall print as a part of may remarks the state- 
ments of this bank for five years, beginning with 1898, in which 
you will observe but one single variation of this phenomenon, and 
that is the increased business of Germany reflected by the in- 
creased amount of notes each year as they have gone on, but the 
phenomena of the exit and return of these notes four times every 
year always recurring. 

The following information with regard to the Imperial Bank of 
Germany is of paramount importance to the best possible under- 
standing of a true credit currency adapted to the modern methods 
of production and the extraordinary demand that is liable to be 
made at any time for this particular tool of commerce and trade. 

I recognize the fact that so much detail is necessarily tedious, 
but the importance of the information more than justifies the 
severe test of patience its submission imposes, and therefore I am 
sure that I shall have your gracious indulgence while I proceed. 
THE IMPERIAL BANK OF GERMANY HAS: CAPITAL, $37,500,000; SURPLUS, 
$10,000,000. 


The limit of authorized circulation was fixed by the law of March 14, 1875, at 
250,000,000 marks ($60,000,000), but the same law rms that whenany exist- 
ing bank of circulation should surrender its right, either by liquidation or by 
refusal to accept the conditions imposed by the new law, theamount of circu- 
lation might be assumed by the Imperial Bank. Seventeen banks surren- 
dered their right to issue notes soon after the adoption of the new system, 
and their action added 26,085,000 marks to the authorized circulation of the 
Imperial Bank. This has since been increased to 42,117,000 marks authorized 
circulation Rarer “Raffalovich, Marche Financier en 1893-4,” 
page -" in History of Modern Banks of Issue (fourth impression, 1902), by 
Conant). 

The novel features of the German system of circulation is the authority 
given to the Imperial Bank to exceed the statutory limit of note issue with- 
out metallic security upon the payment of a tax at the rate of 5 per cent per 
year upon the excess of circulation. 

The limit of authorized circulation was fixed by the law of June 7, 1899, at 
450,000,000 marks ($107,100,000). 


REPORT OF THE IMPERIAL BANK OF GERMANY FOR THE YEAR 1898, 
{From the Bankers’ Magazine, London, August, 1899, p. 205.) 

The Imperial Bank exceeded the amount of uncovered bank notes per- 
mitted by section 9 of the bank law 16 times: 


January 7, 1898... -+-- $14,736,940 | October 23,1898 -... 
March 31, 1898. 17,149,118 | October 81.1898 __.. 
April 7, 1898 ... 5,085,264 | November 7, 1898 -. 
June 30, 1808.....-- 81,516,286 | November 15, 1898 . .- 


$24, 666, 147 

87, 784, 615 
81; 722,143 
18,117, 955 













July 7, 1896 ........ 15,912,136 | November 23, 1898 -.. 1, 475, 221 
September 30, 1898 67,278,613 | November 30, 1898 -_. 8,919, 044 
October 7, 1898 ...... 68,846,073 | December 23, 1898 . _ _. -- 17,441,467 
October 15, 1808 _........... 40,644,370 | December 31, 1898_......... 68,850,094 


‘ Bn duty on this excess, $468,985 (1897, $186,854), is included among the lia- 
vilities, 

The note circulation of the Imperial Bank of Germany at the end of each 
month in 1898: 





ast |< s5>-Ss685 $205, 490, 414 | July 91 .................... $266, 845, 794 
PORATED BO aecens cobeccss 248,642,060 | August 31................. 258, 805, 458 
NNR Bild sla 6 aaceustninwndin 811, 748,390 | September 30............. 325,955, 980 
POET celicheiis eremintberencin 282, 822,851 | October G1 ..............«. 294, 743, 071 
heihiisiimtrniititiast leita 262,266,596 | November 30............. 276,934,556 

il idin dhleiasieteliaiaiiands 808, 026,723 | December 31.............. 380,287,369 

The circulation of notes was— 

At the highest amount, 8lst December .................-.....-. «see $330, 287, 403 
At the lowest amount, 23d February ..........-........--.------..- 240, 882, 504 
DWE eis cn denpsnce decsthinbddilinattiecnipeacseesepesenedss 273,641,835 


REPORT OF THE IMPERIAL BANK OF GERMANY FOR THE YEAR 1899. 
{From the Bankers’ Magazine, London, August, 1900, p. 215.] 


The Imperial Bank exceeded the amount of uncovered bank notes per- 
mitted by section 9 of bank law 20 times. 


January 7,1899 ............ $35, 792,193 | October 23,1899 ............ $30,442, 741 
January 15, 1899 ........-.. 8, 298, 280 | October 31, 1899 _........... 45,668, 078 
March 31, 1890.....2. 2-22... 26,742,809 | November 7, 1899 .......... 35, 590, 432 
DBE T, Meta eccescccccccese 12,803, 898 | November 15, 1809 -........ 24, 620, 889 
June 90, 1899 ............... 33, 750, 287 | November 23,1899 ......... 12,748,644 
RE a 28,174,273 | November 30,1899 ......... 21,707,709 
September 23, 1899......... 128,909 | December 7, 1899. .......... 17,079, 
September 30,1899......... 90, 330,284 | December 15,1899 -.......-. 12, 256, 782 
October 7, 1809 ............. 69,010,540 | December 23,1899 ......... 88,110,776 
| October 15, 1889 ......-..... 49,700,499 | December 30, 1899 ......... 82, 150, 408 


cane duty on this excess, $692,819 (1898, $468,985), is included among the lia- 
' bilities. 
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The note circulation of the Imperial Bank of Germany at the end of each 
month in 1899: 





JOG Dh icine c cn coceten $270, 626,223 | July 81 .................... $272,029, 47 
ee > eS 255, 411,838 | August 31................. 265, 267, 883 
BEE Ulli cachundsscns cdcces 307, 816,096 | September 30 ............. 836, 453, 220 
EE i nicnnnajewarpinetie 281,829,600 | October 31 --------------- 207,137, 058 
i GW ali 6G Ae 268,585,006 | November 30 ............-. 279, 225, 978 
FOG Ti oie ttinctiwinttio 816,380,966 | December 31.......-...... 830, 516, 329 
The circulation of notes was— 
At the highest amount on September 30......................-.-.-- $338, 453, 220 
At the lowest amount on February 23......................----.---- 246,504, 771 
DI o incintin eathat satin wane eg ced yin aatess wen cecccencccce 277, 816, 805 


The Bank of Germany publishes 4 returns a month, i. e., 48 during the year. 
In 200f these returns, including the whole period from the latter half of 
September to the end of the year, the note circulation exceeded the legal 
limit, on average, $33,255,228, without any disturbance of public credit. 

REPORT OF THE IMPERIAL BANK OF GERMANY FOR THE YEAR 1900. 
[From the Bankers’ Magazine, London, August, 1901, p. 189.] 


The Imperial Bank exceeded the amount of uncovered bank notes permit- 
ted by section 9 of the bank law 20 times: 


January 7, 1900 ...........-. $50, 863,724 | October 15, 1900 -........... $32, 055, 397 
January 15, 1900 ........... 11, 606,695 | October 23,1900 ............ 16, 297, 792 
March #1, 1900 ............. 57,974,449 | October 31,1900 ..........2. 33, 742, 861 
BRE YS cia chtweaneee 82,707,703 | November 7, 1900. .......... 28, 260, 257 
April 16,1900. .............. 10,272,018 | November 15, 1900.......... 13, 364, 017 
DOT Te annnstsnteccnn 8,174,688 | November 30, 1900_......... 5,614, 233 
June 90,1900 .....---..----- 88,601, 881 | December 7, 1900... --.---- 538, 162 
SO Cee binteddabnencenee 9, 988,029 | December 15, 1900.......... 2,319, 773 
Spetember 30, 1900. ........ 71,180,164 | December 23, 1900_......... 17,545, 737 
October 7,1900............. 60,539,172 | December 31, 1900_......... 86, 608, 606 


wae duty on this excess, $612,658 (1899, $692,819), is included among the lia- 
ies. 

The note circulation of the Imperial Bank of Germany at the end of each 
month in 1899: 


UE kitticwtintboonos EF EE oo iencaseconssbenn $273, 097, 405 
Poevruary B....cc<cccaccce 250,950,771 | August 81 ................ 266, 685, O64 
Et enna diltiadaned $18, 748,513 | September 30............. 827, 019, 047 
RE ED ids cts cbsttbteniintns 283, 381,419 | October 31 ............... 299,969,225 
SE En ddisinibabsgdeiindine 265, 408,977 | November 30............. 283, 751, 867 
June 9 ......cccccccccee.- 918,738,478 | December Sl ...........0- 843, 075, 057 
The circulation of notes was— 

At the highest amount on December 81 .......................--... $343, 075, 057 
At the lowest amount on February 23 ............-..ccce-eeeeeee-- 244, 797, 608 

ati ceetieendiiatconarinnsencsinabnipnctiientattianinnus -. 277,040,355 


The Bank of Germany publishes 48 returns in the year. On 20 of these re- 
turns during the year 1900, including nearly the whole period from the last 
return in September to the end of December, the note circulation exceeded 
the legal limit, on average, —_— (1899, $38,255,228), without any disturb- 
ance of public credit, the bank paying duty on this excess, $612,658 (1899, 
$692,919), to the imperial treasury, and without raising the rate of discount, 
which stood at 5 per cent the whole time. 

The quiet manner in which this provision works and the low rate of in- 
terest charged assist materially in the services which the Reichsbank affords 
to the trade of Germany. The contrast with what would have been the posi- 
tion of affairs in the country had the bank act been suspended ona single 
occasion supplies —o for thought which English bankers will do well 
to ponder over. It will be observed that the limit was exceeded during the 
period over which one return extends, that of September 30, by nearly fifteen 
millions sterling ($72,997,500), and during another, that of December 31, by 
more than seventeen millions ($82,790,500). 


REPORT OF THE IMPERIAL BANK OF GERMANY FOR THE YEAR 1901. 
[From the Bankers’ Magazine, London, August, 1902, p. 179.] 


The amount of the uncovered tax-free notes of the Imperial Bank per- 
mitted by section 9 of the bank law has by article 5 of the law of June 7, 
1899, been raised to 450,000,000 marks ($107,100,000), and, further, on March 26 
of that year was increased to 460,000,000 marks ($109,480,000) owing to the giving 
up of their right of issue by the Frankfort Bank. (Section 49, clause 2, of the 
bank law. Compare Reichs-Gesetz Blatt, p. 263). 

e ts - limit rendering the excess liable to the note tax has been exceeded 
ve times: 


EE aided betas iéhtdn dthbmdhbascoowtsbwadssoknnndiiemanneed $16,058, 462 
ee oe inci ih icttiaenuibdtiaeindbiRintmaine eoneen 8, 977, 716 
ain dhntiinnacnnitinininhinndiinimétanindncsqunee 26, 425, 372 
Sein scetenhetibantennscrun eehecdivalsndd sbadpness code 9, 532, 507 
UE chia deb rs ccabcte caddis dbdids sit ac sees<cBbstccweens 26, 390, 158 


ean duty on this excess—$85,816 (1900, $612,658)—is included among the lia- 
es. 
Note circulation of the Imperial Bank of Germany in 1901. 





SD viiiicnsiinndmenn $281, 211,208 | July 31 ................... - $299, 358, 222 
Fobruary 9 ........<c<---- 257, 212, 230 ed nathan ane 290, 900, 561 
SIE Tensinacddpelbdens $21,534,570 | September 30 ............. 348, 059, 209 
SE i akiivcbieviticentn 286, 244,513 ; Te dintbacnknvnctibcbene 312, 526,314 
I ah i ieee 269, 622, November 30.............. 297, 156, 598 
PO ae eadsndnasciesss 834, 564,382 | December 81.............. 856, 662, 597 

The circulation of notes was— 
At the highest amount, on December 31-.........................-.- $356, 662, 597 
At the lowest amount, on March 15.......................-......-.. 254, 282, 530 
eit ettribitintctbiiiailiinincnaciniiatiendmnonasinne 289, 620, 988 


January $1........... el US OL fF eer $299, 747, 201 
February 28 ....... eececee 271,407,169 | August B1._.........-..... 289, 678, 418 
BOG TE cunnccctibaccgee , 862,221 | September 80. ............ 868, 858, 472 
WII 2 aca) cnenitie , 824, 079 | October 81 _.............-- 822, 877, 678 
Pie wth Sidi babbetininad 287,582,286 | November 30 ............. , 669, 
ID id itnrtbocennes 
The tion of the German Empire in pe is 56,000,000, so 


that ths increase from $254,000,000 in March, 1901, to $356,000,000 
XXXVI——154 
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in December was about $2 per capita, which is in bold contrast 
with our own experience, where there is no increase whatever that 
is traceable to the trade demands. 

The following tabulated statement covering the thirteen years 
from 1890 to 1902, inclusive, demonstrates the utter lack of any 
relation between our note issues and our business demands and 
must convince anyone who desires to know the truth and is will- 
ing to be convinced that there is a radical defect somewhere, and 
that a complete remedy is to be found in the adoption of the 
principle of a true credit currency so forcibly and conclusively 
illustrated by the note issues of the Imperial Bank of Germany. 

The amounts actually outstanding are given as of the end of 
August and December in the years named and at the end of the 
following April: 








Year. | August. December. April. 
ee —|—__—- - 
REE e cn tees canteetnrenwe sete t tndciee $178,071, 525 | $173,735,584 | $168,171, 886 
DE matidbecinenesaonwatiinsatiaweeniadies 164, 312, O57 168, 427,433 168, 067, 089 
MEE a cicsinaimledine maine adhiemnemanmensnnntin, re 168, 361, 365 171, 770, 315 
UI ctisinis aciairineh amen dsdhntinldiainaindaemmaaedaaal 195, #22, 781 196, 181, 216 199, 082, 503 
i <penianbdi ancees onaien wodaiente 202,025,053 | 201,845, 738 204, 760, 225 
SS 204, 738, 609 206, 653, 836 216, 602,179 
i iteineed eapnsticasititeiabahen acriidhsbisicile wintdy weieiinds 215, 798,526 | 221,384,148 224,211,934 . 
TE cnqaioddnautiindianndihetinmatinddaaagiaed 226,075,827 | 223,827,755 223, 384, 790 
lt cepsb@nnsiteabowsl bimini tbcetbaashain 222, 845, 926 238, 337, 729 238, 877, 207 
SIT -tcrseyqumin dy ikchailineivep sissies in snide lacs 288,521,489 | 242,001,643 280, 050, 340 
ii deine Addneiieddins 6onewpabuizinwn 814, 627,523 | 832,188, 526 343, 725, 282 
Stthishtenaenaidiahideammenneanen Gtheeainp nahn eba 847,778,315 | 849,856,276 348, 004, 681 
i dniieignecdnmndntitiepensesenéowns 846, 557,379 | 368,678,531 | 2362, 404, 253 


@February 1, 1903. 


It will be seen from the above ee that in three out of the past thirteen 
years bank circulation actually decreased in the harvest period following 
August. In only three years was there as much of an increase as $10,000, 
during the harvest period. In only four was there as much as $5,000,000. 

Butin the first four months of the year, when harvest was over and har- 
vest money no longer needed, all but four of the last dozen years show in- 
crease in circulation, and in only two of the four years when circulation con- 
tracted was the decrease as much as $2,000,000. In other words, the rule has 
been for the circulation to contract during the period of harvest needs and 
to expand as soon as those needs were over. 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to this next diagram as indicating what the movement of 
currency would be in this country if we had an elastic system 
that responded to trade. Instead of thestraight line which we had 
in the first diagram which I presented, and supposing our in- 
crease of currency was in proportion to that of Canada and Ger- 
many, the line would be approximately that shown here. All of 
the points except the maximum — have been assumed, but 
consideration given to the early wheat crop in the Southwest, the 
summer harvest of the Middle West, and the fall harvest of the 
Northwest, the cotton crop, and stock sales of the fall months. 
The maximum point was taken from the other two tables, be- 
cause we have had no such system in this country and the in- 
crease indicated would exceed somewhat $200,000,000 during the 
crop-moving period, that is from July to January. 





Probable movement of currency if we had a true credit system. 


Mr. LATIMER. What do those figures indicate? 

Mr. FOWLER. Twenty percent increase. Therefore you can 
readily see, if we should have this increase under normal or natural 
conditions, what a tremendous strain the banking machinery of the 
United States must be under every fall, with no power to respond 
and adjust itself to the vastly changed conditions growing out of 
the crop movement, which aggregates more than $3,000,000,000— 
indeed, possibly reaches the $4,000,000,000 limit. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, we are not confined to Canada, or Germany or Scotland for 
illustrations of a sound credit system. We have had such systems 
at various times in the history of the United States, and I now de- 
sire to call the attention of the committee to several of them. 
The United States Bank, which was incorporated in 1816 and ran 
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for twenty years, demonstrated the value and safety of a true 
credit-note system. 

The capital of that bank was $35,000,000, and it could issue cur- 
rency of an equal amount, and yet if you will examine the record 
from the time this bank was incorporated until its governmental 
relations ceased in 1836, you will find that the amount of circula- 
tion never at any time exceeded $23,000,000, which is absolute 
proof that a true credit system does not involve inflation and ad- 
justs itself automatically to the business of the country. I shall 
print a statement with my remarks, and anyone reading them 
will find by recurring to it that the note issues were just about 
the same as the deposits, showing that the habits of the people 
then were different in this country from what. they are now. 
What safety or protection had they? This was the penalty im- 
posed, that if the United States Bank refused at any time to re- 
deem any of its notes in gold or silver it was taxed 124 per cent 
until those notes were paid. The result was that the United 
States Bank always kept an amount of coin ample to protect all 
of its notes outstanding. 

LIABILITIES. 


bankers on lia- Capital. 

















Year. Deposits. State /andothers bilities. 
banks. in Europe 

wr 4 0 Re Oe Bo Coa $35, 000, 000 
> setae 8,330,448 | 12,279,207 |_......-... yy ¥ |] Saeepeeese: | 35,000, 000 
am 6.563.750 | 5.792) -.-| 1,434, 
SR) 8,589,481 | 6,568, ca 3, 
eee 4,567,053 | 7,894, 5 
aaa 5, 578, 782 : 
las 4, 361, 058 ; 
i) 4,647,077 . 
= 6, 068, 304 
cece 9, 474, 987 : 
Sle 8,549, 409 | 14,320,186 |_........-- SEED Toncupascaice | 85, 000, 000 
“ee 9, 855,677 | 14,497,330 $1,697,401 | 1,467,806 |........... | 85, 000, 000 
is a sa 11, 901, 656 | 17,061,918 |_.........- EEE Niceisdeecsc | 85,000, 000 
De necnad ST GE eee bee | 35, 000, 000 
ee | 16, 251, 267 | 17,207,041 | 734,900 |............]. ...| 35,000, 000 
ae | 21,355, 724 | 22, 761, 434 91,108 | .| 85,000, 000 
Seer | 17,518,217 | 20,347,749 | 2,091,891 .| 85,000, 000 
elle | 19 208, 379 | 10,838,555 | 1,522,124 |.......2....)..... ---| 35,000,000 
| 17, 339, 797 | 11,756,905 | 3,119,172 }..........-- a el | 35,000, 000 
OR i asc 23,076,422 | 5,061,456 | 2,660,604 |_........__. Dl | 85,000, 000 
OE ineptend , 447,968 | 2,382,409 | 2,284,598 | 6,926,364 |........._- | 85,000, 000 
I i wn 6, 768, 067 | 2,616,713 | 4,957,201 | 12, 492,084 $7,987, 434 | 35,000, 000 
On. od 5,982,621 | 6,779,¢ 8,061,895 | 12,770,000 | 9,260,351 | 35,000,000 
isk | 6,695,861 | 8,338, 4,155,366 | 4,971,619 | 8,119, 


468 | 35,000, 000 


The Bank of the United States had branches in the following 
cities, whose populations were as follows: 


Population of certain cities in the United States in 1830. 
[From the report of the Fifth Census of the United States.] 








sas | Popula- : Popula- 
Cities. oo Cities. on. 
ee een eee Ean Ea 
| 
I acca eeges | $0,620 } Mow Wort: W. Vs ..25s csc | 197,112 
Boston, Mass ................| 61,892 || Norfolk, Va -..............- 9,814 
I a i | 8,668 || Philadelphia, Pa .........-- 80, 462 
Burlington, Vt .............. 8,525 || Pittsburg, Pa.......-. ol 12, 568 
Charleston, 8. C....... | 80,289 || Portland, Me --.... a 12,598 
Chillicothe, Ohio 2,846 || Portsmouth, N. 8, 026 
Cincinnati, Ohio--_..... | 24,831 || Providence, R al 16, 833 
Fayetteville, N. C........... | 2,868 | Richmond, re 16, 060 
Hartford, CoO ....cccs-<<0- 7,074 || St. Louis County, Mo. (in- 
ROT imnntpnenesitn 6,026 || _ cluding St. Louis) .-.....- 14, 125 
SE TET tq00 ctinenewsin | 10,841 || Chatham County, Ga. (in- 
NS ee SR ey | 8,194 | — Savannah)....... 14, 127 
Nashville, Tenn ............. . 20:  ' 2 eee 8, 823 
Natchez, Miss ............... 2,789 || Washington, D. C.........- #18, 826 
New Orleans, La. (includ- | 
nate SINE ccensnscccucce | 45,999 


aan population in the present Territory of the District of Columbia 

We had in the State of Indiana also a bank known as the State 
Bank of Indiana, incorporated in 1834, founded upon sound prin- 
ciples, largely those of the United States Bank, which had a capi- 
tal at one time of $2,500,000. Itcouldissue an amount of currency 
double its capital. What were the requirements insuring the 
safety of its note issues? A 20 per cent coin reserve, and if it 
failed to redeem its notes in coin they were taxed 12} per cent 
upon the notes so delinquent. This bank continued from 1834 to 
1854, and very soon afterwards the Bank of the State of Indiana 
was incorporated to succeed to the rights, privileges, and good 
will of the State Bank of Indiana and continued until the break- 
ing out of the civil war, when the branches of that bank: were 
converted into national banks; and no person who ever held a 
bank note either of the State Bank of Indiana or of the Bank of 
the State of Indiana ever lost a cent because he was a note holder 
or because he was a depositor of either institution. 


State Bank of Indiana, 
























1835. | 1840. 1845. | 1850. | 1855. 
——— eee 

RESOURCES. | | 
Loans and discounts -........ $1, 434, 790 $2, 912, 619 $1, 830, 181 $1, 709, 935'$1, 024, 648 
Bills of exchange -......-....-. | 876,175 704, 628) 1,197,485 2,414, 951) 3,654, 132 
Real estate, etc....._......... | 19,510, 204°805| "848; 169) 364, 177, 825 
Due from other banks. ...... | 759,660 835,505) 638,699 598,014) 929,425 
Notes of other banks ........ 572, 073| 195,724) 84,188] 855,585) 292, 736 
Other securities.............. Roe --| 1,092,963) 683,133) 224,842) 238, 203 
OED cs cinadcentanendedsautvad 797,811) 1,022, 963) 1,079,368) 1,197,880) 1,223,199 

LIABILITIES. 
Conpttal wbeelt. cscicesicktiicéed 1,199, 778) 2,690, 2,878,894 2,082, 2,150, 107 
OO aati di ell 170,000| |’ 275, 839) 575, 239 750, 678) 1,228, 301 
Public ———— cieeedianicatsethennll 1, 124, 007 SR caten batmsitti ncaa aaa ie eeeteek 
Individual deposits .......... 379,543) 809,248 59,265) 556, 599,177 
Due other OT SEE SSE: 23,415) 154,423 45,656) 112,17 120, 666 
COs dsion cdnconsnccatte 1, 534, 020 aren or oe 8, 548, 267) 8,397,251 

Bank of the State of Indiana. 
1858. 1859 1860 | 1862. 1864, 

RESOURCES. 
Loans and exchange. .....-..- $5, 154, 548)$6, 213, 659/$7, 790, 315 $3, 857, 428'$4, 118, 658 
Real estate, etc ........-.-..- Boi, 316,930)" 263,949) 241° 210)" 169,315 
Due from other banks. . 982,731; 716,631) 1,152,119) 1,342,104) 768,200 
Other securities... .ccccconloceso0--- PRR ce RS. 407,218' 930,839 
Bills of other banks» 217,429) 1, 233, 1, 258, 501 
ES cnni sven ddisamdanipaal 1,917,368) 3,472,369) 1,417,957 

LIABILITIES. | 
Capital stock...........---.-- 2,988, 431) 8,323,850) 3, 854, 200] 2, 75,000 
NE. tna nwnhnbionaiginertnn 738,905) 1,005, 1, 345, 663 
Due other banks............-. 45,991; 260,000 91, 241 
cic ptcnia patented 986,468; 834,188) 1,186,870, 2,033, 2, 755, 688 
I cei tetnie nile 4,502, 348) 4,308,286) 5,753,610) 4, 975, 1,501, 865 


*Before the reports of 1864 were made most of the branches had been con- 
verted into national banks, and others were preparing for the conversion. 
All but three became national banks. 

>Includes United States notes. 


I shall include in my remarks also a statement of these banks 
from 1835 down to 1865; and if the members of the House shall 
take occasion to read my remarks I wish them to go over this 
statement of these banks, in which you will find that, although 
they could issue an amount of currency double the capital, the 
capital stock in 1835 was $1,199,000, but that the note circu- 
lation at the same time was only $1,500,000, and in 1840 the capi- 
tal was $2,600,000, but the note issues were only $2,835,000. And 
so on down through the successive years. During all these years 
you will find by recurring to this statement that the deposits were 
very low indeed. Even when the notes were $4,303,000, in 1859, 
the deposits were only $834,000. 

I want to call your attention now to a bank in the State of 
Ohio, founded upon the same principles and following the charter 
of the Bank of Indiana. A man by the name of Alfred Kelley, 
who had won distinction as a wise legislator in that State, pro- 
posed to the people a charter for a bank in order that they might 
extricate themselves from the misfortunes that had followed in 
the wake of the great panic of 1837. The Bank of the State of 
Ohio was organized in 1848. The characteristics of its charter 
were these: It could issue 150 per cent of currency; that is, 
$150,000 for every $100,000 unless the capital was very large, and 
then it was reduced down in some instances as low as 25 per cent 
upon the upper part of the capital; that is, on $2,000,000 the last 
hundred thousand would have less of circulation than the first 
one hundred thousand. The charter of this bank provided for a 
safety fund of 10 percent. It also increased the reserve to 80 
per cent, requiring that all of it should be equal to gold and silver 
coin and that at least half of it be sotnalt in gold and silver 
coin. No man who ever held a note of the Bank of the State of 
Ohio ever lost one cent. 

When the great Ohio Life and Trust Company, of Cincinnati, 
failed in 1857, bringing a crash all oyer this country, this splen- 
did bank of the State of Ohio did not suspend. No man lost a 
dollar through it; while all, or nearly all, of the rest of the banks 
of the State of Ohio s nded, and most of them failed. 

Another State of the Union, the State of Iowa, had a banking 
system that was founded undoubtedly upon the Ohio and Indi- 
ana charters. It wenta further, ahd you can find the traces 


of our national system in this Iowa charter. The bank legi 

tion in Iowa was an evolution. In the first history of that State 
they provided that no corporation should have banking powers, 
and they further provided that if any man en in the bank- 
ing business he should be fined a thousand dollars and be put in 
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jail for one year. Subsequently under the new constitution of 
1857, they provided that the people might vote upon the question 
of a teak charter, and when the leseaaee met and prepared a 
charter, the people voted upon that question, and the result was 
the incorporation of the State Bank of Iowa. It was allowed to 
have 80 branches. 

Now, what were the principles upon which this bank was 
founded? First, the stockholders were to be subject to a double 
liability. Second, the notes were to be a first lien upon the assets 
of the bank. Third, they could issue notes to twice the amount 
of capital. The capital must be paid up in gold and silver. 
Fourth, they must have a safety fund of 12} per cent in United 
States or State stock. Fifth, the reserve against both the notes 
and the deposits of this bank were to be 25 per cent incoin. So 
you had there an almost perfect banking charter. .What was the 
result? No man who ever held a bank note of the State Bank of 
Iowa lost a dollar, nor did any depositor ever lose anything. This 
bank continued, Mr. Chairman, until practically all of its prin- 
ciples were incorporated into the national-banking system, and 
through its branches it passed over into the national-banking 
system. I shall incorporate in my remarks a statement of this 
model institution which was made January 2, 1865: 


State Bank of Iowa, statement January 2, 1865. 
















ASSETS. 
Notesot] Pt | Loans | States 
Location of | Safety |, ee | from i. Other 
pecie.| other and dis-| and 
branches. funds. banks. — counts. | State items 
bonds. 
Burlington ...... $35,500 |$77,526 | $243,654 | $139,525 | $470,432 /$19, 100 454 
Council Bluffs...| 68,000 | 6,333 25, 520 64,148 59,664 | 1,824 1,192 
Davenport ...... 25,000 | 8,284 | 217,401 58,147 | 166,490 | 54,600 11,376 
Des Moines. 9,500 | 86, 731 66, 646 4,73 | 178,894 | 10,000 1, 986 
Dubuque .-....... , 805 | 71,806 | 102,817 ,345 | 427,826 (115,956 | 20,408 
Fort Madison ...| 19,000 | 16,674 88, 433 7,577 60,272 | 8,588] 20,021 
Iowa City .. 18,000 | 8,775 | 112,415 87,153 | 128,823 | 27,881 2,818 
Keokuk..... 20,000 | 38, 288 71, 835 41,353 | 169,090 | 40,278 2,871 
Lyons City . 12,500 | 83,678 47,487 » 223 86,087 | 8,200 5, 227 
Ma uoketa . 7,700 | 15,543 46, 747 27, 200 80,608 | 1,687 4,221 
McGregor ....... ,000 | 4,984 in eee 58,981 | 1,050 84 
Mount Pleasant_| 12,000 | 23,526 | 128,446 18,883 | 175,677 | 81,287 | 10,993 
Muscatine....... 11,000 | 19,754 78, 378 55,000 | 158, 7,022 | 16,004 
Oskaloosa ....... 12,000 | 22,270 81,006 21,029 | 108,734 |.......- 6, 833 
Washington..... 10, 400 | 10,674 91, 688 ,686 | 192,877 | 38,700 5, 260 
Total ...... , 905 , 802 |1,800,481 | 668,511 |2, 468, 362 ost, 188 122, 844 
LIABILITIES. 
Due | Due to : 

Circula- : Other /Total lia- 
Location of branches. | Capital. tion. — — items. | bilities. 











Burlington ............ $150,000 | $266,940 $989, 198 
Council Bluffs ......... 50, 000 97, 904 236, 683 
Davenport............. 60,000 1, 785 536, 299 | 
Des Moines ...........-. 78,000 | 140,085 813, 498 
DEV itch contddseck 150,000 | 288,837 859, 465 
Fort Madison.......... 77, 000 68, 886 165, 566 
108 Ca acasscateres 70, 000 82, 276 330, 875 
OCs endendinimsnind 80,000 | 182,477 8838, T17 
Lyons City ............ 50,000 86, 586 261,355 
aquoketa ............ 25,090 30, 640 133, 705 
McGregor ............. , 000 19, 484 80, 058 
Mount Pleasant ....... 50,000 90, 300 890, 314 
Muscatine ............. , 200 64, 390 341, 199 
Oskaloosa .............- 50, 000 81,131 201, 875 
Washington ........... ; 48,008 28 
Weth a. caksate west 1,048, 200 |1, 430, 764 5, 620, 091 





Lastly, I want to call your attention to a different condition in 
New England from any that I have yet cited. It was a condition 
where, not as one bank in Ohio, one bank in Indiana, and one 
bank in Iowa had the issue, but where there were 300 banks in 
1840, with different charters, in different States, under different 
conditions, and with no common supervision. These banks con- 
ducted a business upon sound principles, and just because of one 
single fact. That was the compulsory redemption of their notes 
in Boston in coin at the Suffolk Bank. Now, there were, as I 
have said, 300 of these banks. Forty-six of them had less than 
$50,000 capital, 3 of them had only $25,000 capital; and so these 
banks, scattered all over that country, without railroads, without 
any uniform law, conducted a banking business that was one of 
the best that the world has ever known. Their issues ran all the 
way from 200 per cent down to 20 per cent of the capital, accord- 
ing to the conditions that were imposed in the various States at 
various times from 1820 to 1865. 

I want to call your attention now to some of the features of 
this wonderful system, this natural evolution of a practically 
perfect banking system under conditions vastly more difficult 
than those now prevailing throughout the United States. 
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In 1840, when the entire capital of the New England banks 
was $61,000,000 and the permissive issue was $70,000,000, the 
notes of the banks were only $16,000,000. In 1850, when the 
whole capital of the banks had reached $65,000,000 and the per- 
missive issue was $75,000,000, the actual issue was only $31,000,000. 
In 1860, while the banking capital had reached $125,000,000 and 
the permissive issue was $131,000,000, the banks had out only 
$47,000,000. 

Those who may desire to investigate this subject and recur to 
my remarks will find certain detailed statements which prove 
and illustrate the principle laid down by Ricardo, to which I have 
already alluded. 


The territorial distribution of the banks is worthy of attention. They 
were widely scattered throughout the whole area of the six New England 
States and were subject to but slight supervision or control. 

The following table indicates the distribution of the New England banks, 
according to size, about 1840: 



















| 
$50,000 or less. 





than $100,000. $100,000. 


Over $50,000; ‘y 
| 


No. Amount. | No. | Amount. | No. | Amount. 











Maine (January, 1841)... 




















































22 | $1,099,000 6| $445,000} 11] $1,100,000 
New Ham (June, 

\ RRR te Qe 2 100, 000 8 185, 000 16 1, 600, 000 
Vermont (October, 1839) 6 280, 000 8 562,770 2 200, 000 
Massachusetts (Octo- 

I eh a linn nl oe neenne Sacdinloapans EE eae 39 8,900, 000 
Rhode Island (Decem- 

Ber, 180) .........-02--- 15 601, 480 14 1,006,510 6 600, 000 
Connecticut (March, | 

SE i aikale an nie tetitie dienarees 1 40,000 7| 479,580 1 | 100, 000 

OE. racine a48 | 2,120,480; 88 2,678,860 | 75 | 7,500,000 
lene thas, $00 000 | $300,000 or over.| ‘Total. 
, Segatdelbinmeniel an 
No. | Amount. | No. Amount. | No. | Amount. 
| } 
Maine (January, 1841)... 6 | $1,027,500 2 $700,000; 47 $4, 371,500 
New Hampshire (June, 

We creets crdads calves 652, 508 1 800, 000 27) 2,837,508 
Vermont (October, 1839) - 2 255,000 |...... ie Be ceed 18 1,297,770 
Massachusetts (October, | 

eat anal tenance 42 7,740,000 84 | 22,110,000 | 115! 33,750,000 
Rhode Island (Decem- 

eed hors me ee 14| 2,218,950 18 | 5,548,275 | 62) 9,975,215 
Connecticut (March, a 

Tliintictemoibitmensen 12 2, 233,115 10 | 6,025,550; 31) 8,878,245 

Wellies cdited Kantian’, 81 | 14,147,073 | 60 | 34,683,825 | 300/ 61,110,288 
| 


} 
| 
j 


— these 46 banks, 7 are of less than $41,000 capital, 3 of them being $25,000 
or less. 








The maximum limit to circulation was, in the early days of the New Eng- 
land banks, established by the State legislatures in the case of each individ- 
| ual bank and varied widely not only from State to State, but also among the 


different charters in the same State. The differences between charters 
granted in the same State had, however, for the most part, been done away 
| with before 1840, and between 1840 and 1880 the relation between circulation 


and capital was fixed in the New England States as represented in the an- 
nexed table: 


Per cent of capital. 
is od 5 sls eee néwediinedn Sheces coewstincaseices 125 
i inane detainee biiebedineencon dunaeiaunenitn 200 
ee mb anceuadibassactadhaele al100 
Maine, to 1846: 
Banks with a capital of $50,000 or less .................-....-..-..--.-- 100 
Banks with a capital of from $50,000 to $150,000... ..............-22. 2... 75 
Banks with a capital of more than $150,000 -......... 222... -2.... 22... 663 
os cgi unc dndiemadcecde owkendaesecusves b50 
I Oe ae a conn seeseednactcepee ceil 150 
a tee enas cmasencnsasebetsosessuenanuantine 125 
a eesahensneddnasatnhenion 75 
Rhode Island: 
Banks with capital of $60,000 or leas - ...........-.ccccecceceeccccccccce 75 
Banks with capital of $50,000 to $120,000__............-..-22--.2--.2- ee 65 
Banks with capital of $400,000 to $500,000. ...... a 20 
I coieneh dnc dececsws cubist vacespudtbaséusonacsaebense 65 


aLess loans on pledge of the bank's stock. 
b Plus specie held. 


Actual circulation compared with circulation permitted, 











1840. 
| 
Number Actual cir- | Circulation 
State. of banks. Capital culation. | permitted. 
Massachusetts - é 115 | $83,750,000 $9, 112, 882 $42, 187,000 
Rhode Island ‘a 62 9, 880, 500 1, 719, 230 5, 000, 000 
Connecticut ~. “ 31 8, 806, 204 2, 325, 589 13, 209, 000 
Maine ........ ia 49 4, 671, 500 1, 224, 658 8, 500, 000 
New Hampshire . 27 2, 837, 1, 088, 750 2, 837,000 
Vermont ......... , 17 1, 196, 770 1, 099, 7: 8, 590, 000 
iedicAaccsinacees 301 61, 142, 482 


16,570,893 | 70,323,000 
| 
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. Actual circulation compared with circulation permitted—Continued. 











1850. 

[Number | | on 

. Number : Actual cir- Circulation 

State. lof banks. Capital. culation. | permitted. 
Massachusetts ...........--.- | 126 | $36,925,050 | $17,005, 826 $46, 156,000 
RD NE Wc cccccekbaeend | 63 11,716,337 2,553, 865 6, 000, 000 
ERIS ..0500s navetnenins | 37 9, 152, 501 4,888, 129 13, 729,000 
I i snitinipiedaieieelniaint | 82 8, 248,000 2, 654, 208 8,059,000 
New Hampshire-..........- 22 2, 208, 950 1, 751, 096 2, 203,000 
WII caine enna cnnenntnt | 27 2,197,240 2, 856, 027 4,395, 000 
NE a ciccentacnen ee 307 | 65,443,378 | 31,709,051 75,533,000 














| Number | : 
a ; . Due to other |Loansanddis-| Due from 
Year. of Capital. Circulation. Deposits. banks.@ eounts. other banks. 

| 

5 $62, 212,311 $16, 461, 947 ¢ 26 $3, 174,180 $80, 832, 718 $5, 883, 718 $3, 270, 838 , 867, 809 

o | 60, 805, 718 17, 406, 407 0, 783, 948 4, 908, 263 61,584,545 7, 810,599 4,357, 311 2,963,410 

59, 542, 546 18, 106, 582 10, 340, 173 6, 215, 687 81, 769, 111 6, 999, 410 4, 363, 004 8, 136, 251 

14, 827 , 256 9, 131, 070 4,017,875 76, 257, 474 6, 692, 143 8, 872,914 2,677, 467 

19, 406, 979 15, 143, 972 9, 414, 703 15, 774, 234 12, 74%, 274 8,597,775 8, 184, 919 

j 23, 362,491 17, 582, 915 5, 956, 697 83, 802, 157 9, 408, 723 5, 789, 888 8, 376, 875 

i6 26,316, 986 17,231,601 6, 137, 870 89, 492. 708 8, 996, 953 4,574,711 4, 044, 205 

26, 742, 517 14, 625, 308 6, 343, 520 88, 996, 063 9, 289, 696 4, 275, 200 8, 800, 790 

81, 574,918 16, 220, 799 8, 478, 578 97, 453, 503 10, 401, 109 5. 520, 670 4,431, 228 

25, 374, 539 12, 725, 743 , 036, 302 92, 549, 374 6, 733, 125 4,161,519 3, 261, 422 

| 20, 838,015 “16, 487, 144 5, 849, 508 99, 874, 402 8, 397,447 4,280, 988 4,835, 104 

31, 793, 881 17, 207, 508 7, 502, 065 107,815, 760 9, 528, 449 4, 614, 856 5, 213, 262 

ya! 38, 572, 122 21,915, 416 8, 734, 031 122, 173, 8&2 11, 885, 525 4,524,784 7, 638,000 

80, 192, 703 44, 378, 844 238, 876, 166 10,341, 742 138, 798, 7 12, 337,931 6,088, 444 7,119, 166 

92, 769, 405 54, 839,335 28,777,711 10, 823,7 162, 850,048 14, 652, 108 6, 799, 866 9, 728, 348 

108, 354, 045 49, 468, 005 29, 423, 910 9, 110,943 168, 931,215 14, 894, 105 6, 349, 431 7, 338,808 

| 112, 151, 077 60,088,971 82, 255, 0B9 8,130,334 180, 218, 629 15, 002, 415 6, 992,746 6, 832, 780 

i 115, 621, 933 54, 946, 690 35, 118, 876 7, 455, 964 192,347, G54 14, 523, 141 7, 283,641 7, 528,899 

118, 255, 605 86, 207,518 27,647, 671 6, 583, 838 171, 586, 923 12, 149,099 6, 177, 758 6, 045, 985 

120, 185, 431 41,745,911 43,312, 232 10, 206,322 181, 049, 755 16, 743, 496 13, 848,201 6,548, 981 

128, 563, 069 44, 653, 095 41,208, 190 9, 247, 621 192, 848, 894 14, 220, 811 J 10, 058, 995 7, 073, 555 





Actual circulation compared with circulation permitted—Continued. 











1860. 

Number Actual cir- | Circulation 

State. of banks.| ©@pital. culation. | permitted. 
Massachusetts .............. $66, 482, 050 5, 012, 745 102,000 
THReGe IGANG . .....c. coceccce 20, 855, 569 ° 558, 295 ss 562,000 
Connecticut .....62...25.0-- 21, 606, 997 7, 702, 436 16, 205, 000 
SS, died, ilies 596, 880 4,149, 718 5, 765,000 
New Hampshire 4,981,000 8, 832,010 4, 931, 000 
Wee Sen ccne qutenn ceawecey 8, 872, 642 8, 784, 7,745,000 
ath. cntiidettibodind 506 | 125,315,168 | 47,539,877 131, 310, 000 























a Exc-usive of New Hampshire. 


I will not detain this committee to speak of other institutions 
in the United States—certain banks of Virginia, of Georgia, of 
North Carolina, of Missouri, and Louisiana. I might, however, 
allude, and I do with a degree of great satisfaction, tothe Wiscon- 
sin Marine and Fire Insurance Company, of which George Smith, 
a young Scotchman, and Alexander Mitchell, another young 
Scotchman, were, respectively, the presidentand secretary. Find- 
ing in this insurance charter a clause that allowed it to issue due 
bills, they began to issue its IO U's, and they continued many 
years doing business upon the banking principles then obtaining 
in Scotland, keeping a proper reserve and redeeming their notes 
in coin. The notes amounted at one time to $1,470,235 and trav- 
eled all over the Western country, and were known as George 


Smith’s notes, always redeemable in coin, always good as gold, | 


always selling at par or a premium wherever they might be found. 
It was simply an application of the principle I announced at the 
outset, a requisite reserve for a current coin redemption. 

Now, what does the measure before this committee provide? It 
provides simply for the issue of credit currency amounting to 25 
per cent of the paid-up capital of the national banks. What is 
the security required? We provide a 5 per cent guarantee fund 
in the first instance in United States bonds or United States notes 
or gold coin, or all combined. Next we provide that the banks 
shall pay each half year one-quarter of 1 per cent, or a total of 
one-half of 1 per cent each year, into this guaranteefund. Lastly 
we make the notes a first lien upon all the assets. Now, of the re- 
spective banks of issue, let me discuss for a moment or two the 
question of the safety of these notes. 

I know that the first inquiry that will and ought to come from 
any member who has not studied this subject is, Are these notes 
safe beyond question? Letussee. Last year I asked the Comp- 
troller of the Currency to take the national-bank system from its 
foundation in 1863 and eliminate every Government bond that 
had been deposited to secure the notes where the banks had failed, 
and then, making the notes a first lien upon the assets of the 
banks, estimate how much of a tax imposed upon all the out- 
standing notes would pay the notes not redeemed out of the assets. 
What was the result? it was estimated that if every dollar in- 
vested in Government bonds to secure the notes of the failed 
banks had been lost, and the notes had been a first lieu upon the 
assets of the bank, it would have taken a tax on all the notes out- 
standing of only eight one-thousandths of 1 per cent to pay the 
notes remaining unredeemed. In other me this 5 cent 
guaranty fund that we have proposed would last six hun and 
twenty-five years, and the half per cent tax that we propose shall 
be paid each year will last sixty-two and one-half years. Is there 
any question about the safety of those notes? But it may be urged 
that the notes should not be a first lien. Allow me to call your 
attention to the tendency of legislation in this particular. 


Mr. Horace White says that the first instance he discovered that 
notes were made a first lien on the assets of a bank was in Con- 
necticut, where, in 1833, this distinction was made, that all notes 
of $100 or less should be a first lien on the assets of a bank, evi- 
dently with the view of protecting the poor. Subsequently the 
State of New York placed in its constitution of 1846 this clause: 

In case of the insolvency of any bank or banking institution, the bill holder 
thereof shall be entitled to preference in payment over all other creditors of 
such bank or association. 

Massachusetts soon followed with the same kind of a provision. 

| Then lowa came, giving the note holder a first lien. Our national 
| banking act followed the Iowa law almost without exception, in- 
| cluding this particular feature. 
Now, under the Scotch law the note holder has this advantage, 
| that the stockholder is subject to unlimited liability if the bank 
| was chartered under the joint stock act. The Canadian law gives 
the bill holder a first lien on the assets. The same rule obtains 
| in Australasia. The reason for the prevalence of the rule is that 
| we want a bank note that goes out to take the place of gold to be 
as good as gold or its equivalent. We want a bank note to per- 
form a quasi-public function. It can not go out with an interro- 
gation point behind it. Although it is not a legal tender, to all 
intents and purposes the public are morally bound to accept it; 
therefore it must be unquestioned. 

Now, if we havesuch a note, the tendency is that it will remain 
out instead of returning to the issuer. Therefore this bill pro- 
vides a system of redemption to facilitate the frequent and cer- 
tain redemption of these notes. Let me say here that I am one 
of those who believe that currency must be redeemed as well as 
issued; that there is no true elasticity that does not work both 
ways. While the notes expand, they must also correspondingly 
contract, always adapting themselves naturally and automatic- 
ally to the needs of the business. 

Now, what is acredit note? A credit note does not differ in the 
slightest degree from the check of a private individual against his 
deposit, so far asthe bank is concerned. Just follow me for a mo- 
ment. If any man goes toa bank and borrows a thousand dollars, 
the bank loaning him the money will not care whether he deposits 
it and then draws checks against it or whether he asks the bank to 
give him a draft on a distant city, or asks the bank to certify his 
check, or the bank simply gives him the bank note, which is the 
cashier's check. They are similar in all , 80 far as the 
bank is concerned, differing only in this, that being used for 
quasi-public purpose we desire to make them safe beyond ques- 
tion—safe without reference to the particular bank i them— 
so that any man will take them without hesitation. They are 





for public use. It is for the public welfare and the public con- 
venience that they should be safe beyond all peradventure. 
Now, toimpress upon you that there is not the slightest difference 
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in principle between a deposit check, a draft, a certified check, a 
cashier’s check, and a bank note, let me remind you that for one | 
hundred and forty years there was nosuch thing in Scotland as a de- | 
posit subject tocheck. The banksand the public merely exchanged | 
notes. Theone, being well known, would pass freely everywhere, 
while the other, being very little known or absolutely unknown, | 
had no currency value. In time the deposit system grew up, 
and now most of the business in Scotland is transacted by check 
against deposits. But in France the note system still dominates 
the issue, amounting to more than $800,000,000, while the deposits | 
at the Bank of France are only about $150,000,000. 

I desire to call your attention to the fact also that in the early 
history of this country our banks which were properly organized 
had note issues largely in excess of their deposits subject to 
check. So that it is wholly immaterial whether the credit is in 
the form of notes in circulation or checksin circulation. Both are 
forms of bank credit, only differing and made to differ because 
we make the bank note safe beyond peradventure on the ground 
of public policy. 

Now, I want to add this one observation—that a bank note is the | 
poor man’s check, Every wealthy man who has a large account 
and doing a large business does it by a deposit in the bank and 
issuing checks against it, while the people of moderate means or | 
very meager means use the bank note instead; at least this should | 
be so. As an illustration of this you have the demand for bank 
notes in the fall to move the crops, pay the help, buy the pro- | 
visions, and buy the clothing for the family. Therefore I say 
that the people who are producers of this country should have as 
cheap a tool of industry as the rich man, whose great account is 
never subjected to any burden in the form of a tax. 

I have heard it urged since this bill has been under considera- 
tion in this House that these notes when once out would collect 
in the centers and cause speculation. Now, let me call your at- | 
tention to this observation and remind you that these notes are 
themselves not a legal tender; they can not be used as a reserve; 
therefore when the banker in the commercial center receives 
these notes he will at once send them for redemption. Why, sir, 
when a man borrows for speculative purposes he never takes 
away gold certificates, United States notes, or silver, or bank notes; 
he has a credit given him, and he checks against it. No manever | 
carried out a financial transaction of importance in actual money. | 
Again, if a bank in a great financial center should receive $100,000 
of these notes it would not use the notes, because by cashing | 
them it gets the legal reserve of $100,000 and can then loan four 
times their face value. Therefore whenever these notes come to | 
a financial center they will be returned to the bank of issue at 
once for redemption. 

There are those who think that there should be a 5 per cent tax 
imposed on these notes in order that their retirement may be 
insured. Now, let me ask your attention from various points of | 
view to this question of a tax. 

In the first place, the theory of the man who would impose a 5 
per cent tax is that the notes would never go out until there was | 
trouble. Sir, do you think that any banker would take the 
chance of paying 5 per cent on deposits, as he would be doing by 
paying a 5 per cent tax on these notes, while his neighbor banker 
could say: ‘* That bank must be hard up, because it is paying 5 per | 
cent on deposits?’ In other words, when a bank issued a note 
subject to a tax-of 5 per cent it would bea danger signal to every 
man doing business with that bank; so that, instead of being a 
remedy for the evil, such a system would precipitate disaster. 

Again, a 5 per cent tax is nothing more nor less than a 5 per ! 
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cent burden placed upon the producers of this country, for in the 
long run the borrower must pay the tax. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey has expired. 

Mr. FOWLER. I ask unanimous consent to continue for a few 
minutes longer, until I have finished. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks con- 
sent to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FOWLER. Again, why would it retard redemption, as 
it necessarily would? Because if one banker received the notes 
of another banker which were subject to a 5 per cent tax, he 
would not return those notes to the issuing bank and put his own 
out, since he could make no profit on the notes upon which he 
must pay a5 per cent tax. Therefore the very object which is 
sought by the imposition of a tax, namely, the return of the 
notes, would be defeated, from the very fact that they would not 
be returned, because there would be no profit to the man who held 


| them to put out his own notes in their stead. 


Now, we should have a credit currency in this country foran- 
other reason, and that a most important one. That reason is 
this: That when a commercial crisis approaches, we should have 
a currency in this country that would automatically take the place 
of credit subject to check. All experience shows that in times of 
financial danger financial disaster is averted by having a currency 
system that will transplant to a great degree the check system. 
When we have grown in business and expanded our credit we 
have greatly increased deposits subject to check: and whenever a 
crisis comes, the bank credit in the form of deposits subject to 


| check goes down, and there is a corresponding demand for actual 


cash. We want a system by which we may when necessary pass at 
once from deposits subject to check to credit notes which will 
take the place of deposits subject to check. 

Lastly, I want to call attention to another important fact—that 
a credit-note system will very perceptibly lower the interest rates 
throughout the United States. I do not know to what extent a 
perfect credit system would lower the rate of interest, but I be- 
lieve that while we have an average interest rate to-day of 6 per 
cent throughout the United States, the average rate, with a true 
credit currency, would not exceed 44 at the outside, or 5 per cent. 
When we enter into a contest with the rest of the world to 
compete for or control the markets of the world, the mannfac- 
turers and producers in the United States who are paying 6 per 
cent for their money are not on even terms with their competitors 
abroad who can get their money for 24 and 3 percent. And there 
is nothing more essentia] to the success of the American manu- 
facturer and producer in the markets of the world than a lower 
rate of interest. 

Now, what amount of note issue would this bill bring to the 
country? It provides for an issue of 25 per cent, which, at a max- 


| imum, would give $178,000,000. But the bill provides that all of 


those notes outstanding above 75 per cent of the bank capital may 
be retired without regard to the limit of $8,000,000 per month. 
Therefore there would be probably an immediate retirement of 


$39,000,000, bringing the maximum down to $139,451.653. 1] 
shall include in my remarks at this point a statement showing 
the amount of capital in central reserve cities. in reserve cities, 
and in the country banks, which shows that the central reserve 
cities of the United States have 46 per cent of their capital repre- 
sented in notes, that the reserve cities have 38 per cent repre- 
sented in notes, and that the country banks have 50 per cent of 


their capital represented in notes. 


[From report of condition November 25, 1902.] 

















Circulating notes. Percentage 
| . Undivided |———— of n ut- 
| Capital. Surplus. | | ewestin ce 
profits. Issued. Onhand. | Outstanding. |» ~ a 
Central reserve cities@ _..... ......-----------.-------- $182, 160,000 $87,080, 000.00 | $49,570,746.00 | $62,045,050 $653,157.50 | $61,391, 92.50 16. 48 
I 165, 370.260 | 98,285,794.94 | 36,961,791.11 | 65,435,300 | = =1,058,983.00 | 64,373, 267.00 4.93 
EN OES a ee ee 417,086,098 | 155, 447,935. 44 | 95, 191,235.18 213,114, 425 2, 373,691.00 | 210, 740, 734. 00 WO. 53 
Ne i pcess 714, 616, 353 | 335, 768, 730. 38 181, 723, 772. 29 | 340,591,775 4,085, 781.50 | 336,505, 993. 50 
«New York, Chicago, and St. Louis. . : 
+ Boston, Albany, Brooklyn, Philadelphia, Pittsburg, Baltimore, Washington, D. C., Savannah, New Orleans, Louisville, Houston, Cincinnati, Cleveland, 
Columbus, Indianapolis, Detroit, Milwaukee, Des Moines, St. Paul, Minneapolis, Kansas City, Kans., Kansas City, Mo., St. Joseph, Lincoln, Omaha, D« , 


San Francisco, Los Angeles, and Portland, Oreg. 


For the benefit of the members of the committee I shall add | 
to my remarks a reprint of the bill, with such amendments in | 
italics as the committee are going to offerat the propertime upon | 
the reading of the bill. 

Now, if there is anyone who desires to ask a question, I should | 
be glad to answer it. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask | 





the gentleman to state to the House the number of banks of issue 
that are now in operation in Canada. 

Mr. FOWLER. Thirty-four. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, And the number in operation in 
Scotland. 

Mr. FOWLER. Eleven. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. How many would there be in oper- 
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ation in this country under the gentleman’s bill at the present 
time? 

Mr. FOWLER. On November 25, 1902, there were 4,666. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. How many would be possible in 
the future under the bill under consideration? 

Mr. FOWLER. Any bank that might organize under the 
national-bank act could take out notes for circulation. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Does the gentleman know of any 
country that has a banking system similar to this intended here— 
that is. a credit system, and which allows the circulation of gold 
and silver and Government notes side by side as legal-tender 
money—which requires that banks of issue must redeem their 
notes specifically in gold? 

Mr. FOWLER. I want to say, by way of anticipating the gen- 
tleman’s question, that the amendments which the committee 
shall offer provide, among other things, that the banks may re- 
deem the notes over their own counters in lawful money and at 
redemption cities in the United States notes or gold coin. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Does the gentleman know of any 


country that has a system similar to this where the profit to be | 


derived from the issue of notes accrues to the bank and the Govy- 


ernment itself guarantees redemption of notes without any cost | 


whatever to the bank in case the bank repudiates the payment? 


Mr. FOWLER. The Government does not guarantee payment | 


of these notes. 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Where the Government does guar- 
antee payment, as practically done in this bill? ; 


Mr. FOWLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I donot think | 


the bill can be construed into anything else than a trusteeship for 
the fund the banks pay to the Government. 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 


a question which refers, perhaps, to a matter of detail in admin- | 


istration, and which is suggested by the provisions contained in 
sections 10 and 11. These sections provide or designate New 


York, Chicago, and San Francisco as redemption cities, and set | 


out that a bank which desires to designate New York asits redemp- 
tion city shall be in that redemption district, that those redeem- 
ing in Chicago shall be in the Chicago redemption district, and 
soon. Then section 11 provides that if any national bank shall 
receive such circulating notes of any other national bank located 
outside of its own district, it shall not pay them out over its own 
counter. What I desire to inquire is, in the absence of any de- 
scription here defining in a geographical way the redemption dis- 
tricts, how will any national bank which receives notes of another 
bank know the redemption district of the latter bank? 

Mr. FOWLER. The Comptroller of,the Currency in the first 
place approves of the selection of the redemption city, and when 


that bank receives its notes those notes will have in large figures | 
1," 2." and “*8”’ printed on the face of them so that the notes | 


will be known at sight, or there might be some other indication. 


That would be my suggestion, but that is a mere matter of | 


detail. 

Mr. SCOTT. Anda bank in Boston, for example, may desig- 
nate San Francisco as its redemption city? 

Mr. FOWLER. I suppose it could select that if the Comp- 
troller approved, but I do not think an intelligent Comptroller 
would approve. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then it rests upon the approval of the Comp- 
troller? 


Mr. FOWLER. Yes; and I think the student of what we call | 


the credit movement would conclude that the business of the 
South, for instance, would naturally move to New York, that New 
York and all the New England banks would furnish their credit 
notes to the South, and then if it were found that the credits of a 
town out in western Ohio moved to Chicago, those banks would 
clear in Chicago. 

Mr. SCOTT. It merely occurred to me that in the absence of a 
geographical division there might be some confusion. 


Mr. FOWLER. That would all be under the direction of the | 


Comptroller of the Currency. 

Mr. LACEY. I understood the gentleman to state in answer 
to a question from a gentleman on this side of the Chamber that 
the Government assumed no responsibility, that it was a mere 
trustee. 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Is not the gentleman mistaken in that? Section 
5 provides that such notes shall be receivable for all public dues 
except duties onimports. If the Government has to receive these 
notes for internal revenue and other obligations to the Govern- 
ment, is there not a system of redemption absolutely? 

Mr. FOWLER. Read the balance of it. 

Mr. LACEY. And when so received shall be paid out again? 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. But who would take them again, if they were 
on a broken bank? 

Mr. FOWLER. Why, the guaranty fund will last six hundred 


and twenty-five years, and I think anybody would be willing to 
take them. - 

Mr. LACEY. I am going on the supposition now that the 
| Government assumes no liability. If the Government receives 
_ broken bank notes and for some reason the assets should be in- 

adequate, the Government would not exercise its power forcibly 
to pay these notes out again. 

Mr. FOWLER. It could seize the assets. 

Mr. LACEY. Consequently the Government would have to 
| redeem them without any way of recouping itself except out of 

the guaranty fund. 

Mr. FOWLER. First, out of the assets of the bank, of which 
| it always takes charge upon failure, or, if the bank did not have 
_ sufficient assets, the Government would simply transfer from the 
guaranty fund to its own account the amount of the notes. 

Mr. LACEY. But in the first instance the Government has to 
take the risk. 

Mr. FOWLER. Ido not think it would be any risk to take a 
note which is redeemable from a fund that, according to the ex- 
perience of the national banking system, would last six hundred 
| and twenty-five years, and especially so when the Government 
itself was in possession of the fund and in charge of the bank at 
the time of its failure. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I should like to ask the gentleman one ques- 
| tion. He stated that the issues of the provincial banks of Great 
wee - called, are convertible at the option of the note holder 
into gold. 

Mr. FOWLER. I did not mention the provincial banks of 
Great Britain. 

Mr. COCHRAN. So called—the Scotch banks. 

Mr. FOWLER. Oh, those; yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. And that is the designation of them in Eng- 
lish writings. I believe you said that they were redeemable in gold. 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will ask you if the reserves of the pro- 
vincial banks, as I call them and as English writers call them, 
may not be kept in Bank of England notes? 

Mr. FOWLER. Which are redeemable in gold. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Certainly; but I ask you that question. 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Then they can be redeemed in Bank of Eng- 
land notes. 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; so long as the Bank of England redeems 
its notes in gold coin, and only so long. That makes them gold 
certificates to all intents and purposes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. In other words, the Bank of England notes 
are available for the reserve of the other banks in England, are 
they not? 

Mr. FOWLER. So long asthe Bank of England redeems them 
in gold coin. 

Mr. COCHRAN. And is it not true that in the economy of 
Great Britain, both as to legal tender and as to the bank reserves, 
the Bank of England note cuts precisely the figure that the green- 
back does in the United States? 
| Mr. FOWLER. I presume so, with this exception, that there 
| the condition follows, so long as the Bank of England redeems its 
notes in gold coin. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Is it not absolutely true that in Germany, 
France, Great Britain, Austria, Italy, Belgium, and Holland the 
issues of the imperial banks of those great countries are a legal 
tender for all debts? 

Mr. FOWLER. The notes of the Bank of France are a legal 
tender so long as the bank redeems them in gold coin, but the 
| notes of the Imperial Bank of Germany are not a legal tender. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The notes of the Bank of France are a legal 
tender for all debts, and the court of last resort has decided that 
a law enabling the contracting parties to provide for any other 
payment is against public policy, and therefore can not be enacted. 

Mr. FOWLER. But the law provides that they shall be a legal 
tender only so long as they are redeemed by the Bank of France 
in gold coin. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The law of France as to legal tender is that 
a debt is dischargeable in the money of the country current at the 
time of the maturity of the debt, and it has never been otherwise 
from the Revolution down to this time. 

Mr. FOWLER. They were only made an absolute legal tender 
on two occasions, from 1848 to 1850, and from 1870 down to 1878. 
Those were the only occasions they were ever made an absolute 
legal tender in the history of the bank without reference to the 
current redemption in coin. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. If the rate of interest to the bank 
were 5 per cent, or if the bank loaned the money at the rate of 5 per 
cent, what would be the profit to the bank issuing this currency? 
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borhood of 3 per cent if the rates continued to remain at 5 per 
cent, but I am of the opinion that the rates would fall, so that the 
borrower would have the advantage of the untaxed currency and 
that the borrower would in the long run pay any tax that may be 
imposed on the circulation. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Let me ask another question. What 
is the profit to the banks issuing the bonded currency if loaned at 
5 per cent? 

Mr. FOWLER. About three-fourths of 1 per cent if all of the 
notes are kept out all of the time. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Whatisthe surplus of all the national 
banks of the United States? 

Mr. FOWLER. Ican tell you in a moment. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. In the neighborhood—just in round 
numbers? 

Mr. FOWLER. I think it is about four hundred millions. 
I am not positive about that. 

Mr. HILL. On the 25th of November the surplus funds were 
$335,000,000. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. If the banks make 3 per cent profit 
on this asset currency, do you not believe that they will increase 
the capital up to the surplus, so as to be able to issue a greater 
amount of currency on a greater amount of capital, in order 
that they may make more profit, and would not that have the 
effect of weakening the banks? 

Mr. FOWLER. It would not have that effect. Every dollar 
of surplus turned into capital would increase the stockholder’s 
liability just that much. and so increase the strength of the banks. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I notice that this bill provides for a deposit 
of 5 per cent as a guaranty fund? 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. And there is a tax of a half per cent per year, 
and in the event the guaranty fund falls below 3 per cent the 


Comptroller of the Currency may impose an extraordinary tax of | 


1 per cent, which will make a total of 64 per cent interest. Do 
you contend part of the 64 per cent is a guaranty for the re- 
demption of all the outstanding notes of all the banks? 

Mr. FOWLER. The bill provides that that extraordinary tax 


shall be returned to the bank that deposits it immediately upon | 


its being recovered. 


Mr. HAUGEN. What proportion of the 6} per cent do you | 


contend is the guaranty fund for the redemption of all the out- 
standing notes? 

Mr. FOWLER. Well, if it fell to 3 per cent before they im- 
posed the extraordinary tax there would not be 64 per cent. 

Mr. HAUGEN. We will leave out the 1 per cent and make it 
54 per cent. What portion of the 54 per cent do you contend is a 
guaranty for the redemption of all outstanding notes? 

Mr. FOWLER. The whole fund. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The whole 54 per cent? 

Mr. FOWLER. Every penny of the amount. 

Mr. HAUGEN. You provide in line 7 of section 3: 

If said bank shall retire said circulation or any portion thereof an amount 
of bonds or gold coin, or both, equal to 5 per cent of the notes so retired 
shall be returned to said bank. 

Mr. FOWLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Now, when a certain bank retires its notes, 
the general guaranty fund has been impaired; you make it man- 
datory on the Comptroller to refund the total 5 per cent to any 
bank retiring its notes. 

Mr. FOWLER. They can restore their fund, and in retiring 
their notes they redeem a corresponding amount of liabilities from 
which the guaranty fund has been made up. 

Mr. HAUGEN. You do not so provide. 

Mr. HILL. They are paying in full the cash before they can 
redeem the notes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If I take out $25,000 in notes, I can demand 
$25,000. Notwithstanding the fact that the guaranty fund has 
been impaired and reduced to only 1 per cent, you make it manda- 
tory on the Comptroller to pay me the whole amount deposited 
with the Treasurer. 

Mr. FOWLER. On the surrender of your notes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; on the surrender of my notes. And he 
must pay me out of the guaranty fund the total amount deposited, 
all of which is subject to my call and demand, which is true of 
any banker who has taken out notes. 

Mr. FOWLER. I do not quite follow you in your statement. 

Mr. HAUGEN. How is the 5 per cent fund to be maintained 
by the extraordinary tax of 1 per cent if it falls to 3 per cent? 

Mr. FOWLER. By imposing a tax of 1 per cent the fund could 
be raised to 4 per cent that year, but could not be raised to 5 per 
cent until the next year, when another extraordinary tax could 
be imposed; but the fact is that the fund would never be below 5 
per cent, as there was not one single year from 1863 down to 1902 


when the tax necessary to pay the rates of the failed banks ex- | 
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Mr. FOWLER. Oh, approximately, I should say in the neigh- | ceeded forty-eight one-thousandths of 1 per cent, or only one-tenth 


of the annual tax of one-half of 1 per cent. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If it falls to3 per cent, how can you refund 
5 per cent? 

Mr. FOWLER. Why, if you surrender your notes you are 
going out of this business, and if all the notes are surrendered, all 
the guaranty fund will disappear. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It guarantees 5 per cent of tlhe total amount 
paid in. ° 

Mr: FOWLER. Of course. 

Mr. LACEY. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him another 
question? In explanation to me a little while ago the gentleman 
stated that forty years’ of experience had demonstrated that the 
loss would amount to a certain percentage, and this is a matter 
of security. Now, I want to know if the gentleman has taken 
into consideration the fact that in those forty-one years we based 
the circulation of $100 on an amount which was equal to $120 or 
$130, based on the value of the United States bonds, and also 10 
per cent more on face value of bonds during a considerable period, 
and did it not give a security on every $100,000 of notes standing 
out, say, of $125,000 to $135,000, and the more circulation was out 
the more advantage it was to the creditors of the bank, and the 
circulation instead of being a liability became an actual asset, 
because of the surplus of security over all the issues? 

Now, reversing that proposition, and instead of putting up $130 
for every hundred they only put up $5 for every hundred and one- 
quarter of 1 per cent tax in addition to that, would not the gen- 
tleman take a different basis of computation? In other words, 
would forty-one years’ experience, with $130 security on every 
hundred, be a correct basis with which to figure the next forty- 
one years with only 5 per cent security on each hundred dollars? 

Mr. FOWLER. Now, is the gentleman through? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. I wanted the gentleman to say whether 
he had taken the two conflicting positions into consideration. 

Mr. FOWLER. I think I will satisfy the gentleman. 

According to a special report made by the Comptroller of the 
Currency, if all the United States bonds which were deposited 
with the Government from 1863 to 1901, inclusive, to secure the 
| payment of the notes of the national banks which had failed had 
been lost, an average annual tax of only eight one-thousandths of 
1 per cent upon the notes outstanding during that thirty-eight 
years would have paid all the notes of the failed banks that re- 
| mained unredeemed. 

Now, I think the bond proposition is pretty thoroughly annihi- 
| lated when you say that they have been lost and are gone forever. 

Mr. LACEY. But the gentleman is assuming that the same 
reason exists in national banks with $130 security for every $100 
that would exist in a bank that had for every $100 only $5 secur- 
ity. In other words, you have placed in the new system a great 
temptation. Every bank about to fail will immediately inflate 
its currency to the utmost limit that the law will permit, while 
under the old system they would contract their currency because 
the assets back of the currency and the bonds with the premium 
on them exceed the circulation, and a failing bank would first get 
rid of the circulation. Underthe new proposition the failing bank 
would insist on getting as much out as it possibly could. Has the 
gentleman taken these two conflicting positions into consideration? 

Mr. FOWLER. In the first place, do you want the House to 
understand that the banker would be less careful in loaning his 
credit and loaning the deposits in his bank simply because he 
had some bonds deposited to secure the notes in circulation? 
Does the gentleman think it would make the banker more care- 
less to have one kind of an obligation than another where both 
were on demand? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, banks have failed in the past. A bank 
failed over here in Philadelphia for $13,000,000, and it only had 
$250,000 in circulation out. If that bank could have had circula- 
tion out on its assets, instead of failing for $13,000,000 it would 
| have failed for $15,000,000, and possibly more. It would have gone 
| to its utmost limit before failing, because all it had to do was to 
| print its notes to the largest amount based on its assets. 

Mr. FOWLER. How many notes would they issue? 

Mr. LACEY. This bill proposes 25 per cent. 

Mr. FOWLER. On what? 

Mr. LACEY. On the amount of the assets or the capital. 
| Mr. FOWLER. The gentleman knows, I hope, that there is a 

marked distinction between capital and assets. 

| Mr. LACEY. Yes, I know; but I want to get at the concrete 
| situation. Here is a bank that we have had actual experience 
| with, and it failed for $13,000,000. 
Mr. FOWLER. What was its capital? 
Mr. LACEY. I donot now remember the amount of capital. 
| Mr. FOWLER. Do not let us get into a controversy without 
| facts. Give us the bank, the amount of the capital, the amount 
| of the assets, and then the issue of notes, and we will go through 
the whole transaction intelligently. 





| 





2456 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 21, 





Mr. LACEY. Will not every bank that is in failing circum- 
——— do its utmost to increase its circulation of notes to the 
imit? 

Mr. FOWLER. Would not every bank try to get all the de- 
posits it could? Every failing bank tries to do all it can to cover 
what is coming due. The gentleman asked whether there would 
be a different condition if they did not have the bonds. In the six 
New England States to-day I think there are 550 national banks. 
In 1860 there were 515 banks in the same territory. 

For the twenty years prior to 1860—from 1840 to 1860—with no 
uniform law, with noinspection whatever, no common inspection, 
I mean, running over all the States, with the proprietors of the 
banks having the privilege of going into the back yard and print- 
ing their notes on a hand machine or writing them out by hand, 
what was the experience with those New England banks, of which 
there were just about as many as there are now? There were 
banks of $25,000 capital, $50,000 capital, $200,000, $300,000, or 
$500,000 capital. During those twenty years the tax on all the 
notes necessary to pay the notes of the failed banks would have 
been only one-eighth of 1 per cent. Now, take the national-bank 
system from 1863 down to last year, and the tax on all the notes, 
without reference to a first lien—the tax on all the notes necessary 
to pay the notes of the failed banks would have been twenty-two 


that the Suffolk system was a sounder system in this respect than 
the national-bank system. [lustrations equally convincing are 
to be found in Ohio, Indiana, Louisiana, and the gentleman’s own 
State. 

Mr. LACEY. Then why not go back to the old State bank 
system, if it was so good? 

Mr. FOWLER. Oh, “‘the old State bank system!’’ 
talking about a thing: Iam talking about a principle which has 
never failed to result in a sound currency wherever invoked. 

Mr. FLEMING. 


so very clear and concise that I want him to give me the very 


best explanation he can upon a point on which there seems to me | 


to be a discrepancy. He stated that he considered the circula- 
tion per capita to be about $17. 

Mr. FOWLER. I said now. 

Mr. FLEMING. 
issued a statement in which it puts the amount at $28 or $29. 

Mr. FOWLER. The total amount out to-day is $32. 

Mr. FLEMING. About $29, I believe. 

Mr. FOWLER. I will give the exact figures in a moment. 

Mr. FLEMING. 


of myself and others, the best explanation he can of that apparent 
discrepancy in the figures. 

Mr. FOWLER. I will include in my remarks a statement of 
the Treasury Department showing all the accumulations of dif- 
ferent kinds of money from 1892 down to the 30th of June last. 
This statement shows exactly where that money has gone and 
where it is to-day. Twenty-eight dollars and forty-three cents 
or $29, at the date given in this statement, was the amount of 


money in the hands of the people or in their pockets and in the | 
The money in the pockets of the people is $17.59; and | 


banks. 
when we say that we have $29 per capita in circulation it means 
the amount of money that is out of the United States Treasury 
and is in those two places—in the reserves of the banks and in use 
by the people. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. Chairman, I sought to ask a question a little while ago, 
but the gentleman declined to yield. I would like a little more 


definite information on the particular point which the gentleman | 
was then discussing, referring to the Secretary of the Treasury | 


having to supplement the resources of the banks or come to their 


instance, being paid in September. By methods of that kind, 
according to the gentleman’s statement, the Government was en- 
deavoring to relieve the stringency of the money market. Now, 
I should like the gentleman to give us exact information as to the 
extent to which that method was used. 

Mr. FOWLER. 
eral way, and to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury him- 
self. I donot think I ought to take the time of the House in 


You are | 


Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the remarks | 
of the gentleman from New Jersey, and his statements have been | 


Imean now. The Treasury Department has | 


The gentleman has been so very clear in all | 


his other statements that I would like him to give, for the benefit | question, whether or not the tendency of making this currency a 


I refer the gentleman to my report, in a gen- | of the amount of the notes so taken out,and such deposit shall be counted as 





referring to the report will get the information in more satisfac- 
tory form than I could give it by my statement in a short time. 
It involves deposits, and asking the banks to take out circulation, 
and making propositions to the banks, and ali that sort of thing. 
I do not think it proper to take the time of the House to go into 
those details. 

Mr. VANDIVER. The newspapers during last summer and 
fall, in speaking of this matter that the gentleman was discussing 
a while ago—the necessity for more elastic currency to supply the 
demands of trade at particular seasons of the year—gave us the 
information that the Secretary of the Treasury was relieving the 
banks by increasing deposits at several different times and paying 
Government interest thirty days in advance till finally he an- 
nounced that he could not or would not do so any longer. Now, 
I should like to know the amount of those deposits and advance 
interest. 

Mr. FOWLER. 
ing on this bill. 

Mr. VANDIVER. But it bears on the point that the gentle- 
man was discussing a while ago. 

Mr. FOWLER. This is only a repetition of the question the 
gentleman asked before, and it would involve so much explanation 


I do not think that is exactly a question bear- 


WO | of details that I donot think I ought to take the time of the House 
one-hundredths, or more than one-fifth of 1 per cent, proving | 


in ‘answering the question, as I have already occupied so much 
time. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Chairman, what I am concerned about 
is this: This bill provides that the Government shall have a first 


| lien upon the assets of the bank. What I want to know is, Will 








| upon said bonds shall be paid to the bank so de 


reading that portion of the report, but will include it in my re- | 


marks. It would take some considerable time to answer the gen- 
tleman’s question in detail. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I would not care for all the details; but as 
the gentleman has given so much attention to the subject, I was 
assuming that he could answer the question briefly and give us 
information on that important point. 

Mr. FOWLER. It isa question that requires such detail of 
information that I think the gentleman, or any other member, by 


nF le a EE 


not that impair the security now held by the depositors? Will 
not the depositors have that much less security than they have 
now for the payment of their claims? 

Mr. FOWLER. To answer that question directly, I should 
say yes; but that is exactly what they have to-day when they hold 
Government bonds which are purchased by taking the depositor’s 
money out of the bank after they have put it there, buying the 
bonds, carrying the bonds to Washington,and depositing them 
and securing notes. They will be in the same position then as 
they are to-day, identically. 

Mr. LACEY. In that instance, however, they put that much 
of their capital beyond the reach of any defalcation in the Treas- 
ury of the United States, do they not? 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; but they might convert all of the capital 
and deposits into gold coin, and then deposit this gold coin in a 
safe-deposit vault, and then they would be still safer. 

Mr. LACEY. Iask my friend, because I see he has been giv- 
ing the matter very much attention, if he has considered this 


first lien on the depositors’ money would not tend to drive the 
deposit out of the national bank into the surety companies, where 
no such risks exist? 

Mr. FOWLER. I think not. 

Mr. LACEY. Why not? 

Mr.FOWLER. Becauseitisamatter ofaccommodation. The 
banks would give them some facilities which they otherwise would 
not have. The national banks are doing a business the trust com- 
panies do not do, and it would not any more drive them out then 
than it does to-day, because to-day it is a first lien—not only that, 
but a segregated first lien, a judgment, with the execution issued, 
the property seized and set apart for the purpose. If there are 
no other questions, I shall be glad to yield the floor to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER]. 


(Omit the parts in brackets [ ] and insert the parts printed in italics.] 


A bill (H. R. 16228) providing for the ot and circulation of national-bank 
notes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That any national bank may, with the ap- 


’ , - apes > | proval of the Comptroller of the Currency, take out for issue and circulation 
relief by increasing the deposits in certain banks and by payments 


of Government interest in advance, the October interest, for | 


an amount of national-bank notes not exceeding 25 per cent of its paid up and 
unimpaired capital without depositing United States bonds with the United 
States Treasury in the manner provided by existing law. 

Sec. 2. That said national-bank notes shall be furnished by the United 
States at the expense of the respective banks issuing them, and shall be in 
the denominations of $10 and multiples theoeof. 

Sec. 3. That before any national bank shall receive any of the bank notes 
referred to in this act it shall first deposit in the Treasury of the United 
States as a guaranty of the prea thereof an amount of United States 
bonds or gold coin [or both], United States notes or in all equal to 5 per cent 


a part of the lawful reserve of said bank against said notes. The interest 
iting them,and if said bank 
shall retire said circulation, or any portion thereof, an amount of bonds or 
gold coin [or both], or United States notes or in all equal to 5 per cent of the 
notes so retired, shall be returned to said bank: Provided, however, That if 
it should be necessary to sell said bonds for the purposes defined in this act, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to dis of the same 
and - ay the proceeds in accordance with the provisions of law herein con- 
tained. 

Sec. 4. That every national bank taking out such notes for issue and cir- 
culation shall, on the lst days of January and July of each year, pay into the 
Treasury of the United States, in gold coin, a tax of one-quarter of | per cent 
upon the average amount of such notes in actual circulation during the pre- 
ceding six months, and the tax so paid into the Treasury shall, with the5 per 
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cent qn ted as a guaranty for the payment of the notes, constitute a guar- 
nty fund. 

” Ske. 5. That such notes shall be a first lien upon the assets of the respec- 

tive banks issuing them, and shall be received upon deposit and for all pur- 

poses of debt an — by every national bank at par and without any 

charge of whatsoever kind, and such notes shall be receivable for all public 

dues except duties on imports, and when so received shall be paid out again. 

SEc. 6. at any national bank having notes outstanding in excess of 75 

r cent of its paid-up capital, to secure the payment of which United States 
Bonds have been deposited, may, upon the deposit of lawful money for the 
redemption of such excess, take out for circulation the notes provided for in 
this act. without reference to the limitation of $3,000,000 each month pre- 
scribed in section 9 of the act epgryved July 12, 1882. 

Sec. 7. That the provisions of the law contained in section 9 of the act 
approved July 12, 1882, limiting the amount of notes that may be retired to 
$3,000,000 in a month, shall not apply to the notes taken out in 
accordance with the provisions of this act. 

Sxc. 8. That every national bank taking out such notes for issue shall 
maintain at all times the same reserve against such notes when in actual 
circulation as is now prescribed by law for deposits. 

Sxc. 9. That the bank notes taken out for issue in accordance with the 
provisions of this act shall be redeemed on demand in [gold coin] lawful 
money over the counter of the bank issuing them, [and] if said bank is lo- 
cated outside of one of the redemption cities hereinafter established, and 
in addition thereto it shall paee select a national bank as its agent in a re- 
demption city, subject to the approval of the Comptroller of the Currency, 
which shall upon demand redeem said notes in gold coin or United States 
notes, or both, at its option; but every national bank which is located in a re- 
demption city and has taken out any of such notes for issue shall redeem the same 
over its own counter in gold coin or United States notes, or both, at its option, 
and said notes shall be redeemed only as prescribed in this act. No national 
bank shall pay out over its own counter, or otherwise put into circulation, any 
of its own notes, issued in accordance with the provisions of this act, which are 
worn, mutilated, defaced, or otherwise rendered unfit for circulation, but 
may exchange the same for new notes, which shall be furnished by the United 
States Government in accordance with section 2 of this act. Nor shall any 
national bank, acting as the redemption agent of any other national bank, pay 
out, or otherwise put into circulation, any of the notes of such bank that are 
worn, mutilated, defaced, or otherwise rendered wnfjit for circulation, but shall | 
return the same to the bank of issue. 

Sxc. 10. That for the purposes of this act New York, Chicago, and San 
Francisco shall be redemption cities, and all the national banks redeeming | 
their notes at any one of these cities shall constitute a redemption district, | 
and the New York redemption district shall be known as redemption district | 
No. 1, the Chicago redemption district as redemption district No. 2, and the 
San Francisco redemption district as redemption district No. 3. 

Sec. 11. That if any national bank shall receive such circulating notes of 
any other national bank located outside of its own district it shall not pay 
them out over its own counter, but shall forward them either to some bank | 
in the district to which the notes belong, or to some bank located in the re- | 
demption city of its own district, and then they shall be returned to the bank | 
ae them or to some bank in the district to which the bank issuing them 

elongs. 

Sxc. 12. That upon the failure of a national bank any national-bank notes 
that have been taken out by it in accordance with the provisions of this act | 
shall, upon presentation to the United States Treasury, be paid in gold coin | 
out of the guaranty fund; but the United States Treasury shall recover from 
the assets of the failed bank an amount equal to its outstanding notes, and 
the same shall be paid into the guaranty fund. 

Sxc. 13. That any national bank desiring to go into liquidation shall first 
pay into the guaranty fund an amount of gold coin equal to the amount of its 
notes then outstanding. 

Sec. 14. That if such fund shall, for any reason, fall below an amount equal 
to 3 per cent of the total amount of the bank notes taken out in accordance | 
with the provisions of this act, the Comptroller may impose an extraordinary 
tax, not exceeding 1 per cent in any one year, upon the amount of the notes | 
at the time outstanding; but such extraordinary tax shall be refunded to the 
respective banks whenever such repayment shall not reduce such fund below | 
an amount equal to 5 per cent of all the notes outstanding. 








MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BouTELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had | 
passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 1027. An act granting a pension to Lavinia Cook; 

H. R. 8510. An act for the relief of the executors of James P. 
Willett, deceased, late postmaster of the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 17204. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in the State of 
Arkansas; 

H. R. 16909. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act author- 
izing the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland River 
at or near Carthage, Tenn.,’’ approved March 2, 1901. 

H. R. 16522. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
C. Van Sickell; 

H. R. 16509. An act to authorize-the Pearl and Leaf Rivers 
Railroad Company to bridge Pearl River, in the State of Missis- 





sippi. 

si R. 15595. An act confirming and ceding jurisdiction to the | 
State of Arkansas over certain lands formerly in the Fort Smith 
Reservation in said State, and asserting and retaining Federal 
jurisdiction over certain other lands in said reservation; 

H. R. 14051. An act granting the consent of Congress to N. F. 
Thompson and associates to erect a dam and construct power sta- | 
tion at Muscle Shoals, Alabama; and 

H. R. 4178. An act for the relief of Austin A. Yates. 

The mestage also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 3560) 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘Anact to promote the | 
safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling | 
common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their | 
cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes, and their | 


locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,’ ”’ 
approved March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896, asked a con- 
ference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Foraker, Mr. MILLARD, 
and Mr. Foster of Louisiana as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 71. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made of Penobscot River, Maine, with a view 


to widening the channel from Crosby Narrows to the Bangor and Brewer 
bridge, and also near Stearns’s mill. 


ISSUE AND CIRCULATION OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 
The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, it is conceded by all parties 
who have given the subject any considerable thought that there 
is at certain times a demand for more money, more currency, 


| with which to transact the affairsof the nation. Some have said 


that there was need for more currency all the time, and those are 
usually persons who are opposed to the national-bank system 
under which we are now acting and have been with such won- 
derful success these forty years. Others have claimed that there 
is sufficient money in circulation now to transact the affairs of 
the nation except at some critical times in a financial stzess 
when there is need, for a limited length of time, of more money. 
This is no new question. It is a question that has been consid- 
ered in this country for ten or fifteen years at least, and before 
we determine which policy we will pursue it is well, it occurs to 
me, to first consider the opinions of those whom we believe to be 
experts upon this matter. 

Secretary Shaw, Secretary Gage, Director of the Mint Roberts, 
and Comptroller of the Currency Ridgely are all substantially of 
the one opinion, if I understand their writings and sayings cor- 
rectly, that there is need only for a limited time each year per- 
haps, or at different periods, for an amount of money greater than 
that which we now have. And so the question for us to deter- 
mine, it seems to me, is whether we shall follow in the line of 


| these people and their predecessors in office, who have made this 


subject a special study, or whether we shall adopt a policy which 
will inflate the currency generally in order that we may provide 
for the brief time when there is really need for more money to 
bridge over a temporary stringency in the money market. To- 
day we have a per capita circulation of greater amount than we 
have ever had in this country before. We have to-day in circu- 
lation about $30 per capita, while in 1894 we had in circulation 
only about $24 per capita; and I do not believe we need to increase 
the amount of money for the general needs of business. The 


| extra amount should only be supplied for temporary relief when 


there is a stress in the money market. It seems to me it is but 
the part of wisdom for us to consider the opinions of men whom 
we know to be experts on these matters. These officials and ex- 
officials whom I have named, and many other prominent gentle- 
men, among whom I might mention my predecessor, Hon. Joseph 
H. Walker, a gentleman who has devoted much study to this 
subject and is as well posted as any other man in the country to- 
day, are strong advocates of what is commonly known as asset or 
credit currency. I wish to quote from the opinion of some of 
these gentlemen. Mr. Roberts, in his speech, which he made a 
few months ago, says: 


In times of panic the power to issue additional notes would be an element 
of great strength tothe banksand not of weakness. It would enable the 
banks to protect themselves and their customers when protection is most 
needed. Panics or financial crises come generally very suddenly and as the 
result of fear which spreads among the people that they will not be able to 
get money to meet their payments and conduct their business. This spreads 
and forces liquidation of credits which otherwise would have remained out- 
standing. There never isa time when the liquidation of all credits or any 
large proportion of those outstanding is possible without producing a crisis. 
As long as there is confidence, and each individual feels secure that he can 
get what money he needs upon usual terms and security, there is no necessity 
for it. If our bank circulation can be made more automatically elastic, so 
that the banks can supply more or less of circulation as needed, which is so 
safe and reliable that it is readily accepted and used for all business transac- 
tions, we will have a force at work in our financial affairs which will dimin- 
ish the liability of a money panic, and will be an efficient aid when we shall 


| have an actual condition of panic. 


Speaking of this asset currency, he further states: 


It isnot claimed that panics may be prevented in the future by such 
means, but the tendency or liability to panics will be appreciably diminished 
if our banks have sucha reserve power furnished them, and when panics 
occur we will be better prepared to meet them and mitigate their force and 
effect. This currency should be immediately and quickly available, so that 
the banks need not wait for serious trouble before they begin to issue it. 
The conditions of issue should not be such as to make it aconfession or indi- 
cation of weakness for a bank to issue the notes. 


I have the opinions of several others which I will spread in the 
REcoRD and not take the time now toread. They are the opinions 
of people whom we ought, as an important body seeking to get 
the best light from whatever source it may come, to respect. 
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The minority report states some of the objections to this bill, 
and I invite the attention of the members of the House to its care- 
ful consideration. 

I am opposed to this bill, first, because it permits each national 
bank to issue two kinds of notes or bank currency, the one re- 
deemable alone in gold, the other redeemable in greenbacks or 
gold. I care not if you contend that the notes which this bill per- 
mits the banks to issue are just as good or even better, if that be 
possible, than the present bond-secured notes. You can not 
escape the result that the people will differentiate between two 
kinds of money issued by one and the same bank. The very fact 
that the notes are to be considered as a different kind of money 
furnishes an objection to the bill, which we should seek to remedy 
as far as possible by making the notes redeemable practically in 
the same way as the bond-secured notes are now redeemed. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. THAYER. I would rather wait until I get through. 
Then I shall be glad to answer,ifIcan. I donot know that I can 
answer any question the gentleman from Connecticut may see fit 
to propound; he is so proficient in all the ramifications of this 
subject. 

Second. The practical effect of the operation of this bill will be 
to very materially and radically inflate the currency of the coun- 
try far beyond any conservative requirement. It will increase 
bank circulation throughout the country nearly if not quite one- 
half. There is no legitimate demand for increase to such an 
amount. The caption of the bill is misleading and does not cdn- 
form to the body of the bill. It should read, to be consistent: 
‘*A bili to extend the currency beyond the public requirements.” 
The total amount of money in the country to-day is $2,563,266,958, 
and of this amount there is in national-bank-note currency 
$380 476,334. 

We have in circulation about $30 per capita. In 1894 we had 
only about $24 per capita. If this bill is passed, we shall, in my 
opinion, have in one year more than $33 per capita in circulation, 
and used by whom? The poor farmers of the West we hear so 
much about, to move their crops between July and October? 
Not at all. 

I will tell you, Mr. Chairman, how it will be used and who will 
use it. The banks having an oversupply will be anxious to put 
it where it will earn something, and it will go to the promoters 
for bolstered-up, weak, and struggling securities, new enter- 
prises, unsubstantial projects, and uncertain and insecure enter- 
prises. It will go where New York’s money went last summer, 
to such an extent that in October the Secretary of the Treasury 
was induced to resort to questionable measures to allow banks 
to issue $25,000,000 of bank notes to avert a financial crisis. To 
be sure, the shortage came when there was a somewhat extra de- 
mand for money to move the Western crops, but this small extra 
demand was not the cause of the stringency in the money market. 

The cause of the stringency was from another source. The 
small country banks had loaned their notes to the city banks in 
New York and Chicago months before at a small rate of interest 
when they had no use for them, and when they were called in as 
business activity in the fall created a demand for them a strin- 
gency in the money market in these great centers was experi- 
enced—not in the crop-moving localities. 

Every year after the summer vacations, when business enter- 
prises have remained dormant, trade taking a rest with those 
who make trade, every business enterprise takes on new life and 
activity, purchases begin to be made to meet the fall and winter 
trade, more money is required to transact the business of the 
country than had been required for the several months previous, 
and this general demand for money is still further increased by 
the wants of the farmers for money to move their crops. 

Last fall money had been loaned out on wild-cat securities and 
stock-jobbing ulations to an unwarranted extent, just where 
it would go again if a superfluous currency were forced upon the 
market. Too much money invites speculation, promotes rd- 
ous enterprises, and encourages unreliable and venturesome 
schemes. Wild-cat business schemes, watered-stock corporations, 
unsubstantial and nebulous enterprises spring up like mushrooms 
all over the land when money is too plentiful and interest corre- 
spondingly low. 

The majority of the Committee on Banking and Currency have 
prepared their report with this misleading caption: ‘‘ To provide 
en elastic currency.’’ This is too misleading and not at all war- 
ranted by the bill itself. Anything to be elastic must not only 
have the ability to —* but it must also have the ability to 
contract equally as well. That this bill provides for a most gen- 
erous expansion of the currency no one who has carefully con- 
sidered it will deny, but it is powerless to contract to any appre- 
ciable extent. It is long on expansion and short on contraction. 

Let us consider for a moment what will be the practical work- 
ing of a bank under this bill. Take, for example, a bank capital- 
ized at $100,000. This bank can at once issue $25,000 in notes 





without any expense whatever except the payment of one-half 
of 1 per cent = annum taxes and 5 per cent contributed to the 
guaranty fund. It is not obliged to spend a dollar for United 
States bonds or for anything else. It should keep, of course, as 
it does under existing law, 15 per cent of this amount in gold to 
redeem the notes—6 per cent of this 15 per cent in its own vaults 
and 9 per cent in the redemption bank in New York or elsewhere. 

The bank officials of any bank who would not avail themselves 
of the opportunity to issue this $25,000 in notes would be fit sub- 
jects for an asylum for idiots and the feeble minded. 

Let us see what would be the next step for this bank to take. 
The present existing law permits any bank to withdraw its circu- 
lation to an amount equal to 25 per cent of its capitalization. 
The statistics show that the amount of national-bank circulation 
for all the 4,600 national banks in the country is only 54 per cent 
of their capitalization. Some, tobe sure, have taken out an amount 
equal to their capitalization, but others have only 25 per cent out, 
in the whole averaging 54 per cent of their capitalization. 

Now to return to this bank which we have taken as an example. 
It has under the present law taken out, for instance, $50,000 for 
circulation. Experience has shown that this is all that is required, 
all that is profitable, under the conditions which prevail in that 
locality. But having availed itself of the provisions of this bill 
and because it does not cost the bank anything, it has put out the 
$25,000 in notes and increases its circulation from $50,000 to $75,- 
000, or 334 per cent. If this bank concludes not to disturb its 
bonded issue, it has increased its bank circulation one-third, and 
Iclaim there is no demand for such increase in any city or town 
in the whole country. Suppose this bank concludes that there is 
no necessity for such a large circulation, what will it do? It will 
retire $25,000 of its bonded issue, which it can do by sending 
$25,000 of its bond-secured notes to the United States Treasury 
and receive the bonds in return. 

These bonds can be sold at the present rate of 10 per cent pre- 
mium on the 2 per cent bonds and about 35 per cent premium on 
the 4 per cent bonds. Assuming that they are all 2 per cent 
bonds, there will be received a premium of $2,500 in gold on the 
$25,000 in bonds, and this would increase the loaning powers of 
the bank $2,500 when it retires $25,000 of its bond-secured issue. 

Thus it will be seen that banks which avail themselves of the 
provisions of this bill, and all banks will avail themselves of its 
privileges, will increase on the average their bank-note circula- 
tion one-third, providing they do not disturb their bond-secured 
circulation. And those banks which withdraw as much of their 
bond-secured note circulation as — increase it by issuing the 
amount they are entitled to under the bill increase their ability 
to loan just to the amount that United States bonds are above 
par. 


BOSTON. 
| Capitaliza- 
Bank. ion. Notes. 
Re i iia as ike pnb s dienidanoustetdchgnces $1,000, 000 , 000 
yw RS Ce eee 1,000, 000 46, 250 
Merchants’ National Bank.............<...<.cccccccsccece-- 8, 000, 000 749, 060 
National Bank of Commerce ..................----.------ | 1,500,000 50,000 
National Bank of the Republic.-.......................-.. | 1,500,000 50,000 
es SEES UIE 65a ob Svc ckeus bctdadecswuss wecdis | 1,000,000 50,000 
NEW YORK. 
National Shoe and Leather Bank .............-.....----- | $1,000,000 | $49,500 
al eid cetianonantedpmnninee 1,000,000 50,000 
SE EE nics al nnknns bnageivtgadieehpatdpeubens 10,000, 000 | 2,953, 500 
Pe SE, wSiveievideiduddhaidobipp ticene¥otoel 3,000, 000 50,000 
The following banks have no outstanding circulation: 
NEW YORK. 
American Excha: ST stn ciduntinentingatenns stanaapens $5, 000, 000 
EE gO RL ee ae 800, 000 
IIIT, SONI Cs caries dietitian peatlintnetoncin eile dalek 2,000, 000 
URGE TIMI To bins cing ins becca ncithd étenmsndacec smaviiine 2,000, 000 


In Boston there are 6 banks, with a capitalization of $9,000,000, 
which have out notes only to the amount of $246,250. In New 
York there are 4 banks, with a capitalization of $15,000,000, 
which have out notes only to the amount of $3,093,000, and 4 
banks, with a capitalization of $9,300,000, which have no notes. 

The 6 Boston banks availing themselves of the provisions of this 
bill would issue $2,250,000, when now they have ‘only $246,250, 
or more than ten times as much as they now have. 

The 4 New York banks would inflate the national-bank cur- 
rency in the sum of $3,750,000, in place of the amount they now 
have out of $309,000, or more than ten times as much. 

And the New York banks which have now no bank circulation 
whatever would put out $2,325,000. 

These 14 banks in Boston and New York to which I have called 
attention now have a circulation of $555,550, but under this bill 
they can issue $8,325,000. 
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Mr. HILL. Why do they not take out this circulation? 

Mr. THAYER. Because they can make money better and 
faster by not doing it. Here, then, I have attempted to show, 
a fair field for expansion and a good incentive for it, but is 
there a like opportunity for contraction after the expansion has 
taken place? von assuming that the bank issue under this bill 
will be just as safe, just as pons just as readily accepted as 
the bonded-issue notes which the banks circulate to-day. This 
is what the friends of the bill claim, and if it is not true, then 
the banks should not be given the privilege of issuing the notes 
at all. 

We want no inferior or debased money. We have had suffi- 
cient experience with money we have had to apologize for. If 
the people are to question the stability or the security of these 
notes, are to be suspicious of them and refuse to accept them, 
then this legislation is both unwise and futile and dangerous to 
our national-bank system. But I assume and believe, otherwise 
I would not support any bill favoring asset currency, that these 
two kinds of bank notes, firm, secure, and safe, will circulate side 
by side upon equal terms and with equal favor, neither to the ex- 
clusion nor injury of the other, yet one is expensive for the bank 
to circulate, the other is inexpensive. 

The notes issued under the provisions of this bill within the 
district where the bank is located are received by everybody, in- 
cluding other banks, and paid out by everybody, without let or 
hindrance. They have the same purchasing power, the same 
ability to satisfy debts and obligations of all kinds, that the bonded 
issue has, and, in my opinion, when not issued to a greater 
amount than 25 per cent of the unimpaired capitalization of the 
bank they are absolutely and unqualifiedly safe. If I am correct 
in this, tell me why these notes are any more liable to be returned 
to the parent bank than the bonded notes are. They are working 
side by side with the bonded issue and upon equal terms. 

But, say the friends of the bill, ‘* When they get outside of their 
own district and are received by other banks they can not again 
be paid out over the counter of those banks, and therefore they 
will be sent home to the parent bank and gold received for them, 
and this will cause contraction.”’ 

Not at all, or, if any, to a very small and limited extent, and 
to no such amount as the friends of the bill claim. 


I have little sympathy with this provision of the bill. It is one | 


of the worst of itsmany badfeatures. It seems to me to bean un- 
necessary, cumbersome, bungling, and uncalled-for method of re- 
deeming a part, and that, too, a small part, of these notes; but that 
it can be excused on the ground that it furnished a way to force 
contraction I deny, and if its purpose is to force contraction, it 
will absolutely and completely fail in its purpose. 

The great body of this issue will circulate in the district where 
the bank is located, and whatever portion, proportionately small 


as it must omy be, that gets away from home, outside the | 


district, can and will be redeemed, even in the bungling manner 
provided for in this bill, with alacrity by the bank, and not at all 


to its discomfiture. There will always be sufficient idle gold in | 
the vaults of the parent bank for this purpose, and the notes thus | 


redeemed will again and at once be put in circulation. 
The part of this issue of the bank in a, of Worcester 
which goes to Chicago, San Francisco, or New Orleans and is 


there received on deposit or otherwise by a bank in either of the | 


three cities named can not, to be sure, be paid out by that bank 
again over its own counter, but may be returned to the Worcester 
bank, or its redemption bank in New York, for redemption. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it will take no longer for a bank note to 


get from Worcester to one of the three cities named than it | 


will for one of the notes of the banks in the three cities named 
to get to Worcester. Mr. Chairman, it must be borne in mind 
that all persons, companies, and corporations can receive and pay 
out these bank bills anywhere on earth as freely and as fre- 
quently as they choose. The prohibition to the absolutely free 
circulation of these bank notes is confined only to other banks 
located outside the district of the parent bank. Now, when these 
bank bills are received outside the district of the home bank, 
where they can not be paid out, they may be returned to the 
parent bank or its bank of yore orn in exchange for like notes 
of the bank sending them, and thus the exchanges will be made 
between the notes of the different banks, very much like what 
now takes place in the clearing houses of every city, and the bal- 
ance only will be paid in gold. 


This will be done practically by exchanges, and the balances | 
only will be required to be paid by the parent bank in gold, and | 


these balances being necessarily small it will be no hardship for 
the parent bank to be forced to pay that balance in gold. The 
amount would be, as it were, a mere drop in the bucket, and no 
bank would hesitate to keep the notes in circulation on this ac- 
count. Banks are already devising schemes by which they can 
get rid of the gold which accumulates in their vaults. Nobody 
wants gold, and nobody will take it if they can avoid it. The 


banks will be delighted with an opportunity to pay out the little 
amount of gold that will be required of them under this bill. 

If I am correct in this, where does the ability for this bank issue 
to contract ap ? I can readily see the ability for expansion 
once and for all in the first instance. It can not expand again, 
however great the demand, for it has spent its force. It is per- 
manent and fixed, and is incapacitated and powerless to contract 
or to be forced to contract, as I have attempted to show. 

Of what avail, then, will be the provisions of this bill in times 
of financial panic or when an extra or an added amount of bank 
circulation is required or demanded? The amount of issue under 
this bill will go out at once, regardless of panics or financial dis- 
tress in the money market, and it will remain out and in circula- 
tion, fixed and permanent, because it is largely for the interest of 
the bank that it should be kept out. 

If more money is required at any particular time, it can be 
furnished only, as it is now, by an extra issue of the old bond- 
secured notes. By the passage of this bill we have provided for 
no financial emergency, we have furnished no elastic currency; 
we have simply permitted an expansion of the national-bank cur- 
rency to more than one-third of its present limit,as heretofore 
stated, and this is substantially all we have done. And we shall 
have done this under the pretense that we are providing an emer- 
gency currency to be used by the farmers to enable them to move 
their crops in the fall. Oh, farmer, in thy name what crimes are 
committed! 

Mr. Chairman, let me not be misunderstood. I am not object- 
ing to asset currency. On the contrary, I am in favor of it and 
believe it can be made safe, secure, and a benefit to both bor- 
rower and lender in the transaction of the business of the coun- 
try. Iam not opposed to permission being given national banks 
to increase their bank circulation when properly safeguarded and 
protected. I am only now attempting to show that this bill does 
not provide for an elastic currency, as the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency claim, and furnishes no relief 
in a time of emergency. The very thing we are attempting is 
provided for. 

Secretary Shaw, in an address before the Chicago Bankers’ 
Club, December 20, 1902, said, speaking of asset currency: 

Elasticity and safety are essential. The detailsare not essential, provided 
our present system te not disturbed and the country be prot ested against 
inflation. 

** Elasticity and safety,’’ Mr. Chairman, are what the Secretary 
demands. Safety, in my opinion, is properly cared for in this 
| bill, but elasticity is wanting. Expansion, one of the attributes 


| of elasticity, has spent its force at the outset. It can not be re- 


newed. The entire issue provided for in this bill will have gone 
| out at the beginning. None of it will be kept in reserve because 
it costs little or nothing to keep it out where it is earning some- 
thing. But there will be nocontraction, no calling it in and plac- 
| ing it aside to be used when a stringency comes in the money 
| market. If there is to be expansion and contraction the old bond- 
secured notes must provide it as it does to-day by the purchasing 
of additional bonds when extra issue is required, and by retiring 
| the same notes when the extra damand for them has ceased. 
Again, the Secretary says, ‘‘ Our present system must not be dis- 
turbed.’’ But by the provisions of this bill our present system 
will be disturbed, because the tendency will be strong for each 
| bank to retire as much of its bonded issue as it pays out of the 
| new issue, under the provisions of this bill, for each bank is the 
| best judge as to how much bank circulation can profitably be 
| kept out. 
| The purpose of the friends of this bill is in the end to change 
the entire system under which we are operating and permit 
| the banks to increase the amount of asset currency to 50 or 75 
| per cent of their capitalization and in the end overthrowing alto- 
| gether the present system. In this purpose they may be right. 
| It is no part of my purpose at this time to acquiesce in or dissent 
| from this purpose, but for those who agree with the Secretary-I 
| am attempting to show that this bill does disturb the present 
— and the ultimate purpose of its friends is entirely to over- 
| throw the present system. This bill furnishes but the entering 
wedge. About 50 per cent of the present issue under existing 
| laws is to be retired at once and the way blazed in the near future 
| to retire all the national-bank issue under the bond system. 
| Secretary Shaw wants a ‘“‘supplementary issue’’—something 
| that in times of emergency and financial stress will relieve the 
situation, whereas this bill provides not for a supplementary but 
a substitute for bond issue. 
| Iam calling the attention of the members of the House to this 
provision of the bill and what I believe to be its practical work- 
ings, not for the purpose of antagonizing asset currency or op- 
posing the principle, but for the purpose of calling attention to 
| the fact that under the crude and ill-considered conditions cf this 
bill we shall permit a substitute currency to take the place of the 
bonded currency, instead of providing what I feel should be 
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provided, viz, a supplementary bank currency, to be used more par- 
ticularly in times of emergency and financial distress rather than 
permanently to increase to any great extent the national-bank 
circulation notes. I believe there is nearly money enough in cir- 
culation to-day to answer all the legitimate needsof trade. Thirty | 
dollars per capita is the largest amount of money we have ever | 
had in this country, and it is sufficient, in my opinion, generally 
speaking, for the wants of the people. But there are occasions 
when for a limited time there is need of an extra supply. The 
provisions of this bill, in my opinion, utterly fail to meet that 
demand. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the minority or some of the minority of | 
the Committee on Banking and Currency have presented a bill 
which meets their views for an elastic currency, and they ask its | 
adoption—a bill in my opinion much to be preferred to the ma- | 
jority bill, and one that every member of this House who believes | 
in asset currency can support. It differs from the majority bill | 
in many material and vital points. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May | interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. THAYER. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman does not mean to say that | 
the minority members of the Banking and Currency Committee 
have had any bill submitted to them as minority members with 
that purpose in view as a minority? 

Mr. THAYER. If I had meant to say that I should have said 
it. Isaid nothing of the kind. I said certain members of the 
minority of the committee had presented this bill. 

Mr. HILL. To what bill does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. THAYER. To what is known as the Padgett bill. 

Mr. HILL. You do not refer to the Pugsley bill or the Lewis 
bill? 

Mr. THAYER. Ido not, but to the Padgett bill. 

In my opinion, this bill is much to be preferred to the majority 
bill, and one that every member of this House who believes in 
asset currency, in my opinion, can and ought to support. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. THAYER. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to concede that this asset currency provided for in 
the majority bill will be perfectly safe. If that be true, why do 
you want the bank to resort to a bond issue of currency, which 
will be more expensive, while the other would be cheaper and 
equally safe? 

Mr. THAYER. Because these large banks in New York are 
availing themselves of the opportunity to do business without 

aying any tax for circulation, and these heavy banks, the great 
ees of this country, have out but very little if any circulation, 
and quite a number of the largest ones have none whatever. Our | 
purpose is to compel them to place money in circulation to help 
you people who want a larger circulation per capita, and force | 
them to take out one-half of their capitalization in bond-secured | 
notes before they can get within the arena of this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes; but if they can furnish us with 
the currency that we want without going to the expense of pur- 
chasing bonds at a premium, why should we object to it? That is, 
why should anyone object to it who believes in banks of issue, 
which I do not? 

Mr. THAYER. Because this is the only way we can reach 
these big banks. They will not now of their own free will fur- 
nish you with this currency, and we want to treat Peter and Paul 
alike. I presume the little banks in the city where you live have 
got out 75 or even 100 per cent of their capitalization in the form of | 
bank circulation and are paying a tax onit. If they loan a part 
of it toa bank in New York City and want to get it back in the 
fall to help move the crops, they are unable to get it, because it is 
out skylarking. Whereasif the large banks themselves had been 
obliged to double their bank issues—as in some instances they | 
would be obliged to double and in some instances to increase one | 
hundred fold—and put the circulation out of their own banks, as 
was originally intended in the national-bank scheme, they would 
not need and they would not lock up the currency issues of these | 
smaller banks in the country; and besides they would be paying | 
something to the Government and be more nearly on an equal | 
basis with smaller banks that are paying a tax on their circulation. | 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I want it understood that I for one 
do not believe in banks of issue at all. 

Mr. THAYER. How would you get your money, then? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would have the Government 
issue it. 

Mr. THAYER. Then you will not vote for this bill? | 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I will not. 

Mr. THAYER. Then I can not expect to get to your heart. I | 
am trying to address myself to those who believe that the National 
Government should rid itself even of the connection which it now 
has with the business of issuing currency, I believe the people | 








of this country will be glad to see the Government rid itself of 
that whole business. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I have no doubt the banks would 
be glad to see the Government do so. 

Mr. THAYER. Why should the banks be glad to see this done 
if they are now making so much money in the banking business 
under the present system? But what harm can comeif the people 
are not injured in having an asset currency? If the banks, after 
being permitted to issue asset currency, can issue it to the borrower 
for about half or two-thirds the rate of interest of what they do 
to-day, will not the borrower in the end get the benefit of it by 
way of a reduction of interest charges? And thus lender and 
borrower alike will be benefited. I am working now, as I have 
been most of my life, for the under dog; and I believe if this sub- 
stitute bill goes into effect, the rates of interest will be lower to 
the borrower. Otherwise we must consider that the bankers, all 
of them, are a set of scoundrels. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I want to state to the gentleman 
that I do not consider bankers a set of scoundrels, but I do con- 
sider them just as I consider people in other lines of business. 
They are in private business for what they can make out of it; 
and if you put it in their power to control the currency they 
will make hard times when they want to and relieve them when 
they want to. 

Mr. THAYER. That is human nature, I confess, but on the 
ao the lender will ask a less rate of interest if the money costs 

1im less. 

First, the minority compels every bank before it can issue a 
dollar under the bill to take out and maintain in circulation 50 
per cent of its bond-secured notes. The majority bill does not 
require them to have a dollar’s worth of bond-secured notes in 
active circulation. The minority bill permits the banks to issue 
only 20 per cent of their capitalization by paying 1 per cent tax. 
The majority bill permits them to issue 25 per cent by paying 
one-half as large a tax. 

Personally I prefer that the bill should provide that only 15 per 
cent should be issued under its provisions; but 20 per cent is to 
my mind much to be preferred to 25 per cent. 

These two provisions are of vital importance. Under the ma- 
jority bill three banks in New York, capitalized at $15,000,000, 
which do not to-day have any bank circulation whatever out- 
standing, could issue $3,750,000 of bank notes without furnishing 
a single bond. Under the minority bill they would have to issue 
and maintain $7,500,000 of bond-secured notes before they could 
issue a dollar’s worth of notes. Under the minority bill the grand 
total which they could issue would be between $35,000,000 and 
$40,000,000 less than under the majority bill, but the bond-secured 
circulation would be forced up to this amount and more. As re- 
gards these two provisions is there any question which is to be 
preferred? 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. THAYER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I think the gentleman is in error as to his figures. 
Under the 50 per cent provision, paid in of course, they would 
have the 50 per cent of outstanding capital, and does the gentle- 
— mean that they would tax it so high that it would be of no 
value? 

Mr. THAYER. I would tax it so high that they would not 
issue more than is necessary. That is where our bill is better 
than this billof yours. Iam assuming that they would only take 
the 20 per cent unless there was a great, a very great, stringency 
in the money market and interest correspondingly high. 

Mr. HILL. DoI understand the gentleman to admit that asset 
currency is a good thing, but if you give them permission to issue 
it that you ought to tax it so high that they will not issue it? 

Mr. THAYER. That is the proposition, in one aspect of it; 
that is, I would tax the greater part of it so highly that it would 
not go into circulation generally, only when there was great need 
of the extra issue to stem the devouring tide. I would tax it so 
heavily that they would not put any more into circulation than is 
absolutely needed, and it is at this very point that this substitute 
bill provides for elasticity and your bill does not. You have no 
provision in your bill that will help out in a time of emergency, 
when we need money and when we are willing to give 6, 8, or 10 
per cent for its use for a limited time. You have no provision in 
your bill compelling or even permitting banks to issue currency 
at such a time. 

Mr. HILL. Let me understand your contention. I suppose 
we have authorized—the Republican side has authorized—say, 25 
per cent of asset currency under certain conditions, and you 
claim that is inflation. On the other hand, you have authorized 
an issue of 50 per cent. 

Mr. THAYER. No. 

Mr. HILL. Am I not correct in that, Mr. Papcetr? That 50 

yer cent is to be issued under certain conditions, providing the 
ank will also issue 50 per cent on bond security in the Treasury? 
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Mr. THAYER. Yes; now you are getting right. _ 

Mr. HILL. You claim that is the thing to do—to issue asset 
currency, and then to turn around and tax it 3,4, or 5 per cent, 
so that it can not be issued. ; 

Mr. THAYER. In order to provide that it may be issued when 
needed, and not at times when not needed. 

Mr. HILL. Who is to be the judge? 

Mr. THAYER. The banks themselves. You may determine 
as to what are the needs of Bridgeport. No man knows better 
than you how much money is needed to transact the business in 
Connecticut. When you put out a certain amount you will stop, 
but when stringent times come and you can get a large rate of 
interest from the borrowers you are willing to pay the Govern- 
ment a part of that interest for that very money, in order that 
you may help out your customers in this their time of distress 
and at the same time lose nothing yourself. 

Mr. HILL. But how does that make contraction? 

Mr. THAYER. When an exigency arises, when a high rateof 
interest can be asked, then you will pay a high rate for the privi- 
lege of circulating money, and arrange it so that when the storm 
is the money comes again to the bank, because you do not 
want to pay that high rate of interest except at times, and those 
very far off, when you can get an extra high rate of interest. 

Mr. HILL. ThenI understand the gentleman to mean that the 
tax will be added to the discount? 

Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania. To help the under dog. 

Mr. THAYER. Yes; the borrower will have to pay it in times 
of exigencies, but he will prefer to do that than to go into bank- 
ruptcy or see his all swept before him, as he too often does now. 

Mr. HILL. That is the way the gentleman is proposing, as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania says, to help the under dog. 

Mr. THAYER. Well, those dogs and all the other four-footed 
animals of whatever name on the other side of the Chamber will 
take care of themselves. They have a patent on taking care of 
themselves. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. THAYER. Do I understand that my time has expired? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has seven minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. HILL. Iask that the gentleman may have time to con- 
clude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit that request at this 
time. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman from Massachusetts may be ex- 
tended so that he can conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. THAYE Up to this point the bills stand upon equal 
footing so far as regards furnishing an elastic currency. Neither 
has done anything of the kind. But the minority bill by further 

rovisions does provide for an elastic currency, while the majority 
bill utterly fails to meet this requirement. 

The minority bill provides that when a bank issues an amount | 
greater than 20 per cent of its paid-up capital it must pay for the 
next 15 per cent a tax of 14 per cent and for the next 15 per cent 
a tax of 24 per cent. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Does the gentleman say that there is a mi- 
nority bill before the House? 

Mr. THAYER. No; I do not think there is. 
was a bill that would be offered as a substitute. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman referred to it as a minority 
bill. I donot know that there is a member on this side that would | 
vote for it. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman from Missouri hasa bill of his | 
own. 

Mr. THAYER. How many will vote for your bill? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I do not know. 

Mr. THAYER. That is the trouble; we all have measures, and | 
each one is kicking against each other rather than attempting to | 
get together, make concessions and agree upon something prac- | 
tical. These taxes are so high as practically to prohibit the circu- 
lation of bank issue except in those times when money tempora- | 
rily is scarce and commands a high rate of interest. At such | 
times the banks can avail themselves of these provisions and is- | 
sue 15 or even 30 per cent of their capital thus relieve the | 
stress and still lose nothing themselves. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman says that they will lose nothing. 
Will he let me put him a concrete case? A customer comes into 
the bank to-day and wants to borrow $50,000. The bank says no, 
we can not loan it to you, but we will let you have our note at 10 

















I said that there 





per cent, 5 cent interest and 5 per cent discount. 

Mr. THA Oh, the gentleman is getting mixed up. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. They lend it on three months’ time at 10 per cent, 


and five days afterwards the money comes in and they retire the 
notes. Under your system they have made a three months’ loan 
at 10 per cent, and their notes have only been out five days. 
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Mr. THAYER. Oh, let the gentleman give that to some school- 
ma’am and let her figure it out. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. I think it would be answered better than the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts himself could answer it. [Laughter. | 

Mr. THAYER. Here is the practical provision for expansion 
in times of financial depression. As soon as the exigency has 
passed this extra issue being circulated at the expense of high 
taxation will be called in and here contraction takes place. It 
has been said that there will be no way to callin these notes by 
the parent bank after they had served the purpose of relieving 
the financial stress, but this can easily be done by arrangements 
made between the banks, each to help the other in the endeavor to 
contract the issue by returning it to the parent bank for redemp- 
tion. 

Section 6 of the majority bill furnishes an inducement for 
banks having to-day outstanding notes in excess of 70 per cent of 
their capitalization to contract their bonded issue. This facility 
to contract is a proposition I have never heard advocated in 
financial circles anywhere. There is no desire: to contract the 
bond-secured circulation unless we do away with it altogether 
and substitute therefor another system equally safe and secure in 
its application to banker and farmer alike. 

It must be kept constantly in mind that we are providing for a 
supplementary money to be used in an emergency and in times of 
financial distress, and we are not providing for a substitute money 
or making preparations for an entire overthrow of the present 
banking system. 

Section 7 of the bill, permitting an amount greater than $3,000,- 
000 to be retired any month, is entirely superfluous. Practically 
none of this issue, under the provisions of either of these bills, 
will be retired any month. These notes are doing just as good 
service for the bank as the bond-secured notes, which cost the 
bank three times as much to keep in circulation. There is not 
sufficient inducement for it. It costs the bank too little to keep 
these notes in circulation for them to permit them to be retired. 
This is the issue the banks can make money on, and there is 
every inducement for them to keep it in circulation. 

The Comptroller of the Currency recommends very earnestly 
that something be done at once to secure an expansion of the 
bank currency when more money is needed and when it becomes 
redundant that a contraction shall follow. This is no nev rec- 
ommendation. It has been urged for years. 

The Comptroller has this plan, which he thinks will accomplish 
the desired purpose. He would have the law restricting the 
amount to only $3,000,000 per month which the banks may re- 
deem repealed, and let the banks use their own judgment as to 
how much they will redeem; and he believes the banks, when 


| permission is given them, will redeem a much larger amount 


when they feel that there is no demand for so much outstanding, 
and thus contraction must take place. And to go hand in hand 
with this recommendation, he suggests further that— 

If in addition to the amount of notes they (banks) are now allowed to is- 
sue by law on bonds deposited in the Treasury the national banks are allowed 
to issue an additional amount of uncovered notes, beginning with 20 per cent 
and gradually increasing to 50 per cent, it would make the circulation more 
elastic. A uated tax on the amount issued, joined with ample provisions 
for their redemption and return to the issuing bank, would result in the nec- 
essary contraction when the circulation became redundant and the notes 
not needed in business. The safety of the notes can be made absolute by a 
reserve fund raised by a very smail tax. During the almost forty years the 
national banking system has been in existence the total amount of the notes 
of the banks which have failed, outstanding at the time of their failure, has 
been less than $21,000,000, and during this same period the banks have paid in 
taxes on circulation above $90,000,000. 

Of course it must be conceded that these results accrued when 
we were dealing with national-bank currency. every dollar of 
which was eee by United States bonds on deposit, but, Mr. 
Chairman, I contend that under the provisions of this substitute 
bill the bank notes issued will be as secure as are the old bond- 
secured notes. We have provided only for a limited amount of 
them to be issued—20 per cent of the capitalization of each bank. 
We have also provided for the same guarantee fund in bonds and 
the same redemption fund as is now provided for in the bond-se- 
cured note system. We have doubled the taxes for circulation 
and in every way necessary, in view of the experience of the past, 
safeguarded and protected this circulation so that it will be as 
safe, sound, and reliable as the bond-secured note and the public 
fully protected in its use. 

Mr. Chairman, is there any question which of these bills is to 
be preferred by those who are willing to accept the system of a 


| limited asset currency? Is there any question which furnishes 


and which does not furnish the most relief in times of stringency 
in the money market? Is there any question which bill is the 
more conservative and most in accordance with our present sys- 
tem? Which will cause the least disturbance, and incite the least 
criticism and fears? Which, in short, ought to be adopted, if 
either is adopted? 

I can see but one fault to be found with this bill. 
from Democratic sources. 


It comes 
I fear there is a feeling here that no 
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good can come out of Nazareth. I have been forced to this con- 
clusion by my experience here during the last four years, and I 
am not entirely clear which side of the Chamber is most at fault in 
this matter. I have hoped that the time would come when in 
the legislative halls of the State and nation wise, needful, and 
practical legislation for the good of the whole people was pro- 
posed, the representatives who are elected to serve the whole 
people rather than the half which belongs to their respective 
parties would be willing to aid in such legislation, regardless of 
the source from which it came, and I call to witness those who 
have served with me in the different legislative bodies of my own 
State, and you who have suffered me to remain with you in this 
great deliberative body, if I have not repeatedly given evidence 
by my acts of the hope that is within me. 

This bill is a currency bill. It is in nowise a party bill ora 
party measure. There is no politics in it, unless we see fit, with- 
out provocation, to inject politics into it. There is no 16 to 1 nor 
the dollar of the daddies in this bill. Those whosing the praises of 
the silver goddess and those who kneel with bared heads before the 
golden nugget can walk arm in arm down the center aisle of this 
Chamber when a division vote is being taken on the passage of 
this substitute bill. 

Shall this grand spectacle,a union of forces and a union of 
parties on this banking substitute bill, be presented to the Ameri- 
can people? gee 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the committee rise temporarily to enable me to report 
the general deficiency —— bill. so that it can be printed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the committee rise informally in order that he 
may report the general deficiency appropriation bill, so that it 
may be printed. Is there objection? [After a pause.}] The Chair 
hears none. 

Accordingly the committee rose informally, and Mr. CAPRON 
took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Appropriations, I report the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Llinois re- 
ports a bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17493) making supespeiotions to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
SS for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 and for prior years, and 
or other purposes. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all 
points of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman reserves all points 
of order. 


ISSUE AND CIRCULATION OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, I will not take the time of 
the committee to state any of the rudiments of finance, for I will 
not presume that you are more ignorant of them thanIam. 1 
will, however, give you what seems to me some of the reasons for 
currency reform at this moment. 

To begin with, the present form of our national-bank circula- 
tion is objectionable, not because it is not safe, for it is safe, safe 
as the Government bonds, and they are as safe as the Government 
itself. It is objectionable because it is inadequate to the duty re- 
quired of it. Because, whenitis hardest pressed to do the business 
of the country, it is not to be had in sufficient quantity at the point 
where the transactions are to be made and the business is to be done. 

Our present form of bank circulation presupposes a currency 
panic at intervals. It is inevitable under the system, and yet 
there are those who contemplate the prospect of a panic with in- 
difference or in a spirit of laissez faire. 

There are men who upon all other subjects are clear and fixed 
in their minds, yet when they are face to face with a financial 

a take council only of their fears and become hope- 
od y entangled in a web of technicalities. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the bill which a majority of your com- 
mittee has reported is one that every thoughtful man can safely 
support. It is not designed simply to increase the volume of cur- 
rency, but to change its character, to shift the responsibility of 
its redemption more directly on the banks, to invest it with a re- 
silient ne homing quality that will send it to the home bank for 
redemption at short intervals to be retained, if not needed, and 
to be reissued if business activities require it. 

It has been said that all forms of money are but the tools of 
business. If so, the banks are the tool houses whence the tools 
are taken out when needed and returned when not needed. 
When a farmer finds it n to send 20 men into the field 
to hoe corn, he would be in luck if he had but 10 hoes to 


give them. And yet after a time he would have no use for any 
hoes, but would return them all to the. tool house. 

Money is credit and credit is money. The piece of paper which 
bears the Government stamp of a denominated value is nothing 
more or less than a certified check or certificate that there is 
somewhere money to ultimately redeem it. With this assurance 
it becomes at once current for all purposes of business. 

What blood is to the body money is to business. 

So long as blood circulates there is life in the body. 

So long as money circulates there is life in business. 

When blood ceases to circulate it means death to the body. 

When money ceases to circulate it means death to business. 

As the business of the country is continually increasing the 
basis of the national-bank currency is continually decreasing. 

The steady retirement of Government bonds, which gives them 
an additional element of safety, makes them all the more sought 
after as investments for trust estates. and the consequent premium 
which they command makes them less profitable or desirable for 
national-bank circulation. And so, right in the midst of prosper- 
ous times, with phenomenal crops, and all the requisite conditions 
for a successful business, we see the rates for money pushed up out 
of reach. We have seen in the last few months a financial strin- 
gency almost amounting to a panic. 

We have seen the attempt of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
relieve the situation by depositing public money in the banks and 
by anticipating the purchase of Government bonds. 

Now, whether bonds be purchased or whether bonds be tied up 
to secure deposits in the om of Government money, it adds 
just so much to stringency in the bond market and practically 
withdraws just so much of the basis of circulation, and no actual 
or permanent relief is felt in the monetary situation. 

However, any action of the Secretary of the Treasury at any 
time to relieve the money market is of questionable expediency, 
if not of questionable authority. The very suggestion of such an 
act engenders distrust and feeds public apprehension. 

What about the time when the Secretary may have to call his 
deposits from the banks? Will this not occasion a new anxiety? 

It is easy to see how an unscrupulous official might manipulate 
a rise and fall in the stock market. 

A bond-secured currency is undoubtedly very good and very 
safe, but it is not as good and not as safe as fhe credit currency 
which would be issued under this bill. 

It seems to me that the only questions that we have to answer 
in connection with this subject are, first, Is a credit currency 
necessary? and, second, Can it be safely issued? 

The necessity for it seems to be increasing every day. Year by 
year more money goes to the West and the South to move the 
crops, and each succeeding year less moneycomes back. As busi- 
ness increases and becomes more prosperous in those sections 
they require more money to continue their developments. 

The increase in wages which has recently taken place in the 
railroads, mines, and industries of this country requires in cer- 
tain localities an increased volume of currency, and, unless it 
can be had, the burden falls upon the borrowers everywhere. 

Formerly, when monthly payments of wages were made and 
company stores were the rule, little cash was needed. 

I knew of acase where an entire family at theend of the month 
did not have a single penny coming to them, all their wages 
being taken up at the corporation store. What use was there for 
money in that locality? 

People have been known to 
seeing a dollar bill. But, 
and forever, I a. 

In these days of weekly or freqnent payments, and in the ab- 
sence of company stores, there is abundant use for money. 

Money is a great educator; it teaches arithmetic, geography, 
and aes and it is for this reason that I have favored the 
adoption of our currency in the Philippines. They will by using 
it come to learn something of our country. 

Nothing sharpens the wits like money. You may employ any 
foreigner, no matter how new a comer he may be, and when you 
pay him at the end of the week you can not cheat him out of a 
single cent. 

It is only the wa or the very poor who have little or no 
money in their pockets. The one because he does not need it, 
and the other because he can not get it. It is the large inter- 
mediate classes who employ the currency. 

In what way may the functions of Government be invoked to 
protect the integrity of our currency without asking it to be 
responsible for its complete and ultimate redemption? 

1. By fixing the limitation of the circulation to be issued by the 
national bank. 

2. By prescribing the form and denomination of national bank 
ae oe deposit of ty fund and i 

. Bye e of a guaran and assumin, 
the custody thereof. r 


through an entire year without 
Heaven, those days are gone by— 
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4, By exercising a supervision over all national banks and de- 
manding frequent reports of their condition. : 

Much further than this the Government can not go without 
trenching upon that unwritten mercantile code that governs the 
every day barter in trade. p 

Banks will not avail themselves of the opportunity to issue cir- 
culation in any form unless they are reasonably certain of a profit 
in doing so, and when the price of bonds becomes so high as to 
wipe out the profit they are sure to retire the circulation to the 
full amount Sioell by the law, and when this is done the legit- 
imate business of the country is sooner or later bound to suffer. 

What happened in the fall of 1902 is almost sure to happen in 
the fall of 1908, and the situation is likely to be more strained 
and fraught with greater danger. It will be remarkable indeed, 
without some remedial legislation in this Congress, if we do not 
suffer t financial distress and many disasters. 

While the purpose of this bill is to provide a safe form of cur- 
rency in the interest of the borrower to carry on legitimate busi- 
ness, it can not be expected that the banks will avail themselves 
of the privilege and issue such a circulation unless there is some 
profit for them in doing it. . 5 

The essential advantage of a flexible bank-note currency is that 
it increases credit facilities in communities with small capital. 
Any form of bank credit, draft, certificate, or note, represents an 
order upon a banking institution in the United States for pay- 
ment in lawful money. 

The more easily such forms of credit can be issued the more 
certainly does it inure to the benefit of the borrower. The farmer 
and the manufacturer is assured of his money at a lower rate of 
interest. 

The circulation to be issued under the provision of this bill will 
be likely to remain in the vicinity of the point of issue, and the 
benefits will be felt in times of panic, and the money centers and 
the legal country banks will be in a better position to take care 
of themselves and their customers by having the power to take 
out circulation at any moment that it is needed. 

If in the panic of 1893 the banks of New York and other parts 
of the country had possessed the power to issue bank notes under 
such a provision as this, they would not have been compelled to 
cnanéell payment of checks in currency. 

The power to issue notes would not only have increased the 
amount of currency available, but it would have enabled the 
banks to maintain confidence by keeping their reserves of lawful 
money intact or unincumbered. 

The ability to issue credit notes would relieve the pressure of a 
panic in another way. By giving to the country banks an in- 
creased power of issue it would enable them to husband their 
cash reserves and would greatly diminish their drafts upon New 
York and other reserve cities for legal-tender money. 

Thus the New York banks would be aided not only by their 
own power of issue, but by relief from the withdrawal of reserve 
deposits, which is always so serious a menace in times of panic or 
monetary pressure. 

This relief would, perhaps, be more important in some respects 
than the ability of the city banks themselves to issue notes, and the 
net result of all these resources would be much greater elasticity 
in the banking system for meeting emergencies of every nature. 

But it is when we are seeking foreign markets for the products 
of our labor that we most feel the need of acredit currency. It 
is when we have to compete with the low rental value of money 
in foreign markets that we are at the greatest disadvantage. 

With such a system as is provided in this bill we could estab- 
lish and maintain a credit center in this country and not be com- 
pelled to draw our bills of exchange on London in all our business 
transactions throughout the world. 

A bill of exchange on London is regarded as the best in the 
world. It isthe fault of our banking system, and it is not greatly 
to our credit that a bill of exchange on New York is not as good 
as a bill drawn on London. 

A low money rental means a large volume of business the world 
over. 

Under this bill banks would make their money by charging low 
rate on a large volume of money rather than by charging yn 
rate on a small volume of currency, and everybody would 
benefited. 

It will be observed that the volume or amount of the bank 
clearings or checks and transfers of book accounts adjusts itself 
to the volume or amount of the sales and purchases of each day, 
month, or other term of customary credit granted and received. 

e one amount in the settlement in the clearing house is the 
symbol of the other. The liquidation in terms of money can not 
be separated from the traffic in the goods or other ree an 
more than a shadow can be tae mm the substance by whic 
it is thrown upon the ground. The objective point of all legisla- 
tion in to the issue of bank notes which are. to be passed 
from to hand in the payment of wages or for the purchase 


of small parcels should be directed toward a similar adjustment 
of means to ends—that is, to make provision so that these small 
instruments of exchange shall correspond in number, volume, or 
amount to the work which they are to do. They should adjust 
themselves automatically to the payment of wages, the moving of 
crops, and the small transactions of life in exactly the same way 
that the clearing-house transactions in liquidation of wholesale 
work adjust themselves automatically to the conditions of each 
day, each month, or each season. 

If there were no statutes limiting the issue of bank notes, and 
if the Government did not undertake to assure the redemption of 
such notes on demand, the notes would circulate on the credit 
of the banks of issue and the volume would become adjusted to 
the exact measure of their use. Under modern conditions—the 
supervision of clearing houses, the quick spread of information, 
and the exact knowledge of credits—the public would be protected 
by the solvency of banks and bankers, and there would be no leg- 
islative problem such as is now pending. But the Government 
has not only taken upon itself the manufacture of coined money, 
certifying by its stamp the weight and quality of each coin, but 
it has also assumed the duty of assuring the redemption in coin 
made of gold of all the small notes or instruments of exchange, 
whether issued by the Government or by banksof issue. Inother 
words, the Government has assumed the functions of a bank of 
issue, for which it is totally unfit. The actual problem of legis- 
lation, therefore, is how to divest the Government of this unfit 
function, and also how to assure the redemption of bank notes, 
and at the same time to enable banks to issue notes in such num- 
ber, amount, and volume as will meet the varying demands of 
trade. Thisis avery simple problem. At the present moment 
the conditions are as follows: 

First. An enormous production of real capital—by “real capi- 
tal’? meaning a production of metals, food, timber, and fabrics— 
beyond the immediate needs of the Pa for the support of life, 
the additional capital being available for the construction of new 
Me my of every kind to meet the increasing demands of the popu- 

tion. 

Second. We have a well-established banking system, ample for 
the conduct of what has been called the wholesale exchange and 
capable of expanding on that line in exact proportion to the re- 
quirements of the nation, but utterly incapable of supplying an 
adequate circulation of small notes. 

Third. We are under a restricted or inelastic system of provid- 
ing small notes for the payment of wages or for the purchase of 
goods for cash over the counter. 

The conditions may be compared to that of a great railway sys- 
tem for which all the plans had been perfected; the rails, mate- 
rials for bridges and buildings assembled where needed; the 
workmen waiting to do the work, but the whole work is stopped 
because of an insufficient supply of wheelbarrows and tipcarts at 
the right places. : 

The analogy between the railway and the bank is very close. 
Railways are the common carriers of the food, fuel, fibers, and 
fabrics which are necessary to existence. I am informed by one 
of our most distinguished statisticians that in the year 1901 14 
tons (28,000 pounds) of these materials were hauled 142 miles 
over some railroad for every man, woman, and child of the pop- 
ulation. These materials consisted of grain, meat, cotton, wool, 
timber, iron, coal, and all fabrics. The average charge to each 
person for this service was $13.79, or a fraction less than a dollar 
a ton for hauling 142 miles. 

As these goods were passing from producer to consumer the 
banks and bankers were also the common carriers of the titles 
of or instruments of credit secured by these goods. 

They were passing the checks, drafts, bills of exchange, and 
book accounts representing the goods, while the goods themselves 
were passing over the railways throughout the land. When 
these goods reach their final destination and are in the process 
of distribution in small parcels, the bank note becomes the in- 
strument by which the title passes. The amount and number of 
these bank notes must adjust themselves to the volume of trade. 
No statute can prescribe a limit any more than the number of 
wheelbarrows and tipcarts required at a particular point in the 
construction of a railway could be fixed by statute. 

It is a fact of common knowledge, which has received but little 
attention in this discussion, that the losses by bad debts of banks, 
trust companies, merchants, and traders do not amount in an 
average year or even in a year of panic or commercial crisis to a 
quarter of 1 per cent, or to 25 cents on each hundred dollars of 
credit granted and received. If the Government itself should 
offer to guarantee the prompt payment at maturity of the obliga- 
tions of all debtors to their creditors at a quarter of 1 per cent, 
the business community as a whole could not afford to take it, 
because their aggregate losses by bad debts are much less. Sir 
Henry Sumner Mayne rightly observes that in the modern conduct 
of commerce almost wholly upon credit of longer or shorter date 
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“The trust reposed in and deserved by the many makes the op- Can anyone rise up here and propose any remedy for the situa- 
‘po y 


portunity for the fraud of the few.’ 
Perhaps one of the most remarkable developments to contem- | 


plate in our industrial history as we pass from the old to the new | 


century is the relative position of our agricultural and manufac- 
tured products. A study of the census discloses a remarkable 
relation of our manufactured to agricultural products. 

Prior to the census of 1890 there had been no question whatever 
as to the supremacy of agriculture. The census of 1890 showed 
that the total value of products of agriculture, including live 
stock on farms, amounted to $3,289,000,000. The gross value of | 
the products of manufacture were returned at the same census as | 
$9,972,000,000. It is fair to deduct from this amount the value of | 
all materials consumed in 1890, whether raw or partially manv- | 
factured. After doing this there remains $4,210,000,000 of manu- 


factured products which may be called the value added to the | 


raw materials by the several processes of manufacture. 

This shows an excess of about $1,000,000,000 of manufacture 
over agriculture. So it will be seen that thirteen years ago agri- 
culture had fallen to second place in this country. 

These differences have continued to widen, and the census of 
1900 shows a gross value of agriculture products of $4,740,000,000 
and of manufactures in net value of $8,370,000,000, or nearly 
twice that of agriculture. 

It must be remembered that all of the raw products consumed 
in manufactures are not agricultural products. The census of | 
1900 shows that of raw materials consumed in manufactures 
agriculture supplied $1,940,727,000 in value, or 81.2 per cent. 


The mines supplied $319, 975, 000, or 13.4 per cent in value, and | 


the forests $118,803,000, or 5 per cent of the total. The oceans, 
lakes, and rivers supplied $9,635,000, or four-tenths of 1 per cent. 
It will be seen by these figures that the manufactures of this 
country are forging ahead, and it is not too much to predict that 
the next census will find the manufactured products three times 
greater in value than the agricultural products. 
Wonderful as this statement may seem, it affords no reason for 


jealousy or enmity between these two great departments of in- | 


dustry. It is inevitable that it should be so, and makes it abso- 
lutely a necessity for us to seek out all possible markets for our 
products wherever they may be found throughout the world, 

At the present time the nations of Europe which are the strong- 


est competitors of the United States in the markets of the world | 


are passing through a period of severe commercial depression. 

In order to provide employment for their workmen and create 
a market for surplus products, every effort is being made to se- 
cure foreign orders which in the or y course of trade would 
be placed in the United States. 


That this policy will certainly result in diminishing our export | 


trade in manufactured articles is evidenced by the fact that or- 


ders for machinery and other articles of a like character now re- | 


quired by South Africa are being placed in England and Germany. 
Recent trade reports state that some American manufacturers 


are building factories abroad with the view of taking advantage | 
of cheaper materials, to hold the trade which they have already | 


built up in neutral markets. 


We must not shut our eyes to the fact that under normal con- | 
ditions the productive es of the United States far exceeds 
the consuming power. Nor can we shut our eyes to the fact that | 


the present prosperous conditions can not continue with a dimin- 
ished export trade. Unless our export trade keeps pace with our 
trade in domestic markets we are bound sooner or later to pass 
through the same commercial depression as Europe is now ex- 
riencing. I believe that thiscan in a large part, if not entirely, 

be averted by amending our banking laws as provided in this bill, 

and by giving our manufacturers the utmost pare freedom | 
from tariff exactions when competing in the markets of the world. 


But these figures are chiefly valuable in connection with this | 


question as showing the great need of a flexible and obtainable | 
currency at all times and in all places where business is to be done. 

If we would continue the development of our country and the | 
endurance of prosperity, we must provide for some form of cur- | 
rency more flexible and better adapted to the varying conditions | 
of trade at different times and sections. 

There is an alternative. Wecan arrest the development of the | 
country; we can curtail the products of our manufactures; we 
can stop building railroads; we can cultivate less acres; we can 
mine less coal and less minerals; we can cut down our foreign 
trade and shut ourselves out from the world; we can cut down 
wages everywhere, and possibly then we can get along with the 
present currency. 

This might give us relief, but it would be the relief which wae 


with death. it possible that there is anyone who seeks this 
form of relief? 

Does anyone delude himself with the belief that a pinch will 
not be felt when another autumn comes with its for cur- 
rency to move the crops? 
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tion which will be lawful and at the same time safer and more 
| scientific than a carefully guarded credit-currency measure? 
There are some, doubtless, who will say: “‘Oh, let this go on, 
| and when the worst comes to the worst let the banks issue clear- 
| ing-honse certificates, and, if need be, legalize such an issue.” 
Well, my friends, this is as if a man should wait until it got so 
| cold that he would set fire to his house to get warm. 
| If the issue of clearing-house certificates were legalize1 and 
| made possible, how long think you it would be before it would 
| become the rule and not the exception to do this? My impression 
| is that it would be more difficult to properly safeguard such an 
| issue than it would be acredit currency. Moreover, its benefits 
| would be confined to the large money centers and would not meet 
| the varied necessities of the country banks and country borrowers. 
The issue of bank notes to-day is so difficult and expensive that 
| it works as a discrimination in favor of the money centers and 
| against the agricultural districts. 
| _The means of doing business in the large cities, where there are 
plenty of banking facilities, makes the use of the check srstem 
one of the great facilities, and the result is that bankers are some- 
west Sen indifferent to the benefits to be derived from a flexible bank- 
note s 


Banking f facilities in the agricultural districts are so wide apart 
that it is not easy to employ the check system to advantage. 
The bank note, which is nothing more than the printed certified 
check, would be of great use to ‘such communities. 

So mueh, Mr. Chairman, for the necessity for a credit currency. 
Now, can it be safely issued? 

This, it seems to me, is purely a question of mathematics, and 
it can be demonstrated beyond contradiction that a credit cur- 
rency can be safely issued under this bill. 

By the great law of averages, which is the foundation and say- 
, ing principle of life and fire insurance companies, and by the ex- 
perience in Canada, Scotland, and the United States, the exact 
liability is perfectly measureable. 

It is shown that an annual tax of a fraction of 1 per cent, 
amounting in the case of the present national banking system of 
the United States, during its entire history, good and bad, to 

about one-fifteenth of 1 per cent per annum, would more than 
meet all the losses upon the notes of failed panks not covered by 
their assets. 
I desire to submit a statement showing the ratio of demands 
upon the safety fund indicated by the history of the national 
, banking system from 1864 to 1901: 
Ratio of demand upon safety fund indicated by history of the national banking 
system, 1864-1901. 
Total outstanding issues of failed banks at the time of failure, 
1864-October 81, 1901 


i Meise oe ebednd api bosddtaddée padeswsutvbil , 559, 915 
Annual average of this amount for apes: poops spoon clipes $06, 734 
Percentage of liabilities to assets _. all taste eaceatnetieabeate 15 
Annual average thus applied to note issues. Puthdstic adglig au pte $477, 554 

| Net loss on notes -. a baadbtucctn shed undue cine! Qa eere 
Annual average RE, CLT ST RE EET IG $159, 188 
Total collections under the tax upon circulation to October 31, 

1901, at 1 per cent to March 14, 1900, one-half of 1 eee’ cent in cer- 
tain cases since that date.___......... bilaasiian ----- $88, 786,089 
| Average annual taxes collected _- ---- $2,300,@24 


Excess of average annua! taxes ‘above losses if notes had ca 

ratably with other assets - sce-tucss OR _ 436 
Excess of total taxes collected above losses - - $82,696, 111 
ion collected more than 15 times the indicated demands upon the safety 

It will be seen by this statement that the question of safety of 
the circulation provided by this bill is secured beyond a perad- 
| venture by the annual tax without the encroaching upon the 5 per 
cent guaranty fund. 

It is the consensus of opinion among all the financial students 
that the risk attending a properly safeguarded credit currency is 
| reduced to a minimum. 

It is true that there are not wanting some men who lived in the 
| times of the State banks and the issue of an unguarded circula- 
| tion who have not grown with the country and are incapable of 
| appreciating the needs of eee. These men may be found to- 
day standing like scarecrows by the roadside shouting, ‘‘ Wild-cat 

oener ” They are often same men who at one time fa- 

| vored an irredeemable fiat money, or at another time contended 
| for the fi free coinage of silver. They are not the people who have 
| made a study = our business necessities. They are not the peo- 
ple who have kept pace with or in any way contributed to the 
| cometenpest of ’ country. 

r. Chairman, I am not one who believes that there is only one 
oem to Jerusalem, that there is only one way to Heaven, or that 
there is only one correct plan for currency reform. 

Six men sitting down separately to draw bills might each draw 
a perfectly sound and workable measure, either of which this 
House might with safety adopt, provided they all recognized the 
fundamental principles of necessity and safety. 

In the last Congress I introduced a bill, which was reported 
from the committee, providing for an issue of 10 per cent of the 

















1903. 





It was in 
It provided 


capital stock of a national bank in credit currency 
essence and principle the same as the present bill. 

for two funds, a redemption fund of 5 per cent in lawful money 
to currently redeem bank notes through the agency of the sub- 
treasury, anda guaranty fund of 5 percent lawful money to pay 


the bills of failed banks. Bothof these funds were deposited and 
maintained in the Treasury of the United States. 

The bill provided that after three years a further issue of 20 
per cent, and after six years a still further issue of 40 per cent, of 
the capital stock of said bank might be made. I have all confi- 
dence that this bill would be absolutely safe, practicable, and 
remedial. 

I have equal confidence that this present bill will be as safe, as 

racticable, and more immediately remedial than my bill, because 
it carries a 25 per cent issue at once instead of a 10 per cent issue. 

It is gratifying to see that the minority of the committee have 
introduced a bill which has the essentials of a sound credit cur- 
rency measure, and which, were it not that the majority bill is 
so much better, would with a few amendments be entitled to re- 
ceive the support of this House. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to interrupt 
the gentleman, but I know he does not desire to mislead the ocm- 
mittee. The gentleman said something about a minority bill. 

Mr. LOVERING. The only bill I have seen which could be 
referred to by the report signed by the minority of the com- 
mittee has been the Padgett bill. Has the gentleman himself a bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. That was not the purpose of my inter- 
ruption. The = does not desire to mislead anyone, and 
it would be misleading to the House and to the public to say that 
the minority is in favor of the Padgett bill. Mr. Papaetr is a 
member of the committee and a member of the minority, and has 
introduced a bill, but there is not a word said by the minority in | 
the report about the Padgett bill or any other bill. d 

Mr. LOVERING. I do not want to offend the gentleman by | 
using the word ‘‘ minority.” 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is no offense; I only wanted to correct | 
the gentleman. 

Mr. LOVERING. The report is signed by five members of the | 
committee, and is in favor of a credit currency. 

Mr. BARTLETT. A majority of the minority members may 
be in favor of it. 

Mr. LOVERING. A large majority. To my mind the most 
important feature of the bill is the provision that is made for the 
redemption of bank notes. This is the backbone of the measure. 
It supplements and reenforces every other section. It contributes 
to the safety of the currency issued. It makes it an easy matter 
to examine and report upon the condition of banks. 

It supplies the contracting quality necessary to elasticity, and 
without which there can be no elasticity. For this reason, if for 
no other, this is the strongest bill that has yet been presented to 
this House. 

Mr. Chairman, speaking as a practical business man, I feel ab- 
solutely sure that so far as the issuing of a commercial or credit 
currency is concerned it can be done with absolute safety under | 
this bill, and I think that the advantages that will accrue to the | 
business of the country can not be overstated. [Loud applause.] | 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. OVERSTREET having | 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing | 
from the President of the United States was communicated to | 
the” House of Representatives, by Mr. BARNES, one of his secre- | 
taries, who also informed the House that the President had ap- | 
proved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On February 18, 1903: 

H. R. 1014. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura | 
Levenseler; 

2614. An act granting a pension to John Sullivan; 

11199. An act granting a pension to Lewis Walton; 

12963. An act granting a pension to Sarah E. Smith; 
12971. An act granting a pension to Thomas Martin; 
13358. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Wilder; 
14168. An act granting a pension to John B. Anderson; | 
14258. An act granting a pension to Fletcher Duling; 
14407. An act granting a pension to May E. Bunn: 

14811. An act granting a pension to Almedia J. Robinson; 
14814. An act granting a pension to Herman J. Miller; 
15084. An act granting a pension to James H. Powell; 
15694. An act granting a pension to Bessie Ledyard; 
16058. An act granting a pension to John Corbett: 

16153. An act granting a pension to George W. Choate; 
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16321. An act granting a pension to Michael Devine; 
.R. . An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Heinzman; 
H. R. 714. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


: 
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H. R. 1015. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac F. 
Russell; 
H. R. 1877. An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
Agnes Tridel; 
H. R. 1423. An act granting an increase of pension to Asa 
Tarbox; 
H. R. 1482. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Smith; 
H. R. 1531. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
E. Duncan; 
H. R. 1689. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
S. Thompson; 
H. R. 1829. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Brill; 
H. R. 1923. Anact granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
W. Damon; 
i H. R. 1929. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
uper; 
H. R. 2473. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Billingsley; 
H. R. 2675. 
Stanley; 
H. R. 3516. An act granting an increase of pension to Ozro F, 
Cheney; 
H. R. 3569. 
Buckholz; 
H. R. 3578. 
Edmunds; 
H. R. 3899. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Wilson; 
= S. 4059. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Cook; 
eon R. 4183. An act granting an increase of pension to Gottlieb 
<afer; 
ae 4266. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Ehmke; 
H. R. 4441. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
Brewster: 
H. R. 4807. 
Parfitt; 
H. R. 5167. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Nowman; 
Po . R. 5460. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Sherry; 
; H. = 5511. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus V. 
yorrell; 
7 H. R. 5898. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
*, Carter; 
* R. 6889. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Rader: 
H. R. 7012. An act granting an increase of pension to Abel 
Fleming; 
H. R. 7334. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira L. 
Evans; 
H. R. 7851. 
Cramer; 
4 H. R. 8254. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
urry; 
H. R. 8287. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Johnson; 
. R. 8288, An act granting an increase of pension to Scott 


An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Erastus E. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Anact granting an increase of pension to Jennie H. 


Case: 

H. R. 8626. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Yemans; 

H. R. 9814. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Williams; 

H. R. 9950. 
Whitcomb; 

H. R. 9987. 
Young; 

H. R. 10663. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min H. Downing;! 

H. R. 10953. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
M. Seitz; 

H. R. 11125. 
Campbell; 

H. R. 11417. 
Anglada; 

H. R. 11596. 


Clift; 
H. R. 11790. 


oods; 
H. R. 12019. 


we; 
H. R. 12214. 
illinghast; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 


An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 


An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Julia 
An act granting an increase of pension to Inez L. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Abel 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jane A, 
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H: R. 12410 
Nichols; 

H. R. 12524 
M. Cooper; 

H. R. 12991 
tavus S. Perkins: 


H. R. 13088. 


D. Deming; 
H. R. 13239 
Thompson; 
H. R. 13240. 
Clark; 


M. Clement; 


H. R. 13534. 


Evans; 


H. R. 13799. 


C. Trout: 


H. R. 13826. 


N. Bonneau; 
H. R. 13850. 
K. Cameron; 


3519. 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Gus- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
An act granting an increase of pension to Ervin 
Anact granting an increase of pension to Nimrod F. 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Anact granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


H. R. 13999. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Cosier; 

H. R. 14120. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Leepard: 

H. R. 14148. An act granting an increase of pension to Augusta 
W. Seely; 


H. R. 14251. 


J. Reynolds; 


H. R. 14302. 


Burrell; 


E. R. 14303. 


H. Maricle; 


H. R. 14388. 


McClosson; 


H. R. 14391. 


Walsh; 


H. R. 14604. 


Hill; 


H. R. 14605. 


Kno »p; 


H. R. 14789. 


Brobst; 
H. R. 14897. 
Mooney; 


H. R. 14952. 


S. Grove; 


EB. R. 14963. 


Tuerck; 


H. R. 15064. 


erick Shovar: 


H. R. 15329. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Graham 
An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
An act granting an increase of pension to Asa C. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 


| 
} 
; 


An act granting an increase of pension to David . 


An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
An act granting an increase of pension to Herman 
An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


beth Rosenbarger; 


H. R. 15358. 


Snodgrass; 


H. R. 15406. 


P. Campbell: 


H. R. 15409. 


Claybourn; 


H. R. 15421. 


beth Palmer: 


H. R. 15437. 


Gerry; 


H. R. 15438. 


E. Peabody: 


H. R. 15439. 


Chester; 


H. R. 15472. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. Chamberlin; 


H. R. 15571 
Macfarlane; 

H. R. 15585 
S. Shaner: 


H. R. 15622. 


. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 


An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 


min Cardwell; 

H. R. 15661. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Marshall; 

H. R. 15684. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
R. Prentice; ; 3 

H. R. 15693. An act granting an increase of pension to Delitha 
A. Cook; 

H. R. 15839. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 
Scott; 

H. R. 15840. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
B. Weyeneth; 


An act granting an increase of pension to James . 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jane P. 








a R. 15841. An act granting an increase of pension to John Da 
ilva; 
H. R. 15964. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Knestrict; 
. ao 15870. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
mith; 
H. R. 15889. An act granting an increase of pension to Chester 
W. Abbott; 
H. R. 15892. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Titus; 
. ioe 15910. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
. Hale; 
nk = 15961. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane C. 
eicn; 
H. R. 15997. An act granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
tian J. Flanagan: 
H. R. 16032. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Taylor; 
H. R. 16053. 
Reynolds; 
H. R. 16148. 
F. Libby; 
H. R. 16162. 
Brown; 
H. R. 16217. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry P. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Harry 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Julia E. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 


i . An act granting an increase of pension to Gus- 

tavus W. Peabody; 

ae oa 16272. An act granting an increase of pension to Enoch 
oad: 

H. R. 16358. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min W. Walker; 

H. R. 16465. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Knepple: 
oa R. 16492. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilson 

. Gray; 

H. R. 16499. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Wainwright; 

H. R. 16512. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Dinneen, now known as John J. Davidson; 

H. R. 16591. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Mattingly; 

H. R. 16534. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Durham; 
re R. 3504. An act granting an increase of pension to Grace A. 
Negley; 

H, on 5101. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Contal; 

H. R. 7110. An act granting an increase of pension to Aurelia 
M. Power; 

H. R. 15473. An act granting an increase of pension to Win- 
throp W. Wolcott; 
| H.R. 15911. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

N. McMurry; 
H. R. 12952. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue patent to the Rochford Cemetery Association to certain 
, lands for cemetery purposes: and 

H. R. 16731. An act permitting the town of Montrose, Colo., to 
enter 160 acres of land for reservoir and water purposes. 

On February 19, 1903: 

H. R. 7642. An act providing for the holding of terms of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Kansas City, 
Kans., and for other purposes; 

H. R. 7792. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
| John L. Young; 

H. R. 14164. An act for the relief of Charles W. Carr; 

H. R. 13307. An act for the relief of Valdemar Poulsen; 

H. R. 14047. An act for the relief of the clerks of circuit and 

district courts of the United States; 
. 2812. 
. 4118. 
. 4153. 
. 5450. 
. 5918. 
. 5920. 
. 7778. 
. 8617. 
. 9074. 
. 11258 


. 13297. An act granting a pension to Martin Greeley; 

. 13689. An act granting a pension to William W. Painter; 
. 14687. An act granting a pension to Margaret Brennan; 
. 14889. An act granting a pension to James T. Lundy; 

. 15206. An act granting a pension to Mary P. Everton; 


An act granting a pension to Susan Kent; 

An act granting a pension to Charles Maschmeyer; 
An act granting a pension to Jane Hale; 

An act granting a pension to Charles P. Bigelow; 
An act granting a pension to Margaret Fox: 

An act granting a pension to Washington T. Filson; 
An act granting a pension to Peter Buckley; 

An act granting a pension to Sabina Lalley; 

An act granting a pension to Elizabeth C. Gates; 

. An act granting a pension to William F. Ran- 
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15211. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Slusser; 
15300. An act granting a pension to Delania Preston; 
15550. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Hinkle; 
15572. An act granting a pension to Charles W. Bracken; 
15678. An act granting a pension to Annie E. Doss; 
15754. An act granting a pension to Frances Cowie; 


16711. An act granting a pension to Ann Gilbert; 
. R. 6161. An act granting an increase of pension to Homer 
Davis; and 

H. R. 10672. An act granting an increase of pension to Ada 8. 
Kaempfer. 

On February 20, 1903: 

H. R. 6832. An act granting a pension to Michael Conlon; 

H. R. 9107. An act granting a pension to Austin A. Vore; 

H. R. 14845. An act granting a pension to Margaret Snyder; 

H. R. 15757. An act granting a pension to Frances C. Broggan; 

H. R. 10355. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Smithson; 

H. R. 12411, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Bart; and ‘ 

H. R. 15400. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos 
Turner. 


ISSUE AND CIRCULATION OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, a great deal has been 
said about the bill and the substitute of the minority of the com- 
mittee. Iwish to say in behalf of the minority, once for all, that 
their report a for itself. We have agreed upon no bill, no 
substitute. e did say that we would favor an asset currency if 
properly issued, properly protected, and properly taxed. We have 
gone no further than to say that. We have further said, and we 
reported, that we did not favor the bill now under consideration, 
known as the ‘‘ Fowler bill.’’ 

It has ever been obnoxious to me to feel that the Government 
must depend upon any association or banking institution for the 
issue of money; but I have investigated the practice of the coun- 
tries of the world, and I have found that all first-class govern- 
ments depend to a certain extent for currency upon the different 
banking institutions. 

The Democratic party have had in their platform a declaration 
for State bank currency. My own State, which I have the honor 
in part to represent on this floor, has on its statute books a law 
declaring for a State-bank currency and asking for the repeal of 
the 10 per cent tax on the State banks of issue. 

I am free to say that I would vote for the repeal of that 10 per 
cent tax at the very first opportunity. I should be glad to see 
the State banks of issue once more in existence. On the other 
hand,I am frank to say that with 45 States having different kinds 
of bank currency I should have grave fears that some of the 
States would have too liberal and probably weak laws in giving 
banks the privilege to issue currency, and thereby casting reflec- 
tion upon the banks of the States having better laws. 

But [am glad that this question is being discussed and discussed 
here in Congress. For the last ten ora dozen years the press of the 
country, the different boards of trade, and the people generally 
have been discussing the question of asset, elastic, and emergency 
bankcurrency. But the difference on this question is widespread. 
None have come to a conclusion as to what would be a proper 
currency or a proper system. Therefore, the minority of the 
committee have said that they would be willing to assent to an 
asset currency properly issued, properly protected, and properly 
taxed. Of course it is understood by the members of the Hotes 
and the country that under the existing law all national banks 
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are permitted to issue bank-note currency in amount equal to the | 


capital of the bank, or to the extent of the par value of United 
States bonds deposited by the bank with the Treasury of the 
United States. 

This bill does not permit the national banks to issue a greater 
amount of currency than the system under which national banks 
now operate, but it provides that every national bank may issue 
asset currency to the extent of 25 per cent of its paid-up and un- 
impaired capital without depositing bonds as security therefor, 
the assets of the bank and the double liability of stockholders 
of the banks being the security, the banks paying one-quarter of 
1 per cent semiannually as a tax on this issue. 

Iam opposed to this, the Fowler bill, for several reasons. First, 
it confers a special privilege upon the banks. Without indors- 
ing the views of our Populist brethren, I have always loved their 
motto—** Equal rights to all and special privileges to none.”’ Sir, 
Tom oP to this Government granting special privileges to 
any individual or any corporation. 

Second, the banks, under the operation of this bill, will decrease 
their bénded circulation in preference to their asset circulation. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me a question right here? 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Certainly. 


Mr. HILL. I ask it not for the purpose of interruption, for I 

want to say that I appreciate the fairness and honesty and integ- 
rity of purpose with which my friend from Georgia has approached 
this question. But I wish to ask him what harm could possibly 
be done by decreasing the bond-secured currency and substituting 
for it, under a fixed limit, an asset currency if this currency is 
cheaper and better for the country than the bond-secured cur- 
rency? 
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. I am glad to answer the gentleman's 
question, which is the same question he asked of one of my col- 
leagues of the committee. I want to say that I believe in a lib- 
eral amount of currency; and while I have never espoused the 
cause of the national-bank currency, I honestly concede that the 
bond-secured circulation is the soundest currency we can have. 
We have five securities for that currency: First, the Government 
is behind it; second, we have the security of the Government 
bonds; third, the redemption fund put up by all the national 
banks of the country; fourth, to secure that currency there is a 
first lien on the assets of the banks; and fifth, there is the double 
liability of the stockholders of every bank. Therefore we want 
that currency; but the banks should be denied the right of retir- 
ing the bond-secured currency, which is not very profitable to 
them, and issuing instead an asset currency, which, though good, 
is, in my opinion, the weaker of the two forms of money, but very 
much more profitable to the banks. 

It is a safe currency, apart from the question whether it is 
otherwise a desirable currency; and if asset currency is to be 
issued, I would demand that every bank should take out 50 per 
cent of the bond-secured currency before it could have the privi- 
lege of issuing this asset currency. The chairman of the com- 
mittee stated this morning, in answer to a question of mine, that 
the profit on the bonded currency to the banks amounted to only 
three-fourths of 1 per cent, while the profit on the asset currency 
would amount to about 3 per cent. 

Iam opposed to any bank issuing this asset currency antil it 
has first done its duty and taken out a certain amount of bonded 
currency. I want to keep the bonded currency that we have now 
on hand. It amounts to about $5 per capita. I want to keep It, 
because it is the safest money—safer than asset currency, be- 
cause for the asset currency you have only the security of the 
assets of the bank and the double liability of the stockholders. 
Therefore, I say, whatever may be the security for the asset 
currency it is not so good as a bond-secured circulation. 

Fourth, I object to this bill because the banks should pay a 
greater tax to the Government for the privilege of this issue than 
is proposed inthis bill. The banks in all countries pay their re- 
spective governments for such a privilege. 

A great deal has been said here to-day about taxing this asset 
currency. It is proper it should be taxed. The Government 
should get some benefit from it. Under the Fowler bill the Gov- 


| ernment gets no benefit from the taxation of this money; it all 
goes to building up the redemption fund in the Treasury, which 
| is for the benefit of the banks. I believe it ought to be taxed to 


make it the elastic and flexible currency of the country, and to 
make it remain out at issue as long as the trade and commerce of 
the country demand it and are willing to pay the interest. When 
the demand or stringency has passed, and it is no longer profitable 
to the banks to keep this currency in circulation, then they could 
and would retire it. In my opinion, this is the kind of asset cur- 
rency the country is asking for. 

I beg to read here some remarks of Secretary Shaw in respect 
to what he says about taxing this money. He says: 

How shall retirement be secured? I recognize that some careful students 
of the subject think that this will regulate itself when given free play and 
that the lower the rate of tax the more certainly it will retire. This would, 
perhaps, be true if our entire system were unified upon that plan. I am not 
so certain if the present system, which must not be disturbed, is to be sup- 


| plemented A allowance of a limited issue available only in times of 





stringency. the issue were a billion, 5 per cent retirement would meana 
fifty million contraction. But if the issue belimited to from fifty toone hun- 
dred million, 5 per cent retirement would not signify much. A reasonably 
high rate will certainly afford a etme | inducement for the banks to retire 
their circulation when not actually needed. What that rate shall be isa ques- 
tion for very careful, not scientific, but practical investigation. 

_ I will use two extreme illustrations. Ve the banks were paying only one 
eighth of 1 per cent tax on circulation, they would not voluntarily retire so 
long as it could be loaned at all. Other banks might send it in for redemp- 
tion, but it would be reissued with equal promptness. But if the tax were 
2 or 3 per cent and if the banks were required to maintain a reasonable 
reserve against it, they would certainly retire rather than loan evenat 4 per 
cent. They would, however, reissue whenever interest rates advanced to 
the point of profit. A stringency would bring it forth, and in the locality 
where most needed. 


Mr. HILL. Will not the gentleman admit that the Secretary 
is speaking of an entirely different kind of redemption? He is 
speaking of redemption through the United States Treasury, 
whereas the Fowler bill proposes a redemption through the banks 
themselves, taking the Government entirely out of the business. 
They could do that in redemption through the Un‘ted States 
Treasury, but you can not do it with the banks making their own 
redemptions. 
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Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. But does not the gentleman know 
that the bank making 3 per cent profit on asset currency would 
keep that currency out at all times? 

Mr. HILL. I know is is absolutely impossible for the bank to 
put out currency unless there is a legitimate demand for it of 
some kind somewhere. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. That isthe point lam making. The 
banks would keep the asset currency out and would retire the 
bond currency. Yes; the banks should be required to issue 50 
per cent of bond currency before they have this special privilege, 
and when this privilege is granted they should be made to pay a 
tax of at least 2 per cent on this asset circulation. There has 
been something said about what the banks are doing in the way 
of circulation. We find the average circulation of the national 
banks all over the United States to be 54 per cent, but on investi- 
gation it will be found that the smaller national banks of the 
country are coming to the rescue of the currency and doing their 
duty, and not the larger city banks. 

Mr. FOWLER. Justamoment. The records from the Treas- 
ury Department show that the country banks have 50 per cent of 
their capital represented in notes, and the banks of the central 
reserve cities have 46 percent. There isnot very much difference. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. I have made a tabulated statement 
of twenty of the largest banks in the three largest cities—New 
York, Chicago, and Boston. I find that eleven banks in New 
York City have a total capital of $62,000,000 and a circulation of 
$24,000,000, or 38 per cent, I find that five of the largest banks 
in Chicago have a total capital of $18,000,000, and that they have 
a circulation of only $1,545,000, or only 11 per cent as compared 
with their capital. Four of the large banks in Boston have a 
capital of $9,500,000, and they have out in circulation only 4 per 
cent ‘as compared with their capital. Therefore the total per- 


























cen of the circulation as compared with the capital of these 
twenty banks I find to be 31 per cent. 
NEW YORK. 
Bonds to | Bonds to 
Name of bank. |secure cir-| secure de-| Capital. | Gyete 
culation. posits. : 
Fourth National Bank ......._. $50,000 Sere $3,000,000 | $50,000 
First National Bank --_-.......- | 2,977,000 | $2,678,000 | 10,000,000 | 2,953, 000 
American Exchange National 
SI ccntitisiticteilieens ih cnsin tendaliceenbeaen 5,000,000 | 1,053,000 | 5,000,000 | 5,000,000 
Chase National Bank -_.......- | 450,000 | 1,830,000 | 1,000,000 | 450,000 
Chemical National Bank. ...... | EP A nsath cobain ED Mid diate dees 
Hanover National Bank -...... | 2,450,000 | 5,211,000} 3,000,000 2, 309,000 
Importers and Traders’ Na- | | 
8 RSE CRED Biccare ne secns , 500, 48, 000 
National City Bank ...........- 5,520,000 | 15,887,000 | 25,000,000 5, 000, 000 
National Park Bank -.....-...-.- | 50,000 | 8,000,000 | 2,000,000 49, 050 
National Bank of Commerce a 8,308,000 | 2,692,000 | 10,000,000 8, 260, 000 
Western National Bank -...... 550,000 | 2,040,000 | 2,100,000 367, 997 
a | 25, 455,000 84, 341,000 | 62,900,000 | 24, 487,047 
CHICAGO. 
First National Bank... ......... | $1,000, ,000 | $8,000,000 | $896,000 
Corn Exchange National Bank-| 500, 000 500,000 | 3,000,000 500,000 
Continental National Bank -- a Ee Bin cccptetiadl | 8,000,000 50,000 
National Bank of North Amer- 
i ae aa a | DT cnsmecnnintieeinel | 2,000,000 | 50,000 
National Bank of Republic =| 50,000 |~~"100,000| 2;000,000| 49, 997 
ie Cickiendvinintnnesed 1,650,000 | 1,300,000 | 18,000, 000 1,545, 997 
j 
BOSTON. 
2 
First National Bank-.-_-........ $50, BROT scien mest’ $1,000, 000 $50, 000 
Merchants’ National Bank ..-.-. 755, 000 $700,000 | 3,000,000 749, 060 
National Shawmut Bank ...... 2,069,500 | 2,267,000 | 3,500,000 1, 898,000 
State National Bank ........... 50,000 240,000 | 2,000, 49, 907 
Ds cininincnmnsiiiaakeiha | 2,924, 500 8,207,000 | 9,500,000 | 2,747,057 
| 
SUMMARY. 
Percent- 
Total 
Cit number Total Total soo 
y- of capital. | circulation. | Sin to 
banks. - 
capital. 
i 11 | $62,900,000 | $24, 487,047 38 
ID sire Ria cilicinmibebane.cisainingren 5 18,000,000 1, 545, 997 ll 
ial ittinnsdesccacseden 4 9,500,000 2,747, 087 4 
Grand total. .............. 31 


20 | 90,400,000 | 28, 462, 044 
| } 





I find some of the large banks of the country have not taken 
out any circulation at all. Now, would it be right to permit 
them to come in and take out this profitable asset circulation and 
thus reap the benefit? Let me illustrate. One of the largest 
banks in the United States, the National City Bank of New York, 
has a capital of $25,000,000. They have a bonded circulation of 
only $5,000,000, or 20 per cent, as compared with their capital. 
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Would it be fair to let this bank come in under this bill and get 
the benefit of this asset currency? They could issue $6,250,000 of 
this asset currency, it being 25 per cent of its capital, upon which to 
operate. Why would they not take itout? What doesit cost them? 

They could issue this currency, paying at the rate of a half of 
1 per cent tax or interest, whatever you may term it. Certainly, 
they would take out asset currency and probably decrease their 
bonded currency. Let us see what we would be doing for that 
one bank alone. At the rate of 3 per cent, which the chairman 
of the committee states these banks would derive, that bank would 
make on this $6,250,000 of asset currency a profit of $187,000. 
In other words, the Government is giving them $187,000 of profit 
by reason of this special privilege. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman stated a moment ago that he was 
in favor of the repeal of the 10 per cent State bank tax, which, 
in the State of Georgia, would give his bank the privilege of 
issuing 100 per cent of asset currency. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, yes. Why does the gentleman object to the 
national bank issuing 25 per cent if the State bank he is in favor 
of could issue 100 per cent. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Ido not say that I am in favor of 
that. Isay thereisalaw. I do not know the amount that it 
permits the banks to issue. I say and maintain that State banks 
should issue only a reasonable amount as compared with the 
capital and it should pre tax for that privilege. There is where 
we differ. Instead of the banks issuing this bonded currency, 
they are using their bonds to secure —e The National Cit 
Bank of New York, to which I was alluding when interrupted, 
while taking out only $5,000,000 of currency as against a capital 
ot $25,000,000, has on deposit of Government money to-day 

17,000,000. 

That is what banks prefer to use bonds for—to get this deposit 
money. It is more profitable to them, because by depositing 
bonds with the Treasury of the United States they get the use of 
this vast amount of Government money free of all interest. 

Permit me to allude further toa transaction of the Government 
with this same bank. We all remember the sale by the Govern- 
ment of the custom-house property in the city of New York to 
the National City Bank, in which peculiar transaction the Gov- 
ernment is called upon to appropriate annually $130,600 as a 
rental, and under the peculiar terms of the contract between the 
Government and the bank at the expiration of the full term of 
the contract, which has five years yet to run, the Government 
will have completely paid the purchase price of the property and 
$100,000 in addition, and the National City Bank will have the 
property at no cost whatever to itself. I desire to read a state- 
ment relative to this strange transaction that appeared in the 
New York World of February 2: 

CITY BANK GETS ANOTHER $130,600—ANNUAL CONTRIBUTION FOR RENT OF 
BUILDING BOUGHT BUT NOT PAID FOR. 
WASHINGTON, February 2, 1903. 

The United States Government's annual contribution of $130,600 to the 
National City Bank of New York a rs in the sundry civil appropriation 
bill reported to the House to-day. ith the a oo The vern- 
ment will have paid to the National City Bank $653, for rent for the old 
cote aeae property, which the bank bought of the Government for 
. "At the expiration of the full term of the contract between the bank and 
completely paid the purchase price of the property and $100,000 in nadition, 
and the National Clty Bank will have the peopesty practically at no cost 


whatever to itself. 
When the National City Bank bene the old custom-house rty it 
for it. In reality the bank never 


agreed to pay the Government 

paid a cent, although in August, , it did notify the Secre of the Treas- 
ay that it had deposited with itself to the credit of the United States 
$3,215,000. The Government never called in this money, but permitted it to 
remain in the bank, which isa Government depository. 


ARRANGED THROUGH MR. GAGE. 


It is frankly admitted by the National City Bank that it still owes $50,000 
of the purchase price. This jugglery was done through Secretary Gage and 
the bank officials, so that the title to the property would still rest with the 
Government, and the bank would not be obliged to pay about $75,000 a year 
in taxes to the city of New York. It was one of the best and most scientific 
methods of tax-dod then invented. During the five years that the Gov- 
ernment has been donating $130,600 a year to the bank, the bank has saved 
about $375,000 in taxes. 
dition to the rental the bank gets it also receives interest from the 
Government on the United States Government bonds which it deposited 
with the Secretary of the Treasury to be allowed to hold its purchase money 
as a Government it, at the rate of 4 per cent a year. 

At the expiration of five years, half the term of the contract, the account 


stands: 
Paid National City Bank in rental for five y at $130,600_........ $653, 000 
Paid interest on Government bonds, at 4 per cent, to secure Govern- 
SOME GOONIES 5 ins bs dade <n ninic wenscs coccsddc cede cocsasccntocesbesens 658, 000 
Saved National City Bank in taxes................ 2.2... ....2...2..eee 875, 000 
ONE Si AG tie ic diedctntdnkarcddh bp cttenteyctignuie 1, 681, 000 


The contract is to run five years longer, when $3,362,000 will have been paid 
into the bank by the Government for a property which the National City 
Bank bought for $3,265,000. . 

HAS HAD UNITED STATES FUNDS. 

In addition to all this, the National City Bank has had the use of Govern- 

ment moneys, which have always been of a greater sum than $4,000,000. 


This money is lent by the bank at whatever rate of nterest it can get. 





: 
i 
4 








1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2469 


























Of course, Congress will make the appro, riation for the rent. In national-bank depositaries— 
As matters now stand, in ten years the National City Bank will have the To credit of the Treasurer of the United 
old custom-house property and will have received from the Government or NES SEE ESS a a $142, 845, 779.97 
been saved through nonpayment of taxes 000. For this all that it did To credit of disbursing officers............... 7, 360, 825. 08 
was to write a check and notify the Secretary of the Treasury that $3,215,000 ——_—_ 
was on deposit in the National City Bank to the credit of the Uni tates. SB. 1.50, 206, 605. 05 
I desire to show further the close relation that exists between a PN, SD a eC a 
ndinetentiieeotenuiibtaesen cammcenéewnneseu ‘; . 
the Treasury Department and some of the large banks of the ——$150, 404, 545. 23 
country, which is so advantageous to these banks. For that pur- ewe 
pose I give herewith a statement of the United States deposits | 5s yiitics: 506, #86, 166. 39 
with five large banks in New York City, which are generally National-bank 5 per cent fund................ 12, 478,341. 73 
recognized by all as the Rockefeller or Standard Oil and J. P, Outstanding checks and drafts..........----- 2s. a7 
Morgan & Co, banks: Post-Office Department account............. 6,498) 117.82 
Bi at United Miscellaneous items ....... ........-.6..<esese0 1, 447, 412.53 aa 
Name of bank. States de- ——_————- &, 999, 09. 73 
posits. Available cash balance..............-..---------+-ee-e---000 221, 486, 656. 66 
; 7 The circulation statement issued by the Treasury Department, 
Five) Wediouns Bort: ot Mow Fare we -- ee ee February 1, 1903, which I present, shows that the general stock 
National Park Bank of New tld tpaitniarscieeenerannace of gold in the United States on that date was $1,246,876,715, while 
—— te Henk of how York OPK. ...-.---200-- 22 200e0= =2200= the total stock of United States notes is and has been all the time 
Se ee i ee _’_"__ | $346, 681,016, it being a fixed amount, while gold is increasing all 
Total ..... peecee socenenenssccces cocccdcensooousscctwns ccvecced 30,670,128 | the while. Now, with this large amount of gold in the country, 
——— | certainly an amount ample to take care of all the United States 
You will see from this statement that the combined deposits | notes at any and all times, it is absurd and impractical for the 
of the United States Treasury with these five banks amounts to | Government to keep locked up and out of the channels of trade, 
more than $30,000,000, for which the banks are paying nointerest | from the wants of the country, and preventing it from performing 
and at the same time lending at the ruling rates of interest. its duty as a circulating medium, the $150,000,000 in gold, held 
It is for these reasons that I look with suspicion on all legisla- | there for the purpose of redeeming these notes. 
tion pertaining to circulation and the banks. It occurs to me, It is true that in 1893 these notes, then standing at same amount 
Mr. Chairman, that too much has already been done for the banks | as now, did cause a demand and strain onthe Treasury for gold 
and we are yet asking for more favors for them. Let us look to | redemption, thereby producing what is commonly known as the 
a system that will not confer too many favors on the banking | ‘‘ endless chain; ’’ but the great increase in the production of gold 
corporations, but rather let us devise a system of deposits and a | in the last ten years makes it improbable and unreasonable to 
plan of circulation that will promote the welfare of all lines of | even s ct that the condition of 1893 would possibly occur 
commerce and the good of the country at large. again. Then we say the present system is bungling and ought to 
We to-day have nearly $30 per capita circulation. Whether | be condemned. Let us ask and insist—yes, demand—that it be 
this is as much money as is good for the welfare and hearty con- | corrected on proper and common-sense lines. 
dition of our country I am unable tosay. At times it may be Circulation statement—February 1, 1903. 
and at other times it would not answer our purposes. At any —$ $$$ $$$ 
rate, I am inclined always to the sideof a most liberal circulation General stock of money | He!d in the Treasury 
of good and safe money. I want to say to my friends on this side in the United States. | = of the Gov- 
of the House, let us condemn the currency system and our Treas- neue eS sciasiaantaensnaiad 
ury plans that now exist. The Republican party on March 14, Jan. 1,1903. | Feb. 1,1903. Jan. 1,1908. Feb. 1, 1903. 
1900, passed their currency bill. They said, *‘ Our currency sys- ee eer —|-——— 
tem has been put in good condition, we are all right; now we can | Gold coin (including bul- | 
go before the country and praise its perfection.’’ _jion in Treasury). .........'$1, 246, 876, 715 $1, 252, 842, 475,$270, 777, 264 $247, 783, 746 
T want to say that to-day we are having as much or more tron- | Standard silver dolla“ ")" 518,00 65)" 0,59) 35)" 0 St 18 8 
ble with the currency than we had at that time. And about the Treasury notes of 1890 -----| 24°053,000/ 22'953/000; | 182/574 "87,522 
best thing they did was to make the national banks more popular | United States notes ....._.. | 346,681,016) 246,681,016) 2,910,158) 6, 473, 508 
by making them more useful to the wants of trade and adapted | N#tional-bank notes -.----- | 384,920,784) 883,973,545) 16,251,253) 21,560, 203 
more generally to all parts of the country. We opposed their Se ee | 2, 651, 408,558 2,656,559, 109) 302,707, 657| 300, 820, 275 


currency plan then; and I say let us stand together ready to con- 
demn its weaknesses and inconveniences now. Why, the idea of 
the Government keeping $150,000,000 in gold locked up in the 
Treasury of the United States. What for? For the purpose of 
redeeming our United States notes. If you will investigate the 
condition of the Treasury on the 20th day of February, 1903, state- 
ment of which I insert in my speech, you will find that they have 
only $6,000,000 of United States notes on hand, while they have 
$150,000,000 gold the reserve fund to protect that $6,000,000. 

Statement of the United States Treasury on the 20th day of February, 1908— 

Cash in the Treasury. 
IN DIVISION OF ISSUE AND REDEMPTION. 
Reserve fund—gold coin and bullion in Division of Redemption.. $150, 000, 000 


Trust funds—held for the redemption of the notes and certificates 
for which they are respectively pledged: 
Division of redemption— 


| 

| 

| 

i ah a bdblenteeusseecioncdubee $397, 839,069 | 

a to ci co emevan abeddontnatiete 463, 052,000 | 

Division of redemption—Continued. | 

Silver dollars of 1890 _....... I I a ee $786, 887 

ITE OD Saictsd d Sadie cnticbcucsteicns setdanbesede 21, 604, 163 
lk cand aetna nebdiaes 883, 282, 069 

Division of issue— 

Gold certificates outstanding .....................-....-.-.-. 307, 839, 069 

Silver certificates outstanding.............--.-...--..-..-.- 463,052, 000 | 

Treasury notes outstanding ................-.----.--------- 22,391, 000 | 
a ek ges 1 os cwinhacandicdistuece 883, 282, 069 

GENERAL FUND. 

eee ee La acueschbandibaesenast dewed $82, 505, 508. 54 
ec dcacewes 21,500, 630. 00 
Pn i de eas bwnbeceduaweedese 12, 196, 641.00 
sl endeaeaon sean 6, 282, 604. 00 
Nn skenamee 923, 609, 22 
Cee nee eee abeupeecasencio 5, 366, 864. 00 
IO Te ee ys cn. cic wbacdedutebe Gascbtescdecéece 59, 643.00 
TOU a a im aatcbiccce 18, 066, 715. 52 
I ok nein pens 8,451, 077. 44 
De de emecnce 157. 67 
SEEN GEC BNE LIENS BSS nsec cc cbcdiccdbevinctcsedcbscccudscdeocsce 787, 900. 77 


156, 081, 621. 16 





MONEY IN CIRCULATION, 


| | 


| | 
Jan.1,1903. | Feb. 1,198. | Feb.1,1902. Jan. 1, 1879. 





Gold coin (including bul- | 


lion in Treasury)......- | $629,680, 682 | $629,023,915 | $634,783, 847 | $96,262,850 
Gold certificates > __.____. 346,418,819 | 376,084,814 | 307,504,839 | 21,189,280 
Standerd silver dollars _.| 78,310,334 | 75,888,448 | 71,295,873 | 5,790,721 
Silver certificates >._..... 463,570, 632 456, 855, 599 443, 011, 480 | 413, 360 
Subsidiary silver......... | 94,350,669 | 92,507,814 83,842,839 | 67,982,601 
Treasury notes of 1890 __-! 23, 920,426 | 22, 865,478 | 37, 443, 524 | sclakndaii scitatinen 
United States notes ...... | 343,770,858 | 840,207,513 | 335,681,645 | 277, 008, 511 
Currency certificates, act | | | | 

of June 8, 1872___.._. pi At it ahs eS | 83,190,000 
National-bank notes -..... | 368,678,531 | 362, 404, 253 346, 437, 662 814, 389, 398 

a adhe wb deni onae 2,348,700, 901 (2,355, 738,834 2,259,951, 709 816, 266, 72 





Poaiion of the United States February 1, 1908, estimated at 79,914,000; 
cireulation per capita, $29.48. 

«This statement of money held in the Treasury as assets of the Govern- 
ment does not include deposits of public money in national-bank depositaries 
to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States and amounting to $112,%3,- 
773.07. For a full statement of assets see public debt statement. 

For redemption of outstanding certificates an exact equivalent in amount 
of the appropriate kinds of money is held in the Treasury and is not included 
in the account of money held as assets of the Government. 

A condition confronts us. Therefore let us face it and adjust 
it as best we can. 

They tell us we have not enough bonds; that the national banks 
can not get the bonds upon which to issue their bonded currency. 
Upon investigation I find a bond-secured circulation of about 
$384,000,000, while the total national-bank capital is $715,000,000. 
Our interest-bearing bonded indebtedness amounts to $931,000 ,000, 
consisting of 2 per cent bonds, $445,000,000, and in 4 per cent and 
other rates of interest bonds, $486,000,000. Or, we have $216.000- 
000 more bonds than the total national banking capital, and we 
have $547,0000,000 more bonds than the total bank-note circula- 
tion. In addition to that, we will soon have the Panama Canal 
bonds for the purposes of bank circulation. 
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While I am not advocating national banks, I say they are grow- | the South organized 807 and the great State of Texas 153, as ap- 
ing more popular in the country than they ever have been. I find | pears from the table given below. 
that since the act of March 14, 1900, to October 31,1902,thenum-| Organizations by classes, States, and geographical divisions 
ber of national banks organized was 1,212, and out of that number | during the period named are shown in the following table: 


National banks organized from March 1/,, 1900, to October $1, 1902. 














Capital, less than Capital, $50,000 or 
$50,000. over. 


’ 


Total organizations. Bonds deposited. 








States, etc. 
Capital. |Number. 
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IIIA... ccnccnttinérctnincossdottns Hibechitehlannibbantinienttsinéel 5 
OO EEE LEELA IE DERE Pe RH 6 Mitte ass he: 1 
CED p.ctpcunnoctedabihasiumesdiadsmebeaseee 8 
Total NewEngland States 8, 125, 000 845, 500 
nn ie ak ie See 5,510, 000 | 199, 550 875, 000 1, 074, 550 
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WIRES V EIOED, 2. conccccccutésonccecunsiaeoneGunin 365, 000 10 610, 000 125, 750 182, 500 808, 250 
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IND epicttiin ens cecews emia Webetawensnntuiitmend 1,340, 000 6 400, 000 59 1,740, 000 453, 250 105, 000 558, 250 
oe ee ee 1,135,000 10 555, 000 53 1, 690, 000 815, 400 138,7 454, 150 
Total Western States -...---.---------------- 5, 850, 000 | 39} 2,905,000 267 |  8,755,000| 1,836,550 802, 750 2, 630,300 
IIE fn iden n and ensdbicnncnese neusentasoedss 3 80, 000 4 800, 000 7 880, 000 26, 250 75,000 101, 250 
ORR ce ek ee a Se a ele 4 BED Giccuas cvdeldld seksee- diene 4 100,000 DE Ee ikcivnducmasin’ 33,000 
SS Se ee ae see eee 4 105, 000 ll 1, 750, 000 15 1, 855, 000 86,500 875, 000 411,500 
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This shows that these banks are becoming more popular, and, | countries. Consequently I believe we need a currency for circu- 
as I say, when we have a condition confronting us let us meet it. | lation, as I have said, properly issued, protected, and taxed. 
The banks are here, and here to stay, most of them strong, under I believe such a currency would prove of benefit to my own sec- 
our system; then let us manage and control these banks and | tion of country, the South, at our crop-moving season, when, 
make them come to the rescue of the country in issuing cur- | on account of a stringency of money, we can not always rely on 
rency and pay a proper tax to the Government for the privi- | the great money centers for assistance. At such a time and in 
lege we grant them. Let us make them rather the servants of | such an emergency the local banks, under some system of elastic 
the people and the servants of the country than masters of the | currency, could come to the rescue and supply the need of tem- 
situation. porary increase in the volume of money frequently needed in mov- 

I can not advocate any measure that simply looks to the profit | ing our large cottoncrop. When the emergency had passed, that 
of the bank and not to the interest of the people. With three- | currency should be retired. , 
quarters of 1 per cent profit to the banks on bonded circulation, I Such a currency would likewise prove beneficial to the West in 
do not think it is harmful, and Iam anxious to see that bonded | moving its enormous grain crops, and to all sections of our com- 
circulation increased, certainly not diminished. We must bear | mon country where circumstances and conditions are such as to 
in mind that our money is all fixed. The amount of silver we | occasion, in times of money stringency, the temporary need of an 
have is fixed. The amount of bank notes we have is fixed. Onur | increase in the volume of existing currency. 
only way of increasing the money of the country is by what gold | | Mr. Chairman, before I close my s ‘h I must insist that the 
we may produce or acquire by advantageous exchanges with other | Government should have its banks of depository more equitably 
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distributed over every section of our country. I believe it would 
be a wise policy to permit all national banks in the United States 
to become depositories and entitled to their respective shares of 
the Government’s surplus money, in proportion to the amount of 
circulation they issue under the privileges extended them by some 
= of elastic emergency currency, and I would require the 

anks to pay interest on every dollar so deposited. If that plan 
were in existence to-day the Government would be getting a rev- 
enue from its deposits in the national banks, and instead of the 
deposits being largely confined to certain favored banks in cer- 
tain favored sections this money would be wisely and justly dis- 
tributed where the entire commerce of the country would receive 
the direct benefits that would flow from it. 

I would be glad to see all surplus moneys not wanted in the 
Treasury deposited with these banks, but above all, Mr. Chair- 
man, I would rather see our burdensome taxes reduced and the 
needless accumulation of money in the Treasury, which is and has 
been going on for some time, stopped. 

By our present relations of Government to banks we have added 
great wealth to the national banks of the country, and by our 
unholy and unnatural system of tariff taxation not only have we 
taken from the tax-ridden public what was not needed, but we 
have builded up great and powerful “trusts,” which in turn 
are controlling many of the largest banking institutions of the 
country. 

Then let us at once change our system of finances and taxation, 
reduce the taxes, and let the money remain where it rightfully 
belongs—in the channels of legitimate business and in circulation 
among a {Loud applause. } 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, we have now under considera- 
tion the bill H. R. 16228, which is for the purpose of providing 
for the issue and circulation of national-bank notes. Perhaps it 
would be well for the committee to consider just what kind of 
money we now have in our country. 

Gold coin, standard silver dollars, subsidiary silver, minor coins, United 
States notes, and Treasury notes of 1890 have the legal-tender quality as fol- 
lows: Gold coin is legal tender for its nominal value when not below the limit 
of tolerance in weight; when below that limit it is legal tender _ prepenscn 
to its weight. Standard silver dollars and Treasury notes of 1890 are legal 
tender for all debts, public and private en where otherwise expressly 
stipulated in the contract. Subsidiary silver is legal tender to the extent of 
$10, minor coins to the extent of 25 cents, and Uni States notes for all debts, 

ublic and private, except duties on magorte and interest on the public debt. 

old certificates, silver certifieates, and national-bank notes are nonlegal- 
tender money. Both kinds of certificates, however, are receivable for all 
pale dues, and national-bank notes are receivable for all public dues except 
duties on imports, and may be paid out for all public dues except interest on 
the public debt. 

This bill adds another kind of money to the money that we now 
have in circulation and will be either legal tender or nonlegal 
tender. Now, let us see what this kind of a currency will be. 
Section 5 provides: 

That such notes shall be a first lien upon the assets of the respective banks 
issuing them, and shall be received upon deposit and for all purposes of debt 
and liability by every national bank at par and without any charge of what- 
soever kind, and ouch notes shall be receivable for all public dues except 
duties on imports, and when so received shall be paid out again. 

In other words, these notes, if issued under the provisions of 
this bill, will be very similar to the present national-bank notes 
and will be nonlegal tender. Now, perhaps it may be said by 
some of our friends in this committee, Will these notes be good 
and will they be as universally used throughout the entire country 
as our present national-bank notes? To my mind, and from my 
reading and study of this question, I am convinced that these 
notes will be good; that they are abundantly secured under the 
provisions of this bill. But perhaps the committee may say: ‘‘That 
may be your opinion, but you may not have knowledge sufficient 
to give to thiscommittee upon which they should also base their 
opinion and agree with you upon this question.’’ Now, let me for 
the benefit of the committee read the opinion of one who ought 
to know something upon this question. I read from the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the year 1902, on page 66: 

I see no objection to the issuance of circulation based upon general credits, 
if properly safeguarded. (Neither do I believe it necessary to make cur- 
rency thus issued a first lien upon assets.) A very small tax upon circula- 
tion would be sufficient to cover any possible loss. The Government actuary 
has demonstrated that a tax of one-eighth of 1 percent upon circulation 
would have covered all loss from the beginning of our national-banking sys- 
tem to the present time, had each bank maintained its limit of circulation. 
Instead of calling this a tax, suppose it be called “premium on insurance” 
and the Government the *“ underwriter.” The banks could be required to 
redeem their circulation at reserve cities, and the Government would never 
suffer injury or embarrassment as an insurer against ultimate loss. The 
lowest tax suggested by anyone would far exceed any ible loss, and the 
Covernsneae could assume responsibility to the people and still realize a 
profit. 

When thus guaranteed and primarily redeemed by the Government at the 


expense of the bank of issue, currency based on general assets would be as 
— and as secure as the present national-bank notes based on specific 


Ss. 

I doubt, however, the wisdom of making provision for the issuance of 
credit currency to the limit of the bank's capital. Not that I would fear un- 
fortunate results, but in all financial legislation the greatest caution must be 
exercised lest the currency be suddenly and unduly inflated. An elastic cur- 
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rency is well-nigh imperative, but a sudden, unnecessary, and permanent in- 
crease would be most unfortunate. ; 

Authority to issue circulation based on credits would not preclude the 
continuance of the present national-bank currency. Neither is it necessary 
that it be desi, “credit currency.” If all forms of money were made 
interchangeable, what some are pleased to call “‘asset currency,” others 
“credit currency,” and still others “emergency currency” might be de- 
nominated Spelt eeserve currency,” for certainly a reserve against this 
class of currency should be maintained by the bank, and this reserve would 
be very properly gold, should the Government make all its money inter- 
changeable. 


So much for the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, Now 
let us see the report of our friends who are on the minority of 
this committee. On page 3 of their report I find this: 

If itis the purpose and policy of the bill to get away from the present 
system of a bond-secured currency and substitute in its stead a credit cur- 
rency, then the legislation providing for it should be comprehensive in its 
scope and particular in its details, and should be so framed as to furnish a 
currency sufficient in volume to meet the demands and necessities of the 
legitimate business of the country. 

We are of opinion that many of the banks, finding the circulaticn author- 
ized under this bill so much more profitable than the currency authorized 
under existing laws, will be inclined, as far as possible, to use the currency 
provided under this bill and refrain from issuing currency under the provi- 
sions of existing laws, and seek to force the currency issued under the pro- 
visions of this bill to do the business of the country. 

We would cheerfully support a bill measuring up to the standard above 
indicated. which would be calculated to remedy the evils of the present cur- 
rency system, but we are unwilling to assent to the passage of a bill such as 
H. R. 16228, which, in our opinion, fails to afford relief and will only produce 
confusion in our monetary affairs. 


The views of the minority agree with us. in the main, that is, 
as to the mode of procedure as to the question at issue, whether 
it is wise or unwise for us at this time to proceed along the line 
of a credit currency, along the line of asset currency, along the 
line of emergency currency, along the line of a currency conver- 
tible into gold, or a gold currency. That is really what this bill 
is. This is a measure asking for the issuance of a bill which over 
the counters of the issuing banks is convertible into gold, ex- 
changeable into gold, and at the reserye cities, within the limits 
of where they are placed, they can be exchanged for gold. Then 
we have in circulation a currency that our friends on the other 
side by their report seem to concede that there is no harm in the 
passage of a measure looking toward this end. But they differ 
with us as to the mode of procedure, and to listen to my friend 
from Massachusetts in his discussion he seemed to be of the same 
opinion, but he doubted the wisdom of the working plan of this 
bill. We upon the other side believe in the working plan of this 
bill. We believe it will carry out the purposes that we have in 
view, namely, taking a step toward getting away from the bond- 
based currency we now have. 

Now what have we? We have a national-bank system, and in 
order to get the right of circulation they have to purchase a cer- 
tain number of bonds. They have got to go into the market and 
buy the bonds. The bonds upon which their circulation is based 
are largely a 2 per cent bond, selling, say, at 108. Then, if they 
desire to issue circulation, say, of $100,000, each bank would have 
to go into the market and pay $108,000 to issue a circulation of 
$100,000. But that $108,000 is locked up, and they are receiving 
in consideration therefor 2 per cent, and they then take $100,000 
from that $108,000 and there are $8,000 locked up, not in circula- 
tion. They receive the $100,000 and they receive interest at the 
rate of 2 per cent on the remainder. 

What is the effect upon the business interests of the country? 
Just exactly as it is occurring in my own city, just exactly as it is 
occurring in Illinois and all the States of the Union, men are going 
out of the national banking system and going into the trust sys- 
tem. They are going into private banks of the State. Why? 
Because they will take the hundred thousand dollars and lend it 
to their neighbors and get 5 or 6 or 7 percenta year, and not have 
to take $108,000 in order to get into the banking business. 

Mr. HILL. And they are not compelled to maintain any re- 
serve. 

Mr. PRINCE. And, as the gentleman from Connecticut says, 
they are not compelled to maintain a 25 per cent reserve in the 
large places and 15 per cent in the smaller. There is no reserve 
whatever, and they go into the trust banksto the exclusion of the 
other, and contract the currency of the country as rapidly as 
they can, bringing it down, because they are forbidden to exceed 
$3,000,000 monthly. This is not compulsory; this measure con- 
fers on the banks an opportunity to go along in that line. In 
other words, they march along side by side with the bond-based 
currency. If they do not wish to take advantage of it, well and 
good. If they do wish to take advantage of it, well and good. 
If the business interests of this country do not believe it is a safe 
currency, they can not put it into circulation. If the business 
men and the people who use this money, either in trade or com- 
merce, will not accept it for the payment of debts, if they have 
any doubt that it is good, they will refuse to accept it, and the 
banks will have to go out of existence; and at the rate of 25 per 
cent of paid-up capital it can work no great harm to the country 








2472 


at all. Why? Because it is amply secured. The Secretary of 
the Treasury so states. 

The report of the gentlemen on the other side make no claim 
that it is wildcat; they make no claim that it is red dog; they 
make no claim that it is that class of money that you will have 
to take a counterfeit detector along with you—that old book that 
they used in the time of the old-fashioned State banks. There is 
no such charge made against the bill; no such charge can be 
truthfully made against it. It may be in the nature of a de- 
partnre, but it isa step in the direction of getting the Govern- 
ment out of the banking business. It is a step of departure 
from the bond-based currency, and as the time approaches we 
will have to move out in some direction or other. There is no 
question about it. Weare paying for bonds as fast as we can 
get them. The Secretary of the Treasury of the United States 
has pene into the market and paid a premium in order to get 
bonds. 

I do not want to touch upon political matters in these remarks, 
but I want to say that the Government is only an aggregation of 
individuals. The Government is receiving more money to-day 
than it is paying out; it is on a sound financial basis. In the days 
before the party to which I belong took possession of the Gov- 
ernment the receipts of the Government were not enough to meet 
the daily expenses, and the gold reserve run down and there was 
a financial depression all over the country and it was called a 
banker's panic; but call it by what name you please, it came and 
we felt the effects of it. To-day there is more money coming in 
than we are paying out. We have been piling up the surplus, 
and to-day there is more than $220,000,000 available to the credit 
of the Government. One hundred and fifty million dollars of 
gold reserve, fifty millions more than we had in other days, 
$220,000,000 of available cash that the Government can use, and 
yet by reason of these bonds being put at a future date for pay- 
ment, they can not reach them to-day unless they pay a premium. 

Now, the purpose of this bill is to get away from the bond 
question. You will remember that when Mr. Harrison was 

resident the question was then urged, What shall we base our 
national-bank system upon? He was paying off the debt as 
rapidly as could be done. We have been paying it off ever since 
March 4, 1897, as rapidly as it can be done. The indebtedness 
to-day is less than it was before the Spanish war, with all the ac- 
cumulation that has been placed upon us by that war. We are 
rapidly paying of this debt. These bonds are being used by 
trust companies, guardians, executors, conservators, and trustees; 
they are putting their money into these bonds for the purpose of 
protection. It is a question of some importance to men who want 
to enter into the national-banking business, as to whether they 
can get the bonds with which to issue currency. Why should 
the Government bonds be a subject of speculation in the markets 
of this country? 
For one I am in favor of moving along other lines—alon 
lines of this credit currency—because I believe it is safe and just 
and right, as affecting the interests of the people of the country. 

But my good friend on the other side has suggested (if I may 
digress a little at this point) that we.ought to get some interest 
on this money. Well, I wish we could. 
as a citizen that a school trustee should use the public money by 
loaning it and then appropriating to his own use the interest 
upon it. I have never believed that a county treasurer should so 
use the people’s money that the interest may come into his hands. 
I have never believed that a State treasurer should so deal with 
the public money as to realize a personal advantage to himself by 
the loaning of the funds and appropriating to his own use the in- 
terest realized upon said loans. Itis publicmoney. I do not be- 
lieve that we ought to put the money of the Government in pet 
banks anywhere and allow them to have the use of it without 
giving the Government any interest or advantage in some form. 

I wish to see some kind of measure presented and passed which 
would secure to the Government such benefit. But I am free to 
say that it is better for the people’s money to be in the people’s 
banks, where the people can get it, than to have it locked up and 
nobody getting any benefit from it. It would be better in the 
pockets of the people than locked up here in the Government 
vaults at Washington. But there are $150,000,000 that have been 


put out in this way, and it is better that it should be so disposed | 
of than that we should be issuing bonds to get gold with which | 


to pay the expenses of the Government. 


ure. Let me read from the bill. The first provision is that— 

Any national bank may, with the approval of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, take out for issue and circulation an amount of national-bank notes 
not exceeding 25 per cent of its paid up and unimpaired capital without de- 
positing United States bonds with the United States Treasury in the manner 
provided by existing law. 

Does that comport with the idea of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury? Certainly. I doubt, however, the wisdom of making pro- 
vision for the issuance of credit currency to the limit of the bank’s 


Why should we put our bonds in that shape? | 
the | 


I have never believed | 








| on the assets of the banks? 
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capital. This provides for an issue not exceeding 25 per cent of 
the ‘‘ paid up and unimpaired capital’’ of the bank. 


ments ago to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
that the report of Secretary Shaw? 


tary of the Treasury dated December 2, 1902. 
Secretary Gage. 
a very learned man on the subject of finance. 


simply said that what the gentleman read sounded very much 
like the language of Secretary Gage. 


other in the neighboring State of Iowa. 
been in a position to know a great deal on this subject. 
the bill comports with the recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. Let me further read from the bill: 





referred to in this act it shall first deposit in the Treasury of the United 
States as a 
bonds or gold coin, or both, € 
taken out, and such deposit 
of said bank against said notes. 
to the bank so depositing them, and if said bank shall retire said circulation, 
or any portion thereof, an amount of bonds or gold coin, or both, equal to 5 
per cent of the notes so retired shall be returned to said bank. 


lation shall, on the first days of January and July of each year, pay into the 
Treasury of the United States, in gold coin, a tax of one-quarter of 1 per cent 
upon the average amount of such notes in actual circulation during the 
ceding six months, and the tax so paid into the Treasury shall, with the 5 
per cent deposited as a guaranty for the payment of the notes, constitute a 
guaranty fund. 


cent. 
Secretary Shaw, has demonstrated that a tax of one-eighth of 1 


; ! . ‘ 7 | gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prrvce] would be entitled to the 
But let us go a little further in the consideration of this meas- | 
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Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman was referring a few mo- 
Was 







Mr. PRINCE. I think so. Yes, sir; the report of the Secre- 






Mr. BARTLETT. It sounded very much like the language of 






Mr. PRINCE. Well, Secretary Gage is a very clever man and 






Mr. BARTLETT. I did not mean to say that he was not; I 







Mr. PRINCE. One of these gentlemen lives in Illinois and the 
Both gentlemen have 
I say that 









Src. 3. That before any national bank shall receive any of the bank notes 






uaranty of the payment thereof an amount of United States 
ao to 5 per cent of the amount of the notes so 
shall be counted asa part of the lawful reserve 
The interest upon said bonds shall be paid 










In addition to this, section 4 says: 
Sec. 4. That every national bank taking out such notes for issue and circu- 








re- 







Now, there is a provision for a tax of one-fourth of 1 per 
The Government actuary, according to the report of 







per cent upon the bank circulation would have covered all loss 
upon the issue of the failed banks from the beginning of our 
national-bank system to the present time, had each bank main- 
tained its limit of circulation. 

Evidently the committee in preparing this bill has kept within 
the lines of the Secretary’s recommendations—has not gone be- 
yond his suggestions; but, by additional provisions, has made 
the measure stronger than suggested in the Secretary’s report. 

In addition to that, section 5 provides that— 

Sec.5. That such notes shall bea first lien upon the assets of the respective 
banks issuing them, and shall be received upon deposit and for all purposes 
of debt and liability. 

The Secretary says in his report of December 2, 1902: 

When thus guaranteed and primarily redeemed by the Government at the 
expense of the bank of issue, currency based on general assetS would be as 
acceptable and as secure as the present national-bank notes based on specific 
assets. 

The Secretary further says: 

Neither do I believe it necessary to make currency thus issued a first lien 
upon assets. 

The committee in its wisdom has thought it well that the cur- 
rency should be a first lien on assets. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PRINCE. Certainly; I am glad to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has just read from the re- 
port of Secretary Shaw, with reference to the question of making 
this currency a first lien on assets. I wish to ask him whether it 
is not a fact that ex-Secretary Gage appeared before the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency while it was considering the 
present bill, and agreed with the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury that it was not a proper thing to make these notes a first lien 
Does the gentleman remember that 












































statement? 

Mr. PRINCE. I am frank to say to my colleague that I was 
not present at that meeting. I remember he was to be there. If 
the gentleman says he was and said that, I would not question 
my colleague’s word. If my colleague says it is so, I know him 
well enough to stand by the statement. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think they both agreed on that point, 
both the Secretary and the ex-Secretary. Mr. Chairman, I think 
that the committee had better rise at this time. Of course, the 


floor. I do not want to do anything which would deprive him of 
the right to continue. 

Mr. PRINCE. I desire to reserve my right to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. No one can take the gentleman off the 
floor without his consent. I understand he yields with the un- 
derstanding that he continue. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield with the understanding that I shall re- 
tain the floor for the balance of my time. 

Mr. FOWLER. I move that the committee do now rise. 
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The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose, and the Speaker pro tem- 
re having resumed the chair, Mr. LawrEence, Chairman of the 
ommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that the committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
16228) providing for the issue and circulation of national-bank 
notes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Anthracite Coal Strike 
Commission, with an oa draft of a joint resolution providing for 
the printing of the report of said Commission, and approve of the suggestion 
therein contained. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuuite Hovss, February 21, 1908. 


ADAM STUBER, 


Mr. DARRAGH. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report 
on the bill (S. 5118) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Stuber. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This will be printed, under the 
rule. 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5118) nting an increase of 
pension to Adam Stuber, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


ows: 
That the House recede from its amendmient. 
A. B. DARRAGH, 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
JOS. B. CROWLEY, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


J. H. GALLINGER, 
J. R. BURTON, 
GEO. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Tho statement of the conferees is as follows: 


This bill (S. 5118) passed the Senate at $30 per month, but was amended 
in the House to $24 per month. Your conferees recommend that the House 
recede con amendment. she — of this action Mity to restore the 
rate of the bill, viz. month, as it original! ssed the Senate. 

nn , Ce SS DARRAGH. 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
JOS. B. CROWLEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 


STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
orted that they had presented this day to the President of the 
Dnited States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 17052. An act to authorize the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Tennessee River at a point between Lewis Bluff, 
in Morgan County, Ala., and Guntersville, in Marshall County, 
Ala.; 

H. R. 7648. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road; 

H. R. 17192. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

S. 7363. An act to permit the Secretary of State to cause the de- 
struction of invoices of merchandise exported to the United States 
which have been on file in the consular offices more than five 
years: and / 

S. R. 148. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of a di- 
gest of the laws, decisions, and opinions relating to pardons and 
other acts of executive clemency under the United States and 
the several States. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following resolution was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appropriate com- 
mittee as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 71: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made of Penobscot River, Maine, with a view 
to widening the channel from Crosby Narrows to the Bangor and Brewer 
bridge, and also near Stearns’s Mill— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
LivinesTon, for to-day, on account of sickness. 
Then, on motion of Mr. Fow er (at 5 o’clock and 3 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, Sunday, at 12 
o’clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
name were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Assistant Secretary of War submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for ordnance and ordnance 
stores—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
an estimate of appropriation to pay the expense of investigating 
the claim of William M. Bird, James F. Redding, Henry F. 
Welsh, and others—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committtee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7223) 
providing for the interment of the remains of Marie Irene Donald- 
son and her daughter, Marie Irene Donaldson, reported the same 





| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3837); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


issue a patent to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., for certain tracts of | 


land; 

H. R. 5070. An act for the relief of Hamilton M. Sailors; 

H. R. 6516. An act for the relief of Henry P. Montgomery, sur- 
viving executor of Granville Garnett. deceased; 

H. R. 2557. An act for the relief of Henry L. McCalla; 

H. R. 1605. An act granting a pension to John 8. Whitlege; 

H. R. 15659. An act granting a pension to Elise Sigel; 

H. R. 9063. An act to refund certain taxes paid by the Anheuser- 
Busch Brewing Association, St. Louis, Mo.; 


Iowa; 

H. R. 12141. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act amend- 
ing section 4708 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in 
relation to pensions to remarried widows,’ approved March 3, 
1901; and 

H. R. 9632. An act for the allowance of claims of certain citi- 
zens of Virginia for damages to their property incident to the 
encampment at Manassas and march from Camp Alger to Thor- 
oughfare Gap, Virginia. as recommended by a board of officers 
appointed for the consideration of claims for damages to property 
by volunteer soldiers during the war with Spain. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER also, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 16021. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 


rr 


Mr. MOODY. from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17400) to ratify an agree- 
ment with the Indians of the Klamath Indian Reservation, in 
Oregon, and making appropriation to carry the same into effect, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report,. 
(No. 3838); which said bill and report were referred the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17467) 
to ratify and amend an agreement with the Sioux tribe of Indians 


H. R. 13257. An act to refund penalty to the Bank of Colfax, | of the Rosebud Reservation, in South Dakota, and making appro- 


priation and provision to carry the same into effect, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 3839); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17470) 
to open for settlement 505,000 acres of land in the Kiowa, Co- 
manche, and Apache Indian reservations, in Oklahoma Territory, 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3840); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GILLET of New York, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the joint resolution 
of the House (H. J. Res. 276) granting to the New York and 
Jersey Railroad Company the right to construct and operate an 
underground railway under land owned by the United States in 
the city of New York, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3841); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 








Fs 
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Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17486) to ratify an 
agreement with the Indians of the Crow Reservation, in Montana, 
and making appropriation to carry the same into effect, reported 
the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 3843); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5219) to grant an honorable 
discharge from the military service to Robert C. Gregg, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3836) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 14283) for the relief of the First 
National Bank of Navasota, Tex., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3844); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


. of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 


follows: 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 17492) prohibiting the 
use or keeping of explosive matches, commonly called “ parlor 
matches,’’ in any building used or occupied by the Government— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations: A 
bill (H. R. 17493) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17494) to provide an emer- 
gency circulation fund, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A resolution (H. Res. 456) 
providing foran inventory of all property in or belonging to the 
White House—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 458) requesting a detailed state- 
ment from the President of the cost of repairing, remodeling, 
and adding to the White House—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 459) requesting information from 
the Secretary of the Navy relative to architects employed in con- 
nection with the Naval Academy buildings—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A resolution of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, favoring pensions for life savers—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK: A resolution of the legislature of Missouri, 
relating to the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By the SPEAKER: A resolution of the Commonwealth of Mas- | 


sachusetts, favoring pensions for life savers—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOODY: A resolution of the legislature of Oregon, 
favoring the election of United States Senators by direct vote of 
the pecple—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FEELY: A bill (H. R. 17495) granting a pension to 
Matilda Emrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 17496) granting an increase of 
—— to Anna G. McMurray—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK: Petition of A. C. Sox and other citizens of 
Missouri, asking that the Missouri militia serving in the civil 
war be placed on a pensionable status—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: Petition of W. C. O'Neal, asking impeach- 


ment proceedings against Charles Swayne, a United States dis- 
trict judge of Florida—to the Committee on the J a. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Petition of James Linskey and others, of 
Michigan, for reduction of tax on distilled spirits—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Protests of numerous citizens of the State of 
Kansas against the parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of the board of trade and 139 
citizens of Moundsville, W. Va., for the improvement of the 
Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Broadhead Post, of Paw Paw, 
and William Goodman Post, No. 412, Department of Michigan, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in support of House bill 17103, per- 
mitting the payment of the value of public lands to persons en- 
titled to make entry upon such lands in certain cases—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of J. E. Smith and other citizens 
of Oelwein, Iowa, favoring the passage of House bill 15331—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KAHN: Resolutions of City Front Federation and 
Shipwrights and Caulkers’ Union No. 9162, of San Francisco, Cal., 
for the repeal of the desert-land law—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. KERN: Petition of retail druggists and other citizens 
of Smithton, Ill., urging the passage of House bill 178, for the 
semen of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. KNOX: Resolutions of the Department of Massachu- 
setts, Grand Army of the Republic, urging the passage of House 
bill 14105, giving preference to honorably discharged war veter- 
ans in appointments—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Phil Kearney Post, of Oska- 
loosa, and Cloutman Post, No. 69, of Ottumwa, Iowa, Grand 
Army of the Republic, against placing the statue of Gen. R. E. 
Lee, of the Confederate army, in the Statuary Hall of the United 
States Capitol—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LONG: Protest of citizens of the Seventh Congressional 
district of Kansas against the enactment of the parcels-post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 
294, of Duluth, Minn., favoring House bill 16457, relating to gifts 
in connection with the sale of tobacco and cigars—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of 42 citizens of Beaver, Pa., 
for the improvement of the Ohio River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of citizens of 
Craven County. N. C., for the improvement of Cone Creek—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WOODS: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., favoring encouragement of American mer- 
chant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the same in favor of increasing the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Resolutions of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia and the Maritime Association of the port of New York 
favoring the passage of a ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Anna G. McMurray for increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SUNDAY, February 22, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by 
Mr. Moopy, as Speaker pro tempore. 

The Chaplain of the House, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D.D., 
offered the following prayer: 

Eternal, ever living God, our Heavenly Father, we bless Thee 
for that spirit of patriotism and marer ine | gratitude which moves 
the people throughout our nation to meet in commemoration of 
the birth of him whom we delight to call the Father of our Coun- 
try. We thank Thee for that mentality which enabled him to 
grasp and solve great problems; for that divination which en- 
abled him to penetrate the future and predict results; for that 
pene which enabled him to command men; for the fervor of 

is religious nature which enabled him to rely upon Thee for 
strength and support, and which brought him to his knees at 
Valley Forge, the darkest hour in that struggle for liberty, 
right, and justice, where he received consolation and light. Long 
may his memory live in the hearts of his countrymen, and longer 
yet his deeds inspire men to truer, nobler life. 
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We meet here to-day in special service to commemorate the 
lives and characters of men who have wrought upon the floor of 
this House and made conspicuous their names in history. We 
bless Thee for them and for what they did. Let the light which 
came down from Heaven in the person of Thy Son fill the hearts 
of the bereaved, that gg Some! see beyond the veil that larger life 


in the mansions above. rough Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE THOMAS H. TONGUE. 


Mr. MOODY (Mr. Coomss having taken the chair). Mr. 
Speaker, as the only member of the House of Representatives from 
the State of Oregon, the melancholy duty devolves upon me to 
offer the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That in pursuance of the special order heretofore adopted, the 
House proceed to poy intiats to the memory of Hon. THomas H. TonGux, 
late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of Oregon. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be,andis hereby, instructed to send a copy of 
these resolutions to the family of the deceased. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, a number of members of the House | 
have indicated their desire to participate in the proceedings of 
to-day, and some of them are unavoidably abseut. I therefore 
ask unanimous consent for general leave to print. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 





Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, we have met to-day in this House | 
of Representatives to pay a last tribute of love and respect to our 
late distinguished member, the Hon. THomas H. TonaugE, of the 
State of Oregon. 

I am well assured that in this instance this is no perfunctory 
service, but a voluntary offering of our testimonials to the life, 
character, and public service of a man we all learned to admire 
and esteem while associated with us as a member of this body. 

His sudden demise at an age when his faculties and abilities 
were capable of the greatest benefit to himself, his family, his 
State, and his nation is one of those mysterious workings of 
Providence to which we bow in submission, but with sorrow and 
regret. 

Human life should not be measured by the years which it has 
spanned, but by the deeds it has accomplished, by its achieve- 
ments in human action, by the impress such a life may leave upon 
the community and the State; and judged by such a standard 
Mr. TonGvus had far exceeded the ordinary limit of life, and has 
endowed his family and his community with a rich heritage in 
an honored name. 

He moved to Oregon with his parents in 1859, when about 
15 years of age. He completed his education at Pacific Grove 
University, at Forest Grove, Oreg., in 1868. Equipped with a 
fair degree of learning, a rather frail body, and the genius of an 
untiring energy and industry, he commenced the battle of life. 
His was an industry which counts not the hours, but measures 
the task; that stops not at obstacles, but when they are met 
rather rejoices at the opportunity of overcoming them. He had 
a courage, a confidence in his ability to accomplish his objects 
and desires that never wavered or faltered, and an application of 
mind and body in every pursuit of life which was almost irresist- 
ible. He entered the battle of life with no worldly goods. He 
carried his all in his head and in his heart, and still he was richer 
by far than many a young man who has inherited great riches. 

@ was wealthy in those endowments of mind and character 
which command public confidence and demand the respect and 
support of men of business affairs. 

He stepped into the arena a young man, clear in intellect, with 
a high moral standard and with an ambition to well deserve the 
confidence of the public. 

He was admitted to the bar in 1870, and at once chose for his 
home the town of Hillsboro, situate in the beautiful valley of the 
Willamette, where he continued to reside until his death. Here 
he labored with his hands and with his head. He despised no 
honorable task. He was incorruptible in every undertaking, 
either of private or public nature. His career as a lawyer was 
successful from the beginning, and he always retained a lucrative 
practice, but with a temperament so active as was his he could 
not confine himself wholly to his law practice and engaged quite 
er in farming and stock raising, of which he was very 

ond. 

He took little part in the political affairs of his State until 1888, 
although from boyhood he had identified himself with and had 
a keen interest and insight in the policy and success of the Repub- 
lican party. 

In 1888 he was elected to the senate of his State and became 
chairman of the judiciary committee. From that time until his 
death he was one of the most prominent factors in the political 
affairs of his State. 





| panding exports. 


| An old but strong giant is just realizing its strength. Realizin 


He combined those essential characteristics of statesmanship, 
integrity of purpose and intuitive and fearless adherence to the 
principles of fairness and justice, with a patriotism which was 
almost a passion. 

He loved his country, he was proud of his State, and he had a 
generous affection for all of her citizens. 

He was first elected to the Fifty-fifth Congress, and was subse- 
quently elected to the Fifty-sixth, Fifty-seventh, and Fifty-eighth 
Congresses. He came in with the Administration of President 
McKinley, heartily in sympathy with the measures and policies 
recommended by that distinguished President. 

He was well equipped in mental training and experience ob- 
tained in the legislature of his own State to assume the arduous 
and often exacting duties of a member of this body. 

His modest and retiring demeanor when he first took his seat 


| upon this floor kept his great ability as an orator and an analytic 


debater concealed through an entire session of Congress, but early 
in the second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, when the Ha- 
waiian Islands were asking admission to this Republic, he made 
a speech upon the question of the admission of those islands which 
called the attention of the House and the entire country to his 
great ability as a statesman and forensic debater. 

Hissupreme confidence in his country and her duty, her destiny, 


| and her future development can not better be portrayed than by 
| a brief quotation from his speech made at that time. 


He said: 


Ihave neither the time nor the inclination to discuss the constitutional 
questions involved in this resolution. Somewhere there must, and does, re- 
side the sovereign right to annex a people willing to become a partof our 
Government. Iregret that our friends upon the other side of the House are 
aan able to see in the Constitution of this country, nct a chart of liberty 
and a guaranty of freedom, but chains that bind the hands and fetter the 
feet of a styvong young nation struggling to work out its grand destiny. 

a * * * *« 7 * 

We need these islands, not to enable us to extend our territorial bounda- 
ries, but our trade; not political, but commercial empire; not an outlet for 
growing population, but for growing energies, increasing productions, ex- 
This is but the beginning. In the coming century the 
most marked industrial development the world will witness will be in the 
eastern part of Asia. Her ple are awakening from thesleep of Soeien. 
their igno- 
rance, they are calling upon usto enlighten and leadthem. Led by Aeeesken 
skill, American enterprise, American ee: inspired by American en- 
ergy, their growth and development will be the marvel of the twentieth 
century. 

Mr. TONGUE was, in all his essential characteristics, a type of 
the splendid manhood developed with the developing country of 
the far West. His own estimate of the people who have grown 
into a mighty empire on the Pacific coast is best expressed in his 
own words, when he says: 

The fertility of our soil, the wealth of our forests, the extent of our do- 
main, the enterprise and intelligence of our people, are not known inthe 
East. Our boundless prairies, our magnificent forests, our vast mineral 
wealth, the healthfulness and salubrity of our climate, escape your notice. 
Our people are but little better understood. The pioneer men and women 
who settled in the West were strong and rugged in health as in character, 
full of energy, courageous in enterprise, thoughtful and ambitious. 

The people of the West are bound but little by ancient prejudices. They 
look little to the past; rather to the present and the future. They prefer 
yourself to your ancestry. They care little for what you have been or for 
what you possess, but much for what you are and what you can do. In the 
West honest work has never ceased to be honorable. With her rugged peo- 
ple the sweat of labor is a kingly crown. Wealth and position earned by 

onest toil and laudable endeavor are esteemed more than those acquired 
by the toil and effort of others. 

Thus in measuring up the characteristics of his own people he 
characterizes most effectually himself as one of the highest types 
of the development of that country. 

He was, early in his Congressional career, assigned to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands and to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. In the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands, of which he subsequently became chairman, he showed a 
deep interest and comprehensive thought and knowledge of the 
development and reclamation of those vast but rich areas of our 
public domain which are to-day barren, but which may be made 
fertile by irrigation and later become the homes of settlers and 
grow into fertile fields. 

As a member of the Rivers and Harbors Committee he has 
always been most earnest in his advocacy of the improvement, not 
only of the waterways of his own State, but of the entire Pacific 
coast. The large appropriations secured for such improvements 
in the recent Congresses can be largely traced to his ever-watchful 
care for the interests of the Pacific coast. 

The improvement of the Columbia River at its mouth and 
at The Dalles was one of the measures that was nearest his 
heart. He had stated that if he could secure a deep waterway 
in the Columbia River from The Dalles to the sea he would 
ask for no more honorable or enduring monument to his 
memory. 

He saw in the improvement of that river at its mouth the pre- 
cursor of a commerce which would invite the vessels of all na- 
tions to trade in the valleys of that great waterway and would 
add to the wealth and development of his State. 








2476 CONGRESSIONAL 


He saw immense possibilities in the improvement at The Dalles 


and the connecting of the Upper and Lower Columbia by a navi- | 


gable waterway which would tend to the development of the 
most fertile and productive, and, I might add, the largest, wheat- 
growing areas in the world, embracing eastern Oregon, eastern 
Washington, and western Idaho—an area larger than the States 
of New York and Pennsylvania combined—which is now largely 
awaiting the advantages to be derived by the improvement of The 
Dalles to make this large a’°a the home of millions of prosperous 


and happy people. Such were his dreams and his ambitions; to | 


such purpose he lent his every energy of mind and body. With him 
death came all too soon. His purposes were well formed, but 
the Grim Reaper took him before the harvest was fully ripe. 
Others will take up the work and carry on the projects, the 
foundations for which he has so securely laid. 

It was my sad duty, as one of the members of a committee, to 
accompany his remains from the city of Washington to their last 
resting place, in the State he so dearly loved. 


The love and veneration in which he was held were most amply | 
testified to by the people of the entire State as soon as we had en- | 
tered its borders. Every town and hamlet contributed its entire | 


quota of citizens, who stood along the track with bowed and 
uncovered heads and with sad faces to watch the passing of 
our train, bearing all that was left of the friend they loved and 
the statesman they had lost. 


In his own town, on the day of the funeral, thousands gathered | 


from all parts of the State. The governor, all of the State offi- 
cers, both branches of the legislature, the supreme court, and the 
judges of the various courts, together with other distinguished 


citizens of the State, were all there to testify to their love and | 
esteem and their realization of their bereavement. As many as | 


could gathered in the little church which he made hit Christian 
home almost from boyhood, while the sorrowing multitude stood 
along the street on the outside, heedless of the inclement weather, 
anxious only to show how keenly they felt the loss of their friend 
and their representative. 


Inside the little church, amidst a wealth of flowers, the old | 


pastor, with trembling voice and faltering words, spoke but the 
echo of all who had known Mr. ToNnGur during his lifetime. It 


was a touching scene, and one might well say that thrice blest is | 


the man who can thus live in a community and thus die, retain- 
ing always the respect, love, and esteem of all. 

We followed him to his last resting place in the little grove of 
pine trees outside of town and consigned him to mother earth in 
the valley of the Willamette, whose very soil he had enriched by 
his toil among the people who had watched his growth from boy- 
hood, who had watched him in his rising career, who had re- 
joiced with his success, and who had sorrowed with his family at 
the loss of their friend. 

The path he had trod from his young manhood to the last hour 
of his life was not one of ease and worldly pleasure. He courted 
contact with the stern realities, and matched his great abilities, 
his sturdy will, and tireless endeavor against the obstacles that 
might appall one less reliant. But all along that pathway are 
planted the flowers of friendship, of kindly and generous deeds, 
which have given out their sweet perfume to bless and gladden 


the lives of others, and which will continue to grow and shed | 


their fragrance in the years to come. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the uncertainty of our tenure 


of this house of clay was brought startlingly to the attention of | 


each of us with the passing of our friend and colleague in whose 
memory we are gathered to-day. One day in the enjoyment of 


usual health, busily engaged in the discharge of duty and looking | 


confidently forward to the realization of hopes and plans, and the 


next called from this scene of labor and endeavor to the quiet of the | 


grave and the untried experiences of the land beyond the border. 

It is best that it should be so; that the time of our going should 
be veiled in uncertainty; that there be no visible measure of the 
span of life, no fixed date of departure hence, for we are by this 
admonished toso liveand strive at all times that when our ** sum- 
mons come to join the innumerable caravan which moves unto 
thesilent halls of death ’’ we may be found like our departed friend, 
if not with our work and labor completed, at least our tasks so 
planned and wrought, that portion done so well done, that our life 
and labors shall present no loose and tangled ends, no ill-formed 
plans half executed, but so far as time was granted a perfect plan 
well wrought, the skeins and strands of life well in hand, the struc- 
ture of our hopes and aims so intelligently and securely reared 
that he who comes after may build with confidence on the founda- 
tions we have laid, and complete with assurance of harmony of 
plan with purpose the work we had begun. 

Tuomas H. TonGur was a doer of deeds, an earnest thinker, a 
faithful worker. Whatever he set his hand to do he did with his 
might. With him no task was trivial, no duty to be performed 
or responsibility laid was lightly esteemed or slightingly executed. 
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He was of those serious, sturdy natures to whom thoroughness 
and devotion to duty in every detail is a religion, almost a fetich. 
His industry and earnestness made him a valuable and effective 
member of this body and commanded the respect and admiration 
of his colleagues. In committee he was a power by reason of his 
mastery of the subjects to which he gave his attention and on the 
floor efficient by his earnertness and the intense conviction which 
was apparent in all his utterances. 

As is generally the case with deep and earnest natures, he was 
tender of heart and kindly of spirit, but these qualities he most 
discovered to those who were intimate with him, and particu- 
larly to those bound to him by ties of affection and kinship. He 
was a good husband, a loving and indulgent father, his family 
was ever dear to him as he to them, and their happiness and wel- 
fare was ever uppermost in his thoughts. 

And so one more name is added to the roll of faithful servants 
| of honest, earnest representatives of the people who have passed 
from the labors here to the rewards of faithful service hereafter. 
Those whose representative he was on this floor have lost an 
earnest champion and an effective advocate, the country a pains- 
taking and intelligent lawmaker, his friends a kindly companion, 
his family a loving guardian and a strong defender. 

His advice will be missed in counsel and his voice in debate, 
but his labors for his State and the nation and his helpful influ- 
ence in all things shall be neither lost nor forgotten. 

It is at once a most sobering and cheering thought that the in- 
fluence of our lives is never lost and that whatever else may be 
mortal and transitory our action and influence are immortal; 
| that the trains of causes that our words, thoughts, and deeds set 
in motion move ever onward and outward through the medium 
of mind and matter, beyond the shores of the narrow span we 
call time to the boundless shores of eternity. How all important, 
then, it is that, like our departed friend, all our acts and all 
our influences shall be for good, that through them we may live 
| through measureless distances and endless periods, to our ever- 
| lasting credit and the never-ending benefit of others. 





Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, how appropriate it is that on 
this Sabbath day, having rested from our usual vocations and 
| with no thought of legislation or suggestion of business, we 
| should here assemble for the purpose of paying our tribute to the 
| memory of one who respected the Sabbath day and kept it holy. 
On this day, when those who acknowledge allegiance to the great 
| Master of the Universe are wont to assemble and invoke His spirit 
| for their guidance and aid, we, the friends and colleagues of THomas 
| H. Tonaug, here assemble for the laudable purpose of doing 
| honor to the memory of one who honored this ae by being a 
| member of it, and whose noble and generous deeds in behalf of 
| his country, his State, his people, and his family will ever be 
cherished in the memory of those who knew him. 

For over forty-four years Tuomas H. Toneur had been a resi- 
dent of the State of Oregon. His parents were among those 
sturdy pioneers who in the early day made their way into the 
valley of the Willamette, where they builded for themselves a 
home in the wilderness. Our late colleague was then a boy of 
tender years, but from that time to the day of his death he la- 
bored with all his strength and all his energy for the develop- 
ment of that splendid section of our common country. In due 
time he completed a college and law course and commenced the 
practice of his profession. Always faithful in the discharge of 
every duty, he won the confidence of his neighbors and the peo- 
ple of his State, and gradually he was advanced from one posi- 
| tion to another until in the election of 1896 he was chosen as 
Representative from the First district of Oregon to the National 
Congress. 

That he retained the confidence and esteem of his people is evi- 
denced by the ever-increasing majorities which he received at the 
elections which returned him to the Fifty-sixth and Fifty-seventh 
Congresses and also to the Fifty-eighth. While I had the honor 
of knowing him in a general way during the Fifty-fifth Congress, 
it was not until the Fifty-sixth Congress that, by reason of having 
been assigned to the same committee with him, that of Rivers and 
Harbors, I came to know him more intimately. The Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors in the discharge of its duties knows neither 
partisanship nor sectionalism. Hence its members become closely 
attached to each other and work together most harmoniously. 

Those who served with Mr. TonNGuE on that committee know 
how faithfully he studied every proposition; how carefully he 
protected the Public Treasury from unwise expenditure, and how 
zealously he strove for those things which he believed to be right 
and just. His other committee assignments gave him exceptional 
opportunity to advance and protect the interests of his section of 
the country, and he always availed himself of every legitimate op- 
—— to work for those things which would be of benefit not 
only to the whole country, but to the State which in part he had 
the honor to represent. 
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I am told that he was always very attentive to departmental | And there we left him. Left him with those with whom and for 
duties, and we know that on the floor of this House he was | whom he had so long labored. Left him with those whom he 
always faithful in attendance, watchful of legislation, and as | loved and those whom he had served. Te them his lifeless clay 


ready always to support a good measure as to defeat a vicious 


| 


belongs, but the splendid achievements he had wrought for his 


one. Knowing all this, it is hard for us to realize that his work | people and for his country belong not alone tothe people of Hills- 


was finished and that the time had come for him to rest from his 
labors. Yet it is not for us to question, it is not for us to doubt. 
He who rules the universe and determines all things had thus 
ordained, and we can not believe that the book of his life was 
closed until the accounts were fully balanced. Him whom our 
friend believed in called him hence, and as he had faithfully fol- 
lowed the Master in this life he was ready to answer ‘* Here am 
I’’ when the summons came. 

In our weakness and frailty we can not understand why he who 
seemed so well and strong, so full of life and energy, so able and 
willing to serve his people and his country, should be called away 
atsucha time andsosuddenly. Yet some day we will understand, 
‘for now we see through a glass, darkly; but then face to face: 
now we knowin part; then we shall know even as weare known.”’ 

On Sunday, January 11, 1903, at the very hour when at his home 
his family and friends were wont to attend on divine service, he, 
at the capital city, where his duty called him, and surrounded 
only by a portion of his family, was summoned, almost without 
warning, into the presence of his Maker. Verily may it be said 
of him, as was said by Napoleon of a certain soldier of France, 
‘*He died on the field of honor.”’ 

We who were selected by the Congress of the United States to 
act as escort to his remains, performed that duty to the best of 
our ability. ; 

On Monday evening, the day following his death, we com- 
menced that long,sad journey. With those members of his fam- 
ily who were here we traveled to the west. For five days that 
journey continued. By night and by day we traveled over plains, 
across rivers, and through mountain passes. Back over the same 
route by which he had so lately come, in the strength of his man- 
hood, to discharge the obligations imposed upon him by his peo- 
ple, we now bore his lifeless remains. Down through that sec- 
tion ‘‘ where rolls the Oregon and hears no sound save its own 
dashing ’’ we bore him. 

Past The Dalles and the Cascades, the Falls of Multnomah, and 
the Bridal Veil, through the metropolis city of his State, the city 
in whose splendid commercial and industrial development he took 
such pride, and where those who knew his worth came in large 
numbers to join us, we journeyed, and finally out to Hillsboro, 
his home, we took him. There, just as the shades of night were 
falling, just as the clouds of darkness were settling o’er the earth 
and when even the very air seemed heavy with sorrow, and the 
raindrops fell as falls the tears of affection upon a loved one’s 
bier, we gave over to his fraternal companions and brothers the 
lifeless remains of our late colleague, while his children, whom 
we had likewise accompanied, were tenderly received into the 
arms of friends and neighbors and escorted to that home where 
the sorely stricken wife and mother waited their return. 

On the following day, Sunday, the funeral services were held. 
The remains were first taken to the county court-house, where as 
a young lawyer Mr. ToNnGvgE had first pleaded the cause of justice, 
and where in the practice of his profession he had won victories 
for truth and right, and there the public were given an oppor- 
tunity to gaze for the last time upon the face of their representa- 
tive and friend. 

That he was honored by the people and loved by his neighbors 
was evidenced by the large concourse of people who assembled on 
that occasion. e governor and the leading officers of the State 
were there. Nearly all the members of both branches of the leg- 
islature were there. The societies of which he had been a faith- 
ful and useful member, the Masons, the Odd Fellows, the 
Knights of Pythias, attended in large delegations, each member 
wearing the badge of mourning and each feeling he had indeed 
lost a brother. 

The floral decorations were most beautiful, ranging from large 
set pieces to the smallest bouquet, and came alike from the rich 
and poor, evidence of the love and affection which all the people 
had for him, 

The services proper were held in the Methodist Church, of which 
Mr. Toneve had for years been a member, and were conducted 
by Ss of the different churches of the village. The prayer 
was Offered by Rev. Cline, a former pastor of the church and an 
intimate friend of the family, and the principal address was de- 
livered by Dr. Rockwell, of Portland, who also had long been a 
personal friend of the deceased and of his family. 

At the conclusion of the services at the church the remains were 
taken to the cemetery. There, just as the sun was sinking and 
as twilight came about us, beneath the shadow of the pine and 
fir, and almost within view of the place which had for so long been 
his home, his remains, according to the beautiful burial service 
of the Masonic order, were consigned to their last resting place. 


| 





boro, but as well to the State of Oregon and to the country, and 
— those who knew and appreciated his worth mourn his 
death. 

The people of Hillsboro lost a good neighbor and faithful friend, 
an industrious and active citizen. The State of Oregon lost a 
man who, by reason of his ability and experience, was eminently 
qualified to care for its interests and advance its welfare, and the 
nation lost a public servant whose breadth of mind and consci- 
entious study made him one of its most useful legislators. 

But there are some who by reason of his death have suffered a 
still greater loss. The home circle, which to him was ever the 
center of all his earthly affections, has been broken. The aged 
parents have lost the care and protection of a dutiful son. His 
children have lost a kind-hearted and loving parent, and she who 
for so many years had been the object of his tenderest care and 
solicitude has lost a true and devoted husband. 

Within the sacred portals of that home, now the abode of sor- 
row and affliction, we would not intrude. Words of comfort and 
consolation from practical strangers are of but little avail, yet we 
venture out of our sincere sympathy to offerthem. To the broken- 
hearted widow it may seem now asif there was no ray of light 
from out the future, yet ‘‘ He who doeth all things well”’ has said 
to those so sorely afflicted, ‘‘ I will not leave thee nor forsake thes.”’ 
Left to comfort, sustain, and protect her are the children of her 
family, manly sons and queenly, loving daughters, who will ever 
do their utmost to take the place of the one who has gone on before. 
Upon their strong arms she can lean for support until finally wak- 
ing on the other shore she will find stretched out to greet her the 
come of him who for so many years sheltered and protected her 

ere. 

In that romance of early Indian Oregon the author of the 
‘* Bridge of the Gods”’ has beautifully expressed the thought of 
that union hereafter when referring to the unchangeableness of 
the mighty Columbia, which, notwithstanding constant and 
continuous change in other things, still flows onward, ever 
onward, to the sea. He says, ‘‘ Generation after generation, 
daring hunter, ardent discoverer, silent Indian—all the shadowy 
peoples of the past have sailed its waters as we sail them, have 
lived perplexed and haunted by mystery as we live, have gone 
out into the Great Darkness with hearts full of wistful doubt and 
questioning, as we go; and still the river holds its course, bright, 
beautiful, inscrutable. It stays; we go. Is there anything be- 
yond the darkness into which generation follows generation and 
race follows race? Surely there is an after life, where light and 
peace shall come to all who, however defeated, have tried to be 
true and loyal; where the burden shall be lifted and the heart- 
ache shall cease; when all the love and hope that slipped away 
from us here shall be given back to us again and given back for- 


ever.”’ 


Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Speaker, when the announcement was 
made on Sunday, January 11 last, that our colleague, the Hon. 
Tomas H,. Tonavue, had suddenly expired at his place of resi- 
dence in this city, it cast a gloom over his friends and all of his 
associates who had known him well. Death came to him with- 
out warning and as suddenly as ‘‘the twinkling of the eye.’’ 
Although at the time the partner of his bosom, his beloved wife, 
was absent at their home in the far distant West, he had a son 
and daughter present to tenderly care for him. 

To those whose lives have not been lived with virtue and charity 
as prescribed by the standard of the Christian, the sudden and 
unexpected approach of the ‘‘ dread messenger ’’ must come with 
horror and with awe. But when death knocks at the door of one 
who has lived in peace with his God and his fellow-man, who has 
practiced the sublime tenets of the Golden Rule and discharged his 
duty to society by a clean and honorable life, we can but know 
that his approach must be greeted with calm solemnity and rev- 
erential regard, for the peace and resignation of the true Chris- 
tian betokens this fact and is a blessed assurance thereof. So it 
must have been with our distinguished departed friend on his 
es to his eternal journey, that ‘‘ dull, mysterious exodus of 

eath.”’ 

My acquaintance with him began in the Fifty-sixth Congress, 
but it was not until the present Congress, when he was made 
chairman of the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, that I 
learned to know him well. I found him ever a sincere, honest, 
patient, painstaking, and courteous companion, who always con- 
scientiously discharged every duty devolving upon him, but spe- 
cially made his legislative work a matter of first importance, to 
which every other duty must yield. 
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He rarely addressed the House, but when any pending legisla- 
tion affecting his people or his section claimed his attention, he 
always spoke with a clearness and directness and with such true 
sincerity of purpose that he at once secured and held the atten- 
tion of his colleagues—a power which few members possess. 

I was one of the funeral escort that accompanied his remains 
to his far-distant home, near the Pacific coast. 

Over the dreary plains and prairies, along the banks of the 
beautiful and historic Columbia, whose legends he was so wont 
to relate, we patiently bore him until we reached his home in the 
land of the setting sun, where we tenderly gave him to his sor- 
rowing family and friends; and there all that was mortal of our 
esteemed colleague was laid in the tomb, where he will rest in the 
beautiful valley of the Willamette until resurrection morn. 

Tuomas H. TonNGUE must have been a rare man, for no ordi- 
nary man could have had paid to him the tribute of love and re- 
spect which was tendered his mortal remains. Unusual public 
and civic honors were shown him, and the attendant ceremonies 
would have befitted the demise of an exalted ruler. Not only 
his neighbors at his home in the town of Hillsboro but friends 
from distant parts of the State of Oregon came to pay tribute of 
respect to his memory. 

Both branches of the legislature of his State came from the 
capital to show him reverence, those bodies having adjourned in 
his honor. The members of the supreme court were present to 
share in the sorrow. To show him respect came from the city of 
Portland many of its best citizens, irrespective of political affilia- 
tions; and the society of Odd Fellows, Masons, Pythians, and 
other orders of which he was an honored member attended the 
funeral ina body. All churches united in their services at his 
funeral. So great an outpouring of all classes is seldom seen, 
showing esteem and respect to the memory of their fellow-man; 
but such honors were richly deserved by the able and efficient 
legislator, the pure and honorable man, and the faithful public 
servant that he was. 

Our friend was of *‘ faithful English blood.” ‘‘ No persecution 
merciless and blind drove over the sea, that desert desolate,’’ this 
man and his family, as was the lot of many of the first and early 
settlers of the Eastern coast. Attracted by the tempting allure- 
ments of the fertile land of the West, to better their fortunes came 
his parents and settled in the splendid valley of the Willamette. 
Reared in the school of the pioneer, he received that strong and 
sturdy training which develops character and self-reliance. He 
grew to manhood imbued with the best thoughts and aspirations 
of a liberty-loving American and impressed by the environments 
of a section rich in fertility as well as in story and in lore. 

By his lofty character and his devction to duty he became thor- 
oughly embedded in the confidence of his people. He lived a life 
of rectitude and died with the genuine regret of his colleagues 
and his fellow-countrymen. If I were asked what were his most 
striking characteristics displayed in his intercourse with his fel- 
low-members of Congress, I should say honesty and a thorough 
dedication of himself to duty—as a great dramatist calls it, ‘‘ the 
modesty of fearful duty.” 

In this world, if we conduct ourselves so as to justly merit the 
esteem and confidence of our fellow-men, and establish a char- 
acter for sterling integrity, for lofty patriotism, for unswerving 
loyalty to duty and the possession of Christian principles, we will 
not have lived our lives in vain. Such was the conduct and such 
the character of the late Hon. THomas H. TonGus, and his chil- 
dren and his children’s children may delight in the possession of 
this rich heritage which he has so surely transmitted to them. 


Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, as a Representative in part, 
upon this floor, from one of the Pacific coast States, I feel it my 
duty to bear testimony to the high character, worth, and ability 
of the late Taomas H. TonGUE, whose sudden death so shocked 
the membership of this House and brought poignant grief to his 
family, his friends, and a deep feeling of almost irreparable loss 
to the State of Oregon. 

As disclosed by the Congressional Directory, Taomas H. Tonaur 
was one of 16 members elected to this House of the Fifty-seventh 
Congress who was of foreign birth and parentage. Notwith- 
standing his foreign birth, however, he was an intense American 
in the highest sense of the word, His parents in his early life 
came to this country and settled in Oregon, where he was edu- 
cated, and where he achieved his success. 

Mr. TONGUE was intensely — to the State of Oregon, to the 
Pacific coast,and tothe West. This loyalty, however, was neither 
narrow nor sectional. He believed most firmly that whatever 
was beneficial to the nation was beneficial as well to the Pacific 
coast and to the West. He had no sympathy nor patience with 
those who advocated that a policy beneficial to the East was an- 
tagonistic to the welfare of the West, and his votes upon this 
floor exemplify this belief, and yet, at the same time, he zealously 

ility and success, promoted and 


and loyally, and with signal a 
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protected, by his course in this body, the true interests of his con- 
stituency and of his State. 

Mr. TONGUE, immediately upon his admission to the bar in the 
year 1870, began the practice of law at Hillsboro. He was un- 
usually successful, achieving a high standing at the bar of his 
State, a bar numbering among its members some of the great 
legal lights of our country. Hillsboro is a small town of about 
fifteen hundred inhabitants. It is not far from Portland, the 
metropolis of Oregon. and although his reputation as a lawyer 
was such that he could probably have removed to the larger field 
of Portland, where undoubtedly he would have been accorded 
immediate recognition, still his love for and loyalty to the com- 
munity in which he had achieved his successes were so great that 
the thought of removing did not appeal to him. Before his death 
he had plans drawn for the erection of a building in Hillsboro, in 
which he hoped to maintain a thoroughly modern law office. His 
life is an exemplification of the fact that as great success can be 
achieved in the small rural communities as in the more congested 
centers of population. 

In this rural community his life work, outside of that accom- 
plished in this Hall, was wrought. Here his material interests 
were centered. In addition to his long and active career asa law- 
yer he found time to engage in agricultural pursuits and in the 
raising of live stock. He was a great lover of the horse—the 
noblest of all animals. He bred and raised some of the best trot- 
ting stock in Oregon. His interest and pride in this avocation 
was simply because of his love for this noble beast. 

His work as a member of this body during the Fifty-fifth, 
Fifty-sixth, and Fifty-seventh Congresses is well known to usall. 
Literally speaking, he died in harness, at the very height of his 
usefulness, and in his death the State of Oregon loses a useful, 
loyal, and experienced Representative, and this House a conserva- 
tive, painstaking member, and many of us a true friend. 

He is survived by his aged father and mother, loving wife, 
five beautiful daughters, and two manly sons. To them his 
sudden demise is a cruel blow; yet this obedient son, this loving 
husband, this kindly father, left an example to them which time 
in its course, let us hope, may temper the grief which now seems 
almost inconsolable. 

As one of and with those appointed by the Speaker of this 
House to accompany the remains of our late colleague to his final 
resting place, and in the presence of hundreds of his neighbors 
and friends, we laid him in that land described by Joaquin Mil- 


ler as— 
The mist-kissed shores of Oregon. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, Ican hope to add little to 
the eloquent and touching tributes which have to-day been paid 
to the memory of Tuomas H. Tonaur. Those who knew him 
well and intimately have told the story of his public life, of his 
long and faithful service to the people of his State and country. 
And yet I feel that I must speak at least briefly of my own sense 
of personal loss and of the esteem I had for one who by ability and 
unflagging industry had made himself an honored an useful mem- 
ber of this House. 

His sudden death was so great a shock to me that I can hardly 
yet realize that he has gone; that a life so full of usefulness and 
promise has ended. He was at the very height of that usefulness 
when the summons came. Had he been permitted to live no one 
who knew of the faithfulness with which he had served the peo- 
ple of his State and of their firm and abiding confidence in him 
could doubt that he would have continued in the public service 
for many years, and would Lave been called to positions of still 
greater honor and responsibility. It is not to be wondered at that 
the ea of Oregon sincerely mourn the loss of one who worked 
with all his strength for their interests, who had for so many 
years stood that most satisfactory of all tests, the test of service, 
and had not been found wanting. 

It is my good fortune to have served upon the same committee 
with him for four years. The long weeks and months spent in 
the committee room in the preparation of great appropriation 
bills afford an unusual ee to form a clear and just es- 
timate of the character and worth of a man. The hearty trib- 
utes to which you have just listened show the respect and regard 
in which Mr. TonGuE was held by those who have been so inti- 
mately associated with him in the public service. They have 
borne testimony to an honest admiration for sterling qualities 
and devotion to duty. 

He was attentive to business and showed so thorough a knowl- 
edge of commercial conditions and the needs of the country that 
we always derived profit from listening to his views. Ready at 
all times to fight for the interests of his State, he was nevertheless 
broad minded and liberal in his views, and did not seek to ad- 
vance the welfare of his own part of the country by sacrificing 
that of another section. In the committee room of the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors there is a sincere purpose to eliminate 
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party lines and sectional lines in the consideration of projects 
which are designed to promote the interests of our common coun- 
try. With that ae Mr. TONGUE was in hearty accord and 


never permitted his actions to be governed by narrow prejudice. 
As a member of that committee, I esteem it a privilege to be per- 
mitted to give public expression, inadequate though it be, to my 
appreciation of his faithfulness and my realization of the loss to 
the public service caused by his untimely death. 

‘About two years ago I had the pleasure of visiting his home 
and meeting many of his friendsand neighbors. I am glad I had 
that opportunity to witness the regard in which he was held by 
those among whom he had lived for so many years. Their pride 
in him was very evident; that they looked on him as a tried and 
true friend was clear. After all there is no success in life which 
can bring to a man the happiness which comes from the friend- 
ship and approval of his home folks. That he had in such full 
measure as to amply compensate him for all the years of hard 
work and untiring effort. 

The sorrow which has befallen his family is very great, and I 
do not want to close without a word of tender and sincere sym- 

thy for them. His friends here are mourning with them. 

uring the years which are to come they can not fail to find 
comfort in the memory of his distinguished life, characterized so 
signally by love for the State and country he had served so well. 
He has gone from us, but he was so full of life I can not think of 
him as dead. 


There are no dead; we fall asleep 

To waken where they never weep. 
We close our eyes to pain and sin, 
Our breath ebbs out, but life flows in. 


Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, in the sudden 
death of Mr. THomas H. ToNGvue we realize fully the words of 
the Scripture that ‘‘in the midst of life we are in death,’’ and 
that death comes ‘‘ like a thief in the night.’’ His death was per- 
haps the most sudden of any of our members in the present Con- 
gress. I sawhim only three days before his death in the office of 
the Chief of Engineers, where I was transacting some business in 
connection with the committee of which he also was a member. 
Recalling that I*had seen him there only three a before, ap- 
parently so well and hearty, I could not realize the fact when 
informed on Sunday morning that he was dead. 

I was one of those appointed to attend his funeral, to take 
that long journey across the continent from one ocean to the 
other—nearly 3,300 miles—and it was a melancholy satisfaction 
to accompany him on that last earthly journey. I will not at- 
tempt to describe it to you. That has been done already in most 
eloquent language by three of the gentlemen who have preceded 
me. I wish to say, however, that I think it is a beautiful custom 
which this House observes—thgt of sending a guard of honor to 
escort the remains of our deceased brothers to their last resting 

lace when they die here at the post of duty. It is certainly as 
ittle as we can do. 

Mr. TONGUE was exceedingly popular in his district. It was a 
district normally Republican by three to four thousand majority. 
But his majority at the last election was 7,318. When he first 
ran,in 1896, there was a fusion between the Populists and the 
Democrats, and his defeat by fully 1,000 majority was in ad- 
vance conceded. He won by a majority of 65. At the next 
election he swelled that majority to 2,090. In 1900 he swelled it 
to 3,100, and in 1902 it reached 7,318. Think how eloquently 
these figures speak—65 majority in 1896 increased to a majority 
of 7,318 in 1902, and that in a district which, as I have said, was 
normally Republican by not more than 3,500 majority. The ma- 
jority to which Mr. Toneur thus attained speaks in thunder 
tones of the work and worth of the man. 

He was quite as popular with Democrats as with Republicans. 
I was told by a distinguished Democrat of the city of Portland— 
an old, gray-headed man, standing by the bier of Mr. TonauE— 
that he had always supported Tuomas H. Tonevur; that party cut 
no figure with him when it came to voting for suchaman. He 
said that Mr. TonGuE was the r man’s friend, the man who 
could always be relied upon to fight the cause of the poor at all 
times and in all places. These simple words coming from a vener- 
able man, prominent as a Democrat, spoke to me more eloquently 
of his true worth and splendid character than a volume of com- 
monplaces. 

There were many factional differences in Mr. Tonaur’s district 
and State, but with rare good judgment he managed to keep 
friendly with both sides. Yet he was a man who never shirked 
any matter of principle, but always drove straight ahead for what 
was right. 

_ He had friends in both factions, and that is proved by the 
immense majorities he received in his recent elections. When 
the Senatorial fight began, which has just closed in Oregon. Mr. 
TONGUE was urgently solicited by a number of his friends to 
become a candidate. They insisted that he had never taken 


part in the factional fights of his State, that he had friends on 
both sides, and the strongest chance of winning. He felt, how- 
ever, that his candidacy would jeopardize the interests of men 
who had been loyal to him in the past, and he declined positively 
to have anything to do with that contest. 

When the agitation respecting the Spanish war first started, Mr. 
TONGUE bitterly opposed the thought of war, and when the Maine 
was blown up in Habana Harbor he was extremely anxious that 
there should be a careful investigation before any declaration of 
war. He was a natural conservative and abhorred hasty action. 
When, however, hostilities were once declared, the Government 
had no stronger supporter thanhe. He did his utmost by counsel 
and advice to raise regiments in his own State, and though he 
never posed in Congress as an orator, yet when an attack was 
made, or what he deemed to be an attack, upon the regiments 
from his State and from other portions of the country, he raised 
his voice in language which to meis extremely eloquent. I donot 
think I can say anything better of him than to read here and put 
on record again the language used by him on that occasion. He 
was discussing the Second Oregon and its experiences in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and in part he said: 


The quality of the men who composed the Second Oregon was indicated 
by a brief order of General Wheaton at Melinto: ‘Orderly, overtake those 
Oregon greyhounds on the road to Polo and order them to Melinto. Go 
mounted, or you will never catch them.” When, after the glorious victory 
at Malabon, General Wheaton was asked, ‘‘ Where are your regulars?” he 
pointed to the Second Oregon, saying, “There are my regulars.” A volume 
would not record the heroic deeds of those boys. At Malabon those brave 
young soldiers charged across the open rice fields, upon which they left many 

ead and wounded, in the face of a murderous fire from an entrenched foe 
and planted the Stars and Stripes upon the fortification of a defeated enemy. 
No veterans the world ever saw showed more cool, steady, and determined 
courage than the boys of the Second Oregon in that magnificent conflict. 

Like true heroes they rose equal to their opportunities and the occasion, 
met every emergency, responded to every demand, discharged every duty, 
laughed at every danger, and left behind them a record of heroic achieve- 
ments never excelled in any land or in any age. Notonly the State of Ore- 
Fon, not — their own country, but their race should be proud ef such men. 

heir record proves what humanity can and will achieve, what it can and 
will suffer, when duty calls for great suffering or great achievement. 


Then, as though anticipating his own death, he gave utterance 
to these beautiful words respecting those Oregon *‘ greyhounds ”’ 
who had died on the field of battle: 


A word for the heroicdead. They have performed the noblestand sublim- 
est act it is given to humanity to achieve; they have given their lives for their 
country. Theirs were not lives nearing their close, worn-out with dissipa- 
tion, broken with toil, devoid of hope, their cup of happiness drained to the 
dregs, and nothing left worth living for. Theirs were lives at the beginning, 
unspent, everything to hope, everything to achieve, everything to live for. 
Before the prime of manhood had been reached their life’s work had been 
done and well done. Their rest will be eternal, their famesecure. For those 
who returned, full of hope and full of honor, life holds many temptations 
and many dangers; the rest and as they crave may not be theirs. 

Hope may turn to disappointment; the honors they have so proudly won 
may be sullied; we hope and pray not. The fame and honor of no man is 
safe this side of the grave. But the fame of these heroic men, ‘‘dead on the 
field of honor,” is secure. Their honor will be forever unsullied, their mem- 
ory will be like sweet perfume. They have received and are wearing their 
crown, and no power on earth or in heaven will pluck it from their brows. 


On Fame’s eternal camping ground 
Their silent tents are spread, 

And Glory guards with solemn round 
The bivouac of the dead. 

Like the brave men so beautifully eulogized, he, too, gave his 
life for his country, and his fame, ‘‘ dead on the field of honor,’’ 
is secure. We all mourn his untimely end, and point to his use- 

| ful, well-spent life with honest pride and satisfaction. Such men 
| as he have made of America the greatest nation on earth, and as 
| long as she continues to produce them her destiny is safe. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, this Congress has furnished an 
unprecedented record in the number of its members who have 
been taken away. Their departure has brought death very near 
to every one of us. It is hardly a poetic exaggeration to say— 

Men drop so fast ere life’s midstage we tread, 
Few know so many friends alive as dead. 

Yet in their loss there is a priceless heritage for us. It teaches, 
in the first place, how fleeting must be a legislative career at best; 
and in that broader aspect of its influence upon the country 
death smoothens asperities, it destroys animosities, it buries for- 
| ever sectional distrust. It admonishes us to think less of party 
and of State and more of the country and of humanity. 

No death was more sudden or unexpected than that of Taomas 
H. Tonevue. In the evening he was conversing pleasantly with 
his son and with his daughter. On the morrow he was cold in 
death. Swiftly following constant messages of love and of hope 
to his father and mother, his wife and children on the far-off Pa- 
cific coast, came the telegraphic message, like a cloud in the clear 
sky. announcing his death. 

His life was essentially that of a pioneer. He went to Oregon 
before its admission as a State; twelve years before a railway had 
been constructed withinm:its borders; at a time when this great 
Commonwealth, now numbering more than 400,000 people, had 
less than 50,000; when Portland, now a prosperous and growing 
metropolis, was little more than a struggling village. 











His early surroundings inured him to toil and adversity. No 
royal road to success was before him, but the very obstacles with 
which he had to contend stimulated those mighty hopes that | 
make men great. 

He was essentially a product of the country, and, just as rural 
surroundings furnish a clearer physical air, so they furnish a 
clearer moral atmosphere, and they exercised a very prominent 
influence upon his life work. He would be called a lawyer, but | 
he was interested as well in farming and in public affairs. He | 
was in touch with a great multitude of people and a great variety 
of interests, so that the simpler phases of life combined with | 
those enterprises and interests which are regarded as greater and | 
more important. He came to Washington all untried and un- 
known. It was necessary for him to learn the rules and to famil- 
iarize himself with the complicated methods in which business is 
transacted. But so far as regards honesty and patriotism he had | 
no need of any lessons. These were implanted in him in the be- 
ginning, and he furnished an illustration of the fact that for a | 
career in Congress that equipment which is most needed and | 
which in the long run must tell most powerfully is conscience | 
and regard for duty. His legislative career, though not long, 
nevertheless has its monuments. He was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands at the time when that very 
important innovation was adopted, by which the Central Govern- 
ment undertakes the reclamation of vast tracts of desert lands. 
His name will be inseparably linked with this measure, under 
which millions of acres will be added to the national domain of | 
arable lands, which it is hoped will furnish additional oppor- 
tunity and additional prosperity to our common country. 

As a member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors his first 
solicitude was for his State and for the Pacific coast; but, like all 
others, he came to realize the importance of those broader re- 
sponsibilities and duties which cause a man to lay hold upon all 
the interests of this great country. 
tance of improved methods of internal communication, recognized 
how much the growth of the country depends upon the develop- 
ment of our ports and inland waterways, and, while conservative 
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and careful, he favored that liberal policy which made him a 


strong supporter of improvements of this nature. 

As regards the personal consideration and esteem in which he 
was held, the opimion of his colleagues can be best expressed by 
some resolutions adopted on the day following his death, which 
were in these words: 

We, the member? of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House 
of Representatives of the Congress of the United States, assembled at the 
Capitol, this 12th day of January, 1908, desire in the most earnest wa 

ress our sense of Joss at the death of our esteemed associate, Hon. 

. Toneue, of Oregon, who died at his residence in Washington, January 11, 


1908. 
We each and all further desire to bear testimony to his splendid ability, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 






He recognized the impor- | 
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typical of the great Western surroundings which nursed and 
energized hisambitions. He represented, in part, a State through 
which courses mighty rivers flowing on to a limitless sea. Its 
valleys are rich and beautiful, while its mountains are wrapped 


| in the shrouds of the storm. These are the scenes which inspired 
| the farmer boy and gave to his mind the ambition to make his 
| own land fulfill the lordly conditions for which nature had created 


it. 
could but do his part. 


This to him was the art, the duty, of the legislator. One man 
Diversified interests, dissimilar toils, make 


| the Republic’s glory. The country may well suffer the omissions 


growing out of too much loyalty to local interests. 

But while Mr. TONGUE was an ardent advocate of the particular 
interests of his State, upon the varied questions engaging public 
thought he showed an enlightenment brought from the mine of re- 
search and study. He was studious, careful, and painstaking. 
Yet his knowledge was not all confined to the principles he gath- 


| ered from books; that greater teacher, Nature, had unloosed her 


gt vey clasps and from her infinite variety had inspired the love 
whic 

Finds tongues in trees, books in running brooks, 

Sermons in stones, and good in everything. 

The towering mountains about him echoed the truths of Sinai, 
and inspired the early faith in which he lived and died a Chris- 
tian. He sought not the loud way to fame. Diffidence was so 
much a part of his character that he shrank from the crowd. His- 
tory had undoubtedly taught him how, in some olden time, men 
fought their way to savage renown; how song was once inspired 
by the fame of barbaric deeds, and legend sought only to preserve 
their memorials. Yet he looked upon a fame more enduring; not 
so much upon that which might blazon a name, but upon that by 
which good deeds are consecrated to immortality. He was satis- 
fied with the capes which should come from the little good 


| contributed to the growth of a State. 
Fidelity to particular interests promotes these p a 
these essentials he fought bravely, he accomplished well. Unas- 


suming, he sought to add tothe greater glory of the Republic 
by enhancing the pride, the reverence, the gratitude of one of its 
parts. He augmented that great Western development which 
will lead to the time when the burden of empire will change, ful- 
filling the poetic eines that ‘‘ Westward the star of empire 
takes its way.”’ The little achievements, minute as they are in 
design, contribute to the ultimate purposes of national life, and 





to ex- | 


nomas | ing of the West. 


the motives which impel them are as sublime as if they had in- 
spired the thoughts that shake the universe. 

Mr. TONGUE might truthfully be called a pioneer in the upbuild- 
In 1859, at the age of 15 years, he settled in 
the county of Washington, Oreg., the place which was to witness 
his trials and struggles and which he was to behold, emerging 


great earnestness, and indefatigable industry. Asa member of thiscommit- | from frontier and border life into busy cities with quickening 


tee he was untiring in his efforts and exhibited profound comprehension of | impulses, the changes which n 


the commercial necessities of our country. We recognize him as one who 
earnestly labored for his constituency and, in a most patriotic way, for his 
country. His genial companionship endeared him to al! of us, and in his sud- 
den death we feel a great personal loss. The State of Oregon and the coun- 
try at large have lost a valuable, honest, and capable representative. 

Resolved, That this expression of our esteem for him and of our sense of 

rsonal loss be spread upon the records of this committee and a copy thereof 
Be presented to his family. 

We can say of him that he was our friend, faithful and just to 
us; but if our personal loss is great, how much greater must be 
the loss and how much keener the sorrow of the father and 
mother, each more than fourscore, whose hope he was; of the 
beloved wife, who heard the sudden news of his death; of the sons 
and daughters, to whom he gave his constant solicitude and af- 
fection? Our words can not beadequate to express our sympathy 
for them or to describe the magnitude of their bereavement. 

With this poor tribute, we must bid him farewell. We leave 
his mortal remains in the cemetery of the little village where he 
always loved to dwell. There let the low winds over mountain 
and valley die down to a — in his memory. In his life 
work, although he was cut off before his career had reached its 
full fruition of accomplishment, there is nevertheless an inspira- 
tion and an example which will be like a flower of perennial 
bloom to all those who knew him, because of his faithful, consci- 
entious, brave service for his State and for his country. 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker. eulogy should never become ful- 
some, yet it is right to speak of those essentials which select men 
to play more than ordinary characters in the drama of life and to 
become a part of the public events of their time and country. If 


spirit of these surroundings. 
| 


inspire men with unbounded 
His life and energy partook of the 
Theimposing character of the silent 
woods and the rushing streams led to a thousand prophecies in- 
dulged by youth and ambition, wrapping in dreams the shapes of 
the future. Yet life there was not alla dreamland. To have re- 
ceived an education in the West at that time required arduous 
devotion to study which took time from the realities surrounding 
life and stole blissful moments from alluring scenes, too apt to 
| break into the method required for mental discipline. However, 
| life in the pathless woods did much to shape his better thoughts. 
Early impressions—the impressions of the boy—remain for- 
| ever, and in his older and sublimer musings man will turn to the 
| first teachings of solitude. People flocked to the far West in 
early times; it was a marvelous land where men could throw off 
| restraint and where the human heart itself was the only guide in 
| the wild pulsations of border life. Out of this grew a new order 
| which history had not foretold, a society which, without the re 
straint of law, bound license within the narrow confines of right 
and conscience and made one of the remarkable epochs of civili- 
zation—a life whose characters are immortalized by the verse of 
Bret Harte, in whose finer touches the truth may be found how 
within the rugged exterior the heart will move on, creating for 
itself the law of self-restraint. 
Mr. TONGUE was chairman of the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands in the Fifty-seventh Congress. This committee re- 
| ported a bill providing for a utilization of waste waters upon 
| arid and semiarid lands by the expenditure of revenues from the 
| sale of the public domain. This measure is calculated to evolve 


hope in the future destiny. 










@ man in public life leaves a memory which may be cherished by | from nature economic forces sufficient to supply unborn millions 
a community, he has done much to preserve the principles which.| with toil and sustenance. With the other members of this com- 
make republics immortal. His achievements are necessarily con- | mittee, Mr. TonGuk worked patiently upon this measure until it 
tracted to the circumstances of his life,and while exceptional men | was perfected, though surrounded at times by a hostility that 
may extend to a wider fame, yet it is doubtful if even they could | thonght it saw special favors in a public measure of great mag- 
not have accomplished more of good by confining their talents to | nitude. 
their communities. While the West has a history of romance, history has not yet 
The life and character of the late THomas H. Toneus were ' written her greatest achievements. It has been by the persistent 
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early workers that it has been known. If a Representative be- 
comes more insistent in the West than seems consistent with 
ordinary duty, it is for the reason that it must needs be so. In- 
dividual efforts must achieve what in other places it is imme- 
morial custom to do. Itis hard to give up the old for the new, 
and men around whom cluster the traditions of centuries look 
with alarm upon the things which take shape from the new fancies 
flitting from woods but half explored. These throw an embar- 
rassment around a Western member. Yet, withal, Mr. ToNaur 
was a successful legislator, and began improvements in his dis- 
trict with which his name wi!l be associated. 

Physically he was not strong, yet in him hope rose triumphant 
above life’s frailties, and with hope sprang glorious cities and 
mighty commerce to crown the West in his own day and time. 
All of the creations of the young mind were long ago fulfilled and 
the magic visions which peopled the sunlit valleys became real. 
He loved the West, and readin her sunset prophecies the destinies 
of peoples yet to be. He was part of the events of a great time, 
and was a member of a Congress which took upon itself the solemn 
obligations of a war, and with war the untold obligations to a 
more extended humanity. 

The doubts with which it was brought have passed away, the 
hopes have found fruition. In all of these great affairs he had 
the courage which conquers and the faith which made that con- 
quest righteous. His life is rounded with a sleep and he rests 
amid the glorious monuments of his far Westernhome. He hears 
no more the faint echoes of the world’s applause; the mighty de- 
bate, the big wars, his country’s fame can not arouse him. His 
integrity to Heaven is all he dares now call his own. Secure in 
that, he can well leave the lordly projects of life to disturb and 
fret other men, who in their time may point to their achievements 
and may be trace a beginning to those early conditions which his 
life and character helped to form. 


Mr. REEVES. Mr. Speaker, it was my fortune to be associated 
with THomas H. TonGugE as a member of the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors of the House of Representatives, and thereby was 
afforded the opportunity to become well acquainted with him. 
Anyone brought thus in contact with him would not fail to 
recognize in him great force and worth. He had the courage of 
his convictions at all times. He was profoundly imbued with the 

tentialities of the State which commissioned him to represent 
it in part in this Chamber. He recognized Oregon as a splendid 
State in this Union of States, and his mental grasp encompassed 
her future greatness when her population would be multiplied 
and her internal improvements had developed her into a great 
commercial center. 

Charged in part with the guidance of any and all Congressional 
action which specially pertained to Oregon, he always advised 
such legislation as would meet the demands of her future neces- 
sities. In this work his efforts were unceasing. The member of 
Congress who faithfully represents at once the interests of his 
district and of his State, who complies with all of the demands 
made upon him by his people, and who tempers these interests 
and these demands with the greater ones of his common country, 


has a labor before him which will challenge his ability, his | 


strength, and his endurance. 


Mr. TONGUE labored unceasingly to meet these requirements, | 
and he came as nearly reaching their full measure of accomplish- | 


mentasany of us. Thus persevering, thus faithful to the trust that 
had been reposed in him, thus ever energetic in the duties before 


him, thus striving for that which is best for his State and for the | 
nation, he met every responsibility with care, confidence, and | 


ability. He beat back the evidences of ill health and failing 
strength until, when the summons came, it was with that sud- 
denness that brought a shock to all who knew him. But after 
all was not that the merciful way? Permitted to enjoy to the last 
the full measure of his mental strength; useful to the last to his 
family, his State, and his nation; happy in the consciousness that 
he was contributing to the well-being of the present and future 

enerations; loved by a large circle of close friends, and admired 


y a great constituency: living in the path of rectitude, may he | 


not have said, ‘‘ I have fought a good fight, and it is finished.’’ 
Death is seldom, if ever, a welcome messenger. It draws the 
veil that shuts out the vision of the future. The journey of life 


is from birth to death. To some the journey is full of trouble, to | 
others it is peaceful; to some it is full of bitterness, and to others it | 


is replete with happiness. But to all alike, whether we pass this 
Way in peace and joy or in sadness and suffering, there is a sense 


of uncertainty as to the future; but somehow, some way, the | 
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This great force which we call faith inspires within us a con- 
fidence that this intellectual being which we call the soul shall 
live on after the dissolution of the body. I believe that it is easier 
for the logical and analytical mind to believe in a future state 
than to disbelieve in it, and thus believing, if we shall emulate 
the virtues of our departed friend, may we not say with Bryant— 
So live, that when thy summons comes to join 

The innumerable caravan which moves 

To that mysterious realm where each shall take 

His chamber in the silent halis of death, 

Thou go not, like the quarry-slave at night, 

Scourged to his dungeon, but sustained and soothed 

By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave 

Like one that wraps the drapery of his couch 

About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams, 


Mr. DOVENER. Mr. Speaker, again we have met in this Hall 
in sorrowful remembrance of our friends and colleagues who 


| have been parted from us by the stern mandate of death. The 


large number of such bereavements experienced by this House 
can not but furnish us all a solemn and impressive reminder of 
the brevity of life and the uncertainty of its tenure; and the 
vacant chairs which we see about uson every hand seem to warn 
us, ‘‘ Be ye also ready.”’ 

As one who had grown to know and thoroughly appreciate the 
value of his frieadship and society, I desire on this occasion to 
bear witness to the worth of our departed fellow-member, THOMAS 
H. ToNavsE, and to express my deep regret for his untimely death. 
Mr. TONGUE was still in the prime of life, and apparently had 
only just begun a long career of public usefulness. This was his 
third term in Congress, and his experience gained in the Fifty- 
fifth had enabled him to become in the Fifty-sixth and the pres- 
ent Congress a legislator of force and influence, a man of distinc- 
tion and power. His death was a loss to family and friends, a 
loss to the interests of national legislation, a loss to the General 
Government and the nation, a loss to the State of Oregon, that 
he so faithfully and ably served. 

Mr. TONGUE was comparatively young in the public service. 
Two whole decades of his life were devoted to the assiduous study 
and practice of the law, in which profession he gained and mer- 
ited a high reputation, and it was not until he was about 45 years 
of age that his fellow-citizens singled him out for political honors 
and prevailed upon him to enter public life. He was then sent 
to the Oregon State senate, where, though a new member, he was 
soon advanced to the chairmanship of the judiciary committee. 
His sound judgment and executive ability were further recog- 
nized by the leaders of his party in the State of Oregon by elect- 
ing him to the chairmanship of various Republican State conyen- 
tions, committees, and other organizations, and finally his district 
chose him to represent its interests here. 

How well he justified the confidence of his constituency, how 
well he executed the commissions intrusted to his care, it is need- 
less for me to describe in detail. What was thought about his 
Congressional record at home is best illustrated by the fact that 
he was twice reelected by increased majorities. We who have 
been his associates know that Mr. TONGUE was one of the most 
faithful, one of the most efficient, untiring, and devoted repre- 
sentatives of the people among our number. He was constantly 
engaged in the prosecution of some matter of importance to his 
constituents or to the public in general. On many matters of the 
first importance arising in this Chamber for decision his voice 
| and opinion had weight and influence. 
| In committee work, as I can testify, having served with him 
| for three years on one of the hardest-worked committees of the 
| House, Mr. TONGUE was faithful, efficient, and untiring. Allthe 
| members of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, I feel sure, 
| share my admiration for Mr. Toneur’s ability and willingness as 
| @ worker and for his genial and kindly qualities as an associate. 
| 
| 
| 


In his personal relations courteous and affable, he was kind and 
helpful to all. 
We can nct hope to retain the preseftrce of those we love, we 
can not hope to retain the services of the most useful members of 
| society, indefinitely. ‘‘ Threescore years and ten”’ is the allotted 
span of life. But itmust excite unusual sorrow and regret when 
a valuable and honorable life, iike that of Mr. Toneun’s, is cut 
| short by prematuredeath. Itisnot meteor proper that we should 
complain or criticise, but we can not but lament such dispensa- 
tions of Providence. We trust that all is now well with our de- 
parted friend and colleague, that as he has often merited and 
received the approbation of his associates here, so now may he 
have heard that last and most important welcome, ‘* Well done, 
good and faithful servant.’’ 


Divine plan is such that each of us is inspired with a hope of im- | 


mortality, that death is not the end of all, but that there is a | 


future better than the present. By faith we believe in a future 
state of happiness; and faith is not an idle whim. Faith is the 
strongest force that controls our actions here. We all do more 
things based upon faith than upon any other force. 


XXXVI——156 


Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, human life has been likened 
to a bridge spanning a wide and dangerous stream. The multi- 
tudes enter and crowd each other upon the nearer approach of 
| the way, but soon the ranks begin to thin. Through openings 
‘here and there the reckless and the careful alike fall in their 
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onward tread; some near the entrance, others far out from shore, 
until all have sunk into the rushing, whirling waters below. Still 
others have compared human life to a mighty river, ever gliding 
onward, bearing upon its bosom the frail human barks that have 
been launched from its shores to a vast unknown sea, but upon 
whose waters somewhere humanity is to find the ultimate home 
of the soul. A poet has beautifully said: 
Our lives are rivers, gliding free 
To that unfathomed, boundless sea, 
The silent grave! 
Thither all earthly pomp and boast 
Roll, to be swallowed up and lost 
In one dark wave. 

How true the comparison is attested by the scenes and incidents 
of everyday life. The pallid cheek of death, the funeral cortége, 
the habiliments of mourning, the tolling of the bell, the newly 
made grave—all speak of dissolution and proclaim the disappear- 
ance of another and another beneath the waters that sweep on 
into the great sea of eternity. No age or condition in life is ex- 
empt from the inexorable decree that dooms man to death and 
his body to the grave. The strong, the weak, the old, and the 
young are ever being garnered by that ‘“‘ reaper whose name is 

eath.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, how often have we been reminded of this during 
the few years even thatI have been a member of this body! 
How often have we seen the desk of some friend and colleague 
draped in mourning! How frequently have we gathered on this 
floor during the past eight years to pay sad but loving tribute to 
the memory of some friend whose life had ended midst his labors 
here! How often have we seen the procession leave this Capitol 
and wending its way toa distant State, maybe in the North, per- 
haps beyond the plains to the sunset side of our land, or maybe 
in the far South, where, amidst family and friends, some one of 
our members who had fallen by the wayside has been gently laid 
to rest. 

How different, too, has the summons come in individual cases. 
To some the hour of departure has been struck after days of dis- 
ease and suffering, to others the messenger has come when the 


allotted span of earthly existence had been traversed and a life | 


work had been accomplished, while upon others the blow has 
fallen suddenly and without warning, when the body was appar- 
ently free from disease and mental and physical vigor seemingly 
gave promise of years of life and usefulness. 
_ These last were the circumstances under which he to whose 
memory we pay tribute to-day was called hence. On Sunday, 
January 11 last, Tuomas H. TonGus, of Oregon, died suddenly at 
his residence in this city. Up to the very moment which proved 
fatal there were no outward signs of the fafal blow. Almost in 
an instant he had passed from this life to another. He was ap- 
pore y in the very best of health only a day or two before, when 
met him for the last time on this floor, attending to his official 
duties, in the performance of which he seemed ever to be so ear- 
nest and capable. Little did I then dream that within the short 
space of a few hours he would have crossed the mystic river that 
divides this from the unknown land which lies on the farther shore. 

It was my good fortune to have known Mr. Toneve from a date 
early in the Fifty-fifth Congress to the time of his death, and I 
can truthfully say that it has never been my fortune to meet one 
more earnest in the discharge of his duty, both to his immediate 
constituency and the country at large. .He had many admirable 
traits, but that which to my mind distinguished him most as a 
legislator, and which no doubt contributed most to his success in 
other departments of life, making him, as he was, a man amongst 
men, was his intense earnestness and devotion to duty. 

Whatever was worth doing was to him worth well doing, and 
if he had possessed nothing more to distinguish him here or else- 
where, if his fame and usefulness had no other foundation upon 
which to rest, the possession of this virtue alone would have suf- 
ficed to give him a high standing among his fellow-men. And 
after all, what one trait can more ennoble its possessor than devo- 
tion to duty, no matter what or where the field of human en- 
deavor? It may lie in the humbler walks of life, in mercantile 

ursuits, or in the so-called learned professions, or yet in the leg- 
islative halls of the State or nation, where laws are made and 
policies outlined for the weal and happiness of the people: but 
whatever the vocation or pursuit, if the summit of hope is to be 
reached it must be through devotion to duty—in the doing well 
what one’s hands find todo. This was the leading trait in the life 
and character of Tuomas H. Toneur as I saw and understood 
him here. 

But it was in the committee room, perhaps, where his best 
work was done as a national legislator. It was my good fortune 
to be with him on the Rivers and Harbors Committee, a commit- 
tee whose labors touch more intimately and affect more directly 
the commercial growth and development of this country than all 
others. There projects are devised and appropriations recom- 
mended for the improvement of those rivers and harbors over 





which and through which our vast and growing commerce is 
carried by water, whether interstate or inward or outward 
bound. In dealing, as members of that committee have to deal, 
with the necessities of all sections of the country Mr. Toneuxz 
showed a breadth of view and a profound comprehension of the 
commercial needs of the country that qualified him in every way 
for this great work. True, he never lost sight of his own State 
and people, but he labored likewise for the entire country, for- 
getting and ignoring State and district lines in his service in the 
committee room and on the floor of the House. 

He and I differed in our political views, he belonging to one 
and I to the other of the two great parties of the country; but if 
I had waited to find out from social intercourse with him or from 
work in committee that this difference existed I should have ever 
remained in ignorance, perhaps, of his political opinions and 
sentiments, for he was not what is usually called a bitter partisan. 

But he has gone from among us, Mr. Speaker, and others from 
time to time as the years go by will take the pen occupied by 
him here, but the great State of Oregon will not find another 
more devoted to her interests or the country at large, one more 
earnest in his labors for her upbuilding than was he upon whose 
grave we lay these tributes of love and esteem to-day. 

That was a fitting enlogy presented by the committee of which 
he had been so conspicuous a member on the morning following 
his untimely death. The members of that committee unani- 
mously passed a resolution which, after expressing in the most 
earnest manner their sense of loss at the death of Mr. TONGUE, 
bore testimony to his great ability in this language: 

Asa member of this committee he was untiring in his efforts, and exhib- 
ited profound comprehension of the commercial necessities of our country. 
We recognize him as one who earnestly labored for his constituency and in 
a most patriotic way for his country. His genial companionship endeared 
him to all of us, and in his sudden death we feel a great personal loss. The 
State of Oregon and the country at large have lost a valuable, honest, and 
capable Representative. 

I have said; Mr. Speaker, that he is gone, but this is only true 
in a physical sense, for in the example his life has set and in tho 
achievement he has made he is with us yet. The orb which cast 
its radiance about us has indeed gone down, but its luster still 
lingers to light the pathway of duty and endeavor. 

The deeds men do live after them, and although our friend did 
not reach the end of life’s allotted span and was cut down only a 
little beyond the point where the shadows turn toward the east, 
yet in achievement he had lived long and well. 

We live in deeds, not years; in thoughts, not breaths; 
In feelings, not in figures on a dial 

We should count time by heart throbs. He most lives 
Who thinks most, feels the noblest, acts the best. 

Measured by this, the only true standard, his life was complete 
and well-rounded, his career crowned with success. 


Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, the second session of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress will be long remembered by us as one of unu- 
sual fatality to its members. 

The flag upon our Capitol floats only at half-mast when the 
Grim Reaper has laid his hand upon our fold. In the early days 
of my life as a member of this body it was a rare sight to see the 
flag at half-mast. But this winter as I have walked to and froin 
my daily work I have seen the flag, like a mute emblem of the 
nation’s mourning, outlined against the sky as if some unseen and 
almighty hand had nailed it to the half-mast. 

It will cause us all to pause and think, we who are burning the 
oil out of life’s lamp at such a tremendous rate, of the harvest we 
are reaping. 

Mr. Speaker, on this sad occasion, when his colleagues are pay- 
ing worthy tribute to the memory of our deceased brother, it was 
not my original intention to Les , 

There is, however, a peculiar propriety in my adding a few 
words to-day to the volume of testimony that attests the esteem 
in which he was held by his associates in this body. 

He and I both came to this Chamber from the mighty North- 
west, from that region that was originally the Territory of Oregon. 

Of that region and its vast resources and its possibilities noone 
had a clearer conception than the deceased. is beloved State 
of Oregon was the center of his universe. Not that I mean to say 
that he had not a broad and clear vision, for we all know to the 
contrary. But hiscredentials to this body charged him especially 
with the interest of that region and the welfare of that people. 
To him it was alike a sacred trust and a duty of love; and to its 
accomplishment he devoted himself with singleness of purpose 
and with unflagging energy. 

The members of this body who represent Eastern constituencies, 
who reside in old and settled communities whose legislative wants 
are few, have little or no conception of the labors of the man who 
represents a comparatively new region, filled with mighty and 
diverse interests, with many vexed and unsettled problems, and 
with a restless, energetic, patriotic people. Their wants are as 
numberless as the sands of the seashore. 
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Such a region and such a constituency my friend represented 
in his lifetime, and we can all of us bear testimony to the willing 
way in which he bent his tired shoulders to that load. The coat 
of arms of his beloved State he seemed to have emblazoned on his 
heart. Whatever was for her best interests, whatever was for 
the greater welfare of his Commonwealth or the glory of her citi- 
zens, that he felt his self-appointed task to do. 

Ido not hesitate to say that in my opinion it was in a large 
measure his arduous labors that shortened his life. 

Perhaps it is better thus. In this modern and enlightened age 
the lives of men, in the greater sense, are not spanned by years, 
but are measured by events. The sum total of a human life is 
properly measured by the good deeds accomplished and not by 
mere longevity. 

Measured by this standard our friend will be long remembered 
by his associates on this floor. 

But I dare say, sir, that the most enduring memory of him 
will not be with us, but will linger in the hearts of his people at 
home. In the bustle and whirl of our busy lives the figures come 
and go in our theater of action like the players on the stage. But 
away out yonder by his home, among the people he honored and 
who honored him, he will be remembered through the countless 
years to come by the legions of those whose burdens he helped to 

ar. 

EULOGINS ON THE LATE HON. JOHN N. W. RUMPLE. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolutions: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House now proceed to pay tribute to the memory of 
Hon. Joun N. W. RuMPLE, late a Representative in the House from the | 
State of Iowa. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate this resolution to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and is hereby, instructed to send a copy of 
this resolution to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolutions. 

The question was taken, and the resolutions were unanimously 
agreed to. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, Capt. Joun N. W. RUMPLE, whose | 
life and services we commemorate to-day, was one of the men | 
who has shed Inuster on the State of his birth and the State of | 
his adoption. Born in Ohio; he moved West in 1853, and his man | 
hood has been identified with the history of Iowa. 

I have known him for thirty years, having first met him when 
he was a member of the Iowa senate. Captain RUMPLE was born 
near Fostoria, Ohio, March 4, 1841, 0n afarm. He died at St. 
Luke’s Hospital, Chicago, Ill., January 31, 1903. His father died | 
in 1844, 

In 1853 the family emigrated to Iowa, settling in Iowa County 
upona farm. Mr. RuMpPLE was educated in the district school, 
in Ashland Academy, in Wapello County, Iowa; also in Western 
College; Linn County. He also took a course in the normal de- 
poe of the State University, In acquiring his education 

1e alternated between teaching school and attending the academy 
and college. On August 14, 1861, he enlisted as a private in Com- 
pany H, Second Iowa Cavalry. He was promoted corporal, ser- 
geant, lieutenant, and captain. He was discharged September 
19, 1865, at Selma, Ala. e served with his gallant regiment in all 
of its campaigns, excepting from March 5, 1865, to August 31, 1865, 
when he was aid-de-camp on the staff of Brig. Gen. Edward Hatch. 





In December, 1865, he began the study of law in the office of 
Hon. H. M. Martin, of Marengo, Iowa, with whom he afterwards 
became a partner. He was elected senator from his district in 
the adjourned session of the fourteenth general assembly to fill a 
vacancy. He was also a senator in the fifteenth and sixteenth 
general assemblies. He served on the board of regents of the 
lowa State University, also as mayor and city solicitor to his 
town, Marengo, and as curator of the State Historical Society. In 
1900 he was elected as a member of Congress from the Second dis- 
trict of Iowa, receiving 23,202 votes against 21,737 for his op- 
ponent, Hon, Henry Vollmer. Captain RuMPLE was for many 
years a member of the Masonic fraternity and the Grand Army 
of the Republic and a member of the Presbyterian Church. He 
Was married December 6, 1866, to Miss Adaline K. Whitling, His 
wife dying, he contracted a second marriage with Miss Mary H. 
Shepard. Such is the brief outline of his life and public service. 
He was admitted to the bar in 1867, and though always active in 
— affairs, continued to practice with ability and success in 

is chosen profession. He has been long a prominent figure in the 
affairs of Iowa, and his friends at any time within the past thirty 
years have spoken of him as one who would some day be called to 
a seat in the Congress of the United States. 

Many local circumstances delayed the fulfillment of this proph- 
ecy, until finally, in his sixtieth year, he was elected as a Repub- 
lican in a district that had, from its organization, been normally 
and usually Democratic, 
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But when thus honored by his friends, and in the fulfillment of 
a worthy ambition he had taken his place in this honorable body, 
the insidious hand of a fatal disease was laid upon him. 

His ship was wrecked in port, and he had only attained the re- 
ward of his well-deserved promotion when the summons came to 
prepare for that change which must come to all the living. 

In the closing hours of this Congress we have been called many 
times to the realization that all men are mortal. Sixteen of our 
colleagues have solved the great problem that confronts us all. 

It is therefore well that we should pause for an hour to think 
upon the life and example of this good and worthy man. 

He left a good name, which is worth more thanriches. A man’s 
public career is only the surface of his life. The depths beneath 
are sounded only by his nearest friends. 

One of his townsmen, in a recent letter to me, expressed his 
feelings in a few but earnest words: 


All his neighbors believed in him, all trusted him, and our faith and con- 
fidence in him were never betrayed. And, best of all, we loved him. 


The domestic life of our friend was a beautiful example to all 
who knew him well, and no man was ever more sincerely mourned 
by his neighbors. It is hard to part with these old friends, 


We lose a life in every friend we lose. 
And every death is painful but the last. 


Mr. RUMPLE was loyal to his country and to his friends, and 
there was a charm in his personality that held to him for life 
those who once became acquainted with him. 

The old soldiers of the nation had reason to be pleased when 
they learned that Speaker HENDERSON had assigned Captain 
RuMPLE to the arduous task of serving upon the Invalid Pension 
Committee of the House, for no comrade in arms or soldier’s 
widow ever failed to secure his patient and friendly consideration. 

Though apparently in the full vigor of a ripe manhood, and 
giving promise of many years of usefulness to his country, he had 
only thoroughly settled down to the hard work of his Congressional 
duty when the summons came to put his house in order for that 
change which must come to all living men. 

We may with bated breath whisper to each other, ‘‘ Who will be 
next?’ And we know that we will not wait long for the answer. 

Mr. Speaker, I also desire to print with my remarks an editorial 
by M. A. Raney, in the Republican, of Marengo, Iowa, whose 
estimate of Captain RUMPLE asa neighbor, a citizen, and a states- 
man is well worthy of a place in this day’s proceedings. 

HON. J. N. W. RUMPLE. 


When Captain RuMPLE appeared on the streets of his home town for the 
last time in life, it was to exercise his privilege as an American citizen, and 
in the exercise of that franchise he performed the duty quietly but resolutely 
and as he fully believed to be right. Without ostentation, but as a citizen, 
he passed along the streets to the voting place, with a nod to one, a smile for 
another, a hand grasp and a refulgent friendliness for all that could be felt in 
its warmth; and then he returned to renew the dreary days of torture—a 
suffering that was not only severe and pain racking physically, but ached 
and throbbed in every nerve and tissue and almost drove to mental distrac- 
tion. That its heritage was known tc him there could be no doubt, a loving 
and idolized mother ‘having succumbed to the same dread affliction. Yet 
throughout it all he never acknowledged, never weakened in his faith, never 
surrendered, but went down as he had fought, with a brave courage and 
heroic determination to win, but.a terrible disease had fastened itself upon 
him and the fight between life and death continued unrelentiess. The fading 
embers would from time to time be fanned into life’s fitful flame, only to dis- 
close at each recurring event, at least to his friends, the increasing weakness 
of his body. Ever patient and enduring, he suffered, he endured, but never 
complained. Trusting and hoping, although fully prepared for possible re- 
sults and with every contingency arranged for, he lived on and on. In all 
the vicissitudes and battles of life even to the last he was brave asa hero but 
tender asa girl. His sense of right was great and beautiful; he loved justice, 
truth,and honor. His sympathies were easily and deeply touched by others’ 
sorrows, and he was unselfish to a fault. From the depth of his heart he 
hated oppression, and his love went out like sweet showers to all his fellow- 
men. 

At home and in Iowa County he lived in the hearts of his people as 
one whose steadfast firmness was proof against all changes and disaster. 
His career was not an accident, it was not the result of circumstances or 
chance. It had its origin in a strong, noble nature; its source was easily 
found in » great heart and head constantly working in harmony with pure 
methods for high purposes. His intellect was comprehensive, original, and 
contemplative. The every thought that came from it was broad, liberal, 
and exalted and of uniform character. Nothing eccentric, meteoric, or ex- 
plosive emanated from that harmonious laboratory. Nothing was too grand 
or too vast for the grasp of his intelligence, nothing too minute or too trifling 
for his attention. is thought ever clear and discerning, his reason was 
bright and strong as steel. No clouds or mists, vapors or shadows, hovered 
over the straight lines of his march to conclusions. His arguments were 
constructed, doubtless, from lessons learned in military life. They were 
organizations strong, compact, without unnecessary ornament, always ag- 
ca and ng,and directly to the weak point for assault. He de- 

ended his flanks and rear by the vigor, boldness, and persistence of his 
chaggen. No saber was ever wielded more deftly on the field of battle than 
by him in the clean cut of the same weapon in argument. In debate he was 
happy, always able, well tempered, and candid, but perfectly fearless and 
just. e never inflicted a cowardly, cruel, or insidious wound, and left no 
rankling arrows in the memory of his opponents. 

Pp of a strong and graceful figure, an open, engaging countenance, 
an ambitious heart, he had that passion for enterprise and adventure which 
has ever been the quickening pulse of the pioneer. From plow to saber, from 
saber to school, from school to law book, then came the one additional step 
of oe his shingle as ee and briefless barrister in lowa County, 
where he had been raised, and almost in sight of the old Ohio Church, in 
Sumner Township, where his first Sunday-school lessons were well taught. 
Truly he was a man of the people, sprung from them, uplifted by them, and 
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in all things true to them. In difficult situations he was no rash actor. 
Natural impetuosity was curbed by will and saving commonsense. Thus he 
became a safe, wise adviser. Many there are who equaled or surpassed him 
in some one of many things, but few could do so many things so well, and 
rarer still are they who accomplished so much under such conditions as he 
dealt with. Young as measured by his years, yet old in experience and pub- 
lic service, he was stricken down in the prime of his manhood and usefulness 
as the sturdy oak is felled by the power of the mighty tempest. 

At the tin s he was called away froma life full of promise to 
himself, and ov 
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in a broader sense he will be missed. The community in which 
he lived, and also his State and nation, will miss him. He was a 
factor in the affairs of his city, county, State, and nation. 

He was essentially a self-made man. He was born and reared 
upon the farm. When a mere child his father departed this life, 


| The death of his father forced upon him responsibilities which 


‘ o wa 1a | | otherwise would not have come. 
flowing with fond hopesand realization for those who were | 


| child, though older than the State to which he moved. 


nearest and dearest to him, and loved him with purest devotion. The loyal 
constituency of the Second district, to whose best interests he was wedded 
and tried so hard, although so terribly beset, toserve, are proud of his record 
as a staterinan, but his friends dwell largest and with most pleasure upon the 
recollections had of him in his private life as anassociate andcompanion. In | 
closer sympathy and touch with the home citizens, understanding them bet- 
ter, and being by them fully understood and trusted, loved and respected, the | 
lossis on every side felt to be a personal one, without regard to political affilia- 


tion and through all walks of Tite. 
the sad tidings of his death have gone, and all our people are in mourning. 
The heart swelis in every bosom, and unbidden tears came to the eye as the 
citizen remembers the last warm grasp of the hand now forever stilled. 

A truer or more earnest and sincere man never lived. He was a poli- 
tician, yeta statesman of the highest order. Kind hearted and generous 
almost to a fault, yet always open to conviction, he was the same man at all 
times, amidst all surroundings and under all circumstances. Whether as an 
orpban boy and a laborer ih the vineyard of daily toil to support his 
widowed mother and family, as a youthful soldier half starved and poorly 
clad, fighting for the right, as a young lawyer striving for success, as a rep- 
resentative of the people in the Iowa senate and in Congress, hewing out a 
way and blazing a road to prominence, and dealing blowsin behalf of lighter 
burdens for the people, he has always been found true, honest, sincere, 
manly, and courageous. He was ever a companion, but always a man. His 
legal equipment was complete—learned in the intracacies of the law and par- 
liamentary procedure, he maintained even in his brief career the high stand- 
ing and well-deserved distinction he so ably won in his first Congressional 
term. 

He will be mourned by all, but most by those who wore the bronze buttons 





Through the town and over the county | 


He moved with his mother 
from Ohio to his adopted State—the State of Iowa—when stilla 
In the 
sparsely settled section of the State where he located there were 
few chances for education andimprovement. He took advantage 
of opportunities afforded him and attended first the district 
school and then the college. Itwasduring this latter experience 
in the early sixties that he heard the call to arms tosave the Union 
from dissolution. He enlisted before he had attained his major- 
ity, and during the four years and more that he was in the serv- 
ice he made for himself a brilliant record. He rose from the 
ranks to the position of captain. It is said that he was engaged 
in more than 30 battles during the rebellion. He earned for him- 
self an enviable reputation for brave and courageous conduct. 
He came home from the war when it was over not spoiled by 


| his laurels and immediately set about to complete his education 


and addressed him as comrade, for there his work was never done, the door 


never closed, the pocket never empty.ashe once said in eulogizinga comrade: | oi ae : A 
e me ; oohes _ sponsibilities, and the time came when the people of his Congres- 


“Ofall the emotionsawakened by death none is more touchingthan those called 
up by the death of acomrade. They bring the battlefield again before you. 
© same sulphurous canopy is before you. The hum of the bullet, the 


shouts of the combatants again fill your ears. The tiresome march, the 
wearing wading of streams, the ruddy camp fire, the bubbling coffee, and 
the rude fare appear. You hear again old Army songs and stories, and are 
lulled to sleep by the piping of frogs, the music of crickets and katydids, or 
by the soft patter of the rain upon your shelter tent. Again you are upon 
picket, musket in hand, watchful and wary, on the muddy shore of the Rap- 


rade dies, life itself seems to turn backward. You live once more in the 


stormy scenes of thirty years ago.” 

His nature wassusceptible of great enjoyment; he loved outdoor recreation 
and was extremely fond of fishing, one of his greatest pleasures being a sum- 
mer trip to the northern Iowa lakes, where in all its beauty, and free from 
office cares, he could enjoy with his friends the en fields, wild flowers, the 
beautiful harvest fields, and endless hours of fishing, the enjoyable features 
of a good catch being an event of many days’ pleasant memories with him. 

His mortal career ended and his life work is done; the page is written 
and his friends sorrow, but with it comes the reflection that his was a work 
well performed. It might have been longer, but not greater. In a measure 
his ambition was accomplished, and, with the drapery of his couch about 
him, he laid down to rest. Tothe bereaved family it can be said that his 
love and fidelity to his fellow-man, exemplified in his public acts, will stand 
as a legacy greater than riches and more valuable than length of days. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, in this 
connection, for general leave to print, as there are those members 
of this House who have been unable to be present who desire to 
be accorded this privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent for general leave to print. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


Mr. CONNER. Mr. Speaker, if human effort could arrest the 
messenger of death, our friends would never die. We exhaust 
every means within our power to stay the hand of the destroyer, 
but all in vain. We confess our helplessness to save by coming 
at a time like this to express our sorrow at the loss of a colleague 
and friend and to pay a fitting tribute to his memory. We may 
strew fiowers upon his grave and utter words of praise and com- 
mendation of his noble life and deeds, but can not call him back 
to earth again. 

When a good man dies not only his family and friends suffer 
loss, but his country as well. The wealth of a nation does not 
consist alone in its property and natural resources, but also in the 
character and nobility of its citizens. Its strength and stability 
do not depend so much upon its armies and navies as upon the 
honor, virtue, and intelligence of its citizens. In the death of 
Mr. RumpLeé his family and friends suffer an irreparable loss. 
His death means more to them than a vacant chair—more than 
the absence of a familiar face and form. It means that husband 
and father, a tower of strength for loved ones to lean upon, is re- 
moved. His prostrate form will never rise again. The kindly 
eye that drew men unto him has been closed for all time. The 
lips that whispered love and encouragement are sealed forever. 
The ear that never faised to hear the cry of distress is deaf for- 
evermore. The voice, rich and musical in tone, will never be 
heard again on earth. The heart whose every pulsation was for 
those he loved will never throb again. 
but emphasize the loss which his loved ones have sustained. But 


and to take up his work where he had left it when he enlisted. 
He studied law, was admitted to the bar, entered upon the prac- 
tice of his profession, and became an honored member of it. His 
ability was soon recognized, and he was called to serve his State. 
He was repeatedly elected to the office of State senator, and was a 
safe and conservative legislator. He filled other positions of trust 
and responsibility. 

During all these years he was preparing himself for higher re- 


| sional district said he was the right man to send to Congress. 


L ’ 0 | have kept him here. 
pahannock or beneath the soughing ase of the Wilderness. Whena com- | 


whis of the round shot, the shriek of the shell, the clash of sabers, and the | Public opinion centered upon him, and he was nominated and 


triumphantly elected to the Fifty-seventh Congress. I have no 
doubt that if his health had permitted he would have remained 
in Congress for an indefinite time, because his services and abili- 
ties were such that his constituents would have been proud to 
But the disease that had fastened itself upon 
him made such progress that he was compelled to say to the peo- 
ple of his district that he could not accept the nomination to the 
Fifty-eighth Congress. 

It is not within our power to utter words that can bring com- 
fort to a stricken wife at atime like this. We can but point to 


| the splendid career of her husband, to his record as a citizen, sol- 
dier, and statesman. 


We can say to her that while he has passed from sight, he still 


lives in memory, and that the influence of his life will continue 


a vital force in making the world better and adding something to 
its happiness. 
There is no death! The stars go down 
To rise upon some fairer shore, 
And bright in heaven’s jeweled crown 
To shine for evermore. 


Mr.COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, it seems as though death delights 
in violating and in breaking the conventional terms and periods 
established by governments and men. If Jonn N. W. RuMPLE 
had lived until one week from Thursday next, he would have 
been exactly 62 years of age. But the most dreadful of all dis- 
eases would not grant a truce even for a single month. 

Birth, which sometimes seems agreeable to the institutions and 


| establishments of mankind, had brought into our needy world 


1 
i 


this noble soul exactly 60 years before his Congressional term be- 
gan, March 4,1901. If I mistake not, his was the sixteenth re- 


| moval by death from the Fifty-seventh Congress, the greatest 
| mortality rate in the last decade of Congresses, and, for aught I 


Time and reflection will | 


} 








know, in the history of Congresses—about 34 per cent. 

But fractions in mortality amount to little, except to actuaries, 
since all must die eventually. We are concerned not so much 
about the days and years, but about the character and loss of this 


| useful man. 4 
Like hundreds of our citizens of Iowa, he came from the Buck- 


eye State—a transplanting which was always sympathetic. Like 
the majority of our young men, he sought a thorough education 
at our institutions, and like thousands of others. when the awful 
storm arose, ‘‘ wrenching the rafters from their ancient hold,”’ 
he went forth in battle for the nation and stayed until the scat- 
tered stars of States were brought again into the constellation of 
the Union. He earned the rank of captain in the famous Second 
Cavalry of Iowa in such battles as Island No. 10, siege of Corinth 
and Rienzi, charges at Farmington, Iuka, Corinth, Franklin, Co- 
lumbia, and Nashville, and many others. 

Like most good soldiers, he became a model citizen. The jar 
of war usually awakens reason and mollifies the prejudice of men. 
Whoever has experienced great danger, either to his country or 
to himself, naturally becomes a counselor for safety and a con- 
servator of peace. He is likewise firm in the face of fraud and 
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bluster, for he knows the limitations of those who have not felt 
hardship and who have not faced death. 

Like hundreds and thousands of others who came out of the 
awful storm of the early sixties, Captain RUMPLE became a use- 
ful and influential factor in his community and State. His tend- 
encies were with mankind in the long run. He builded for the 
future without swerving to sensation or sacrificing his convic- 
tions. He became prominent at the bar and in the legislation of 
our State, likewise as a regent of our university and in the State 
Historical Society, meanwhile giving his good counsel in matters 
of municipal and educational affairs at home. He served with 
honor and fidelity in the Fifty-seventh Congress nearly to its end, 
which we are now approaching. 

Just in the prime of life, when maturity, sharpened and well 
tempered by experience, with all the joys and sorrows of a vigor- 
ous career, with conflict and with hardship, with love and labor 
and success, that sable figure of the night which flits but once 
across the path of man, and always once, far out along his straight 
and noble path, unmasked and unrelenting, stood plainly there 
before him. As steady and unfalteringly as ever warrior went to 
meet a foe, as humbly and resignedly as a good man ever met his 
God, this soldier citizen, this friend, this man, went on. 


caused his death first made its appearance, many of his most de- 
voted friends pleaded with him to abandon the discharge of his 
duties here, that he might receive proper treatment, and perchance 
preserve his strength and his life for the discharge of duties yet 
to come. But he insisted that certain duties rested upon him 
here, which he must discharge before he could leave this city for 
that treatment which should have been promptly given if it was 
toavailatall. Heremained,and remained toolong. The malady 
became so fastened upon him that medical skill could do nothing 
for him; and he then calmly and courageously met death, in 
the supreme faith that He who cooled the furnace and smoothed 
the stormy wave— 
And tamed the Chaldean lions is mighty still to save. 

At the birth of our religion, when the faithful looked for the 
early second coming of our Lord, men were content to believe in 
a resurrection deferred until that coming; but the lapse of twenty 
centuries has not been without its effect upon the faith and the 
belief of devout men everywhere. And many now believe, as I 
believe, that the very hour of death is the morning of the resur- 
rection, and that this dear old friend has already received that 
reward which is due to duty well performed. 


Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, we have assembled here to-day 
to pay a last loving tribute to the memory of our departed friend 
and fellow-member, JOHN N. W. RUMPLE, who has passed over 
the dark river and now rests under the trees on the other side. 











































































































Mr. HEDGE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me proper that on this 
birthday of Washington we should contemplate the career and 
character of the men, strong, high-minded men, who, in these late 
days, have constituted the State, the country, of which we call him Did I say a ‘“‘last’’ tribute? It may be our last official and for- 
father. From what has already been said, it is plain that our late | mal tribute, but it will not be the last time that our hearts throb 
companion was one of those to whom it was given to move in and | with grief or our memories kindle with kindly emotions within 
to illustrate the heroic age of America. As we read between the | us at the thought or mention of his name. 
lines of his brief biography we see that he was a high example of We gather here with uncovered heads and sad hearts as we re- 
the American soldier. His life afterwards showed that this sol- | flect how short a time has elapsed since he sat among us in this 
dier boy, this Captain Rump sz, felt that as his obligation to his | Hall, but that to-day he is with the unnumbered hosts who have 
country did not have its source or its beginning in his oath of serv- gone on to their reward. 
ice, so it did not have its end or fulfillment in his parchment dis- | Though young in Congressional experience, Mr. RuMPLE had 
charge. As has just been said, as a citizen he perceived his duty | already given ample proof of statesmanlike ability and promise of 
through all these forty years of manifold labors and trusts confided | a long and useful legislative career. He was still in the prime of 
in him by his neighbors, and always performed that duty with- | life, and when we see such a man stricken down suddenly at the 
out parade and without reserve. | outset of an honorable and valuable service in the national coun- 

I first met him casually when he was a member of our State | cils we can only bow before the unknowable in deep humility of 
senate, a man already enjoying the confidence and esteem of all | spirit and acknowledge that the best, the bravest, and the strong- 
the people of his State. Afterwards he removed to the town in | est of us are but as chaff before the whirlwind. ‘God works in 
which I lived, and practiced law and made himself known at | a mysterious way His wonders to perform,’’ and while we can 
once as a high-minded lawyer, industrious, faithful to the inter- | not now understand the decrees of His divine providence, we 
ests of his clients, faithful to the cause of justice, fair and square | must believe that ‘‘ He doeth all things well.”’ 
and, therefore, with his intelligence and his industry, a danger- My acquaintance with Mr. RuMPLE began only with the begin- 
ous antagonist. We have not time, nor is it necessary, togoover | ning of the present Congress, but even in that short time it soon 
the different stages of this good life. We know that his people | ripened into warm friendship. My experience in this respect was 
at home, through all these years, from his boyhood to his mature | that of many others among us. Mr. RumMpLrE’scharacter and dis- 
age, believed in him, trusted him, and loved him. Isaw him last | position were such that he naturally attracted to himself the love 
in July, last summer, when he must have known, as the rest of | and confidence of his fellow-men. He was one of that sterling 
us knew, that the sentence of death had been passed upon him. | type of men, alas, all too rare, who are true as steel and of bril- 
Serenely, bravely, and cheerfully he passed through these months | liant capabilities, but yet modest and unassuming and void of 
of trial, these hours of agony, concealing the trouble within him, | self-conceit and self-seeking. The record of his life bespeaks his 
the mainstay and support of his family and friends until the very | character. We see him, asa boy, striving diligently to get an 
end. He is gone. We shall have no more the comfort of his | education, yet leaving his university at the call of duty and en- 
personal presence or of his kindly ways; but the memory and ex- | tering the Union Army as a private soldier, and no man in alithat 
ample of that gentle life, of that high service, of that pure char- | mighty host did his full duty more nobly. His name is not in- 
acter shall be a precious possession and inspiring influence to all | scribed high up on the roll of famous generals or admirals. but 
who knew him, as long as human affection and human memory | he was one of the bravest and most efficient of those hundreds of 
shall endure, thousands of ‘* boys in blue*’ who really fought and won the bat- 

tles for the North, and without whom the famous generals would 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, on his las} journey through | have had no fame to win. He served all through the dreadful 
the Commonwealth of Iowa, in which President McKinley gave | four years of the civil war, fought in more than thirty battles, in- 
forth any public utterance, he said that ‘‘ duty disregarded brings | cluding Corinth, Iuka, New Madrid, Island No. 10, Farmington, 
shame more hard to bear than any burden that duty can put upon | Tupelo, Columbia, Franklin, and Nashville, and was mustered 
us.”” That Congressman RUMPLE was a man of patriotism and | out at the end of the war with the rank of captain. which he had 
of courage is evidenced by the history of his country, which records | richly won by his long, devoted, and gallant service in the field, 
more than four years of service in the Union Army, in which, After the surrender, Captain RUMPLE was stationed for a while 
without the aid of influence other than his own fidelity, he fought | at Selma, Ala., with Grierson’s Raiders, and he always seemed to 
his way up from a private to a captain in one of the most gallant | enjoy telling me his reminiscences and experiences in the South. 
regiments enlisted in the civil war. That he was a man and a | He spoke in the highest terms of the people of the South, and evi- 
lawyer of ability is evidenced by the fact that he stood at the | dently entertained the warmest regard and kindliest feeling for 
head of the bar of his locality for more than thirty years, where | the old ex-Confederate soldiers whom he had so often faced in 
he had no mean antagonists to meet. deadly combat. He was one of the members of the House whom 

That he was a man of simple piety is evidenced by the long | I invited to go South with me on the trip of last May for the pur- 
service he rendered to the humble church at his home, and by the | pose of studying the negro question, and he was sorely disap- 
life he led, consistent with that service. That he was a good | pointed because circumstances prevented him from joining the 
neighbor and a good man is evidenced by the general and pro- | party. Notwithstanding the fact that he had waged constant 
found sorrow that was everywhere displayed in the home where | warfare against the Confederate Army for four years, and had 
he had lived so long over the news of his death. That he was a | been exposed to the fire of that army in more than thirty battles, 
kind and loving husband and father is attested by the profound | he respected the South and had become a good friend of the South, 
grief a by the wife and daughter he was compelled to | and, like the true patriot and broad-minded citizen that he was, 
leave behind. he had laid aside all hostile sectional feeling. 

The overshadowing characteristic of Captain RuMPLE was his After the war we see Mr. RuMPLE settling down at once into 
fidelity to duty. Nearly a year ago, when the malady which ! the ranks of useful, industrious private citizens. He resumed 
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his interrupted studies, adopted the legal profession, and by sheer 
force of merit and industry worked his way up into a good prac- 
tice and a good standing in his community. Though seeking no 
honors or preferments, many came to him unsought. He was 
often elected to the Iowa State senate and had held many munic- 
ipal offices, including the mayoralty in his own city; and at last 
he was chosen by his district to represent it at the nation’s capital. 
Is it not true, Mr. Speaker, that such a career as this is the 

nearest in accord with the ideally successful life? It does not in- 
clude the gaining of a Rothschild’s wealth or a Napoleon’s re- 
nown, but it does include the gaining of the esteem and prefer- 
ence of a whole community; it does include the winning of the 
love and respect of all acquaintances; it does include the record 
of having braved death for the sake of the general welfare, and 
of having done the State much valuable service; and a man with 
such a record must be deemed truly great as well as good. But 
now, alas! 

He is gone who seemed so great, 

Gone; but nothing can bereave him 

Of the force he made his own 

Being here, and we believe him 

Something far advanced in state, 

And that he wears a truer crown 

Than any wreath that man can weave him. 


The affection which Mr. Rump LE inspired was his by natural 
right, for he was gentle and friendly in spirit and made friends 
easily and naturally. As we all know, he was highly esteemed 
by his colleagues from his own State, and was regarded by them 
as aman of excellentjudgment. Hefully justified here the con- 
fidence which his constituents had placed in him, for he looked 
closely after the interests of the people whom he represented 
and watched with jealous care every commission intrusted to 
him. 

Mr. Rump te had for some time suffered from a malady which 
he seemed to recognize as incurable, but he bore this affliction 
with marked fortitude and patience. He was a devoted husband 
and father. In his death the members of his family havesuffered 
an irreparable loss. I myself have lost a friend whose friend- 
ship I cherished. and the great State of Iowa has been deprived 
of the services of one of her best citizens and ablest Representa- 
tives. 

How true it is, Mr. Speaker, that if one wishes to find out what 
kind of a mana man is one must find out what his family, his 
friends, and his acquaintances think of him. A good man may 
have a few enemies through their spite or envy, but a bad man, 
or a weak man, or a cold, selfish man can not have the love and 
esteem of a whole community in general. And as I pay this 
heartfelt tribute to the memory of this good man and dear friend 
I mourn his loss as a personal grief, and I sympathize deeply with 
those who loved him as husband, father, and neighbor. 


Surely, “‘in the midst of life we are in death;”’ and since the 


grim monster has visited our body so frequently during this Con- 
gress, we are forcibly reminded that— ; 

Death's but a*path that must be trod, 

If man would ever pass to God. 

Yes, sixteen of our number have been called to answer the 
summons of death; and while we can not but be saddened by 
these frequent and inscrutable dispensations of God’s providence, 
we bow in humble submission to His divine will, believing that 
He “‘loveth whom He chasteneth.”’ 

In bidding a last, long farewell to Mr. RuMPLE we perform a 
labor of love and take formal notice of a life well spent for the 
good of his fellow-men and for the honor and glory of his country. 
As a friend he was sincere; as an associate, pleasant, generous, 
and affable; as a worker, serious, diligent, and devoted to duty. 
He was truly a representative of the people and labored unceas- 
ingly for their interests. May we strive to emulate the noble 
traits of his character and to perpetuate the good deeds which he 
delighted in doing for his fellow-men. Thus may it prove to us 
all, as it surely has to him, that ‘‘ death is the crown of life,” and 
that “the King of Terrors is the Prince of Peace.’’ Thus may we 
all be enabled to realize in the fullness of time that— 

There is no death! What seems so is transition. 
This life of mortal breath 


Is but a suburb of the life elysian, 
Whose portal we call death. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, on this sad occasion it is fitting 
that I should offer a few observations on the life and character 
of my beloved and greatly admired colleague, Captain RUMPLE. 
It was my privilege and pleasure to know him for a number of 
years, and to know him more intimately during his short stay 

ere in Washington, where our duties brought us in frequent and 
friendly contact. 

I believe I voice the sentiment of every member of this House, 
as well as the sentiment of his constituents and all who knew 
him, when I say that he was a man of unusually high character, 
sterling qualities, loving disposition. eminently sociable, pleasant, 





(hc A ra SS 


courteous, obliging, talented, endowed with lofty ideals and pur- 
»0ses, With untiring energy, always conscientious, attentive to 

is duties, loyal to his friends, and with a firm determination to 
do justice to all. 

I have observed closely his faithful and efficient work here in 
this House and the committees, especially the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, a committee which all of us have occasion to visit 
aw more than any other. The appointment of Captain 

JMPLE to this important committee was in itself a tribute to his 
worth and was indeed a wise selection. In him the old soldiers 
had a faithful and warm friend. In this committee he labored 
diligently early and late with his colleagues; as I am informed, 
they many times worked into the early hours of morning. The 
interests of the old soldiers and the Government were carefully 
and judiciously guarded. His unceasing efforts were to have pen- 
sions granted on their merits; his pride was to legislate so as to 
maintain the pension roll as a roll of honor. He himself had 
given four years and three months of the best years of his life in 
the service of his country. He was one of those who crossed that 
fearful wilderness of war, fighting for the preservation of the 
Union and that peace, happiness, and liberty might prevail; one 
of those many men who so cheerfully responded to the call when 
the destiny of this country was trembling in the balance, inspired 
by the noble and glorious idea that liberty should be universal. 
He was thus in a position to appreciate the heroic deeds of those 
gallant men who brought so much fame to America, as well as 
the noble sacrifices which have been made. 

Believing as he did in a just recognition of the services of our 
soldiers and sailors, he earnestly labored to secure liberal pensions 
and pension laws for the worthy and disabled survivors, and for 
their widows and orphans, and for the dispensation of pensions— 
volunteer offerings—which this great, grand, and grateful coun- 
try of ours bestows upon those who have rendered valuable serv- 
ice and who have made sacrifices, and for a just recognition of 
the spirit of patriotism with which they served—a testimony and 
appreciation of the value of their eminent services, rendered their 


| country during dark and direful hours. 


He was a man who loved and fought for liberty and to the 
bottom of his heart hated oppression and bondage; a noble speci- 
men of manhood, beloved, admired, and commanding the respect 
of all who knew him; one kindly and lovingly disposed; one who 
always worked earnestly and faithfully to fulfill the duties incum- 
bent upon him, and one who so honorably and gloriously succeeded. 

Modestly and unassumingly he went along, quietly attending 
to his public duties, wasting no time in trying to make himself 
conspicuous. He was a man of action more than words; not an 
orator, though a forcible, logical, and convincing speaker. In- 


| stead of trying to rise above the people he, as our greatest states- 


men have done, remained on the common level. 

From boyhood his life was pure and stainless, rising from the 
humble walks of life toa high position socially, politically, and 
professionally. Such results could have been attained only by 
fidelity to duty and unfaltering faith in rectitude of purpose 
dominated by the loftiest and noblest ideals. It was impossible 
to know this talented man without observing his noble and lov- 
ing disposition—knowing him, it was impossible not to become 
attached to him, to love him and be inspired with the fullest con- 
fidence and respect for his noble characteristics. 

He was a man of integrity, sound judgment, wise, broad 
minded, liberal, and exalted. A truer, more energetic, earnest, 
and sincere man never lived. 

His character, his success, his record, both private and public, 
is an open book without a stain of immorality, deception, fraud, 
or corruption. His loyalty to principle, his devotion to truth, his 
untiring energy, his lofty and noble ideals, and conscientious 
work enabled him to attain and hold the position which he occu- 
pied in the thoughts, esteem, and affections of his countrymen, 
enjoying and deserving the confidence and respect of all, and 
always pursuing his duty with fidelity and a determination to do 
justice, and ever a firm believer and advocate of sincerity, honesty, 
integrity, justice, equality, conscientious dealings, purity of heart, 
thought, and action. 

In his Christian home he was a devoted and kind husband, an 
affectionate father, a friendly and obliging neighbor. In Captain 
RvuMPLE we find a very interesting and remarkable career. Born 
in Ohio in 1841, settling in his early manhood in Iowa on a farm, 
pluckily. energetically, and vigorously pursuing his education, 
next we see him a teacher, a soldier in the Union Army, always 
true, loyal, and brave, where he saw much service and engaged 
in many battles; an eminent lawyer, for many years serving in 
the legislative halls of his own State, where he distinguished 
himself asa statesman and trusted servant of the people. His 
next honor was his election to Congress, where we can all testify 
to his ability and fidelity. 

In his short career here he acquired a large circle of devoted 
friends and admirers. His death causes sincere and profound 
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regret to all. He died in the full maturity of his mental vigor. 
Truly it can be said that his life was well spent and full of good 
deeds. He died at a time when his life, character, his example, 


sound judgment, and wisdom were of the greatest value to his | 


country. 

In him we have an example of the self-made man to the fullest 
extent of its meaning. And what a splendid example; what an 
incentive to all. If one is to succeed in life, either public or pri- 
vate, it must be by fidelity to duty, cherishing noble and lofty 
ideals, with an unfaltering faith in rectitude of purpose, with a 
firm determination to do right and justice; and our guiding star 
should ever be sincerity, honesty, integrity, justice, equality, 
conscientious dealings, purity of heart, thought, and action, de- 
nouncing and shunning deceit and conceit. 


Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of 
joining with my associates of the House in paying tribute to the 
life and character of our friend, Captain Rump iz, of Iowa, who 
has recently been called away from our midst. . 

Captain RuMPLE belonged to that earnest, quiet, and unosten- 
tatious class of men who movealong among their fellows, perform- 
ing the duties that devolve upon them in a modest and unas- 
suming manner, almost unobserved by those with whom they 
associate. He was not one of those who was ever exploiting his 
own importance or boasting his accomplishments, as do some we 
meet with in the course of everyday life. He was a quiet man, 

et he never undertook anything in a weak-hearted manner. 
With him there was a sensitive cord drawing the line between 
right and wrong, and, always led onward by a motive to do right, 
his actions in the present were directed by a steadfast hope in the 
future. There are those, and I think that Captain RumPpLe may 
well be said to have been one of them, who are never disturbed by 
the past, except as it may serve to furnish lessons for the future— 
who perform the duties of the day as they come along, molding 
them for the future. 

It is not that class of men that attracts the notice and receives 
the plaudits of the passers-by in immediate approbation of their 
exploits, to be forgotten when the procession has passed; but 
when their sturdy and earnest life is rounded up we see their in- 
fluence impressed upon the things with which they were brought 
in close relation. It is this character of men that makes the world 
better and happier for their having lived in it. 

Mr. RuMPLE was born and reared on the farm, receiving such 
advantages in the way of education, while on the farm, as could 
be given to farmers’ boys generally who possess the intelligence, 
energy, and grit to make proper application of the opportunities 
that arise from poverty and from breathing the healthful atmos- 
og and engaging in the invigorating exercises of farm life. 

is boyhood surroundings were modest and frugal, but they 
taught him those lessons of honesty, economy, integrity, and in- 
dustry that characterized his entire course during his after life. 
It is from this class, surrounded by such influences, that have 
arisen the men and women who have left their impress upon our 
institutions. 

It is from this class, and surrounded by like influences, that 
have come those who have made our nation famous in the fields 
of statesmanship, finance, literature, and art. The wholesome 
infinences that surround farm life give to the farmer's boy life 
and soul, inspired with energy and courage, to go out into the 
world and successfully engage with the forces that lie in the road 
to success. Nowhere is that freedom of thought and freedom of 
action as clearly displayed to the young mind as on the farm, 
where every ripple of the stream, every song of the bird, every 
sighing of the breeze, every lowing of the herd, is an inspiration 
to the young mind and an incentive to good citizenship and love 
ofcountry. A gentle spirit, a pure heart, and active mind. fanned 
and fed by an invigorating atmosphere, grow and expand in the 
full development of man and in the broadening of an exalted 
manhood. These were the influences that surrounded Captain 
Rump.e during his boyhood days and as he grew into the state of 
manhood. These were the influences that inspired him with a 
love of home and home life, and at the same time filled his soul 
with a patriotic love of country. 

The firing on Fort Sumter was not only the signal of secession. 
It was, in a more significant sense, the liberation of Northern 
thought. It, at once, concentrated the minds of the people on the 
fact that we have an American Union, and that, as emblematical 
of that Union, an American flag, and that the Union had been 
attacked and its emblem torn down. The thought of the Amer- 
ican people both North and South had been centered on the ques- 
tion of slavery, but as the reverberation of the discharge of the 
first gun was heard, the fact that the paramount question now 
before the American people was not slavery in itself, but the 
American Union, dawned upon the people and filled their minds 
with alarm. Imbued with this idea and impressed with the im- 
portance to mankind of maintaining the Union unbroken and 
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unimpaired, the young men of the country, with patriotic fervor, 
responded to the nation’s call for troops. 

Mr. RvumMP.e enlisted in the Army for the Union, and remained 
in the service for more than four years, and was among the last 
of that great Army to be mustered out after the close of the war. 
For valiant and faithful service he was promoted from his posi- 
tion of enlistment as a private, through the several gradations 
of office, to that of captain, which position he held at the time of 
his discharge. His was not a service of ease or idleness. He 
was under General Grant at Vicksburg and under Thomas at 
Franklin and Nashville, Tenn., and whether on the march to 
Jackson, Miss., and at the capture of that place, or in the several 
battles on the countermarch, or in the trenches around Vicksburg, 
or whether engaged in the battles of Franklin and Nashville, or 


| in pursuit of General Hood, he always manifested that deliberate 


courage and unshrinking fidelity to duty that formed the guiding 
star to his whole life. 

He was not led to enlist in the Army through any hope of ease 
or comfort nor from any thought of military preferment, but 
solely out of a sense of duty under the inspiration of patriotism 
and love of country. While he spent more than four years in 
the service, it was not because that service had any attractions 
congenial to his nature, but because he felt it a duty as an Amer- 
ican citizen to maintain the integrity of the Union and to protect 
the honor of the American flag. 

When the Union was restored, the Army discharged, and his 
military labors ended, he again returned to civil life, took up the 
study of law, was admitted to practice, and became prominent as 
one of the principal lawyers of the State of his adoption. After- 
wards, he was elected to the legislature of the State of Iowa, of 
which he became a distinguished member, finally closing his career 
as a Representative in the Fifty-seventh Congress. 

One thing may always be said of Captain RumpLE—that a sense 
of duty was his guiding star through his entire life. Wherever 
that pointed, hewas found. Whether onthe farm asa boy, when 
growing into manhood; whether in the public schools or college; 
whether in the Army, in camp, or on the march, or on the field of 
battle; whether in the court room or in the legislative chamber, 
or whether in social relations with his family or friends, he was 
ever found actuated by the same motive. 

There is no place, perhaps, where true character is more accu- 
rately reflected than in the home. The close relationship in the 
family circle is very sure in time to develop character in its true 
lightand in its proper relations. With Captain Rump.Le the home, 
with its influences and the comforts that it afforded, was the place 
of his delights, and here he enjoyed the companionship of his 
friends with a generous cordiality. 

With the last session of Congress Mr. RuMPLE was compelled 
to close his public career. Before the close of the session he felt 
that grim disease coming on that finally took him away. But he 
did not lose hope or courage. We saw him here attending to his 
official duties, looking after the interests of his constituents, at- 
tending to those matters that are required of a faithful member 
of this House, long after he began to feel that a prudent regard 
for his physical condition demanded that he cease his labors here 
and seek medical treatment for the disease that had begun to 
make its appearance and was beginning to undermine his vitality 
and endanger life itself. When this consideration was pressing 
upon him, I heard him, on several occasions, express a purpose 
and desire to get away to receive medical treatment; but this was 
always coupled with the idea, as expressed by him, that he still had 
this to do and that to look after before he felt warranted to leave 
his duties here. And so matters went on until nearly the close of 
the session before he left here and went to the hospital at Indian- 
apolis, where he was soon made acquainted with the malignant 
character of the disease whose fangs had pierced his very life. 

Now, for the first time, he realized in its full sense the serions- 
ness of his condition, and,supported by the consciousness of a 
pure and upright course of living and bnoyed up by the hopes of 
achievements to be accomplished in the future, he took up the 
contest for life while death seemed apparent, most manfully and 
with devout Christian courage. But courage must sometimes 
yield, and when that yielding is manifested in a loving, Christian 
faith, it is the mere transition from courage to resignation; and 
the spirit that can yield gracefully to the inevitable when the 
time comes will reflect its light and influence to be witnessed by 
those who follow after. 

It soon became apparent that the disease with which Mr. 
RUMPLE was afflicted was of a malignant type, and that it was 
daily penetrating deeper and deeper and fastening its fangs upon 
the life that remained. With a consciousness of the approaching 
end he awaited its coming with a Christian fortitude only to be 
sustained by the hope of immortality and a faith in an ever- 
living God. His was a noble life, filled with deeds of love and 
charity and kindness, and as it went out loving friendship fol- 
lowed with earnest prayer. 
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I feel constrained to believe that in some cases, even where the 
whole course of life is filled with love and kindness, the sublimity 
of character is more vividly reflected in sickness and death and 
in the scenes that attend them, without murmur and without 
complaint, than in life itself. That patient endurance, with the 
consciousness ever present that the end of all that pertains to this 
world is fast approaching, without the hope of relief except in 
death, portrays a character of sublinte beauty. 

The life of everyone, whether it may be drawn on right lines 
or wrong, when it goes out, leaves its impress and influence some- 
where. Some heart is touched and some chord made to thrill by 
it. The influence of that life does not always stop with the 
grave, but it goes on and enters into the lives of those that are to 
come, This thought is found portrayed in the life of Captain 
RuMpP.LeE. He embodied in his everyday life the sentiment ex- 
pressed so beautifully in the lines of the poet: 

So live that when thy summons comes to join 

The innumerable caravan which moves 

To that mysterious realm, where each shall take 
His chamber in the silent halls of death, 

Thou go not, like the quarry slave at night, 
Scourged to his dungeon, but, sustained and soothed 
By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave 


Like one who wraps the drapery of his couch 
About him and lies down to pleasant dreams. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt on 
this occasion any eulogy of our deceased friend or attempt any 
analysis of his life and character. I come only as a comrade of 
my comrade, to bring one more tribute to his memory. 

I never knew him until I met him first in this Congress as a 


member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The few months’ | 


service we had together on that committee revealed his personal 
character to me by reason of our daily contact in the considera- 
tion of the same questions. Kinship of service in the same cause 
was supplemented by kinship of faith in the same Saviour and the 
same hope of eternal life. He endeared himself to me by his un- 
failing kindness and gentleness. I never heard a petulant word 
from him or a word of complaint concerning the arduous duties 
to which he was called or the perplexing questions that were 
presented to him. 

I never heard any complaint from him concerning the things 
that sometimes have offended us all—the procedure and rules of 
the House. I have heard him occasionally say, with reference to 
some important measure, ‘‘I desired to speak, but somehow or 
other the duties of my committee do not leave me time for the 

reparation which I feel is due.’’ And then he would go back to 
his committee room to resume the work to which he had been 
assigned. I knew nothing about his home life. It so happened 
that in our intercourse there had not been occasion to speak of it 
except in an incidental way. Yet every time it was mentioned 
by him it revealed the tenderness of the associations that were 
there. I did not know the people from whom he came or amongst 
whom he had spent his life; and it was not until after his death 
that I knew enough of his personal history to even say more about 
him than his record in the Congressional Directory showed. 

But the inquiry made since discloses a life with the charac- 
teristics of the sons of liberty in liberty’s land. Born on a farm, 
he was fatherless at the age of 11. At 13 driving a team and 
moving his widowed mother and her little children from the cen- 
ter of Ohio to a new home in the Stateof Iowa. That was nearly 
fifty years ago. Wecan picture to ourselves the long journey 


and the sturdy character that was daily growing in the life of | 
the boy. At 16a pupil in the district school of his community; | 


at 18 a teacher in the same school; at 20 years and 4 months, en- 
listing as a private soldier in one of the first regiments organized 
in his State, and going out to the battlefield to contend about 
questions of life and death for the nation into which he had been 


born. The generation that did that is but a remnant now. As | 


one after another the comrades fall from our side we drop our | ¢-om us, we do more than pay tribute to them. We lay binding 


tribute, our sprig of evergreen, into the grave, an emblem of the 
immortality in which we hope; and then we side step to the right 
and the left, closing on the center, each step bringing us a little 
nearer to the flag and to the standard of life by which we live 
and by which the nation bears onward its life. 

Four years of service for a boy like that! He came out a cap- 
tain at the age of 24. I will not stop to repeat the great military 
history which was written during that time. The very names of 
the battlefields which have been enumerated before you testify to 
the character of it all; and immediately, without seeking honor 
at the hands of the nation he had helped to save, he turned him- 
self to the duties of life. Wenext find him as a student of law. 
Then, after the usual time, he was admitted a member of the bar 
and immediately began the practice of his profession. The rest 
of his life was spent in the community where he was a schoolboy 
and where he was alaw student. His neighbors testified to their 
appreciation of him as a man by electing him to Congress. Yet 
he did not appear at any time conscious of bearing honor. Cer- 
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tainly he was always unconscious that he was seeking honor. So 
delicate is that rare flower that ‘‘ he who seeks it shall never find 
it, and he who finds it needs no name.’’ He has gone before. 

I miss the kindly light of his eye, the gentle touch of his hand, 
and the cheerful voice. Somehow I can not feel the sense of grief 
which is commonly expressed concerning the loss of a man or a 
friend. I feel the sense of separation, and yet I feel conscious 
that somewhere on the other shore such a man is looking back at 
the record of a life in which there may have been mistakes that 
even his fellow-men have forgotten, looking back upon the record 
of a life in which the highest motive was to endeavor to do his duty 
as itwaslaidupon him. Trained from childhood in that stern old 
faith that has given Christian civilization so many men of clear 
intellect and generous, warm hearts, his character had in it the 
repose which comes from reliance upon ‘‘ the impregnable rock of 
the Scriptures.’’ The logic of the shorter catechism decided for 
him ths fundamental elements of justice and of right. There 
were never two sides to a question before him. It was always, 
What is right? 

Returning back to this House after my absence during vaca- 
tion, I passed through the city of Chicago and arrived here the 
day of his death. I did not know that he was then languishing 
in a hospital in that city, or else I should have stopped and gone 
again to stand beside him as he went down to the portals that 
mark the end of life. He endeared himself to me, and it was 
with more than a feeling of mere comradeship; it was with that 
fraternal feeling which sometimes ties our lives together without 
our knowing why or how. Since I knew that this day had been 
set aside for addresses in his memory,I wrote to one of his friends 
at his home, asking a question pertaining to him. In reply I re- 
ceived the following answer, which I will read as worthy of a 
place in the REcorp: 

MARENGO, IOWA, February 18, 1903. 


Hon. W. A. CALDERHEAD, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sirk: Your favor of the 15th instant received this morning, too late, 
I fear, to get to you the papers I mail to your address to-day by Friday. 
The papers referred to contain Mr. RuMPLE’s record quite fully. 

It was my privilege to office with him six years, having desk room with 
him. A warm friendship grew out of this close association, one for the other. 
He would have reached his sixty-second year had he lived until March 4. 
My acquaintance with him covered twenty-five years. Iwas with him at 
the Cedar Rapids Congressional convention twenty years ago, when he made 
his first effort to gain a nomination for Congress, where Hon. James Wilson, 
now Secretary of Agriculture, won out by one majority over him. No citi- 
zen of this city or of the State ever left a cleaner or more honorable record 
than RuMpLE. He loved tolive,and madea gallant fight for life. His friend- 
oie aes many and close, and he had the reputation of standing loyally by 
nis friends. 

While he lived plainly and was temperate in all things, he accumulated 
but little. He was most liberal in his dealings, always a contributor toall 
good and worthy objects. He often said to me that he might be more prop- 
erly designated as a compromiser of difficulties between men than an attor- 
ney. By and through his disposition and habit of settling litigation outside 
of court he missed many a fat fee. Iwasa witness to many such settlements 
in his office. But when he once landed a case in court he was one of the 
hardest fighters during these years among the members of the bar of this 
part of the State. 

ae was an active member of the Presbyterian Church, for years leader of 
the choir. 

He was married twice, a daughter by his first wife, a widow for several 
yéars, making her home with him. Ason by his second wife died about 
twenty-five yearsago. He had a very pleasant and comfortable little home, 
only recently built. 

Mr. RUMPLE was never active in hisown behalf for political advancement. 
It was the spontaneous and zealous work of his friends which made his ad- 
vancement possible. In the last campaign for Congress no movement was 
ever made by him for such nomination. Every move, from start to finish, 
was made without his knowledge or consent by his friends in lowa County, 
reinforced by friends in every county in the district. 

The people's faith and confidence in his honesty and sincerity of purpose 
was fixed and substantial. His friendship was not limited to any particular 


| class, but he was as easily approached by the most humble and unfortunate 





citizen as those occupying opposite positions in business or society. JOHN 
RUMPLE was every body's friend, is about the simplest form of stating it. 
With my kindest personal regards, Iam, very truly, yours, 
D. M. ROWLAND. 


As we measure the lives of our colleagues who have passed on 


upon ourselves obligations to the highest performance of duty; 
and the life and example and friendship of my comrade binds me 
to further efforts, that I may in some way yet meet his approval 
and meet the approval of the Great Master. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE MOODY OF NORTH 
CAROLINA. 


Mr. KLUTTZ. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina offers the resolutions which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thatin pursuance of the special order heretofore 2dopted, the 
House proceed to pay tribute to the memory of the Hon. JAMES MONTRA- 
VILLE Moopy, late a member of the House of Representatives from the State 
of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, and in reeognition of his eminent abilities as a faithful and dis- 


tinguished public servant, the House at the conclusion of the memorial pro- 
ceedings shall stand adjourned. 
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Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 
Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is SeeeSe instructed to send a copy 
of these resolutions to the family of the deceased, 


The resolutions were agreed to. 


Mr. KLUTTZ. Mr. Speaker, JAMES MONTRAVILLE Moopy 
was my warm personal friend. I had known him for, many 
years, and our friendship dated from our first acquaintance. We 
differed widely in politics, but it is a pleasure now to recollect 
that our personal relations were never affected thereby. He was 
a true son of North Carolina, and his heart was big, like the 
mountains at whose base he was born and reared and buried. 

No man in a single term in Congress ever acquired more gen- 
eral esteem and confidence than he. 

Never noisy or demonstrative, but always courteous, obliging, 
indefatigable, intelligent, he compelled the good will of his asso- 
ciates and accomplished much for his constituents. 

So lately did he move among us in apparent health and strength 
it is hard to realize that, in the very maturity of his powers, he 
has gone from us to join the silent ‘‘democracy of the dead.” 
Few who met him in his last days of service here knew that he 
was bearing about with him, consciously, yet bravely and silently, 
the almost certainty of his speedy outgoing. Loyal to his own, 
he went home to die. 

Born February 12, 1858, he was not yet 45 years of age, yet in 
the brief span of his life he had filled many positions of trust, and 
always with honor. 

As prosecuting attorney for his judicial district, as State sena- 
tor, as major and division commissary in the Spanish-American 
war, and latterly as a Representative in this House he had worn 
all honors worthily and well. Simple in his habits, unostenta- 
tious in his manner, genial in his address, candid, and yet con- 
siderate of the feelings of all, he was emphatically a man of the 
people, and the people loved him. Most touching were the dem- 





onstrations of affection and regret as we laid him to rest beneath | 


the shadows of his own loved mountains, his bier surrounded by 
weeping multitudes of lifelong friendsand neighbors. A beloved 
wife and six devoted children survive him, but they mourn not 
as those who have no hope, for in life, ‘‘ before the evil days came 
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we determine our status in the great hereafter by the life we now 
live in the flesh. ‘‘Be not deceived; whatsoever a man soweth 
that shall he also reap.”’ 

It is a consolation to believe that our departed friend builded 
well; that he found the more than philosopher's stone—the pearl 
of great price—and that it is well with his soul. 

The admonition of this solemn hour is, ‘‘ Be ye also ready, for 
in such an hour as ye think not the Son of Man cometh.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to append to these remarks some 
extracts from the funeral address by Rev. J. E. Abernethy, 
pastor of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Waynesville, N.C., 
who was Mr. Moopy’s pastor. I also ask unanimous consent that 
members who so desire may have leave to print. 

ho SPEAKER pro tempore. That order has already been 
made, 

The extracts from the funeral address of Rev. J. E. Abernethy 
are as follows: 


Like the majority of great men, Mr. Moopy spent the first part of his 
life in the midst of stubborn difficulties. While he was only a poor boy, labor- 
ing on the farm, ardent desires to become useful and distinguished, hopes 
and dreams of future greatness, those voiceless longings for immortality, 
filled his veins with fire. The restless emulation that at first thrilled his am- 
bitious heart at the mention of great names, the wild hopes which flushed 
the cheek and made the pulse beat quick as he pondered upon the future, 
never left him. His heart was of heroic mold. As he struggled up the 
steep and thorny way of life, his mighty courage laughed at the obstacles 
that crowded about him. Difficulties that have daunted and dismayed other 
men were but stepping stones to him. He had that assurance which is ever 
the companionof genius and thatroyal faith whose eagle eye pierced through 
the darkest night and saw the day beyond. Like the boy of Sparta, when 
his sword was too short he added a step toit. Finally he was crowned with 
success. 

For twenty years he has been a leader in almost every public interest of 
this county. His optimistic spirit, his commanding Pinas, his wealth of 
common sense, always placed him in the forefront of the great movements 
of his people. He had the divine art of doing great things with ease. 

As a representative of the bar he was one of the most successful of the 
State. He was especially prominent asacriminal lawyer. His public sevrice 
gave general satisfaction to all classes of people, regardless of faith or party. 
As State senator, as Congressman, no man ever labored more enthusiasti- 
cally for the good of his county. He seemed to have every man’s interest at 





| heart, and he labored hard that he might do the best for eachandall. He 


nigh,’’ he made his peace with God and died in that peace which | 


passeth all understanding. 
Let us be warned of the uncertainty of life by his untimely 
taking off. 
Art is long, and time is fleeting, 
And our hearts, though stout and brave, 
Still like muffied drums are beating 
Funeral marches to the grave. 

Decay and dissolution are irrevocably written by the iron pen 
of destiny across the page of life. Life and death are interwoven 
in our being in the very hour of birth, and in all life we bear 
the seeds and certainty of death. The conflict between these 
forces is irrepressible, the end inevitable. 

‘** It is appointed unto all men once to die. **One event hap- 
peneth to all; as dies the fool so dies the wise man.”’ 

Fortunate is our endowment, that we can not fully realize 
these great truths in personal application, else life would be but 
living death. 

And yet to each of us the dread summons must come, as it has 
come to all who have lived before us. 

The fathers, where are they? 

To each of us, if spared from “battle, murder, and sudden 
death,’’ there will some time come a sickness unto death. There 
will be a last gathering of friends and loved ones around the bed- 
side, a few faintly spoken adieus, a stilling of the life pulse. and 
the dark wing of the death angel will brush out our mortal vision 
forever. There will be the hush of whispered voices, and the soft 
tread of slippered feet in the silent chamber of death, a little cor- 
tége to the tomb, and the clods of the valley will cover us. 

And is this all? Endeth thus the dream of life in the darkness 
and death damp of the grave? 

Shall the funeral pall enshroud us forever? Has He who 


99 


planted reproductive life in the insensate and inanimate failed | 


or forgotten it in His highest creature, man? 
count than seed, and fruit and flower, and egg and nut, that he 
should die forever. while they perpetuate life perennially? 

Nay, verily the lesson of all life is that man is immortal and 
his life eternal. 

The grave but vainly entombs the chrysalis of immortality. 

“* If a man die, shall he live again?’’ Yea and amen; by every 
analogy of life, by every law of nature, by every principle of 
evolution, by every deduction of biology, by every yearning of 


Is man of less ac- | 


the soul, by every revelation of God he shall live again. and live | 


forever. Annihilation is the exceptional nightmare of wailing 
despair; immortality the universal intuition of hoping humanity. 

And what of that life in the great beyond? We build for it 
here day by day, and as certainly as the builder determines the 
character of his structure by the material used, so certainly do 


| 


| 


was devoted to his work, and no social occasion ever persuaded him away 
from duty. 

But it is not necessary to speak at length of his public services. Their 
character is the best attestation of their worth and sincerity. They glow 
upon his country’s history. They burn in shimmering glory upon his coun- 
78 banner. They aré written upon hearts of multitudes with a stylus of 

re. 

As a man he was a center of attraction.a favorite among all classes of 
people. To know him was to love him. His great heart and personal mag- 
netism, his manly sympathy and noble affability, charmed thousands into his 
friendship. On this ground many men of the opposite political faith forgot 
their own party and voted for him. 

It has been said that he was as familiar with the Congressmen, the Presi- 
dent,and his Cabinet, as he was with the men of his own town, and at the 
same time the poorest boy—the most friendless man in all these mountains— 
found in him a friend in the truest sense. He was preeminently a friend to 
the poor and needy. When he could help his friends, he did it promptly and 
with great pleasure. When he wasunable to doa friend a favyor,he did not 
rest until he found some one who could. He was often in debt, but it was 
due to the fact that he borrowed money to lighten some man’s burden. 

Like all other men he had his faults, but he was so generous, so chari- 
table, so warm hearted, so great that many people never recognized any- 
thing in his life but the virtues that made him prominent. He was a man of 
marked character, of pronounced qualities, of Roman dignity and deserved 
distinction. There was an inflexible integrity in his public conduct, an in- 
describable fascination in his familiar conversation, a condensed energy in 
his discourse, a quickness of perception, a vigor of deduction, a directness 


| and devotedness of purpose in all he did as a representative of the people. 





Major Moopy’s life was an incarnation of the proverb of Sallust, “Every 
man is the architect of his own fortune.” 

Many a poor and helpless boy will see in his life an illustration of the 
mighty fact that the way to greatness is open to all, and from that illustra- 
tion many will receive an inspiration to rise from their poverty, ignorance, 
and lethargy and take the way that leads to prosperity and renown. Great 
men by the study of his life will become greater. Representatives from our 
Government will receive from his example a new accession to their love of 
patriotism and their passion for national prosperity. 

The news of his death waked the keenest grief in the hearts of thousands. 
Countless homes have been darkened by the shadow of this death angel's 
wing. Language has no power to express the overshadowing, overpowering 
sense of our country’s common loss. 

When his spirit left us we could but exclaim— 

“Another beacon light blown out above us, 
Another buoy bell stilled upon the sea.” 

We all but feel as if a corpse were lying in our own homes 

Now that he has been taken from our midst, he who has been a guide 
and a leader in this generation, he who has been so strong to stand and so 
bold to go forward, he who has been such a fortress and tower to so many— 
now that he is gone forever, may God's richest blessings rest upon all who 
are bereaved. 

Heavenly Father, send Thy grace and consolation to this mourning people. 
Bless the wife—Thou who hast put in the Holy Bible so many words for 
the widow, bless and comfort ond guide her through life. . 

Let Thy richest grace comfort these children. Lead each one of them 
into the very bestand most useful life. Grant untothem to feel the immense 
responsibility of inheriting the fame of their father. God Almighty, bless 
every friend and loved one who has been made sad by this death. ' 

Help us all, Thou great God of our salvation, help us all to consecrate our 
lives to Jesus Christ. May we all be a blessing to our country and make our 
generation better for having lived. 

Finally give us a home in Thy glorious and eternal Kingdom, and the 





| praise shall be thine forever. 


Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, others have spoken of the life work 
of our deceased friend. Others have told of the struggle of his 
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early manhood; how he overcame every obstacle and rose to 
rominence; of his success at the bar and in the political arena. 
t is merely my purpose to place a little bunch of acacias on his 
grave in token of my friendship for my dead colleague. 

While his name still lingers upon the records of this Congress, 
while we still see his familiar face, it is well we should pause to 
speak of his good qualities, that those who come after us may 
know that when James M. Moopy died his State lost a devoted 
son and his country a patriotic Representative in Congress. 

How soon the greatest are almost entirely forgotten! For a 
moment we may think the services of the most eminent member 
of this body are indispensable to his country, and yet, when 
Providence shall call him hence, his place will be immediately 
filled and the machinery of Government never for an instant will 
stop. It were well if we could all keep in mind that life is but 
death’s prelude, simply execution’s stay. 

I desire to record this estimate of our deceased friend. He was 
kind hearted and generous. He despised not one of God’s crea- 
tures. He could not cherish malice. He was tender in his home. 
It was not characteristic of him to speak evil of any man. He 
ardently loved his State. He was an American, willing to risk 
his life for his country. He was honest in his convictions. Asa 
lawyer he was faithful to his clients, as solicitor in the courts he 
was faithful to his State, as a Representative in Congress he was 
faithful to the interest of the Republic as God gave him light to 
see. 

And he believed in God. In the thunder he heard His voice; 
in the sunshine he saw His smile, and in the growing crops he 
perceived His all-pervading goodness and mercy. 

As the spirit of this generous, patriotic man was passing out, | 
as the beautiful mountains around his home were fading in life’s 
twilight, as the merry laughter of rippling Richland was dying 
in his ears, let us hope it was mercifully granted to him to see 
the white spires of the Celestial City and hear the music of the 
eternal morn. 


Mr. GIBSON. 
Roman forum, with the dead body of the greatest of all Romans 
before him— 


I come to bury Cawsar, not to praise him. 


We, Mr. Speaker, come here to-day not to bury our late col- | 


league and associate, JAMES MONTRAVILLE Moopy, but to praise 
him. 
the mountains of North Carolina, he was emphatically a moun- 
tain man, possessing all of the characteristics of the best speci- 
mens of typical mountaineers. I know these mountaineers, Mr. 
Speaker. I have lived among them. Whenever I strike a moun- 
taineer, I have a certain measure of respect for him, for he has 
come from the hands of God, without the additions which art or 
fashion puts upon the most of men. He is emphatically a God- 
made man. The mountain men, not only of North Carolina, but 
of every section of our country, and especially the mountain men 
from the regions east of the Mississippi, have been noted during 
the whole of our history for the possession of many of the grand- 
est characteristics that adorn eminence in manhood, citizenship, 
and patriotism. 

The mountain men of North Carolina, like those of Tennessee, 
are Nature’s own children. You need not go among them to find 
leaders of fashion or gay followers of frivolity. They do not be- 
long to the class who— 

Caper nimbly in a lady’s chamber 
To the lascivious pleasing of a lute. 

But as friends none are more true, as citizens none are more pa- 
triotic, as Christians none are more devout. 

When the shadow of war darkens over the land, when the drum 
beats and the bugle blows, when the flag is run up in the sky, and 
the President calls on the brave and the patriotic to rally to the 
defense of our country, nowhere between the Atlantic and the 
Pacific, nowhere between the Lakes and the Gulf, do you find 
more men to rally or men to rally more quickly under the banner 
of their country than the stalwart sons of these mountains, and 
none braver or stronger. 

In the dark days of the American Revolution, when the cause 
of old England seemed in the ascendency, when the hearts of 
Washington and his compeers had begun to weaken, and the 
bright-winged dove of hope seemed about to fly away and the 
black-winged vulture of despair to take its place, when Georgia 
had been subjugated and Cornwallis had overrun South Carolina 
and North Carolina and was moving toward Virginia, and all 
the cities upon the Northern coast were in the possession of British 
soldiers or sailors, then it was that the men of the mountains in 
which JAMES MONTRAVILLE Moopy was born and raised, under 
the leadership of John Sevier, afterwards the first governor of 
Tennessee, and Isaac Shelby, afterwards the first governor of 
Kentucky, and their immortal competent. without any orders 
from the General Government, without any of them wearing a 
uniform, without any of them armed with a weapon except those 
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Mr. Speaker, it was said by Mark Antony in the | 


He was a man who deserved praise. Born and reared in | 





paemens with their own money, and mounted on their own 
orses, descending from those mountains of North Carolina like 
an avalanche of valor and patriotism, on that fateful day in Octo- 
ber, 1780, fell upon the British troops under Ferguson, at Kings 
Mountain, and delivered a blow whose echoes were heard through- 
out the length and breadth of the infant Republic, encouraging 
the hearts of patriots everywhere, and whose reverberations 
crossed the Atlantic Ocean and warned King George that the tide 
of battle had at last turned against him in this New World. 

When, in the next war with England, after our armies had 
been defeated in almost every battle on American soil, after Hull 
had surrendered at Detroit, after this city had been captured, the 
Capitol burned, the defenses of Baltimore bombarded, otir sea- 
coasts ravaged by English soldiers and English ships, when, in 
January, 1815, the victorious hosts of England were about. to 
capture New Orleans, and in capturing New Orleans capture 
Louisiana and the Mississippi River and all that great Western 
country out of which so many grand States have since been 
carved, then it was that the mountain men of North Carolina, 
Tennessee, and Kentucky confronted the British forces on the 
plain of Chalmette, confronted the veteran soldiers who had de- 
feated the armies of Napoleon in old Europe—then it was that 
these mountain riflemen, with Andrew Jackson at their head, 
hurled back the armies of Pakenham and Gibbs, and won that 
victory which has made the name of Jackson and the battle of 
New Orleans immortal in the history of our country and in the 
annals of the world. 

Mr. Moopy himself had no opportunity to distinguish himself 
in war, but when the conflict with Spain arose he at once offered 
his services to his country, and became an officer in our Army. 
He did all any brave man and patriot could do to show his devo- 
tion to his country; and if the necessities of the war had called 
him to the field of battle, he no doubt would have proved himself 
a worthy son of our mountain land. 

Mr. Moopy lived at Waynesville, in ‘‘the land of the sky,’’ a 
beautiful little mountain city 2,600 feet above the level of the 
sea, and surrounded by mountains 6,000 feet above the level of 
the sea—more than a mile high. Look which way you will from 
Mr. Moopy’s home and a most magnificent panorama of moun- 
tains stands before you, some of the peaks towering sublimely 
far into the heavens. Notably among these peaks is Junaleska, 


| glorious in its majesty and sublime in its proportions. While we 





were attending the funeral the clouds and mists enveloped all of 
the valleys and lower mountains. The great breast of Junaleska 
was enveloped as in a mighty garment, but through the rifts of 
the mists could be seen the sunlight on its summit glittering like 
a crown of glory in the upper sky, recalling vividly the familiar 
lines— 

As some tall cliff that lifts its awful form, 

Swells from the vale, and midway leaves the storm; 

Though round its breast the rolling clouds are spread, 

Eternal sunshine settles on its head. 

Such were the surroundings of Mr. Moopy’s home. None 
could be lovelier, none more inspiring; and as were the mountains, 
so was he—massive in his person, a huge body, a great head, stal- 
wart arms, legs of oak, and a heart, big, brave, and bountiful. 
No better specimen of our mountain men ever sat on this floor. 
Some may have thought him rather rough in his exterior, but, 
Mr. Speaker— 

Within the oyster’s shell uncouth 
The purest pearl may bide; 

Trust me, you'll find a heart of truth 
Within that rough outside. 

Such was JAMES MONTRAVILLE Moopy. Asa mountain man I 
had a fellow feeling for him, as a patriot I honored him, asa 
friend I loved him. In the very prime of life, buta few days 
ago in the very glory of healthful manhood, apparently armed 
against disease from head to foot, with apparently thirty years 
of active, useful, honorable life ahead of him, and behold, all on 
a sudden, we saw the flag above this Hall at half-mast. Many of 
us, knowing nothing of his sickness, and, if knowing anything, not 
in the least suspecting a fatal issue, inquired “ o is dead?” 
The answer came, ‘‘ JAMES MONTRAVILLE Moopy.”’ 

He was dead, and his death warns us that death is norespecter 
of persons. that the stoutest, the bravest, the boldest, the young- 
est are as apt to be reached by the fatal shaft of the impartial 
archer as is the old man, tottering on his last legs, feebly walk- 
ing, bent and bowed, with the aid of a cane. 

Let us draw a lesson from this, Mr. Speaker, to so conduct our 
lives that when the end comes to us—as come it must, and come 
it will, and how soon we know not, for no man knoweth whose 
name is written upon the arrow which the archer, Death, will 
next draw from his quiver—let us so live that when the end comes 
to us we may fold our arms in hopeful resignation, trusting that 


when we close our eyes for the last time we close them to this world 
of trouble and of sorrow only to open them in that other world 
of peace and joy,in that other “‘ land ofthe sky,’’ where they will 
never be closed again, and that there, ready to greet us, in that 
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blessed country of immortality we will behold, transfigured and 
all glorious, the person of our friend and colleague, James Mon- 
TRAVILLE Moopy. 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, When a few 
weeks ago the wires flashed to his colleagues in Congress the sad 
news of the sudden death of James M. Moopy the first impression, 
mingled with regret, made upon my mind was that the pitiless 
destroyer of ind had stricken down in the prime of life one 
who was apparently the most robust of all the members of the 
North Carolina delegation. Possessing a powerful oa frame 
and a strong constitution, it seemed to those who knew him well 
that many years of active life were before him. But men, as 
well as States and nations, must bow to the divine decree, and 
while we are divinely told that the allotted period of man’s life is 
three score and ten years, it is the universal human experience 
that death has no time and no season. 

Leaves have their time to fall, 

And flowers to wither at the north-wind’s breath, 
And stars to set; but all, 

Thou hast all seasons for thine own, O Death! 

Horace, the Latin poet, voices another experience of humanity 
when he says: 


“ Pallida mors squo pulsat pede pauperum tabernas regumque turres”— 

Pale death with impartial foot knocks at the cottages of the poor and the 

yalaces of kings. ‘“ Vite: summa brevis spem nos vetat inchoare longam”— 
he short span of life forbids us to form remote expectations. 

JamES MONTRAVILLE Moopy, Republican, of Waynesville, was 
born on a farm in Cherokee (now Graham) County, N. C., Feb- 
ruary 12, 1858. While an infant his parents moved to Haywood 
County, where he lived and died. As a boy he worked on the 
farm during the summer months and attended the neighborhood 
schools in the winter. At the age of 17 he entered Waynesville 
Academy, remaining two years, and then attended Candler Col- 
lege, in Buncombe County, N. C., for one year; studied law un- 
der a private instructor at Waynesville, and was admitted to the 
bar in January, 1881. In 1886 was elected prosecuting attorney 
of the twelfth judicial district of North Carolina, and served in 
that capacity for four years. In 1894 was elected to the State 
senate owe two years. e served through the Spanish-American 
war as major and chief commissary of United States Volunteers on 
the staff of Maj. Gen. J. Warren Keifer, who commanded the 
First Division of the Seventh Army Corps. He was elected to the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, receiving 19,334 votes, to 17,250 for W. T. 
Crawford, Democrat. 

This brief biographical sketch from the Congressional Directory 
discloses the sterling qualities of this man, to whom to-day'we 
pay a last and an accustomed, but heart-felt and sincere, tribute 
of respect. Lawyer, State senator, solicitor or prosecuting attor- 
ney, major in the Spanish-American war, and Congressman—in 





the brief period of forty-five years few men have achieved such | 


varied distinction. Every 
hard and earnest work, an 
tal toil and effort. His success in life was achieved in his own 
home, among the mountains of North Carolina, which he loved 
so well, If nothing was to stay the cold hand of death, it was 


meet and appropriate that he should die within sight of those | 
grand peaks of the Blue Ridge, piercing the clouds and skies of | 


the ** Switzerland of America ’’—western North Carolina—which 
have given inspiration and cheer and courage to so many of the 
most distinguished of North Carolina’s many distinguished sons; 


men like Vance, Merrimon, Clingman, and many others who have | 


been loved and honored by North Carolinians. 
Just a week before the departure of Mr. Moopy for his home 
in Waynesville, when he was feeling depressed and ill, and with 


newspaper correspondent, ‘‘IfIam going to die, I want to die 
where I have lived, among the mountains, Géod’s country.’’ To 
him it was indeed God's country, and the pure, clear air of the 
mountains was to him the very breath of life. 

In all of us dwells the abiding sense of our local attachments, 
and we long in our last moments to look upon those scenes con- 
nected with the earliest and the most beloved memories and asso- 
ciations of our lives. When one of the Presidents of this great 
Republic, James A. Garfield, was stricken down by the assassin’s 
bullet, Mr. Blaine tells us in his magnificent oration that his 
early craving for the sea returned and he was borne, accompanied 
by the hopes and prayers of the nation, to the ‘‘ longed-for healing 
of the sea, there to live or die, as God should will, within sight of 
its heaving billows, within sound of its manifold voices.”’ 

And so James M. Moony craved once again for the healing of 
the mountains, the balsamic odors, the rugged and lofty peaks, 
the clear, blue sky, and the marvelous changing and shifting 
clouds and scenes of the “‘ Land of the Sky.” 

His life was spent among the people of this land from his early 
boyhood, and they loved, trusted, and honored him. He was 
faithful and true to them and failed not to respond to every call 
and demand of his State or country in peace or in war. Honest, 


sition which he won was by dint of | 
was the result of physical and men- 





laborious, rugged in character and physique as his native and be- 
loved mountains, let us hope that in his last moments he drew 
inspiration, comfort, courage, and from them, and was en- 
abled to look up and beyond the mists and shadows which sur- 
round their lofty peaks and with the eye of faith to catch some 
glimpses of the eternal world and feel from the mountain tops 
the breath of the eternal morning. 

Mr. Speaker, this sudden death of our colleague, following so 
many other deaths in this Congress, and, in my brief service of 
two terms in Congress, following the deathof many eminent pub- 
lic men, including both a President and Vice-President of the 
Republic, emphasizes that our human life hangs bya thread; the 
sword of Damocles, as we sit at the feast, is suspended over us. 

**All men think all other men mortal but themselves;’’ and the 
idea of following in the footsteps of our departed colleagues in 
and through the dark Valley of the Shadow is far from the 
thoughts of any of us; yet we know neither the day nor the hour 
decreed for our departure. Whether it be near or far, however, 
the discharge of our duty to the district and the State we repre- 
sent and to our country is the greatest of all earthly consolations 
when that inevitable hour comes. 

We are told by the historian: 

‘Over a hundred years ago, on May 19, 1780, in New Eng- 
land there was a day of remarkable gloom and darkness, still 
known as ‘the dark day,’ a day in which the light of the sun 
was extinguished as if by an eclipse. The legislature of Con- 
necticut was in session; and as its members saw the unexpected 
darkness coming on, they shared in the general awe and terror. 
It was supposed by many that the last day, the Day of Judgment, 
had come. Some one, in the consternation of the hour, moved an 
adjournment. Then there arose an old Puritan legislator, Daven- 
port, of Stamford, and said that if the last day had come, he de- 
sired to be found at his place doing his duty, and therefore moved 
that candles be brought in, so that the house could proceed with 
the legislative business.”’ 

And so, as has been well said by that great captain and leader 
of the Southern armies, Robert E. Lee, duty is the sublimest 
word in the English language; and however near the final sum- 
mons may be to any one of us, the example of this old Puritan is 
worthy of imitation and commendation. And the discharge of 
our duty will be to us the most comforting thought in our last 
hour on earth. 

So live, that when thy summons comes to join 

The innumerable caravan which moves 

To that mysterious realm where each shall take 
His chamber in the silent halls of death, 

Thou go not, like the quarry-siave at night, 
Scourged to his dungeon, but sustained and soothed 
By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave 

Like one that wraps the drapery of his couch 
About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams. 


Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, the great Being has decreed that 
death must come to all. When youth, with its rosy coloring and 
bright anticipations, ripens into maturity, it is the most conspicu- 
ous event which the future casts athwart the horizon. As the 
members of one’s family and one’s friends and acquaintances take 
their departure into the mysterious future we are constantly: re- 
minded that we, too, may be the next to cross the dark river. It 


| is well, perhaps, that these reflections should bid us pause from 


time to time in the busy march of life and ask when each of us 
may fall from the ranks and join the innumerable company which 
have gone before. 

Familiarity with death and the consciousness of our lot does 


| not, however, detract from the solemnity of each occasion when 
| we are called upon te mourn the less of one with whom we have 
evidently some premonition of his approaching end, he said to a | 


been associated in life. Whether we look upon it with shudder- 
ing horror, or whether faith has clothed the life to come with 
brightness and happiness, or whether the suffering and unhappi- 
ness of this world look with welcome upon the transition, it is 
still all mysterious and unfathomable by the exercise of any of the 
faculties with which we areendowed. Let those who have faith 
in immortality and in a brighter and better life nurture their 
faith and their anticipations, because they are thereby made 
happier in this world and have assurances of that which is to 
come. 

It was not my good fortune to know intimately Mr. Moopy. 
While we both lived in the same State, yet we were separated 
several hundred miles. His home was in the mountains, under 
the shadow, almost, of Mount Mitchell,.while my home was far 
even beyond the foothills, in the level tide-water plateau, near old 
ocean. 

I dislike a fulsome eulogy to the dead. There exists in every 
man, particularly those who have followed the bent of ambition 
and achieved distinction, characteristics and impulses which 
single him out apart from his fellows. There are none of us 
without faults. 

I was one of the members of this House who accompanied the 
committee on its sad mission to Waynesville to participate in the 
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last Hionors to all that was mortal of our late friend and colleague. | In the days of our prosperity and glory may we keep bright the 


On the day when we laid his body away in the beautiful ceme- | memory of those, who, through Thy protection and guidance, 
tery the elements contributed to add their share of gloom to the | secured to us our great blessings of civil and religious liberty, 
occasion. In his home town, nestling in a beautiful valley and | and may we continue their work in yet more firmly establishing 
surrounded by beautiful mountains, which seem to wall it in | the rights and liberties of all the people. 

from the outer world, the mist and the rain shrouded the moun- We ask it for Christ’s sake. Amen. é 

tain tops and swept over into the beautiful valley. However, The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
this did not deter the friends and acquaintances of the dead from | of Saturday last; when, on request of Mr. TELLER, and by unani- 
gathering once more to gaze upon their comrade and honored | mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

citizen and to follow the cortége to his last resting place. Not The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Journal 
only from the town, but from the surrounding country, they came, | will stand approved. 

on horseback and in vehicles, along heavy mountain roads and READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 
through the pelting rain. I talked with some of them about the a . . 
dead man, and there were two characteristics upon which all | , The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Washington’s Farewell Ad- 
were in harmony and upon which they loved to dwell. One was | dress will now be read by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots]. 
his kindly, impulsive, generous heart, particularly toward the |, Mr. DUBOIS (at the Vice-President’s desk) read the address, as 
helpless and the weak, and the other was his love of those whom follows: 

we call the people. To the people of the United States: 

I have an intense admiration for a man of kindly, humane im-| fFrRrenps anp FeLLow-CirizENs: The period for a new election 
pulses and sympathetic heart; the man who carries with him | of a citizen to administer the executive government of the United 
sunshine, who can weep with those who are in sorrow and laugh | States being not far distant, and the time actually arrived when 
with those who are in gladness; who speaks a kind and cheerful | your thoughts must be employed in designating the person who 
word to those who are despondent and unhappy and who extends | js to be clothed with that important trust, it appears to me proper, 
the glad hand of encouragement to those who are faint hearted; | especially as it may conduce to a more distinct expression of the 
for the man who is willing to divide with the poor and who is public voice, that I should now apprise you of the resolution I 
ever ready to listen to the appeals of the less fortunate. The | have formed to decline being considered among the number of 
greatest of all virtues is charity—charity of purpose, charity of | those out of whom a choice is to be made. 
opinion, the charity which overlooks frailties and the faults of I beg you at the same time to do me the justice to be assured 
others. It was said that very few appealed to him in vain, and | that this resolution has not been taken without a strict regard to 
that there were men and women among those sturdy mountaineers | 9}} the considerations appertaining to the relation which binds a 
who had been lifted up and encouraged and induced to turn their | qutiful citizen to hiscountry: and that in withdrawing the tender 
faces again to the light under the inspiration of his kindly nature. | of service. which silence in my situation might imply, I am influ- 

Mr. Moopy had been reared among the people of the moun- | enced by no diminution of zeal for your future interest, no defi- 
tains. He had been in their homes; he was familiar with their | ciency of grateful respect for your past kindness, but am su 
habits, their trials, their hopes and aspirations. They had known | ported by a full conviction that the step is compatible with both. 
him in youth and they had watched with pride his steady prog- The acceptance of and continuance hitherto in the office to 
ress to manhood. Promotion and advancement did not cause him | which your suffrages have twice called me have been a uniform 
to forget his old friends and acquaintances. While ambitious he | ca-rifice of inclination to the opinion of duty and to a deference 
was not proud. As he entered the world, far removed from his | ¢oy what appeared to be your desire. I constantly hoped that it 
old environments, surrounded by new faces and friends, his heart | .ould have been much earlier in my power, consistently with mo- 
ever turned toward the mountains, and he was always glad of the | tives which I was not at liberty to disregard, to return to that re- 
opportunity to mingle again with his people and to stand upon | tirement from which I had been reluctantly drawn. The strength 
his native heath. When he left this beautiful city and gazed for | o¢ my inclination to do this previous to the last election had even 
the last time upon its stately Capitol, he realized that he might | jeq to the preparation of an address to declare it to you; but ma- 
not return again, and expressed the wish, if he must die, that he | ture reflection on the then perplexed and critical posture of our 
be permitted to take a last farewell in sight of his mountains and | affairs with foreign nations and the unanimous advice of persons 
surrc vunded by his own people. F entitled to my confidence impelled me to abandon the idea. I re- 

Charity and love of the people! These two traits alone are | joice that the state of your concerns, external as well as internal, 
enough to distinguish him and to preserve his memory. The | ho jonger renders the pursuit of inclination incompatible with the 
good minister who officiated in the solemn funeral services in the | ..ntiment of duty or propriety, and am persuaded, whatever par- 
church referred to the beautiful floral offerings which were piled tiality may be retained for my services, that in the present circum- 
in profusion around the bier and expressed the hope that the mem- | .+. ces of our country you will not disapprove my determination 
ory of Mr. Moopy might continue longer than the fragrance and | to retire. 
life of those beautiful flowers. That hope will be realized. Not | Theo impressions with which I first undertook the arduous trast 
so much by the stately granite of the mountains which shall be | .ere explained on the proper occasion. In the discharge of this 
reared over his grave, but in the memory of the good men and | ¢-y.¢ I will only say that I have, with good intentions, contributed 
women who knew his virtues in life and who will preserve them toward the organization and administration of the Government 
for all time to come as a sweet and precious heritage. the best exertions of which a very fallible judgment was capable. 

; y Not unconscious in the outset of the inferiority of my qualifica- 

And then (at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.), in pursuance of | 4:5). experience, in my own eyes, perhaps still more in the eyes 
the resolutions, and as a further mark of respect to the memory | 4¢ others. has strengthened the motives to diffidence of myself; 
of the deceased members, the House adjourned until to-morrow, | . 4 every day the increasing weight of years admonishes me more 
at 12 o’clock noon. and more that the shade of retirement is as necessary to me as it 
will be welcome. Satisfied that if any circumstances have given 








SENATE. peculiar value to my services they were temporary, I have the 
P - Fel 23. 1903 consolation to believe that, while choice and prudence invite me 
Monpay, February 23, 1908. | to quit the political scene, patriotism does not forbid it. 
Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington, offered the | In looking forward to the moment which is intended to termi- 
following prayer: | nate the career of my political life my feelings do not permit me 


Almighty God, we praise Thee that this great Government of | to suspend the deep acknowledgment of that debt of gratitude 
ours was founded upon the sure and safe principles of religion. | which I owe to my beloved country for the many honors it has 
To seek and worship Thee in freedom of conscience and thought | conferred upon me; still more for the steadfast confidence with 
was the avowed purpose of that noble band of heroes who first | which it has supported me, and for the opportunities I have thence 
sought these shores to establish an empire of liberty. In the early | enjoyed of manifesting my inviolable attachment by services faith- 
days amidst strife ahd hardship the nation learned to pray. ful and persevering, though in usefulness unequal to my zeal. If 

We bless Thee that Thou didst commit the great work first of | benefits have resulted to our country from these services, let it 
establishing our independence, then of shaping and molding our | always beremembered to your praise and as an instructive example 
national character into the hands of one who not only in ideals, | in our annals that under circumstances in which the passions, agi- 
but in personal character embodied the elements of truth and | tated in every direction, were liable to mislead; amidst appear- 
greatness which have been inwrought into our national history. | ances sometimes dubious; vicissitudes of fortune often discourag- 

We praise Thee for the faith of our fathers. We pray that we | ing; in situations in which not unfrequently want of success has 
may be saved from the shame of forgetfulness of the God of our | countenanced the spirit of criticism, the constancy of your support 
fathers. Grant us the same ideals of liberty, the same exalted | was the essential prop of the efforts and a guaranty of the plans 
patriotism, the same unselfish motives, that in the severer tests | by which they were effected. Profoundly penetrated with this 
and tasks which have come to us we may be enabled to successfully idea, I shall carry it with me to my grave as a strong incitement 
establish upon a yet wider and firmer basis this great empire that | to unceasing vows that Heaven may continue to you the choicest 
stands for the brotherhood of man and the glory of Thy name. ‘ tokens of its beneficence; that your union and brotherly affection 
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may be perpetual; that the free Constitution which is the work 
of your hands may be sacredly maintained; that its administra- 
tion in every department may be stamped with wisdom and virtue; 
that, in fine, the happiness of the people of these States, under 
the auspices of liberty, may be made complete by so careful a 
preservation and so prudent a use of this blessing as will acquire 
to them the glory of recommending it to the applause, the affec- 
tion, and adoption of every nation which is yet a stranger to it. 

Here, perhaps, I ought to stop. Buta solicitude for your wel- 
fare which can not end but with my life, and the apprehension of 
danger natural to that solicitude, urge me on an occasion like the 
present to offer to your solemn contemplation and to recommend 
to your frequent review some sentiments which are the result of 
much reflection, of no inconsiderable observation, and which ap- 
pear to me all-important to the permanency of your felicity as a 
people. These will be offered to you with the more freedom as you 
can only see in them the disinterested warnings of a parting friend, 
who can possibly have no personal motive to bias his counsel. 
Nor can I forget as an encouragement to it your indulgent recep- 
tion of my sentiments on a former and not dissimilar occasion. 

Interwoven as is the love of liberty with every ligament of your 
hearts, no recommendation of mine is necessary to fortify or con- 
firm the attachment. 

The unity of government which constitutes you one people is 
also now dear to you. It is justly so, for it is a main pillar in the 
edifice of your real independence, the support of your tranquillity 
at home, your peace abroad, of your safety, of your prosperity, of 
that very liberty which you so highly prize. But as it is easy to 
foresee that from different causes and from different quarters 
much pains will be taken, many artifices employed, to weaken in 
your minds the conviction of this truth, as this is the point in 
your political fortress against which the batteries of internal and 
external enemies will be most constantly and actively (though 
often covertly and insidiously) directed, it is of infinite moment 
that you should properly estimate the immense value of your na- 
tional union to your collective and individual happiness; that you 
should cherish a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to 
it, accustoming yourselves to think and speak of it as of the pal- 
ladium of your political safety and prosperity; watching for its 
preservation with jealous anxiety; discountenancing whatever 
may suggest even a suspicion that it can in _~ event be aban- 
doned, and indignantly frowning upon the first dawning of every 
attempt to alienate any portion of our country from the rest or to 
enfeeble the sacred ties which now link together the various parts. 

For this you have every inducement of sympathy and interest. 


Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, that country has | 


a right to concentrate your affections. The name of American, 
which belongs to you in your national capacity, must always 
exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any appellation de- 
rived from local discriminations. With slight shades of differ- 
ence, you have the same religion, manners, habits, and political 
principles. You have in a common cause fought and triumphed 
together. The independence and liberty you possess are the work 
of joint counsels and joint efforts, of common dangers, sufferings, 
and successes, 

But these considerations, however powerfully they address them- 
selves to your sensibility, are greatly outweighed by those which 
apply more immediately to your interest. Here every portion of 
our country finds the most commanding motives for carefully 
guarding and preserving the union of the whole. 

The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South, pro- 
tected by the equal laws of a common government, finds in the 
produstions of the latter great additional resources of maritime 
and commercial enterprise and precious materials of manufactur- 
ing industry. The South, in the same intercourse, benefiting by 
the same agency of the North, sees its agriculture grow and its 
commerce expand. Turning partly into its own channels the sea- 
men of the North, it finds its particular navigation invigorated; 
and while it contributes in different ways to nourish and increase 
the general mass of the national navigation, it looks forward to 


the protection of a maritime strength to which itself is unequally | 
adapted. The East, in a like intercourse with the West, already | 


finds, and in the progressive improvements of interior communi- 


cations by land and water will more and more find, a valuable vent | 
for the commodities which it brings from abroad or manufactures | 


at home. The West derives from the East supplies requisite to its 


growth and comfort, and what is perhaps of still greater conse- | 


quence, it must of necessity owe the secure enjoyment of indis- 
pensable Outlets for its own productions to the weight, influence, 
and the future maritime strength of the Atlantic side of the 
Union, directed by an indissoluble community of interest as one 
nation. Any other tenure by which the West can hold this es- 
sential advantage, whether derived from its own separate strength 
or from an ara and unnatural connection with any foreign 
power, must be intrinsically precarious. 

While, then, every part of our country thus feels an immediate 
and particular interest in union, all the parts combined can not 
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fail to find in the united mass of means and efforts greater 
strength, greater resource, proportionately greater security from 
external danger, a less frequent interruption of their peace by 
foreign nations, and what is of inestimable value, they must de- 
rive from union an exemption from those broils and wars between 
themselves which so frequently afflict neighboring countries not 
tied together by the same governments, which their own rival- 
ships alone would be sufficient to produce, but which opposite 
foreign alliances, attachments, and intrigues would stimulate and 
embitter. Hence, likewise, they will avoid the necessity of those 
overgrown military establishments which, under any form of goy- 
ernment, are inauspicious to liberty, and which are to be regarded 
as particularly hostile to republican liberty. In this sense it is 





| that your union ought to be considered as a main prop of your 


liberty, and that the love of the one ought to endear to you the 
preservation of the other. 

These considerations speak a persuasive language toevery reflect- 
ing and virtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of the Union 
as a primary object of patriotic desire. Is there a doubt whether 
a common government can embrace so large asphere? Let experi- 
ence solve it. To listen to mere speculation in such a case were 
criminal. We are authorized to hope that a proper organization 
of the whole, with the auxiliary agency of governments for the 
respective subdivisions, will afford a happy issue to the experi- 
ment. It is well worth a fair and full experiment. With such 
powerful and obvious motives to union affecting all parts of our 
country, while experience shall not have demonstrated its imprac- 
ticability, there will always be reason to distrust the patriotism 
of those who in any quarter may endeavor to weaken its bands. 

In contemplating the causes which may disturb our Union, it 
occurs as matter of serious concern that any ground should have 
been furnished for characterizing parties by geographical dis- 
criminations—Northern and Southern, Atlantic and Western— 

’ whence designing men may endeavor to excite a belief that there 
is a real difference of local interests and views. One of the expe- 
dients of a party to acquire influence within particular districts is 
to misrepresent the opinions and aims of other districts. You can 
not shield yourselves too much against the jealousies and heart- 
burnings which spring from these misrepresentations; they tend 
to render alien to each other those who ought to be bound to- 
gether by fraternal affection. The inhabitants of our Western 
country have lately had a useful lesson on this head. They have 
seen in the negotiation by the Executive and in the unanimous 
ratification by the Senate of the treaty with Spain, and in the uni- 
versal satisfaction at that event throughout the United States, a 
decisive proof how unfounded were the suspicions propagated 
among them of a policy in the General Government and in the 


| Atlantic States unfriendly to their interests in regard to the Mis- 


sissippi. They have been witnesses to the formation of two trea- 
ties—that with Great Britain and that with Spain—which secure 
to them everything they could desire in respect to our foreign re- 
lations toward confirming their prosperity. Will it not be their 
wisdom to rely for the preservation of these advantages on the 
union by which they were procured? Will they not henceforth 
be deaf to those advisers, if such there are, who would sever them 
from their brethren and connect them with aliens? 

To the efficacy and permanency of your union a government for 
the whole isindispensable. No alliances, however strict, between 
the parts can be an adequate substitute. They must inevitably 
experience the infractions and interruptions which all alliances 
in all times have experienced. Sensible of this momentous truth, 
you have improved upon your first essay by the adoption of a con- 
stitution of government better calculated than your former for 
an intimate union and for the efficacious management of your 
common concerts. This government, the offspring of our own 
choice, uninfluenced and unawed, adopted upon full investigation 
and mature deliberation, completely free in its principles, in the 
distribution of its powers, uniting security with energy, and con- 
taining within itself a provision for its own amendment, has a 
just claim to your confidence and your support. Respect for its 
authority, compliance with its laws, acquiescence in its measures, 
are duties enjoined by the fundamental maxims of true liberty. 
The basis of our political systems is the right of the people to make 
and to alter their constitutions of government. Butthe constitu- 
tion which at any time exists, till changed by an explicit and 
authentic act of the whole people, is sacredly obligatory. upon all. 
The very idea of the power and the right of the people to establish 
government presupposes the duty of every individual to obey the 





established government. 

All obstructions to the execution of the laws, all combinations 
and associations, under whatever plausible character, with the 
real design to direct, control, counteract, or awe the regular de- 
liberation and action of the constituted authorities, are destructive 
of this fundamental principle and of fatal tendency. They serve 
to organize faction; to give it an artificial and extraordinary force; 
to put in the place of the delegated will of the nation the will of 
a party, often a small but artful and enterprising minority of the 
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community, and, according to the alternate triumphs of different 
parties, to make the public administration the mirror of the ill- 
concerted and incongruous projects of faction rather than the 
organ of consistent and wholesome plans, digested by common 
counsels and modified by mutual interests. 

However combinations or associations of the above description 
may now and then answer pou ends, they are likely in the 
course of time and things to become potent engines by which cun- 
ning, ambitious, and unprincipled men will be enabled to subvert 
the power of the people, and to usurp for themselves the reins of 
government, destroying afterwards the very engines which have 
lifted them to unjust dominion. 

Toward the preservation of your Government and the perma- 
nency of your present happy state it is requisite not only that you 
steadily discountenance irregular oppositions to its acknowledged 
authority, but also that you resist with care the spirit of innova- 
tion upon its principles, however specious the pretexts. One 
method of assault may be to effect in the forms of the Constitution 
alterations which may impair the energy of the system, and thus 
to undermine what can not be directly overthrown. In all the 
changes to which you may be invited remember that time and 
habit are at least as necessary to fix the true character of govern- 
ments as other human institutions; that experience is the surest 
standard by which to test the real tendency of the existing con- 
stitution of a country; that facility in changes upon the credit of 
mere hypothesis and opinion exposes to perpetual change, from 
the endless variety of hypothesis and opinion; and remember 
especially that for the efficient management of your common in- 
terests in a country so extensive as oursa government of as much 
vigor as is consistent with the perfect security of liberty is indis- 
pensable. Liberty itself will find in such a government, with 

wers properly distributed and adjusted, its surest guardian. 
Ft is, indeed, little else than a name where the government is too 
feeble to withstand the enterprises of faction, to confine each mem- 
ber of the society within the limits prescribed by the laws, and to 
maintain all in the secure and tranquil enjoyment of the rights of 
person and property. 

I have already intimated to you the danger of parties in the 


state, with particular reference to the founding of them on geo- | 


graphical discriminations. Let me now take a more comprehen- 
sive view, and warn you in the most solemn manner against the 
baneful effects of the spirit of party generally. 

The spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, hav- 
ing its root in the strongest passions of the human mind. It exists 
under different shapes in all governménts, more or less stifled, 
controlled, or repressed; but in those of the popular form it is 
seen in its greatest rankness and is truly their worst enemy. 

The alternate domination of one faction over another, sharpened 
by the spirit of revenge natural to party dissention, which in dif- 
ferent ages and countries has perpetrated the most horrid enormi- 
ties, is itself a frightful depotism. But this leads at length to a 
more formal and permanent despotism. The disorders and mis- 
eries which result gradually incline the minds of men to seek 
security and repose in the absolute power of an individual, and 
sooner or later the chief of some prevailing faction, more able or 
more fortunate than his competitors, turns this disposition to the 
purposes of his own elevation on the ruins of public liberty. 

Without looking forward to an extremity of this kind (which 
nevertheless ought not to be entirely out of sight) , the common and 
continual mischiefs of the spirit of party are sufficient to make it 
the interest and duty of a wise people to discourge and restrain it. 

It serves always todistract the public councils and enfeeble the 
public administration. It agitates the community with ill-founded 
jealousies and false alarms; kindles the animosity of one part 
against another; foments occasionally riot and insurrection. It 
opens the door to foreign influence and corruption, which find a 
facilitated access to the Government itself through the channels 
of party passion. Thus the policy and the will of one country are 
subjected to the policy and will of another. 

There is an opinion that parties in free countries are useful 
checks upon the administration of the government and serve to 
keep alive the spirit of liberty. This within certain limits is prob- 
ably true, and in governments of a monarchical cast patriotism 
may look with indulgence, if not with favor, upon the spirit of 
party. But in those of the popular character, in governments 
purely elective, it is a spirit not to be encouraged. From their 
natural tendency it is certain there will always be enough of that 
spirit for every salutary purpose, and there being constant danger 
of excess, the effort ought to be by force of public opinion to mit- 
igate and assuage it. A fire not to be quenched, it demands a 
uniform vigilance to prevent its bursting into a flame, lest instead 
of warming it should consume. 

It is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a free 
country should inspire caution in those intrusted with its admin- 
istration to confine themselves within their respective constitu- 
tional spheres, avoiding in the exercise of the powers of one de- 
partment to encroach upon another. Thespirit of encroachment 
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tends to consolidate the powers of all the departments in one, and 
thus to create, whatever the form of government, a real despotism. 
A just estimate of that love of power and proneness to abuse it 
which predominates in the human heart is sufficient to satisfy us 
of the truth of this position. The necessity of reciprocal checks 
in the exercise of political power, by dividing and distributing it 
into different depositories, and constituting each the guardian of 
the public weal against invasions by the others, has been evinced 
by experiments, ancient and modern, some of them in our coun- 
try and under our own eyes. To preserve them must be as neces- 
sary as to institute them. Ifin the opinion of the people the dis- 
tribution or modification of the constitutional powers be in any 
particular wrong, let it be corrected by an amendment in the way 
which the Constitution designates. But let there be no change by 
usurpation; for though this in one instance may be the instrument 
of good, it is the customary weapon by which free governments 
are destroyed. The precedent must always greatly overbalance 
in permanent evil any partial or transient benefit which the use 
can at any time yield. 

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political pros- 
perity, religion and morality are indispensable supports. In vain 
would that man claim the tribute of patriotism who should labor 
to subvert these great pillars of human happiness, these firmest 
props of the duties of men and citizens. the mere politician, 
equally with the pious man, ought to respect and to cherish them. 
A volume could not trace all their connections with private and 
public felicity. Let it simply be asked, Where is the security for 
property, for reputation, for life, if the sense of religious obliga- 
tion desert the oaths which are the instruments of investigation in 
courts of justice? And let us with caution indulge the supposition 
that morality can be maintained without religion. Whatever may 
be conceded to the influence of refined education on minds of pecul- 
iar structure, reason and experience both forbid us to expect that 
national morality can prevail in exclusion of religious principle, 

It is substantially true that virtue or morality is a necessar 
spring of popular government. The rule, indeed, extends wit 
more or less force to every species of free government. Who that 
is a sincere friend to it can look with indifference upon attempts 
to shake the foundation of the fabric? Promote, then, as an ob- 
ject of primary importance, institutions for the general diffusion 
of knowledge. In proportion as the structure of a government 
gives force to public opinion, it is essential that public opinion 
| should be enlightened. 

As a very important source of strength and security, cherish 
public credit. One method of preserving itis to use it as sparingly 
as possible, avoiding occasions of expense by cultivating peace, but 
remembering also that timely disbursements to prepare for danger 
frequently prevent much greater disbursement to repel it; avoid- 
ing likewise the accumulation of debt, not only by shunning occa- 
sions of expense, but by vigorous exertions in time of peace to 
discharge the debts which unavoidable wars have occasioned, not 
ungenerously throwing upon posterity the burthen which we our- 
selves ought to bear. The execution of these maxims belongs 
to your representatives; but it is necessary that public opinion 
| should cooperate. To facilitate to them the performance of their 
| duty it is essential that you should practically bear in mind that 

toward the payment of debts there must be revenue; that to have 
revenue there must be taxes; that no taxes can be devised which 
are not more or less inconvenient and unpleasant; that the intrin- 
sic embarrassment inseparable from the selection of the proper 
objects (which is always a choice of difficulties) ought to be a 
decisive motive for a candid construction of the conduct of the 
Government in making it, and for a spirit of acquiescence in the 
| measures for obtaining revenue which the public exigencies may 
at any time dictate. 








Observe faith and justice toward all nations. Cultivate 
peace and ony with all. Religion and morality enjoin this 
conduct. And can it be that good policy does not equally enjoia 


it? It will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and at no distant 
period a great nation to give to mankind the magnanimous and 
too novel example of a people always guided by an exalted justice 
and benevolence. Who can doubt that in the course of time and 
things the fruits of such a plan would richly repay any temporary 
advantages which might be lost by asteady adherence to it? Can 
it be that Providence has not connected the permanent felicity of 
a nation with its virtue? The experiment, at least, is recom- 
mended by every sentiment which ennobles human nature. Alas! 
is it rendered impossible by its vices? 

In the execution of such a plan nothing is more essential than 
that permanent, inveterate antipathies against particular nations 
and ionate attachments for others should be excluded, and 
that in place of them just and amicable feelings toward all should 
be cultivated. The nation which indulges toward another an 
habitual hatred or an habitual fondness is in some degree a slave. 
It is a slave to its animosity or to its affection, either of which is 
sufficient to lead it astray from its duty and its interest. Antip- 
athy in one nation against another disposes each more readily to 
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offer insult and injury, to lay hold of slight causes of umbrage, 


and to be haughty and intractable when accidental or trifling oc- 
casions of dispute occur. 

Hence frequent collisions, obstinate, envenomed, and bloody 
contests. The nation prompted by ill will and resentment some- 
times impels to war the government contrary to the best calcula- 
tions of policy. The government sometimes participates in the 
national propensity, and adopts through passion what reason 
would reject. At other times it makes the animosity of the nation 
subservient to projects of hostility, instigated by pride, ambition, 
and other sinister and pernicious motives. The peace often, 
sometimes perhaps the liberty, of nations has been the victim. 

So, likewise, a passionate attachment of one nation for another 
produces a variety of evils. Sympathy for the favorite nation, 
facilitating the illusion of an imaginary common interest in cases 
where no real common interest exists, and infusing into one the 
enmities of the other, betrays the former into a participation in 
the quarrels and wars of the latter without adequate inducement 
or justification. It leads also to concessions to the favorite nation 
of privileges denied to others, which is apt doubly to injure the 
nation matin the concessions by unnecessarily P rechaary with what 
ought to have been retained, and by exciting jealousy, ill will, and 
a disposition to retaliate in the parties from whom equal privileges 
are withheld; and it gives to ambitious, corrupted, or deluded citi- 
zens (who devote themselves to the favorite nation) facility to 
betray or sacrifice the interests of their own country without 
odium, sometimes even with popularity, gilding with the appear- 
ances of a virtuous sense of obligation a commendable deference 
for public opinion or a laudable zeal for public good the base or 
foolish compliances of ambition, corruption, or infatuation. 

As avenues to foreign influence in innumerable ways, such at- 
tachments are particularly alarming to the truly enlightened and 
independent patriot. How many opportunities do they afford to 
tamper with domestic factions, to practice the arts of seduction, 
to mislead public opinion, to influence or awe the public councils? 
Such an attachment of a small or weak toward a great and pow- 
erful nation dooms the former to be the satellite of the latter. 
Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence (I conjure you to 
believe me, fellow-citizens) the jealousy of a free people ought to 
be constantly awake, since history and experience prove that for- 
eign influence is one of the most baneful foes of republican gov- 
ernment. But that jealousy, to be useful, must be impartial, else 
it becomes the instrument of the very influence to be avoided, in- 
stead of a defense against it. Excessive partiality for one foreign 
nation and excessive dislike of another cause those whom they 
actuate to see danger only on one side, and serve to veil and even 
second the arts of influence on the other. Real patriots who may 
resist the intrigues of the favorite are liable to become suspected 
and odious, while its tools and dupes usurp the applause and con- 
fidence of the people to surrender their interests. 

The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations is, | 
in extending our commercial relations, to have with them as little | 
political connection as possible. So far as we have already formed | 
engagements, let them be fulfilled with perfect good faith. Here 
let us stop. 

Europe has a set of primary interests which to us have none or 
a very remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in frequent 
controversies, the causes of which are essentially foreign to our 
concerns. Hence, therefore, it must be unwisein us to implicate 
ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary vicissitudes of her poli- 
tics or the ordinary combinations and collisions of her friendships 
or enmities. 

Our detached and distant situation invites and enables us to pur- 
sue a different course. If we remain one people, under an efficient | 
government, the period is not far off wlfen we may defy material | 
injury from external annoyance; when we may take such an atti- | 
tude as will cause the neutrality we may at any time resolve upon | 
to be serupulonsly respected; when belligerent nations, under the 
impossibility of making acquisitions upon us, will not legally haz- 
ard the giving us provocation; when we may choose peace or war, 
as our interests, guided by justice, shall counsel. 

Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why | 
quit our own to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by interweav- | 
ing our destiny with that of any part of Europe, entangle our | 
peace and prosperity in the toils of European ambition, rivalship, 
interest, humor, or caprice? 

It is our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances with 
any portion of the foreign world, so far, I mean, as we are now at | 
liberty to do it; for let me not be understood as capable of patron- | 
izing infidelity to existing engagements. I hold the maxim no | 


less applicable to public than to private affairs that honesty is al- 
ways the best policy. I repeat, therefore, let those engagements | 
observed in their genuine sense. But in my opinion it is un- | 
necessary and would be unwise to extend them. 
Taking care alwa 
on a respectable defer 
porary 


to keep ourselves by suitable establishments 
‘ ensive posture, we may safely trust to tem- 
alliances for extraordinary emergencies. 


Harmony, liberal intercourse with all nations are recommended 
by policy, humanity, and interest. But even our commercial 
policy should hold an equal and impartial hand, neither seeking 
nor granting exclusive favors or preferences; consulting the natu- 
ral course of things; diffusing and diversifying by gentle means 
the streams of commerce, but forcing nothing; establishing with 
powers so disposed, in order to give trade a stable course, to define 
the rights of our merchants, and to enable the Government to 
support them, conventional rules of intercourse, the best that 
present circumstances and mutual opinion will permit, but tem- 
porary and liable to be from time to time abandoned or varied as 
experience and circumstances shall dictate; constantly keeping in 
view that it is folly in one nation to look for disinterested favors 
from another; that it must pay with a portion of its independence 
for whatever it may accept under that character; that by such 
acceptance it may place itself in the condition of having given 
equivalents for nominal favors, and yet of being reproached with 
ingratitude for not giving more. There can be no greater error 
than to expect or calculate upon real favors from nation to nation. 
It is an illusion which experience must cure, which a just pride 
ought to discard. 

In offering to you, my countrymen, these counsels of an old and 
affectionate friend I dare not hope they will make the strong and 
lasting impression I could wish—that they will control the usual 
current of the passions or prevent our nation from running the 
course which has hitherto marked the destiny of nations. But if 
I may even flatter myself that they may be productive of some 
partial benefit, some occasional good—that they may now and 
then recur to moderate the fury of party spirit, to warn against 
the mischiefs of foreign intrigue, to guard against the impostures 
of pretended patriotism—this hope will be a full recompense for 
the solicitude for your welfare by which they have been dictated. 

How far in the discharge of my official duties I have been guided 
by the principles which have been delineated the public records 
and other evidences of my conduct must witness to you and to the 
world. To myself, the assurance of my own conscience is that I 
have at least believed myself to be guided by them. 

In relation to the still subsisting war in Europe my proclama- 
tion of the 22d of April, 1793, is the index to my plan. Sanctioned 
by your approving voice, and by that of your representatives in 
both Houses of Congress, the spirit of that measure has continu- 
ally governed me, uninfluenced by any attempts to deter or divert 
me from it. 

After deliberate examination, with the aid of the best lights I 
could obtain, I was well satisfied that our country, under all the 
circumstances of the case, had a right to take and was bound in 
duty and interest to take a neutral position. Having taken it, I 
determined, as far as should depend upon me, to maintain it with 
moderation, perseverance, and firmness. 

The considerations which respect the right to hold this conduct 
it is not necessary on this occasion to detail. I will only observe 
that, according to my understanding of the matter, that right, so 
far from being denied by any of the belligerent powers, has been 
virtually admitted by all. 

The duty of holding a neutral conduct may be inferred, without 
anything more, from the obligation which justice and humanity 
impose on every nation, in cases in which it is free to act, to main- 
tain inviolate the relations of peace and amity toward other na- 
tions. 

The inducements of interest for observing that conduct will 
best be referred to your own reflections and experience. With 
me a predominant motive has been to endeavor to gain time to 
our country to settle and mature its yet recent institutions, and 
to progress without interruption to that degree of strength and 
consistency which is necessary to give it, humanly speaking, the 
command of its own fortunes. 

Though in reviewing the incidents of my Administration I am 
unconscious of intentional error, I am, nevertheless, too sensible 
of my defects not to think it probable that I may have committed 
many errors. Whatever they may bé, I fervently beseech the 
Almighty to avert or mitigate the evils to which they may tend. 
I shall also carry with me the hope that my country will never 
cease to view them with indulgence, and that, after forty-five 
years of my life dedicated to its service with an upright zeal, the 
faults of incompetent abilities will be consigned to oblivion, as 
myself must soon be to the mansions of rest. 

Relying on its kindness in this as in other things, and actuated 
by that fervent love toward it which is so natural to a man who 
views in it the native soil of himself and his progenitors for several 
generations, I anticipate with pleasing expectation that retreat in 
which I promise myself to realize without alloy the sweet enjoy- 
ment of partaking in the midst of my fellow-citizens the benign 
influence of good laws under a free government—the ever-favorite 
object of my heart, and the happy reward, as I trust, of our mu- 
tual cares, labors, and dangers. 

Go: WASHINGTON, 


Unitep States, September 19, 1796. 
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IMPROVEMENTS AT BROOKLYN NAVY-YARD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 16th instant, certain information 
relative to what improvements are necessary in the water front 
of the navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., for the proper berthing of 
battle ships and fleets; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently said: The Chair 
calls the attention of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hats] to the 
fact that he laid before the Senate prior to the Senator’s coming 
into the Chamber a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, in response to a Senate resolution touching appropriations 
necessary for improvements at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, New 
York, which was referred to the Committee on Nayal Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. The Chair desires to know whether 
the Senator wishes the papers to be printed? 

Mr. HALE. How numerous are the papers? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The papers are rather volumi- 
nous, but the Chair thinks they might easily be printed in a day. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Naval Affairs will have the 
bill up for consideration in the course of one or two days, and I 
think the papers had better be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then fhe order heretofore 
made will stand. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor submitting esti- 
mates of appropriations required for the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor for the service for the remainder of the current 
fiscal year and of the service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REMY BAGARRY,. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Remy Bagarry v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BRIG PATRIOT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel brig Patriot, Richard 
Bishop, master; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATOR FROM UTAH. 

Mr. KEARNS presented the credentials of Reed Smoot, chosen 
by the legislature of Utah a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1903; which were read and ordered to be 
placed on file. : 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, there has come to me, as 
chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, a protest 
in tie matter of Reed Smoot, Senator-elect from the State of Utah. 
1 present it to the Senate and ask that it may be placed on file. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be received and placed 
on file. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 6515) to exempt from taxation certain property of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution in Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (S. 6525) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to incorporate 
the Masonic Mutual Relief Association of the District of Colum- 
bia;*’ and 

A bill (S. 7223) providing for the interment of the remains of 
Marie Irene Donaldson and her daughter, Marie Irene Donaldson. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regulate the height of buildings 
in the District of Columbia. 

The message further communicated to the Senate resolutions 

assed by the House commemorative of the life and services of 
ee Tuomas H. TONGUE, late a Representative from the State 
of Oregon. 

The message also communicated to the Senate resolutions passed 
by the House commemorative of the life and services of Hon. 
Joun N. W. Rump e, late a Representative from the State of Iowa. 

The message further communicated to the Senate resolutions 


ee by the House commemorative of the life and services of 

on. JAMES MONTRAVILLE Moopy, late a Representative from 

the State of North Carolina. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 7363) to permit the Secretary of State to cause the de- 
| struction of invoices of merchandise exported to the United 
States which have been on file in the consular offices for more 
| than five years; 

A bill (H. R. 16021) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 148) to provide for the printing of a 
digest of the laws, decisions, and opinions relating to pardons and 
| other acts of executive clemency under the United States and the 
| several States. 


| 


| 


VISITORS TO ANNAPOLIS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. McComas and 
Mr. DANIEL members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the 
| Senate to attend the next annual examination of cadets at the 
Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md., required by the act of Febru- 
ary 14, 1879. 





VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ALGER and Mr. 
Bacon members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Sen- 
ate to attend the next annual examination of cadets at the Military 
Academy at West Point, N. Y., under the requirements of section 
1327 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Piatt of Con- 
necticut a regent of the Smithsonian Institution to succeed him- 
self, his term expiring the 3d day of March next. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a telegram, in the nature of a petition, from the legisla- 
ture of the State of Washington, praying that the clause relating 
to the granting of a bonus of 4 per cent to Pacific coast naval 
contracts be reinserted in the naval appropriation bill. The Chair 
suggests that the telegram be printed in the Recorpand referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, 
as follows: 

(Telegram.] 
. OLYMPIA, WASH., February 21, 1903. 
To the President of the United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the senate and house of representatives of the State of 
Washington, hereby respectfully represent that it is to the interest of tho 
United States to have large shipyards upon the Pacific coast. 

Whereas the House of Representatives of the United States is reported to 
have stricken from the general appropriation bill the bonus of 4 per cent 
heretofore granted to Pacific-coast naval contracts, making it impossible for 
Pacific-coast shipbuilders to take future contracts; therefore your memorial- 
ists do pray that your honorable body take such steps as are necessary to 
have the 4 per cent bonus proviso reinstated in such appropriation bill, and 
your memorialists will ever pray. 

Dated at Olympia, Wash., this 17th day of February, 1908. 

W.H. HARE, Speaker of the House. 
J.J. SMITH, President of the Senate. 

Witness my hand this 2ist day of February, 1903. 

STOREY BUCK, Clerk of the House. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I present a petition of the legislature of the 
State of Idaho, praying that an appropriation be made for defin- 
ing the boundary lines between the States of Montana and Idaho. 
I ask that the petition be printed in the Recorp, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER. Icall the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
I think it has been the practice of the Senate that all petitions 
and memorials from State legislatures should be read in full to 
the Senate. I do not like to see that rule abolished. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The practice during the in- 
cumbency of the present Presiding Officer of the Senate has been 
in a large majority of cases to print such memorials in the 
RECORD without reading; but, of course, if any Senator desires to 
have the memorial read to the Senate, that will be done. 

Mr. TELLER. I should make that request if it was earlier in 
the session, but it is so late now that I shall not do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the memorial will be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
| tions, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp. 

The memorial is as follows: 
STATE oF IDAHO, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I, Will H. Gibson, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial 
| No.1, by committee on State affairs, which was filed in this office the 17th 
day of February, A. D. 1908, and admitted to record. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
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seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 17th day of 


February, A. D. 1908. 


(SEAL.] WILL H. GIBSON, 


Secretary of State. 
te joint memorial No.1, by committee on State affairs. Memorial to 

= CE Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled. 
We, your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 


t that 
"Ry berens the boundary line between the States of Montana and Idaho is 


ll defined; and 
=a the opening up and development of the region adjacent makes 
the accurate location of the bounda ne urgent; 

We therefore respectfully ask that an appropriation sufficient to meet the 
imperative need be granted for the purpose herein set forth, and your 
memorialists will ever pray. 

‘This senate joint memorial was adopted by the senate on the 12th day of 


pescenry, JAMES M. STEVENS, 
President of the Senate. 


house of representatives 


JAMES F. HUNT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


State of Idaho, received and filed February 17, a H. GIBSON, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of Coopers’ Local Union 
No.94,of Chicago; of Coopers’ Local Union No. 142, of Aurora, and 
of Coopers’ Local Union No. 104, of Murphysboro, all of the 
American Federation of Labor, in the State of Illinois, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the revenue stamp tax on eighths 
kegs of beer; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Division, Brotherhood 
of Railr Trainmen, of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation granting to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission power to reduce the amount of air to be used on 
trains; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 81, of Rock Is- 
land; of Local Union No. 547, of Freeport; of Local Union No. 
121, of East St. Louis; of Local Union No. 353, of Belleville; of 
Local Union No. 85, of Kensington, and of Local Union No. 176. 
of Bloomington, all of the American Federation of Labor; of 
Local Division No. 228, Amalgamated Association of Street Rail- 
way Employees, of Joliet, and of Local Division No. 266, Calumet 
Electric Street Railway Employees, of Chicago, all in the State 
of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Grommes & Ullrich, of Chicago; 
of Colburn Birks & Co., and sundry other business firms of Peoria; 
of Corning & Co. of Peoria; and of the Rudolph Stecher Brew- 
ing Company, of Murphysboro, allin the State of Illinois, remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation granting to the 


This senate joint memorial was adopted by the 
on the llth day of February, 1903. 


States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be | 


shipped into their territory from other States; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hoopeston, 
Ava, Proph 
Evanston, Fisher, Shirland, Joliet, and Genesee. all in the State 
of Illinois, and of sundry citizens of Biloxi, Miss., praying for 


| 





There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in the 


REcorRD, as follows: 
CHICAGO, ILL., February 19, 1903. 
Hon. WILLIAM E. Mason, 
"ited States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE Stir: Ata joint meeting of Division1, Ancient Order of Hiber- 
nians, and Division 18. Ladies’ Auxiliary Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Cook 
County, IIL, the undersigned committee presented the following resolutions, 
which were duly ratified, and I was instructed to forward a copy to you, 
honorable sir, with the request that the subject contained therein would re- 
ceive your kind consideration: 

Whereas the English Government has condemned Col. Arthur Lynch to 
penal servitude for life for the part he played in the Boer war; and 

Whereas it was under pretext of the Boer Republic not allowing English 
subjects to become citizens of the Transvaal that war on the Republic was 
declared by England; and 

Whereas Colonel Lynch, in the eyes of all liberty-loving citizens, has com- 
mitted no offense against English law in taking up arms in defense of his 
adopted country; and 

Whereas the English Government has never been at a loss for a reason to 
hang or imprison her Irish subjects or men of Irish blood, no matter to what 
country they may owe allegiance. 

Resolved, That Division 1, Ancient Order of Hibernians, in conjunction 
with Division 18, Ladies’ Auxiliary Ancient Order of Hibernians, condemns 
the action of the English Government in sentencing Col. Arthur Lynch to 
penal servitude for life for defending by arms the rights of his adopted 
country, and we see in his imprisonment another crimson mark on the 
escutcheon of a bloody, brutal, and tyrannical Government, ever ready to 
hang or prosecute one of our kith and kin. 

Resolved, That we demand the release of Colonel Lynch as a right due any 
citizen of the Transvaal Republic who bore arms during the war; and 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to Senator WILLIAM E. 
MASON, with the request that he use his good offices for the speedy release 


of Colonel Lynch 
MATTHEW GORMANLY, 
PETER DOODY, 
M. A. MAHONEY, 
On behalf of Division 1, Ancient Order of Hibernians. 

MARGARET MURPHY, 
MARY A. GORMANLY, 

On behalf of Division 18, Ladies’ Auxiliary Ancient Order of Hibernians. 


Respectfully submitted by, honorable sir, your obedient servant, 
PETER DOODY, 
Recording Secretary Division 1, Ancient Order of Hibernians. 

176 WEsT TWENTY-THIRD STREET, CHICAGO, ILL. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Elkhorn Lodge, No. 
171, International Association of Machinists, of Missouri Valley, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lamoile; of the congregations of the Methodist 
Episcopal, Baptist, and Church of Christ churches, of Murray, 
and of sundry citizens of Davenport, all in the State of Iowa, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation granting to the States power 
to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be shipped into their 
territory from other States; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of Grand Council of Tennessee, 
Royal Arcanum, of Nashville, Tenn., praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the Post-Office appropriation bill providing that 


| all periodical publications, entered as second-class mail matter, 


etstown, Carthage, Bloomington. [liopolis, Dixon, | 


the enactment of legislation granting to the States power to | 
deal with intoxicating liquors which may be shipped into their | 
territory from other States; which were referred to the Committee | 


on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MASON. I present the petition of the general secretary- 
treasurer of the Order of Knights of Labor, of Washington, D. C., 
relative to the abolishment of capital purishment and the substi- 
tution of punishment by life imprisonment. 
and treats of a very important matter, I think. 
read, and referred to the Committee an the Judiciary. I desire 
to call the attention of that committee to the petition and accom- 
panying papers. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
for the reading of a petition presented by him. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it will be read. 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, as follows: 

A PETITION. 


OFFICE OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
ORDER OF KNIGHTS OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., February 23, 1903. 
To the Senate of the United States: 

Your undersigned petitioner, the general gonveten pSeeamneer of the Order 
of the Knightsof Labor, most ene any asks your honorable poay to adopt 
the proposed joint resolution abolishing capital punishmentand substituting 
punishment by life imprisonment in its stead. 

Very respectfully, 
I. D. CHAMBERLAIN, 
General Secretary-Treasurer, Knights of Labor. 


Mr. MASON. I present a petition of the Ancient Order of Hi- 
bernians, of Chicago, Il., relative to the action by the English 
Government in sentencing Col. Arthur Lynch to penal servitude 
for life. I ask that the petition may be printed in the Recorp, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
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when deposited for local delivery by letter carriers shall be sub- 
ject only to the pound rate of postage, to be prepaid as that rate 
is now prepaid; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Western Retail 
Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, of Kansas City, Mo.; 
praying for the ratification of the pending reciprocity treaties, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Newspaper Mailers’ Union, No. 


| 8, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the repeal of the so-called 


The petition is short | 
I ask that it be | 


desert-land law and the commutation clause of the homestead 

act: which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FRYE presented resolutions of the legislature of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts relative to the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing pensions in the Life-Saving Service; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
in the REcORD, as follows: 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in the year 1903. Resolutions in support of 
a bill pending in the Congress of the United States providing for pen- 
sions in the Life-Saving Service. 

Whereas there is pending in Congress a bill granting pensions to certain 
officers and enlisted men in the Life-Saving Service, and to their widows and 
minor children; and 

_ Whereas this bill was recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
his last report, and by & majority of the House Committee on Interstate and 

Foreign Commerce: Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the general court favors the above-mentioned bill, and re- 

quests the Senators and Representatives in Congress from Massachusetis to 

vote for the measure. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each member of Con- 
gress from the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

House OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 5, 1903. 

Adopted: Sent up for concurrence. 

JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 
SENATE, February 10, 1938. 


HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 


Adopted in concurrence. 


A true copy. Attest: 
JAMES W. KIMBALL, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives 
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Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the ratification of the Hay-Bond 
Newfoundland reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of James Hill, of Jackson, Miss., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation granting to 
the State of Mississippi more land for school purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of James Selden Cowdon, of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
abolish capital punishment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revision of the Laws. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Christian League 
for the Promotion of Social Purity, of New York City, N. Y., re- 
monstrating against the seating of Hon. Reed Smoot, of Utah, 
as a United States Senator; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

SIOUX INDIANS OF NEBRASKA AND SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr.GAMBLE. Ipresent a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior,and also one froth the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, in connection with a hearing had before the subcommittee 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate on the bill 
(S. 594) for the restoration of annuities to the Medawakanton 
and Wahpakoota (Santee) Sioux Indians, declared forfeited by 
the act of February 16,1863. I move that the communications be 
printed as a document and ‘referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Commiitee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1648) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Anna C. Bingham, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 
af bill (H. R. 3681) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 

ilson; 

Bs A bill (H. R. 7708) granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
allon; 

A bill (H. R. 8061) granting a pension to Frances E. Wild; 

A bill (H. R. 10691) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Van Wie; 

A bill (H. R. 15645) granting an increase of pension to Wilson 
French; 

A bill (H. R. 16717) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Thompson; and 

A bill (H. R. 16858) granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Foster. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I am directed by the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16910) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, to report it with amend- | 
ments, and to submit a report thereon. I give notice that at the 
earliest possible time I shall call the bill up for consideration, 
not to interfere, however, with appropriation bills previously re- 

rted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the | 
Calendar. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without | 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 16752) granting a pension to Anton Sauthoff; | 

A bill (H. R. 17238) granting a pension to John Haynes; 

A bill (H. R. 14448) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Cartmill; 

A bill (H. R. 17284) granting an increase of pension to David 
Flynn; 

A bill (H. R. 17296) granting an increase of pension to Newton 
Thayer; and 
oi bill (H. R. 17297) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

. Fox. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. $149) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Martin, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15155) to refund 
the amount of duties paid on merchandise brought into the 
United States from Porto Rico between April 11, 1899, and May 
1, 1900: and also on merchandise brought into the United States 
from the Philippine Islands between April 11, 1899, and March 
8, 1902, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16775) establishing United 


States courts at Duncan, Marietta, and Comanche, Ind. T., re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. SIMON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 14032) granting a pension to Gustav 
Jansen, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4723) granting a pension to George A. Liston; 

A bill (H. R. 13701) granting a pension to Theodore Buri; 

A bill (H. R. 16077) granting a pension to Leighton M. Per- 
veil, alias Charles H. Hunt; and 

A bill (H. R. 17094) granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus L. Kidder. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2813) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 17133) granting a pension to Kathinka Sichel; 

A bill (H. R. 17120) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Shirar; 

A bill (H. R. 15578) granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 16353) granting an increase of pension to William 
F.. Ritchie; 

A bill (H. R. 16755) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
T. Fisher; and 

A bill (H. R. 17093) granting a pension to Caroline Schaefer. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from theCommittee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7390) to ratify and amend an agreement 
with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud Reservation in 
South Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to carry 
the same into effect, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11546) granting a pension to Edward 
Bryan, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4740) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 10760) granting a pension to Wallace L. Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 14160) granting an increase of pension to Ira J. 
S. Holmes; 

A bill (H. R..14929) granting an increase of pension to John 
Keen; and 

A ae aes R. 16667) granting an increase of pension to Leroy 
N. Buell. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7072) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Hoover; and 

A bill = . R. 16789) granting an increase of pension to Elias G. 
Rutherford. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8187) granting an increase of pension 
to William T. Moore, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


| (H. R. 16427) granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta Rowling, 


reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported an amendment providing for the acquisi- 
tion of a site for a building for the storing and preservation of 
the Government records and archives, limiting the cost of such 
site to $440,000, and proposing to appropriate $10,000 for the prep- 
aration of plans and specifications, etc., intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11371) granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 
nand Heiskell; and 

A bill (H. R. 16275) granting a pension to Isaac B. Price. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 16712) granting an increase of pension 
to Josephine Rettig, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. Drsor), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom’ were referred the following bills, reported 
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them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon: 5 

A bill (H. R. 17090) granting an increase of pension to James 
T. Price; 

A bill (H. R. 16784) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Howe: 

A bill (H. R. 16714) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
F. Gilmore; : i 

A bill (H. R. 18004) granting an increase of pension to Peter B. 
Rouch: 

A bill (H. R. 10506) granting a pension to Frances E. Luse; 

A bill (H. R. 10505) granting a pension to Mabel A. Woolsey; 

A bill (H. R. 6724) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Stilwell; 

A bill (H. R. 6189) granting an increase of pension to Eli Potts; 
A bill (H. R. 4553) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
s S. Mitchell; 
A bill (H. R. 17048) granting a pension to Martha Maddox; 

A bill (H. R. 16419) granting an increase of pension to James 
Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 12822) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O. Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 11701) granting an increase of pension John C. 
Wright: 

A bill (H. R. 9274) granting a pension to Jessie V. Cluxton; and 

A bill (H. R. 5762) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. T. Hostetler. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6207) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Sheridan, in the State of Wyoming, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


TERMS OF COURT IN EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 


Mr. PETTUS. For the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Ba- 
con} I report favorably from the Committee on the Judiciary a 
bill (8. 7412) to amend the second section of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act providing that the circuit court of appeals of the eighth judi- 
cial circuit of the United States shall hold at least one term of 
said court annually in the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, 
or in the city of Cheyenne, in the State of Wyoming, on the first 
Monday in September in each year, and at the city of St. Paul, in 
the State of Minnesota, on the first Monday in May in each year,”’ 
angsoves June 9, 1902. . 

he bill was read the first time by its title, and the second time 
at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the second section of the act entitled “An act 
providing that the circuit court of appeals of the eighth judicial circuit of 
the United States shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the 
city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, or in the city of Cheyenne, in the 
State of Wyoming, on the first Monday in September in each year, and at 
the city of St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, on the first Monday in May in 
each year,” approved June 9, 1902, be amended by inserting, after the word 
“Wyoming,” at the end of section 2, the following: 

“And except also that the right of appeal from an interlocutory ordor or 
decree under the provisions of section 7 of chapter 517, 26 United States 
Statutes at Large, amended by chapter 803, 31 United States Statutes at 
Large, shall not affected by this act, and appeals taken from such inter- 
locutory orders or decrees may be heard and disposed of by the United 
States circuit court of appeals for the eighth circuit at any term thereof.” 

Mr. TELLER. The bill which has just been reported is a bill 
of some importance to the legal profession in the eighth circuit, 
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as it poovenes for holding terms of court in that circuit, and has 
no other purpose. The bill has been reported favorably by the | 


Committee on the Judiciary, and I ask unanimous consent that 
it may be taken up at this time for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent that the bill just reported by the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Perrus] may receive present consideration. 
Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURTS-MARTIAL IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. LODGE. I am directed by the Committee on the Philip- 
pines, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Utah [Mr. Rawiins] on the 27th of January last, to 
report it with amendments. I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts, from the Committee on the Philippines, reports, with 
amendments, the resolution referred to by him and asks that it 
may be considered at this time. It will be read to the Senate for 
its information. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Raw.ins 
January 27, 1908, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed 
to inform the Senate what courts-martial have been ordered and held in the 
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Philippine Islands, and what judgments rendered by them in consequence of 
the dispatch sent by the Secretary of War to Major-General Chaffee referred 
to in the memorandum of the Secretary of War for the Adjutant-General 
under date of April 15, 1902; also what action was taken by the President or 
the Secretary of War on the judgment of any court-martial so ordered, either 
approving or disapproving the same. 

Also, that the records in full of the several following _courts-martial or- 
dered and held in the Philippine Islands be communicated, to wit: 

That on Brig. Gen. Jacob H. Smith. 

That on Maj. Edwin F. Glenn, Fifth Infantry. 

That on Lieut. Edwin A. Hickman, First Cavalry. 

That on Lieut. J. H. A. Day, Marine Corps. 

That on Maj. L. W. T. Waller, of the Marine Corps. 

That on Lieut. Preston Brown, Second Infantry. 

That on Capt. James A. Ryan, Fifteenth Cavalry. 

That on Lieut. Cooke. 

That on Lieut. Julian E. Gaiyot. 

That on Lieut. N. E. Cook, of the Philippine Scouts. 

That on Lieut. W. Sinclair, battalion adjutant, Twenty-eighth Infantry. 

Also, any record or reports of investigations which may be on file in the 
War Department relating to the case of the so-called “Father Augustine,” 
alleged to have been put to death by Cornelius M. Brownell, formerly a cap- 
tain of the Twenty-sixth Volunteer Infantry, at Banate, island of Panay, 

rovince of Doilo, in December, 1900; also any investigations made by the 

epartment of Justice into the facts of such case, together with any legal 

conclusions reached thereon and reported to the War Department. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on the Philippines 
were, in line 12, after the word ‘‘that,’’ to insert ‘‘ summaries 
of;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘ records,”’ to strike out ‘‘in 
full’’ and insert ‘‘ and testimony;’’ and on page 2, in line 1, after 
the words ‘‘ Marine Corps,”’ to strike out ‘‘ that on Maj. L. W. T. 
Waller, of the Marine Corps;’’ so as to make the resolution read: 


Be it resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed 
toinform the Senate what courts-martial have been ordered and held in the 
Philippine Islands, and what judgments rendered by them in consequence 
of the dispatch sent by the Secretary of War to Major-General Chaffee, re- 
ferred toin the memorandum of the Secretary of War for the Adjutant 
General under date of April 15, 1902; also, what action wag taken by the 
President or Secretary of War on the judgment of any court-martial so 
ordered, either approving or disapproving the same. 

Also, that summaries of the records and testimony of the several following 
courts-martial ordered and held in the Philippine Islands be communicated, 
to wit: That on Brig. Gen. Jacob H. Smith; that on Maj. Edwin F. Glenn, 
Fifth Infantry; that on Lieut. Edwin A. Hickman, First Cavalry; that on 
Lieut. J. H. A. Day, Marine Corps; that on Lieut. Preston Brown, Second 
Infantry; that on Capt. James A. Ryan, Fifteenth Cavalry; that on Lieuten- 
ant Cooke; that on Lieut. Julian E. Gajyot; that on Lieut. N. E. Cook, of the 
Philippine Scouts; that on Lieut. W. 8S. Sinclair, battalion adjutant, Twenty- 
eighth Infantry. 

Also, any record or reports of investigations which may be on file in the 
War Department relating to the case of the so-called ‘** Father Augustine,” 
alleged to have been put to death by Cornelius M. Brownell, formerly a cap- 
tain of the Twenty-sixth Volunteer Infantry, at Banate, island of Panay, 

province of Tloilo, in December, 1900; also, any investigations made by the 
Department of Justice into the facts of such case, together with any legal 
conclusions reached thereon and reported to the War Department. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. LODGE. Iam also instructed by the Committee on the 
Philippines, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] on the 16th instant, 
to report it adversely, with a request that it be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Philippines be authorized and in- 
structed to sit during the recess of Congress for the purpose of prosecuting 
the investigation heretofore authorized by resolution of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be indefi- 
nitely postponed, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: I am informed that the Chair 
stated that the resolution submitted by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. CARMACK], which I reported adversely, would be in- 
definitely postponed. I did not make that request. I asked that 
the resolution should go to the Calendar, as the minority desire 
that disposition to be made of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed 
upon the Calendar with the adverse report. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 7398) for the relief of W. W. 
Mansfield and others; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 7399) to regulate the 
hours of service and compensation of attendants and nurses at the 
Government Hospital for the Insane, in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7400) granting a pension to Samuel B 

A bill (S. 7401) granting a pension to George T. 
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A bill (S. 7402) granting a pension to Ellen M. Malloy; 
A bill (S. 7403) granting a pension to Julia A. Roberts; 

A bill (S. 7404) granting a pension to Sarah Kirk (with the 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 7405) granting a pension to Thaddeus A. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 7406) granting an increase of pension to Solomon R. 
Ruch (with the accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7407) to authorize the Do- 
nora Southern Railroad Company, a corporation organized and 
existing under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River 
in the State of Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 7408) for the relief of New- 
ton Woodyard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7409) for the relief of the heirs of 
Robert M. Ely, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MASON. Lintroduce two bills at the request of Gen. R. G. 
Dyrenforth. 

The bill (S. 7410) regulating the appointments of cadets to the 
Military and Naval Academies of the United States was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

The bill (S. 7411) for the retirement of certain officers of the 
war of the rebellion was read twice by its title,and referred ‘to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 7418) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward Burns; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BAILEY submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $500 to reimburse the First National Bank of Navasota, Tex., 
for the loss of $500 in mutilated currency by fire at Charlottesville, 
Va.. while said money was en route by mail, properly registered, 
to the Secretary of the Treasury for redemption, intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also (by request) submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 





propriate $18,769.50 to pay the judgment heretofore rendered in | 


the case of William J. Hill v. The United States, intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $100,000 for the purchase of land adjacent to the military post 
at Fort Sheridan, Ill., for a rifle range, intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEITFELD submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $3,000 to. reimburse George W. Dant, of the District of 
Columbia, for expenses incurred in defending himself against the 
charge of manslaughter growing out of the Ford Theater disaster 
of June 9, 1893, intended to be proposed by him to the general 


deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- | 


tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate | 


a sufficient sum of money to pay the claims of the States of Mas- 
sachusetts, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, as found due by the 


accounting officers of the Treasury, for expenses incurred in rais- | 


ing volunteers, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $633.97 to compensate Chief Engineer Albert C. Engard, 
United States Navy (retired), for difference between sea pay and 
shore-duty pay, intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) submitted an amendment peeine to 
appropriate $58,950 to enable the Secretary of the Navy to test 
the efficiency of the Gathmann gun system, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment proposing to pro- 
hibit the adulteration and misbranding of f and drug prod- 
ucts, intended to be proposed by him to the agricultural appropri- 
ation bill; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for acquiring the Shafer property adjoining the 
post-office at Richmond, Va., from $100,000 to $115,000 in addi- 
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to the $75,000 already appropriated, intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment proposing to a 
propriate $10,000 to enable the Secretary of War to take suitable 
measures to commemorate the first half century anniversary of 
the commencement of the construction of the original ship canal 
at the falls of the St. Marys River, in the State of Michigan, on 
June 4, 1903, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HANNA subsequently, from the Committee on Commerce, 
favorably reported the foregoing amendment, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the Public Printer from $5,000 to $6,000 per annum, 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment providing that officers 
selected for appointments to fill vacancies in the grade of field 
officers in any of the staff departments shall be taken from officers 
on the active list not below the grade of captain who shall have seen 
not less than seven years’ service as commissioned officers in the 
Marine Corps, instead of ten years’ service, intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi (for Mr. Foster of Louisiana) 
submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate $6,098.16 to 
pay to the county of Gila, Ariz., the cost and expenses incurred 
by that county in the prosecution of Indians under the act of 
March 3, 1885, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada submitted an amendment proposing to 
provide for the treaty obligations imposed by article 9 of the 
award of the tribunal of arbitration constituted by the treaty of 
Washington, February 29, 1892, and made by the arbitrators at 
Paris, August 16, 1893, intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. WELLINGTON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 7142) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted four amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 7142) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; 
which were ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

THE PANAMA CANAL. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted amendments intended to be proposed 
by him as a substitute for the convention with Colombia for the 
construction of a ship canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans, signed January 22, 1903; which were ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANALS. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committve on Interoceanic Canals be, and it is hereby, 


| authorized to employ an assistant clerk, who shall be an expert typewriter, 


at an annual salary at the rate of $1,400. to be paid from the contingent fund 
of the Senate until otherwise provided for by law. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that on 
Thursday next, at 2 o’clock p. m.,a vote be taken upon the omnibus 
statehood bill and all amendments now pending or then offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 





vania asks unanimous consent 

Mr. KEAN. I think it had better be postponed—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the request be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not stated the 
request. 

Mr. KEAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that on Thursday next. at 2 o’clock, 
without further debate, a vote be had on the omnibus statehood 
bill and all amendments then pending or then offered. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. KEAN. I trust the Senator from Pennsylvania will allow 
me to finish my remarks before he asks for a vote on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Objection is made 
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CAROLINE WEINHEIMER, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill (S. 7246) granting a 
nsion to Caroline Weinheimer be ee postponed, as the 
neficiary has died since the bill was reported. 
The motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES R. ALLEN. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that a little pen- 
sion bill may be taken up and passed. If the party is ever to get 
any benefit from the bill, it ought to be at this time. I ask 
the Senate to consider the bill (S. 5369) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles R. Allen. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, 
before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ strike out “fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thir- 
ty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles R. Allen, late of 
Company A, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

INCREASED PENSIONS FOR LOSS OF LIMBS. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the Siegresing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 4850) to increase the pensions 
of those who have lost limbs in the military or naval service of the United 
States, or are totally disabled in the same, numbered 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House numbered 2, 3, and 6, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its amendments numbered 1 and 8. 
That the House recede from its amendment to the title of the bill and agree 
to an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter eee by the House insert: 
“An act to increase the pensions of those who have lost limbs iu the mili- 
tary or naval service of the United States.” 
nd the Senate agree to the same. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
P. J. McCUMBER, 
JAMES P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
C. A. SULLOWAY, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
ROBERT W. MIERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BaRNEs. one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 2ist instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 

An act (S. 4577) for the relief of William McCarty Little; 

An act (S. 7245) amending the act of June 19, 1888, providing 
for the erection of a public building at Bridgeport, Conn.; and 

The joint resolution (S. R. 108) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to purchase additional ground for the post-office, 
court-house, and custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla. 


FIRST INTERNATIONAL SANITARY CONVENTION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State, with accompanying 
papers, concerning the transactions of the First International Sanitary ine 
vention of the American Republics, held at Washington in December, 1902. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
White Hovusg, February 23, 1908. 
VETO MESSAGE—FRANCIS 8S. DAVIDSON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying bill, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 


I return herewith, without approval, Senate bill 1115, entitled “‘ An act for 
the relief of Francis 8. Davidson, late first lieutenant, Ninth United States 


Cavalry.” 
The Teneficiary of this bill was in the service for about nine years ending 
in December, 1875. He has not been in the service for the past twenty-seven 


years. 

When in the service he appears to have been an insubordinate and un- 
profitable officer. He wasat one time a cadet at the West Point Academy 
and was discharged January 31, 1865, by reason of deficiency in study and 
conduct. The Academic board remarked of him at that time: 

“This is the second deficiency of Cadet Davidson in conduct, and he hav- 
ing shown himself regardless of the leniency heretofore extended to him, the 

d recommends that he be discharged.” 


From June 9 to October 31, 1865, after the end of active hostilities of the 
civil war, he was a lieutenant of volunteers. He was appointed second lieu- 
—. > — Regular Army March 7, 1867; promoted to be first lieutenant 

u 5 

nm the 20th of June, 1868, he was tried by court-martial for “Neglect of 
duty, disobedience of orders, and conduct prejudicial to good order and mili- 
tary discipline,” and uitted. The finding of acquittal was disapproved 
by the reviewing authority, with the remark that the conduct of the accused 
“was not only irregular, but insubordinate and disrespectful to his com- 
manding officer.” 

On the 4th of January, 1872, he was again tried by court-martial and found 
guilty of disobedience of orders and violation of the sixth article of war, and 
— 8 nded from rank and pay for one month and reprimanded in gen- 
eral orders. 

On November 15, 1875, he was again tried_by court-martial and found 

ilty of “conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman,” consisting of 

reach of arrest and gambling with enlisted men. Upon this he was dis- 
missed the service, from which he has remained separated for now more than 
twenty-seven years. 

No act of special gallantry or conspicuous service marked the short period 
during which he was an officer of the Army. He is 56 yearsofage. This bill 
proposes to } ay him 7 the retired list, where he would be supported for 

he remainder of his life at public expense without rendering any return. 
It does not appear that he is subject to any physical disability incurred in 
the line of duty or otherwise. The treatment thus proposed is denied by law 
to all the officers whose service has been continuous and faithful, for they 
are not entitled to the benefits of the retired list until after forty years’ 
service, or reaching the age of 64, or neing ppyecally disabled. 

That an officer with this record should be rewarded is wholly without 
justification, and if that should be done it would involve a confusion between 
the treatment accorded to loyal and faithful service and that accorded to 
insubordination and unfaithful service, which could not fail to be most 
prejudicial to the morale and efficiency of the Army. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Waite Hovssz, February 21, 1903. 
STATEHOOD BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay on 
the 18th instant, as follows: 


Whereas House bill 12543, to enable the people of Oklahoma, Arizona, and 
New Mexico to form constitutions and State governments and be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, has been under 
discussion in the Senate since the 10th day of December last, and must fail 
unless voted upon at an early date: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that by unanimous consent a 
date and hour prior to the 2d of March next should be fixed for a final vote 
upon the bill and all amendments that are pending or may be offered thereto 


Mr. CULLOM. I object to the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the 
Senate for consideration. 

a GALLINGER. I ask that it may go over, retaining its © 
place. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that the resolution may go over, retaining its place. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


ELMER E. FORESHAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Dusois 
| on the 16th instant, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
| That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to furnish tothe United 
States Senate a statement of the charges and evidence on account of which 
| Elmer E. Foreshay was dismissed from the surveyor-general’s office of Idaho. 
Also, whether under the ruling of the civil service he is eligible to any other 
| position in the Government service. 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Idaho, when 
the resolution was last before the Senate, asked that it might fol- 
| low the resolution submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
| [Mr. Quay]. 
|_ Mr. GALLINGER. In the absence of the Senator from Idaho 
I will take the liberty to ask that the resolution may go over, re- 
| taining its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 

to that request, and the order is made. 


STATUES TO COUNT PULASKI AND BARON VON STEUBEN. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 16) to provide for the erection at 
Washington, D. C., of bronze equestrian statues to the memory 
of the late Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski and Baron Steuben. 

Mr. President, I regret that the pressure of the public business 
is so great that I am unable to speak at length upon this bill. I 
am fully aware, however, that it needs no advocacy, for the Ameri- 
can people cherish the memory of Brig. Gen. Count Casimir 
Pulaski, the great Polish patriot who rendered such illustrious 
service in the sublime cause of American independence. 

Nor is any word necessary to secure the passage of the bill to 
erect a statue in honor of the memory of Baron von Steuben, who 
wrote with his sword a brilliant record in American history. 

It is a happy circumstance that both Pulaski and Steuben are 
associated in the bill, consideration of which I now ask. They 
possessed the entire confidence of George Washington, and gave 
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powerful aid to the exalted cause of freedom upon the Western 
Continent. 

We are a grateful people, and we will erect here in the nation’s 
capital monuments which shall fitly commemorate the services 
of Count Pulaski and Baron von Steuben, and which shall stand 
forever in the shadow of the majestic shaft erected to the memory 
of their great commander, George Washington. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the bill may be given present con- 
sideration. aa ‘ : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Library with an amendment to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That there shall be erected in the city of Washington, District of Colum- 
bia, a statue of Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski, of Poland, who came to 
America and, after declaring his intention to become a citizen of the Republic, 
offered his sword to Washington, under whose leadership in the great strug- 
gle for American independence he lost his life at the siege of Savannah, Ga., 
October 11, 1779; and for the pa of procuring and erecting said statue 
with a suitable pedestal, and for the preparation of asite, the sum of $50,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be expended under the 
direction of a commission to be composed of the Secretary of War, the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Library of the Senate, the chairman of the 
Committee on the Library of the House of Representatives of the Fifty- 
seventh Congrem, and the president of the Pulaski monument Polish central 
committee. 

Sec. 2. That there shall be erected in the city of Washington, D.C.,a statue 
of Frederick William Augustus Henry Ferdinand, Baron von Steuben, major- 
general and inspector-general in the Continental Army; and for the purpose 
of procuring and erecting said statue with a suitable pedestal, and for the 
preparation of a site, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the same to be expended under the direction of a commission 
to be composed of the Secretary of War, the chairman of the Committee on 
the Library of the Senais,and the chairman of the Committee on the Library 
of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-seventh Congress. 

Src. 3. That the commissions herein created are empowered, respectively, 
to select sites for the statues authorized by this act on ground belonging to 
the Government: Provided, That said statues shall not be located in the 
grounds of the Capitol or Library of Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. ; . 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for the 
erection at Washington, D. C., of statues to the memory of Brig- 
adier-General Count Pulaski and Major-General Baron von Steu- 
ben, of the Continental Army.” 


IMPORTATION OF BREEDING ANIMALS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 16656) regulating the importation of 
breeding animals. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill at this time? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have had many letters opposing the bill, and 
I think that for the present I ought to object to its consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the bill ought to go over. There is 
much opposition to it among farmers. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think farmers are entirely in favor of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. No; I have had letters this morning on the 
subject. 

Mr. KEAN. Does the Senator from Illinois object? 

Mr. CULLOM. I object for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from [linois 
objects. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 7390, which I have just reported and 
which is at the desk. 

Mr. MASON. I gave notice that at this hour I would ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill. The Senator from South Dakota says the bill he wishes 
to — up is short and will not provoke discussion, and I will yield 
to him. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I do not think it will provoke any discussion. 
A similar bill has already passed the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. How long is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ten pages. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota has the floor and: asks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a bill, which will be read. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think we ought to go on with the bill 


now. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I will waive it for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts objects. 
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POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MASON. _I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 16990—the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Commitee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 16990) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 380, 1904, and for other purposes, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with amendments. 

Mr. MASON. There was an agreement made, and by unani- 
mous consent so far as I was concerned, that one measure relat- 
ing to public buildings, which it is mecessary to get over to the 
House, shall be considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com- 
mittee amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, one word before my colleague 
yields to the Senator from Indiana. As I understand it, the 
Post-Office appropriation bill has the noted statehood bill as an 
amendment at the head of it. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the first amendment. We have not 
reached it yet. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; it is the first amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. The Secretary has not begun to read the bill yet. 

Mr. CULLOM. What I wish to say (and I think the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will agree to what I state) is that that amend- 
ment may be passed over and the rest of the bill disposed of. 
Let it be passed over for the time being. 

Mr. MASON. Thatis the understanding. 

Mr. LODGE. "Would it not be just as well to begin the read- 
ing of the bill and allow the chairman of the committee to state 
the request? 

Mr. CULLOM. It isa long amendment and it comes first. 

Mr. QUAY. [tis not worth while to read the statehood bill 
again. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam not going to have it read. 

Mr. MASON. If I may be permitted, I wish to say that thein- 
tention and understanding is, and I shall ask it, to have the first 
amendment, known as the omnibus statehood bill, passed over 
without discussion, reserving the right to make a point of order 
upon it. 

Mtr. LODGE: I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. MASON. The point of order will be reserved on the 
amendment. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. MASON. I agreed toyield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Lask leave out of order to report a bill 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
this bill if the ne sed statehood amendment has been withdrawn? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been withdrawn. 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly not. It is passed over for the present, 
while the Senate proceeds to the consideration of the subsequent 
parts of the bill. The statehood amendment will come up in its 
order after the other amendments to the bill are disposed of. 
That is the understanding. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iam directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to report an original bill, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The bill (S. 7414) to increase the limit of cost of certain public 
buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, 
to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and 
for other purposes, was read the first time ao and the second 
time at length; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I wish to offer some amendments to the bill. 
I notice that in the omnibus public-buildings bill that passed two 

ago Idaho was the only State left out, and Idaho is the 
only State that is left out now. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Did the Senator have any amendments to 
yee or any bill to introduce with respect to buildings in 

daho? 

Mr. DUBOIS. No; I did not, for the reason that I did not 
think it should be the policy of the Government to erect public 
buildings in small towns; but if it is the policy, the towns that I 
will mention in Idaho ought to be provided for, because in addi- 
tion to the post-office needs of them we have land offices and 


a 
0 


saat (Tie eee oa =" 


i 
1B 








1903. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





United States courts and revenue officers and other governmental 


offices. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt 
him, I will state that that is an entirely new proposition, and 
there are no new propositions carried in this bill. the Senator 
has a meritorious case and will introduce a bill at the coming 
session of Congress, the committee will give it the most careful 
consideration. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I call the attention of the Senator to page 9, 
‘‘ for the use and accommodation of United States governmental 
offices,’’ etc. Then, below, ** United States post-office at Sterling, 
Ill.; United States post-office at Champaign, Il.,”’ etc. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will say to my friend from Idaho that these 
items were in the original bill passed at the last session. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator from Illinois is correct. 

Mr. DUBOIS. That I understand perfectly; and I say Idaho 
was the only State which was left out. Idaho and Delaware, I 
think, were the only States left out of the last bill. Now that 
the policy is being carrried forward, I do not see why these towns 
in Idaho, in which Government business is transacted in addition 
to the post-office business, should not be included in the bill. If 
it is the general policy, as it seems to be, I do not see why there 
should be any objection to inserting three towns in Idaho, two at 
$25,000 each and another at $40,000, when bills introduced do go 
through the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and it 
seems to be the settled policy to expend money for this purpose 
in such towns. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator had introduced a bill, as was 
done in other cases, and the matter had been brought to the at- 
tention of the committee, the needs of the public service in Idaho 
would certainly have been provided for at the last session of 
Congress. 

Now, as I said before, this bill does not take up original propo- 
sitions. The propositions to which the Senator refers are abso- 
lutely new. There are many others like them in different States. 
It is the purpose of the committee to deal with them, as is usually 
done, at the long session of Congress, and if the Senator will 
bring the matters to which he refers to the attention of the Sen- 
ate and the committee by appropriate bills at the next session I 
have no doubt they will have all proper consideration. 

Mr. DUBOIS. r. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Senator from Idaho will suspend fora moment. The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mexico. to form constitutions and 
State governments and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States. 

Mr. QUAY. There is no objection to having the unfinished 
business temporarily laid aside without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Pennsylvania 
asks that the unfinished business may be temporarily laid aside. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, the committee has established the 
policy of erecting public buildings in the smaller towns, even in 
those which have only a post-office as a Government institution. 
As I said; in the towns for which I propose to provide in Idaho 
there will be other Government offices in the building besides the 
post-office. I do not see why, after the precedent which has been 
established, you should refuse now to put in the only State which 
is not in the bill. I would maintain the position of any Senator 
against any of these provisions, but it seems that all the other 
States were provided for. 

I do not believe that the Government ought to erect these 
buildings. I donot think it is of very much advantage to the 
towns, and I think there is too much of it done. But inasmuch 
as all of the States are provided for, I wish to offer some amend- 
ments for Idaho, and the arguments which have been good for 
the others are good now for Idaho without offering a separate bill 
anc going before the committee, knowing in advance that it will 
accept the arguments. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not want to offer an amendment. I desire 
to say simply that I understood the Post-Office appropriation bill 
was temporarily laid aside with the understanding that this bill 
would not take time in debate. 

Mr. MASON. That was my understanding, and if there is to 
be any extended debate I must insist upon going on with the ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. LODGE. If there is to be debate and amendments offered 
generally to the bill, I do not wish to delay the appropriation bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I do not wish to interfere with the pending bill 
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and I shall not debate it at all. I have stated the case, and if 
Senators want to vote down my amendments that ends it with 
me. I shall not occupy any time at all except to offer my amend- 
ments. 

Mr. MASON. All right. 

Mr. DUBOIS. On page 9, after line 19, I move to insert: 


Building for use of governmental offices at Pocatello, Idaho, $40,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 
moves to lay the amendment on the table. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] . The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. HEITFELD. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is agreed to, and 
the amendment is laid on the table. 

Mr. DUBOIS. On page 9, after line 19, I move to insert: 


Building for use of governmental offices at Moscow, Idaho, $25,900. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DUBOIS. On page 9, after line 19, I move to insert: 


Building for use of governmental offices at Lewiston, Idaho, $25,000. 


I will say to Senators that all of these towns have United States 
courts, internal-revenue offices, and land offices, besides post- 
offices, and that Idaho is the only State which is not provided for 
in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. QUAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
and in connection with it, before I am laid on the table, I desire, 
if the Senate does not direct to the contrary, to have the Secre- 
tary read a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will first be 
read. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to ac- 
quire such land as he may deem necessary for the enlargement of the Fed- 
eral building site in the city of Lancaster, State of Pennsylvania, and to 
cause the post-office building located on said site to be extended and enlarged 
ata total cost to the United States of not to exceed $125,000, including all 
necessary changes in, alterations of, and repairs to the present building, and 
of the heating and plumbing systems therein, which may be incident to 
such extension or enlargement of said building. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, that amendment was prepared at 
the Treasury Department and it was forwarded in the inclosed 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, which I ask 
shall be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 12, 1903. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
House of Representatives. 

Srr: This Department has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
communication of the 10th instant, requesting a report in connection with 
H. R. 17381, authorizing the acquisition of additional land and the erection 
of an addition to the Federal building at Lancaster, Pa., for the use of the 

»st-oflice and other Government offices, at a cost not to exceed the sum of 
125,000, and in reply I have to submit the following: 

An agent of this Department has recently made an inspection of the pub- 
lic building at Lancaster, and it appears that the present accommodations, 
both for the post-office and the internal revenue, are too small for the proper 
transaction of the public business, and that additional room is necessary. 

It is estimated that a two-story and basement addition of 3) by 50 feet in 
dimensions at the rear of the building will provide sufficient additional ac- 
commodations for the service, and that such an addition, with the necessary 
incidental changes in =. ee building, will cost $125,000, including the 
cost of additional land. ith regard to additional land in connection with 
the proposed extension, it is estimated that, in order to provide for the erec- 
tion of such extension, and to preserve the present fire limit of 40 feet, it will 
be necessary to acquire additional land adjoining the present site in the rear, 
at a cost of about $10,000. 

Estimated cost of addition, including necessary incidental changes in 
present building and additional land, $125,000. 

Referring to section 2 of said bill, which provides that proposals for the 
sale of land “suitable for said site’’ shall be invited by public advertise- 
ment, ete., it is sug that said section be stricken out, for the reason 
that it is obviously unnecessary to advertise in this case, the only available 
property being in the rear of the Government site. 

Sections 3, 4, 5, and 6, requiring that the sites proposed shall be examined 
by an agent of the Department, or, under certain circumstances, by a com- 
mission of not more than three persons, and providing for the payment of 
the expenses of advertising, traveling, etc., should also be stricken from the 
bill under consideration. 

Sections 7, 8 and 9, providing for the preparation of sketch plans, draw- 
ings, specifications, and detailed estimates; for the vesting of title, for the 
cession of jurisdiction over the property, etc., are considered unnecessary, 
and should, in the opinion of this Department, be stricken out, the objects 
sought to be secured by the sections indicated being fully covered by exist- 
ing statutes. 

ith regard to section 10, which provides that the building shall be 
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unexposed. to danger from fire by an open space of at least 20 feet, you are 
advised that on the East Marion street side, or rear, of the building, the Gov- 
ernment owns 40 feet of ground, which is now used for mail wagons deliver- 
ing and receiving mail. Adjoining the Government site in this direction is 
private property 53 feet wide by 120 feet deep, which the Department is in- 
formed can be secured for not to exceed $10,000. Between the Government 
building and the adjoining land on Duke street there remains 41 feet clear, 
and immediately joining the Government site in thisdirection a new church 
has been erected, making land there unavailable for the purposes of an ad- 
dition to the present site. ’ a 

The act providing for the public building at_Lancaster requires a 40-foot 
fire limit, and as such protection is considered necessary, the Department 
deems the maintaining of a limit of at least the distance indicated as very 
essential where itis possible todoso. 

The Department is further of the opinion that the rear end of the building 
is the only place where an addition can be constructed to meet the require- 
ments of the service, without marring the present proportions of the building. 

In this connection the Department begs to inclose a draft of a bill which, it 
is thought, will more readily accomplish the apparent objects sought to be 
secured by the bill under consideration. 

Respectfully, 
L. M. SHAW, Secretary. 

Mr. QUAY. Now, Mr. President, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury states the immediate necessity of this improvement, recom- 
mends that legislation for that purpose be had, and sends here the 
draft of the amendment which I haveoffered. Ithink, under the 
circumstances, the Senator from Indiana is entirely justifiable in 
making this an exception to the general rule which he has adopted. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It would be impossible, under the rule 
which has been adopted, to accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. The case is undoubtedly a meritorious one. 


There are many others like it. If the Senator will introduce a’ 


bill covering the case at the coming session of Congress the com- 
mittee will be glad to consider it, and from the showing made 
will no doubt consider it favorably. But it can not accept the 
amendment now, and therefore—— 

Mr. QUAY. But in the meantime the business of the country 
is suffering. The Senator from Indiana says that we are to be 
remitted to the next Congress. When or how the next Congress 
will be able to afford the relief the Senator from Indiana certainly 
can not predict. It seems to me that instead of rejecting these 
meritorious amendments on the ground that bills have not been 
offered, he ought to remedy the trouble throughout the country 
by accepting the amendments. What is practically the differ- 
ence whether they come in as amendments to the bill or as orig- 
inal bills I can not see. If there is a public necessity for the 
legislation, it matters not in what shape it is reported. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move tolay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves 
to lay the amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Indiana to page 8, line 11. I have been informed by a member 
of the House committee that this was taken from the House bill 
and that the appropriation was intended to be $80,000 instead of 
$75,000; that $80,000 is the least amount which the architect says 
it can be built for, and that the committee so intended. 

I give this information as I got it, from a member of the House 
committee, as the reason for substituting $80,000 for $75,000, that 
it was by mistake put at $75,000. I hope the Senate will agree 
to strike out $75,000 in line 12, on page 8, and insert $80,000 in 
place of it. The estimate is $80,000, and the architect stated that 
that was the amount for which he could contract for the con- 
struction of the building. 

As I said before, a member of the House committee stated that 
it wasa mistake. That is the only information I have in regard 
to it. I should like to move to strike out ‘‘ $75,000°’ and insert 
“$89 000." 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The information the committee had was 
to the effect that $75,000 would be sufficient. and under the in- 
structions from the committee under which I am acting, I could 
not accept the amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator say that he has examined the 
architect’s report and that he thinks $75,000 will be sufficient? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. BERRY. My information is that the architect has stated 
that $80,000 is the amount required, and that that is the lowest 
sum at which the contract could be made. 

I state furthermore that I have been informed that a member 
of the House committee has stated that it was intended that $80,000 
should be appropriated, but by some mistake the item went into 
the bill at $75,000. I do not state that to be a fact, but I say that 
I got the information in the way I have said, that $80,000 is the 
lowest amount at which the architect estimated the work could 
be done. I submit the matter to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I should be glad to accommodate the 
Senator from Arkansas, but Iam not able to do so at the present 
time. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Through an oversight I omitted to offer 





a committee provision. At the bottom of page 4, line 25, I now 
move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 4, line 25, itis proposed to insert 
the following: 

United States court-house, post-office, and land office at Fargo, N. Dak., 
an additional sum of $80,000, to be expended in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. I hope the Senator from Indiana may be willing 
to accept the two little amendments which I desire to offer. On 
pase 11, line 14, after the word ‘dollars,’’ where it first occurs, 

move to insert: 

United States post-office, Gainesville, Ga., $50,000. 

United States post-office and court-house at Valdosta, Ga., $100,000. 

I desire to state to the Senator from Indiana that there is a 
court-house at Valdosta, Ga. The House bill- contains both of 
these items, and I sincerely hope that the Senator will allow them 
to be placed upon this bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Those are new propositions, are they 
not? 

Mr. CLAY. They are new propositions, but I will state to the 
Senator from Indiana that they are meritorious; that they were 
unanimously adopted by the House committee, and a bill is now 
on the Calendar containing these two items. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I have no doubt the two cases mentioned 
by the honorable Senator are meritorious, but there are many 
others like them, and the committee will be glad to consider them 


| at the next session of Congress. They can not be considered on 


this bill, and I hope the Senator will not press them. 

Mr. CLAY. Isincerely regret that the Senator from Indiana 
can not accept the amendments; but as the Senator says the 
amendments are meritorious and will have proper attention at the 
long session of Congress, I do not care to imperil the passage of 
this bill, and so I will not press the amendments any further at 
this time. 

Mr. BERRY. In view of the statement I have made that the 
appropriation of $75,000 for a United States post-office and court- 
house at Batesville, Ark., was a mistake and that the amount 
was intended to be $80,000, as I am informed by a member of the 
House committee, and in view of the fact that I have also been . 
informed that the architect says that he can not begin the build- 
ing unless $80,000 is appropriated, I move to strike out ‘* $75,000,”’ 
in line 12, page 8, and insert ‘‘ $80,000.’”’ It is simply a difference 
of $5,000. As the architect has put it in that way, I think it 
would be a misfortune if the small sum of $5,000 should prevent 
the commencement of the construction of the building. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SkEcRETARY. On page 8, in line 12, after the words “ dol- 
lars to,’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ’’ and insert 
‘‘eighty,’’ so that, if amended, the paragraph will read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Batesville, Ark., from $70,000 
to $80,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment. eo question]. By sound, the ayes have it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. - I ask for a division. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator will not do that. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I regret that the Senator should interpose 
a motion which may imperil the entire bill. This bill has not 
been through the other House, and it must pass here and go 
there speedily if it is to pass and become a law at this session of 
Congress. 

Mr. BERRY. I understand that. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iamadvised thatif the billis to be amended 
or nny changed, its success will be jeopardized in the other 
branch. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator had an amendment put on the bill 
just now appropriating $80,000. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That was ordered by the committee. 

Mr. BERRY. My amendment has been ordered by a majority 
of the Senate, which is a still higher authority. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator insists on the amendment, 
I shall ask for a division upon the question. I ask that the ques- 
tion may be again put. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will again put the 
question on the amendment submitted by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Berry]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, after line 14, it is proposed to 
insert as a new paragraph the following: 

United States post-office at Portsmouth, Va., from $15,000 to $25,000. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I should like to make a brief 
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explanation of this amendment and the reasons why it is offered | it seems entirely sufficient to justify the committee in excluding 
at this time. ; ; the proposition. ‘ , 
My colleague [Mr. MARTIN] and myself alike — the Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I think I know as much about 
situation of this bill and participate in the desire that the extra | the situation at Portsmouth and that my colleague knows as 
things which have called it forth shall not be imperiled by the | much about the situation at Portsmouth as the people who are 
introduction of new and litigated matters. coming here and trying to force on that community an unfit site 
While there are quite a number of post-offices contemplated in | for this public building. The only information, I think, which 
our State, which have proceeded in some degree, we have on this | reached the ears of the Senator from Indiana came from a man 
account refrained from presenting as amendments to this bill | who is trying to put on the Government a site which is grossly 
even those cases which we thought should not be delayed; but | unfit for the purpose, which can be bought for $15,000. The very 
we deemed this particular amendment as to the city of Ports- | best people in that city, the presidents of banks, the most solid, 
mouth one demanded by the interests of the public service and | substantial, respectable, and public-spirited people in that city, 
one which should not be delayed until another session. assure me that there is no such scheme as that alluded to by the 
The city of Portsmouth has nearly 20,000 people; it is an old | Senator from Indiana. 
Virginia seaport town; there is established there one of the great Mr. President, this bill, as I have stated, is in aid of the legis 
naval works of the United States, and it has been certainly not | lation of the last session of Congress. I can readily see how a 
less than ten years since one or the other House of Congress has | bill framed in that way ought to be kept within those lines; but 

assed bills for the establishment of a post-office in that city. | this is a case exactly in the class for the relief of which this bil 
There is no city which has been more patient in awaiting the | was framed, and is being pressed here now. It is to supplemen‘ 
event, and none, as I conceive, more deserving of this recognition. | that which proved ineffective under the legislation had at the last 

The situation at present is just this: By an act of Congress of | session of Congress. 
last year, June 6, 1902, provision was made for the acquisition of | At the last session of Congress $15,000 was appropriated to 
a site for a building at Portsmouth. No provision whatever has | acquire a site for the building in Portsmouth. The Treasury 
been made for the building itself, but the initial step of providing | Department endeavored to acquire a site at Portsmouth within 
a site at Portsmouth was ordered to be taken by the act of Con- | the limit of cost fixed by the legislation of the last session of Con- 
gress of June 6, 1902. gress; that is, $15,000. Itsent its agent to the city of Portsmouth 

Now, here is what the Treasury Sapianest says upon this sub- | for the purpose of investigating conditions there and purchasing 
ject, and it is verified by the personal knowledge of both my col- | the site, if a suitable one could be had at $15,000. 








league and myself, who have had correspondence on this matter: That agent, after thorough investigation, reported that a suit- 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, able site could not be had for $15,000, but that $25,000 would be 
Washington, January 28, 1903. | necessary if a suitable site was acquired. I respectfully submit 

CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, to the Senate that the official investigation of the Treasury De- 


House of Representatives. . ; : ; : 
partment about this matter, which is corroborated and sustaine 
Sir: This Department has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your part 7 i sustained 


request, dated the 24th instant, for reports in connection with a number of by my colleague and myself from actual inf rmation pe yssessed 
bills relating to public buildings, and in reply to that portion of your letter | by us about the conditions prevailing at that point—I say that 
—— provides a A hy ago of — = “a. = So smcumt al that position, fortified in that way, is more entitled to the re- 
ready appropriated ($15,000) for the purchase of a site for the Federal build- | : le eee cee 
ing tb See at Portsmouth, Vay you are advised as follows: | spect of this Senate than the vague insinuation that the reisa 
‘After the passage of the act of Congress approved June 6, 1902 (public- | real-estate deal in connection with this matter, as to which there 
building act), — pores ae other ST alate the oe + @ | is absolutely no color of correctness. 
site at Portsmouth, Va., at a cost not to excee 5,000, an agent of the De- a : s or . 
partment was sent to that city for the purpose of making a personal exami- If this improvement is to go on at Portsmouth, $25,000 is neces- 
nation and report in connection with property suitable for the purpose. It | Sary. The Treasury Department so reports in an official commu- 
a oS +N mrt Re a ap ey oe | ame not | nication; and I ask the Senate to recognize that official communi- 
» secured within the limit o . , an e : : . : 
Department is of the opinion that a satisfactory site will cost approximately cation and to do in the case of Portsmouth what has been done 
$25,000. in dozens of other places just like it throughout the United States, 
where reports have been made that the amount authorized at the 
last session of Congress has proved inadequate and insufficient, 


Respectfully, 0. L. SPAULDING, Acting Secretary. 
Thus, Mr. President, the expectation of years, and the provision 

and that the improvement is blocked and can not proceed until 
an increase is made in the appropriation. When such an official 


tentatively made for years for the acquisition of the site at Ports- 
mouth, Va.,is now hung up and delayed by the deficiency of 
appropriation of $15,000 for the purchase of a site. Here we | report is made by the Treasury Department asking for this in- 
have the letter of the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, Gen. O. L. | crease, I submit the Senate ought to give it. 
. There is nothing whatever to justify the insinuation made by 
the chairman of the committee. I have taken pains to make a 


Spaulding, in which he sets forth these facts. 
careful investigation into the matter, and I have information 


It seems to me, sir, to be the very object and scope of this bill 
to comprehend cases of this sort, where the delay in public work 

which satisfies me beyond the possibility of doubt that there is 
nothing whatever in such a suggestion. 


settled upon is occasioned and the work hindered by insufficiency 
of appropriation. It is a small amount that is asked. To delay 

This is a meritorious amendment. The necessity for it has been 
investigated by the Treasury Department, and the report has 


such matters from year to year is not good administration. It 
must come, in the nature of things, as a matter of course, in one 

been made that $25,000 is necessary, whereas only $15,000 has been 
authorized. We simply ask that the recommendation of the De- 


session or another; and now that we are dealing with it, while 
the subject is fresh, is the time, in my judgment, in which sound 

partment be accepted and that we may have the margin of cost 
increased from $15,000 to $25,000. 


legislation would add this item tothe bill. I hope, therefore, that 

the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

will not object to doing so, and that it will be permitted tobe | The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danie]. [Putting the 

question.] By the sound the ayes have it. 


put upon the bill without opposition on his part. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I ask for a division upon 

the proposition. 


from Virginia [Mr. DanreL] understands very well that the 
committee was desirous of dealing with entire candor and fair- 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 17, 
noes 15. 


ness With both him and the proposition to which he has referred. 
The subject received very careful consideration at the hands of 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum has voted. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 


the committee, and without detaining the Senate to go into the 
reasons why the committee could not assent to the proposition of 
the Senator, I will say that I hope he will not press his request | The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
at the present time. swered to their names: 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I desire to detain the Senate 


| to Aldrich, Daniel, Kean, uarles, 

but a very few moments. . I do not understand why it is that an Alger, een, paras, quay, 
i ; ; ; ; > ; ison, iver, ittredge, AW lins, 
item of this sort, which is directly within the scope and purpose oy Devden. emma Siemens 
of this bill, should be excluded. Bailey, Dubois, McCumber. ca, 

es FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I will tell the Senator if he Bard, Eikins, oo McLaurin, Miss. Spooner, 
wishes to know. The committee has information that there is a ©, ae ee allory, Stew art, 
real estate deal and combination there to run up the price on the | Burtsws, tote re 
Government. That is the reason why the committee is opposed | Carmack, Frye, Millard, Tillman, 
to the increase. — Wyo. an nae ast, 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, neither the chairman of the Sato, ae Seaton Wellington, 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds nor anyone else | Culberson, Harris, Pettus, Wetmore. 
has any authentic information or any reliable information or any | Cullom, Heitfeld, Proctor, 


correct information to that effect. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-nine Senators have re- 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. The information may not be correct, but 


sponded to their names. A quorum is present. The Chair will 


















again put the question on the adoption of the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The question being again put, there were, on a division—ayes 
19, noes 19. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If Senators will vote, the 
Chair will put the question once more. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, has a Senator who is paired and 
whose pair is not present the right to stand up and be counted on 
a division? 

Mr. SPOONER. I should have voted but for the fact that I 
am paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CaRMACK]. 
This seems to be a party division. If the yeas and nays were 

called, in his absence I would not be at liberty to vote, and I 
did not conceive myself at liberty to vote in any way in this 
matter. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I think the quickest way to 
settle this matter is to vote by yeasand nays. I therefore demand 
the yeas and nays on the adoption of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last vote has developed 
the fact that there is no quorum in the Senate, and therefore no 
business except a motion to adjourn is in order. 

Mr. MASON. Ora call of the Senate, Mr. President. 
not have that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following amen an- 
swered to their names: 


Can we 


The Secretary will again call 


Aldrich, Dillingham, Kittredge, v, 
Alger, Dryden, McComas, wlins, 
Bacon, Dubois, McCumber Simmons, 
Bailey, Elkins, McLaurin, Miss Spooner, 
Bate, Foster, La. Mallory, Stewart, 
Berry, Foster, Wash. Martin, Taliaferro, 
Beveridge, Frye, Mason. Teller, 
Burnham, Gamble, Millard, Tillman, 
Burrows, Gibson, Nelson, Vest, 
Carmack, Hale, Perkins, Warren, 
Clark, Wyo. Harris, Pettus, Wellington, 
Clay, Heitfeld, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 
Culberson, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, 

Cullom, Kean, Proctor, 

Daniel, Kearns, Quarles, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-seven Senators have 
responded to theirnames. Thereisaquorum present. The ques- 
tion recurs on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Virginia {[Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. On that question I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

.Mr. HEITFELD (when his name was calied). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New York [ Mr. eee 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I havea gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
ee and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Cuapr]. 
he is in the Chamber. 


has not voted. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Therefore I withhold my vote. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. 
Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). 
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IT am paired with 
I do not think 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that he 


I am paired 


I have a general 
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The PaaS pro tempore. The Chair is informed he has 
not votec 


Mr. TILLMAN. Then I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 34, as follows: 


























YEAS—2. 
Bacon, Culberson, Gibson, Morgan, 
Bailey, Daniel, Harris, Pettus, 
Bate, Dubois, McLaurin, Miss, — 
Berry, Elkins, Mallory, wins, 
Carmack, Foster, La. Martin, Teller. 
NAYS—#. 
Aldrich, Foster, Wash. Kittred uarles, 
Alger, e, Me v; tm stmon 
Bard, Gallin, Mason. poner, 
Burrows, Gamble, Millard, Vent, 
Burton. Hale, Nelson, Warren, 
Clark, Wyo. Hanna, Penrose, Wellington, 
Cullom, pemeneough, Perkins, Wetmore. 
Dryden, Kean, Platt, Conn. 
Fairbanks, Kearns, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—S. 
Allison, Depew Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 
Beveridge, Dietri ch, ge, scott, 
Biackburn, Dillingham, Me jomas, Simmons, 
7a, Dolliver, McEnery, Stewart, 
japp. Foraker, McLaurin, 8.C. ‘Taliaferro, 
Clas Mont. Hawley. Mitchell, * Tillman, 
Clay, Heitfeld, Money, Turner. 
Cockrell, Patterson, i 
Deboe, [on Ark. Platt, N. Y. 





So Mr. DANTEL’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Marylan 

offers an amendment which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert at the proper place: 

ag United States post-office at Hagerstown, Md., $20,000, for purchase of 
7 For United States post-office at Westminster, Md., $10,000, for purchase of 
a site 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to 
the amendment. In the House bill as new items these two propo- 
sitions are inse i 

Mr. TELLER. We can not hear what the Senator from Mary- 
land is saying. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I understood from the chairman in his 
statement this morning that the committee has rigidly excluded 
every new item. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With reference to new sites? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No new site is included in the bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. None whatever? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. None whatever. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then these new sites would properly come 
in on next year’s. bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the chairman, then, give them careful 
attention? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The committee will then give them careful 
consideration. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I withdraw the amendment at this 

a tempore. 


time. 
The PRESIDENT The Senator from Maryland 
1ent, 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I send to the desk an amendment to the 


































ir with the senior Senator from Washington {[Mr. TURNER], but 
he is amember of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and gave his assent to the bill as reported, accompanied with the 
understanding that it should not be amended. I, therefore, will 
take the liberty of voting. I feel that he would vote upon the 
same side of the question that I would. Therefore I will vote. 
I vote “* nay.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to announce my pair with the senior 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. 

Mr. McCOMAS (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
inadvertently. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. BLacksuRN], who is not present, and therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. CLAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
inquire if the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper] 


has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not. 

Mr. CLAY. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 


voted inadvertently. I did not see present the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. DiLLiInGHAM], with whomIhaveapair. I should like 
to know if he has voted. 





withdraws the amen 
bill; it was omitted from the print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Indiaua will be stated. 

The SecreTaRy. On page 5, after line 24, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For the completion of the United States court-house and post-office at 
Omaha, Nebr., $5,000 additional to the present authorized limit. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownie, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists 
upon its amendments to the bill (S. 3560) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to promote the safety of employees and_travelers 
upon railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in inter- 
state commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers and 
continuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel 
brakes, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 2, 1893, and 
amended April 1, 1896, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the 
conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Wanaer, Mr. 











SHERMAN, and Mr. ApaMson managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 
SAFETY APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the bill just received from the 
House of Representatives relating to safety appliances on rail- 
roads lie on the table until to-morrow morning. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Derrew in the chair). If 
there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 16990) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The first amendment of the 
committee will be passed over, and the reading will commence at 
the end of the amendment. 

The Secretary began the reading of the bill at line 10, on page 46. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads was, under the subhead ‘‘ Office of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General,”’ on page 46, line 23, before the word “ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty ’’ and insert “‘ fifty-three; ’’ and in the 
same line, after the word “ dollars,’’ to insert “ and the salary of 
the postmaster of the city of Chicago is hereby fixed at $8,000 per 
annum;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

> tion to tmasters, $21,753,000, and the salary of the t- 
aamoan the city of Ghicee is Sercke heed at $8,000 per caieien “P 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 8, after the word 
‘* offices,” to strike out ‘‘One”’ and insert ‘‘Two;”’ in line 9, be- 
fore the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three thousand five hun- 
dred’’ and insert ‘‘four thousand;’’ in the same line, after the 
word “ dollars,’ to insert ‘‘each;”’ in the same line, before the 
word “ at,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seventeen ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixteen;”’ and 
in line 22, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ ninety-three 
thousand six hundred’’ and insert “ninety-three thousand one 
hundred;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Salary and allowance division: For compensation to assistant postmasters 
at first and second class t-offices: Two, at $4,000 each; 16, at $3,000; 6, at 
$2,500 each; 4, at $2,000 each; 14, at $1,900 each; 20, at $1,800 each; 35, at $1,700 
each; 85, at $1,600 each; 100, at $1,500 each; 80, at $1,400 each; 150, at $1,300 each; 
800, at $1,200 each; 310, at $1,100 each; and 400, at $1,000 each; in all, for assistant 
postmasters, $1,805,100. 

Mr. MASON. I desire, on behalf of the committee, on the 
recommendation of the Department, to offer an amendment to 
the amendment. It is a mere matter of form. I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out, in line 8, page 47, the words 
“Two, at $4,000 each ’”’ and inserting: 

One, at New York, N. Y., $4,000; one, at Chicago, Ill, $4,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was as to. 

Mr. MASON. I desire in this connection to have published in 
the RecorpD a letter from the Department explaining the amend- 
ment. 

The letter is as follows: 

O¥FYICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1903. 


Hon. W. E. Mason, 
Chairman Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roada, 
United States Senate. 


to the matter of increasing the salaries of the assistant 

ew York and Chicago, I would suggest that on page 47, 
ines 6, 7, 8, and 9, in the act maaiee appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other 
purposes, the guage be changed so as to read: 

“One at New York, N. Y., $4,000; one at Chicago, Ill., $4,000." 

If this is not done it will probably be necessary to amend the classification 
act of March 8, 1889, to make the appropriation operative. 


Very respectfully, 
W. S. SHALLENBERGER, 
Acting Postmaster-General, 

The reading was continued to the end of line 19 on e 48, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I believe it is in order to offer 
an amendment at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order until after 
the committee amendments shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought they had been disposed of. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, they have not yet been 
disposed of. The Chair will recognize the Senator as soon as they 
are. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads was, on page 55, line 12, before the word “of,’’ to 
strike out ‘* One superintendent” and insert ‘‘ Two superintend- 
ents;”’ in line 13, before the word ‘‘of,”’ to strike out “‘ one super- 
intendent”’ and insert ‘‘ two superintendents;”’ in line 14, Sabee 
the word “‘ of,” to strike out ‘‘one superintendent” and insert 
“two superintendents; ”’ in line 15, before the word “ of,” to strike 
ont ‘‘one superintendent” and insert “two superintendents; ” 


Sir: Referr 
tmasters at 
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and in line 17, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “‘ twelve 
thousand eight hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five thousand six 
hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Two superintendents of money-order division, 2 superintendents of regis- 
try, 2 superintendents of mails, and 2 superintendents of delivery, at $3,260 
each, $25,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 1, to increase the 
total appropriation for clerk hire in post-offices from $19,801,900 
to $19,814,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 6, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘“‘two hundred and ten” and insert 
“*three hundred;”’ and in the same line, after the word “ dollars,” 
to insert: 


of which not more than $210,000 shall be expended in rentals of machines: 
Provided, That no canceling machine shall be rented at an annual rental ex- 
ceeding $400: And provided further, That the Postmaster-General shall, 
whenever possible, purchase canceling machines, and shall report fully to the 
next Congress in regard tosaid machines, whether they should be purchased 
or rented, all facts connected therewith, and what steps ought to be taken 
to protect the interests of the Government therein. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Yor rental or eae of canceling machines, $300,000, of which not more 
than $210,000 shall be expended in rentals of machines: Provided, etc. 

The amendment was agretd to. 

The next amendment was. on page 58, line 15, before the word 
** allowance,” to insert ‘‘ orautomobile;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For horse hire or automobile allowance, $750,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 1, before the word 
‘**at,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seven special agents in charge of divisions”’ 
and insert ‘‘ten division superintendents;’’ and in line 2, before 
the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ sixteen thousand eight hun- 
dred’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four thousand;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Rural free-delivery service: For compensation to 10 division superintend- 
ents, at $2,400 each, $24,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 18, to increase the 
total appropriation for rural free-delivery service from $12,619,300 
to $12,626,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, line 9, after the word 
‘“* Postmaster-General,”’ to insert ‘‘ including necessary traveling 
expenses for the First Assistant Postmaster-General within the 
District of Columbia;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Miscellaneous items in the office of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, 
including necessary traveling expenses for the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General within the District of Columbia, $2,000, of which sum not exceeding 
$300 may be used for the purchase of city directories and books of reference. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 13, to insert: 

For hire of a vehicle to be under the supervision of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Office of Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General,”’ on page 64, line 24, to reduce the 
appropriation for inland transportation by railroad routes, of 
which a sum not exceeding $100,000 may be employed to pay 
freight on postal cards, stamped envelopes, etc., from $38,242,000 
to $36,260,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 4, to increase the 
appropriation for the of one General Superintendent of the 
Railway Mail Service from $3,500 to $4,000, in line 5 to inerease 
the appropriation for the salary of one Assistant General Super- 
intendent of the Railway Mail Service from $3,000 to $3,500, and 
on page 66, line 5, to increase the total appropriation for the Rail- 
“= Mail Service from $11,933,301 to $11,934,301. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 2, after the word 
‘* Newton,”’ to insert ‘‘ and Fort Scott;*’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For continuing necessary and ‘ial facilities on trunk lines from Kansas 
City, Mo., to Newton and Fort Scott, Kans., $25,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary: Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be ex- 
pended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure neces- 
sary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Mr. MASON. By authority of the committee I will withdraw 
the amendment, 

a LODGE. I should like to ask the chairman why it is with- 
wn. 

Mr. MASON. I will explain it. Senators will remember that 
it was stated before the committee that the $25,000 which was al- 
lowed as a subsidy for the fast mail train to Newton, Kans., in- 
cluded the connecting road to Fort Scott. It was also stated to 
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the committee that this would not impair the carrying of the fast 
mail by the train which is now employed in that service. Since 
that time several members of the committee have called upon me 
and stated that they had heard from the Santa Fe line, and that 
they would not carry the mail, running a special train as they do 
now, unless the compensation for fast service was left as it was. 
Therefore, at the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Burton] and upon the suggestion of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. ELKiNs] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER], 
I concluded to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Before that is done, I think the amendment had 
better be passed over, because I talked yesterday with the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], who is very familiar with 
this matter, and he told me that it was very desirable to put these 
words in. 

Mr. MASON. The amendment may go over for the present. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it would be better to let it go over for 
the present. I should like to wait until the Senator from Mis- 
souri is here. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be passed 
over for the present. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 18, before the word 
*‘expenses,”’ to insert ‘‘compensation and;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: . 

For compensation and expenses of United States delegates to the Univer- 
sa] Postal Congress to convene at Rome, Italy, not to exceed $7,500. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘Office of the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General,’’ on page 69, line 18, after 
the word ‘‘stamps,’’ to insert ‘‘and books of stamps;”’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For manufacture of adhesive postage and special-delivery stamps and 
books of stamps, $376,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 13, after the word 
*That,’’ to insert ‘‘ hereafter;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For payment of limited indemnity for the loss of pieces of first-class regis- 
tered matter, $12,000: Provided, That hereafter the Postmaster-General ma 
increase the amount of indemnity provided for in act of February 27, 1897, 
$100. amendatory of section of the Revised Statutes, to not exceeding 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 23, to insert: 

For the employment of special counsel to be appointed by the Attorney- 
General, and at compensation to be fixed by the Attorney-General not ex- 
ceeding this temporary appropriation, to prosecute and defend, on behalf of 
the Post-Office Department, all suits now pending or which may hereafter 
arise affecting the second-class mailing privilege, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 71, line 6, after the word 
*‘items”’ to insert ‘‘including necessary traveling expenses for 
the Third Assistant Postmaster-General within the District of 
Columbia;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For miscellaneous items, including necessary traveling expenses for the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General within the trict of Columbia, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘Office of the 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General,’’ at the top of page 75, to 
strike out section 5 in the following words: 


Sec. 5. That hereafter, under such regulations as the Postmaster-General 
may establish for the collection of the lawful revenue and for facilitating 
the handling of such matter in the mails, it shall be lawful to accept for 
transmission in the mails quantities of not less than 2,000 identical pieces of 
third or fourth class matter without postage stamps affixed: Provided, That 
postage shall be fully prepaid thereon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 7, to strike out 
section 6, in the following words: 


Sec. 6. Whoever by violence enters a railway post-office car or any apart- 
ment in — railway car assigned to the use of the Railway Mail Service, or 
who willfully or maliciously assaults a railway postal clerk in the discharge 
of his duties in connection with such car or apartment, and whoever will- 
fully aids or assists therein, shall for every such offense be punished by a 
fine of not more than. $1,000, or by imprisonment for not more than three 
years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 15, to insert: 


That so much of section 1 of the act entitled “An act for the suppression 
of train robbery,” approved July 1, 1902, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
to read as follows: 

“That if any person shall willfully and maliciously arrest the passage or 
enter upon any rail train, railroad car, or rail locomotive carryin 
the mails within the United States, with the intent to interfere with or ro 
the mails on said train, or who in pursuance of such intent attempts to com- 
mit murder, robbery,or any unlawful violence upon oragainst any passenger 
on said train or car or upon or against any engineer, conductor, fireman, 
brakeman, or any officer or employee connected with said locomotive, train, 
or car, or upon or against any mai —_ or express messenger on said train, 
or in any such car thereof, or who in pursuance of such intent attempts to 
commit any crime or offense against any person or property thereon, such 

rson shall be punished by imprisonment not exceeding twenty years, or by 

ne not exceeding $5,000, or both, at the discretion of the court.” 


Mr. LODGE. That is a section, and it ought to be numbered, 
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I think. The committee struck out section 5 and section 6, and 
the amendment just read by the Secretary ought to be numbered 
section 5 and the succeeding sections numbered to correspond. 

ane PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be done by the 
clerks. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to offer a mere verbal amendment to 
the amendment. In line 20, ayes 75, I move to strike out the 
word “‘if,’’ after the word “ t,’’ and to insert ‘‘ who”’ after 
**person.”’ 

Mr. MASON. It would then read how? 

Mr. SIMMONS. ‘That any person who shall willfully,” etc. 

Mr. MASON. That is right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. ' 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads was, on page 77, after line 8, to insert as a new secton 
the following: 

Sec. 9. That third and fourth class mail matter shall not be remailed to 
sender until the proper postage has been fully prepaid on the same: Pro- 
vided, That inallcases when undelivered mail matter of the thirdand fourth 
class is of obvious value, the sender, if known, shall be given the opportunit 
of prepaying the return postage or accepting delivery to himself or upon h 
order, at the office where it is held, upon the payment of 1 cent tage for 
each card notice given him, under such regulations as the Postmaster- 
General may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading of the bill has 
been concluded, and it is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. After line 19, on page 61, I move to insert: 

For experimental rural telephone free delivery, under the direction of the 
Postmaster-General, $25,000. 

Mr. LODGE. That seems to me toopen upa large and entirely 
new question. We have heard nothing in the committee in re- 
gard to it from the Department, and I should like to know some- 
thing about the amendment before it is voted upon. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, the proposed amendment 
does open up a large and important question. It is perhaps true 
that the committee has received no information from the Depart 
ment upon the subject. Ido not know that it is necessary that 
it should receive consideration from the Department before it 
receives consideration here. 

The en is a very plain one. It can be easily under- 
stood. e are all familiar with the rural free-delivery service 
as it has expanded during the past six or seven years. There is 
no branch of the service that is so acceptable to all the great 
farming communities of the country as that service which daily 
brings the United States mail to the doors of the farmers. 

There was a great deal of opposition to that service in its in- 
fancy. I recollect that within six years past Senators rose upon 
this floor and protested against rural free delivery, believing that 
it was but the beginning of a raid upon the Treasury of the United 
States. 

It was asserted from time to time, Mr. President, that the 
service was impracticable, that it was upoeeibie, but I believe it 
is the common judgment of all in both Houses of Congress and 
throughout the country that the service is a practicable service 
and an indispensable service. 

In many sections of the country the telephone system radiates 
and ramifies everywhere. In some sections of the West there is 
scarcely a farmer who has not a telephone in his own home, and 
those who do not have it expect to have it in the not distant 
future. 

I venture the pre‘liction, Mr. President, that it will only be a 
comparatively short time when substantially all the farmers and 
all the rural neighborhoods will have a complete telephone 
system. 

The proposition I: make is simply this: The Postmaster- 
General—— 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield, with pleasure. 

Mr. PETTUS. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
Has = amendment received the sanction of any committee of 
this ? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Whether it has or not I do not know. It 
was offered in the Senate and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE. It has not been considered by the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, so far as I am aware. 

Mr. PETTUS. I understand the Senator to say that he does 
not know that it has received the sanction of any committee? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Idonot know that it has received consider- 
ation at the hands of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

Roads. I know that it was introduced and referred to that com- 
mittee in the ordinary manner, 
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Now, Mr. President, if the service which is so satisfactory to 
the great agricultural communities of the country can be extended 
or supplemented by the delivery of important and urgent mail 
through the instrumentality of the telephone we will have ren- 
dered a far-reaching and important service. It seems to me that 
whatever reasonably can be done here to make home life upon 
the farm more attractive and delightful should be done in all 
fairness. 

Mr. BURTON. MayI ask the Senator if his amendment is 

rinted? 

. Mr. FAIRBANKS. The amendment is printed. Itis a brief 
amendment, I will say to the Senator from Kansas. It recognizes 
that the subject is a new one. It proposes to deal with it as was 
done in the case of the rural free-delivery service. It puts into 
the hands of the Postmaster-General a small sum—the sum of 
$25,000—with which to make experiments. Whether the experi- 
ments will be successful or not, it is too early to predict. They 
may or may not be successful. The sole question is, should the 
experiment be made? 

r.GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was not in the Chamber when the 
amendment was read, and I just caught this phrase from the 
Senator, delivery of mail matter by telephone. I did not quite 
comprehend it. Will the Senator briefly explain what he means? 
Is it that the postmaster shall telephone to the patrons that there 
is mail in the office awaiting their call? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; the general idea is this: If a letter is 
sent, we will say, to a county seat, intended for transmission to a 
farmer in the country, bearing a stamp denoting its character, 
the postmaster is authorized and required to open it and telephone 
its contents to its destination. 

Mr. GALLINGER. To telephone the contents? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Just as they do telegraphic messages. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Just as they do telegraphic messages. It 
is a very simple process, and it seems to me that it is worthy 
the careful consideration of the Department. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? Is it to be tele- 
phoned over a Government telephone or overa private telephone? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is a matter of detail, if the Senator 
pleases, and must be left to the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General; it is not to be dealt with now. 

Mr. BURTON. The experiment? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The experiment. It is not to be tele- 
ge over a Government telephone. The Government, as the 

1onorable Senator is of course aware, has none; and it is not 
in contemplation that it will have one. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not know but that it might be contem- 
plated that the Government should have telephones. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; not at all. 

Mr. LODGE. The language of the amendment is ‘‘ telephone 
free delivery.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Does that mean that the telephone company 
must carry the message for nothing? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It means that the Postmaster-General may 
arrange in a given community with the local telephone company, 
as he may now arrange with a railway for the carrying of mails. 
In many sections of the West, as the Senator is advised, the farm- 
ers have their own neighborhood telephones, where there would 
be no charge whatever for telephoning letters of special impor- 
tance and bearing appropriate and necessary stamps. The amend- 
ment contemplates that the Postmaster-General shall investigate 
the entire subject,and that he may arrange with the local tele- 
phone company, if in his judgment it is reasonably possible to do 
so, for the transmission of special letters by telephone upon the 
payment by the Government of a reasonable rate. 

Mr. SPOONER. That means at the cost of the Government? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. At the cost of the Government. 
Mr. SPOONER. Somebody has to pay for those messages. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. In some places there would be no special | 


charge for this telephone service. It would be practically free. 
Mr. SPOONER, Yes. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Insuchcases there would be no cost tothe 


Government, and if this system should be adopted, I take it there | 


would be free rural telephonic service in a great many neighbor- 
hoods of the country. tt is all an experiment. 
Mr. SPOONER. Iam not antagonizing the proposition. I am 
ae endeavoring to elicit information. 
r. FAIRBANKS. I understand the Senator is not antagoniz- 


ing the yeree 

Mr. T MAN. DolI understand the Senator from Indiana to 
say that there would be a stamp required for such messages, as in 
the case of the sending of a letter? 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Iwas going to remark that, unless there is 
some revenue from some source, this would be a pure bonus. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; there will be an additional charge, as 
in the case of special-delivery letters, where a 10-cent stamp is 
required. A stamp should be used to cover the increased expense 
incurred by the Government in making quick special delivery. 
It seems to me the experiment is worth Shakin g. 

The evolution of the postal system of the United States, which 
has reached a remarkable degree of efficiency, has been toward 
speedy delivery in both city and country. Can not the efficiency 
of the service be still further improved? There are those who 
think itcan be. If the Postmaster-General is authorized to make 
the experiment and finds that it is impracticable, that is the end 
of the matter. 

If he shall find that it is feasible and desirable to expedite com- 
munication with agricultural communities, in special cases, 
through the use of one of the greatest of modern developments, 
the telephone, Congress can then determine how far it will go in 
the extension of the service. Is it not well to clothe the Post- 
master-General with power to make the experiment? It need not 
be made a burden upon the Government. The service, if feasible 
and desirable, should be put upon a self-supporting basis. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I have before stated, this sub- 
ject is new to the members of the committee. They have had 
no information about it from the Department. The Senator 
from Indiana does not appear to think that of importance, but 
the committee is rather apt to look to the Department for infor- 
mation relating to new propositions. 

Now, the rural free-delivery service is, as we may say, just 
beginning. That is a normal extension of the methods of post- 
office deliveries; that service is yet in its infancy, and yet the 
appropriation for it in this bill is $12,000,000, which is an increase 
of $5,000,000 over last year. It is going on; undoubtedly it isa 
success; but it is going to involve very large expenditures, in- 
deed. It seems to me that it is the part of wisdom and of intel- 
ligent legislation not to add an entirely new experiment to rural 
free delivery until the rural free delivery itself is thoroughly es- 
tablished, its expense known, and some idea gained of how far it 
is going and what we can best do with it. 

This amendment, which is so simple and involves only an ex- 
penditure of $25,000, opens up a very large question of free tele- 
phone service. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I interrupt the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the experiment should prove to be en- 
tirely feasible, would the Senator object to its favorable consid- 
eration because it opened up a large field? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think we had better perfect the 
rural free-delivery service before we enter on further experi- 
ments. That is a great system and is going to be an exceedingly 
expensive one. I have no doubt that it will pay for every dollar 
that is expended in it by the great benefit derived from it. But 





| with that system just at its beginning, it seems to me unwise to 


enter on a fresh experiment, which will involve, in my judgment, 
sooner or later, the taking over the telephone service. That I re- 


| gard as avery large and a very doubtful question; and I cer- 


tainly, as a member of the committee, am not prepared to vote 
upon that question without one particle of information from peo- 
ple who know about it, and with nothing more than this perfectly 
general amendment, not defining the experiment. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator says the proposed amendment 
has not had consideration by the Department or by the committee. 
That is not the fault of the mover of the amendment. The amend- 


|} ment was introduced on Thursday, the 19th instant, and if the 
| amendment did not receive the attention of the Post-Office Com- 


mittee it was certainly not the fault of the mover of it. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it was the fault of the mover of the 
amendment, because the bill was reported to the Senate on the 
18th instant. 

Mr. MASON. The bill was reported before the amendment 
was offered. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I was not aware of that fact. It had not 
come to my attention. 

Mr. LODGE. The committee had no chance whatever to 
examine the amendment. I never heard of it until it was pre- 
sented on the floor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It is a very brief amendment, and it 
explains itself. It needs no interpreter. 

Mr. PROCTOR. This proposition seems to me to be paternal- 


ism run mad. These telephone companies are corporations like 
express companies, and if their messages are to be delivered by 
the Government, why should we not deliver express packages? 


The next proposition probably will be to deliver goods from the 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; there would be an additional charge department stores. 


to cover the cost of the service. 


This is a matter, as has been said, which has received no 
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consideration by the cemmittee. 








It is entirely new matter, and 
it seems to me a very gross departure from wise legislation. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I agree fully with the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] that the free rural delivery 
system has not yet been perfected. We appropriate in this bill 
$12,000,000 to carry on the work; it will e three years at least 
to complete it, and it will cost $24,000,000 per year. We have not 
a single word from the Post-Office Department in favor of this 
new legislation, and not only that, but we have had no informa- 
tion furnished to the committee. To begin this new legislation 
at this time, Mr. President, which will probably consume in the 
future millions of dollars, without any information being given 
to us, would, in my judgment, be a mistake. There has not 
been a word submitted to the committee in favor of the amend- 
ment; there is not a word to be found in the report of the Post- 
master-General in favor of it, and, in my opinion, the amendment 
ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. PETTUS. I suggest, Mr. President, that this amendment 
is out of order, on the ground that it is new legislation proposed 
to an appropriation bill and that it has never been estimated for 
by the head of any department. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order that the amendment has not been estimated for by the 
head of a department or reported by any standing or select com- 
mittee of the Senate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I send to the desk an amendment which I 
offer as an additional paragraph to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will bestated. 

The SecRETaRY. It is proposed to add as a new paragraph the 
following: : 

For investigation and report by the Postmaster-General on the feasibility 


of the use of the telegraph as a means of carrying the mails, $10,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order on that amendment | 


that it has not been estimated for by the head of any depart t | 
- —~—oaallaaad eT amendment of the Senator from Illinois? 


or reported by a committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has it been estimated for or | 
| other. [Laughter.] 


reported from any committee of the Senate? 
r. SIMMONS. I believe not. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 


Mr. MASON. Iwill say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] and to the Senate that what is proposed by the Sen- | 


ator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] is what is known as the 
post-parcels amendment. It was considered by the committee 
and adversely reported upon as new legislation. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 


To authorize and enable the Postmaster-General to put into operation an 
experimental parcels-post service between Washington and Richmond, or 
Washington and Philadelphia. or between Washington and all of the above- 
named places, or between any other points he may deem most practicable; 


and to establish rules and regulations for the carrying of parcels by the Post- | 


Office Department, not to exceed 11 pounds in weight, and to charge for the 
same not to exceed 6 cents for 1 pound and 2 cents additional for each extra 
pound up toand including 11 pounds: Provided, That the Postmaster-General 
may add an additional charge, not to exceed one-half of the above charges, 
for the immediate oaeery of such packages to the addressee. The sum of 
$100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I make the point of order on the amend- 
ment that it is new legislation and not properly before the 
Senate. ; 

Mr. LODGE. It has not been estimated for. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentis clearly sub- 


ject to the point of order, as it has not been estimated for by the | 
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Do I understand that that amendment is designed to give the 
— of free registry to public documents? 
ir. BAILEY. Yes; to public documents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Texas [M.. BaiLey]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment on page 68 
was passed over at the request of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE]. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like the senior Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CocKRELL] to be present when that amendment is con- 
sidered. 

Mr.MASON. This matter will have to goover until to-morrow 
anyway. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TriMaAn] is 
about to take the floor. I have just two formal amendments 
which I wish to offer now, if I may be permitted todoso. I want 
to clean up the amendments, if I can, with one exception. I have 
here two short amendments involving the expefiditure of only 
$58.60, which ought to be adopted and which have been recom- 
mended. They were on the bill last year and went out in confer- 
ence. One is for only $9 and the other is for $49.60. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are they committee amend- 
ments? 

Mr. MASON. No, Mr. President. These provisions were of- 
fered last year as committee amendments, but I forgot to call the 
attention of the committee to them this year. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The first amendment submit- 
ted by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert at the proper placein 
the bill the following: 


For the payment to James Graham for carrying daily mail from Altamont 
to Aspen, on the old line of the Union Pacific Railroad, $49.60. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator rise to the 


Mr. TILLMAN. I want to rise to something at some time or 


Mr. LODGE. I suggest to the Senator from South Carolina 
that he allow us to dispose of these small amendments to the 
bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want an explanation of them. 

Mr. LODGE. They are amendments offered by the Senator 
from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON. I have stated that these amendments were on 
the bill last year on the recommendation of the Department. 
One is for a lost money order and the other is for carrying the 
mail. They went out of the bill last year in conference. 

I will say, Mr. President, that I have no desire to go on now if 
the Senator from South Carolina wishes to take the floor, but I 
wish to give notice that there are other amendments which I in- 
tend to ask the Senate to consider. One is the amendment—and 
I wish the Senate to be advised of that matter—which has been 
up before, providing that the same rate of postage shall apply 
to all periodicals which now applies to weekly periodicals. The 
Postmaster-General admits the correctness of the amendment. 
We have been petitioned by hundreds of thousands of readers of 
these different publications to so amend the bill. It is not, 
strictly speaking, new legislation, and I should like to have a vote 
of the Senate upon it. 

All the — in the United States known as journal papers 
| advocate the adoption of the amendment for the reason that the 
present law is an absolute absurdity. The weekly paper receives 





the benefit of pound rates, but the monthly paper does not receive 
| that benefit. It was only by a tie vote that the amendment was 
defeated in committee. I want a vote in the Senate upon that 


head of any department or reported by any committee of the | amendment. 


Senate. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is what I had in mind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. BAILEY. I offer the amendment which I send tothe desk 
to be added as a new clause to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the bill the follow- 
ing: 

Public documents printed by order of Congress for distribution by Mem- 
bers or Delegates to Congress shall be registered without charge when re- 
quested by any Senator, Representative, or Delegate. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I hope that no point of order 
will be made against that amendment. I only speak for myself, 
but I think it is a very important and a very wise amendment. 
However, I did not mean to take the Senator from Texas off the 
floor, but only to state my views regarding the amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam entirely willing to yield to the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE; I wish to ask the Senator from Texas a question. 


| Ialso wish a vote in the Senate upon the amendment offered by 
| the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. N&LSon], which provides for 

free delivery in cities of 5,000 inhabitants when the Postmaster- 
| General shall so direct. 

I also wished a vote on the amendment which I intended to 
offer fixing the rate of pay of clerks in first-class post-offices, but 
| lL have been notified that a point of order will be made against 
| such an amendment, and therefore I have decided not to offer it 
at this time. 

With these exceptions, I think there are no other amendments 
| Lintend to offer. I know, of course, that the statehood amend- 
ment has gone over, subject to a point of order. 

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand that the two small amend- 
— sent to the desk by the Senator from Dlinois have been 
agreed to? 7 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No; they have not been agreed 
to. Only one of the amendments has been read. The question is 
on the adoption of that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. MASON. I now offer the other amendment to which I 
have referred. ; 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest to the Senator that we dispose of the 
other amendment which we passed over. _ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is only one more amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the Fort Scott amendment, and I sng- 
gest that that be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment which was 
passed over will be stated. ae 

The SECRETARY. On page 68 in line 2, after the word “ New- 
ton,’’ the Committee on Past-Offices and Post-Roads reported an 
amendment, to insert the words “and Fort Scott;’’ so as to read: 

; ecessa d special facilities on trunk lines from Kansas 
Pe gh yg wy bans ond 1 Fort Scott, Kans., $25 000, or so much ca as 
may be necessary. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be agreed 
to if there be no objection. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I nowask that the amendment I sent to the desk 
may be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SecrRETaRY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 

For the payment of 
drawn upon the post-office at Evanston, Wyo., August 13,189, and which 
has never been paid, and which, under ruling of the Comptroller, can not be 
paid through the Post-Office Department, $9. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
the Senator now desires the bill to go over. 

Mr. MASON. I desire the bill to go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, it goes back to the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I desire to ask if the two amend- 
ments of the Senator from Illinois | Mr. Mason] have been agreed 
to. There was one, I think, in regard to second-class matter. 

Mr. LODGE. No. 

Mr. CLAY. That was not agreed to? 

Mr. LODGE. None of them have yet been offered, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Illinois offered the amendment, 
as I understood, just a minute ago. 

Mr. LODGE. No; I understand he has not. 

Mr. MASON. I have tried to make it plain that I have offered 
so far no amendments on my own account. The amendments 
thus far adopted are committee amendments; but I have reserved 
the right to-morrow to offer these amendments on my own ac- 
count and to ask for a vote of the Senate on them. 

Mr. LODGE. Those that the Senator has just stated? 

Mr. MASON. Those I have just stated. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. TILLMAN. iden to know how the bill got to the Cal- 
endar when I was on the floor trying to address the Chair, and 
only yielded because of the request of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Longe]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mlinois 
[Mr. Mason] asked that the bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not hear him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He made the request. 

Mr. TILLMAN, f heard the Chair state the request, but 
there was no request from that Senator so far as I heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from [linois 
asked that the bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I do not want to dispute the Chair’s word, 
but if it goes over, then what comes up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the 
Senator from South Carolina was coming up on his feet. 
[ Laughter. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Can I speak by unanimous consent, I should 
be poet to have the Chair tell me, or can I speak on whatever 
I a 

r. MASON. I will withdraw—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have a right to speak on this subject, and I 
want to talk on this bill. 

Mr. MASON. I will withdraw my request to have the bill go 
over. It may be considered pending. 
aaa PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still before the 

nate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Dlinois. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. TILLMAN. For what purpose? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask a question. 
matter is now before the Senate? 


office order No. 11106, issued at Lander, Wyo., 


I inquire what 
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“a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Post-Office appropriation 
Mr. McCUMBER. Has that bill not been laid aside? 


The PRESIDENT protempore. It has not been. It is now 
before the Senate, sal the Senator from South Carolina proposes 
to address the Senate in relation to it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, on the 24th of January the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] in a very calm and dis- 
passionate and very earnest and eloquent speech presented some 
views in regard to the Indianola post-office matter. I wanted to 
get in and have some little colloquy or debate with my friend that 
afternoon, but we had a special order for pensions, which came 
on at 5 o'clock; and the Senator left the city that night; and I was 
unwilling while he was away to speak on the subject, which 
would be largely to controvert the position he had taken; so I de- 
ferred my remarks until his return. 

When he got back, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLaurin], who is interested in this matter, had a call to go 
home, and requested me to wait till his return. and since they both 
got back into the Senate Chamber we have been in a deadlock 
over the statehood bill, the Panama Canal treaty, and other mat- 
ters, with two engines facing each other on the same track, and no 
siding here or somewhere else for them to go into, or the engineers 
unwilling to back off, so that I have had my speech ripening and, 
I hope, mellowing for nearly a month. I propose on this occa- 
sion to surprise my friends and to astonish and disappoint my 
enemies, if I have any in this body, by being very mild and 
temperate. 

This subject is one which appeals very deeply to me and very 
deeply to many millions of American people—I will say to all of 
them—because, while they view it from different standpoints, I 
feel willing to say that in both ends of this great country the vast 
majority—I might well say all of our people—want to settle the 
status and the future of the African, or the negro, upon broad, 
patriotic, and humanitarian grounds. 

I should not presume to discuss the Indianola post-office matter 
if it were not a striking illustration of a condition. We have 
been dealing with theories in the South and at the North in re- 
gard to the race question for many, many years, even before I 
was born, but we are now face to face with conditions which call 
forth, or should call forth, the highest patriotism and the best 
statesmanship that this country can afford. 

The Indianola post-office is, you might say, the match which 
has touched off an electrical line of thought reaching to the re- 
motest bounds of this country. From my standpoint, it involves 
the most complex, the most difficult, the most dangerous of all 
the questions which confront this Republic. If it was merely a 
local issue, dealing only with the status of that little village andits 
mail facilities, I would leave it where the distinguished Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. McLavurr] has left it. 

At this time the condition there is not at all acute, and there 
may be no real reason why the subject should be discussed; but 
when you recall the fact that the action of the National Govern- 
ment in regard to this office was taken calmly and advisedly, 
without any passion, so far as I know, but in pursuance of a 
fixed policy; when the President felt called on to make an an- 
nouncement, through his private secretary, as to what motives 
controlled and influenced his action; when, following on the heels 
of that, we had introduced here by a distinguished Republican 
Senator, the chairman of the national Republican committee, a 
bill dealing with the race question, providing for pensions for 
the ex-slaves; when the Secretary of War in his speech in New 
York deemed it necessary to make public his view as to the 
situation—and I shall not repeat what he said, because allof you 
read it—when a distinguished prelate of the Catholic Church, 
Archbishop Ireland, in a similar address in Chicago, I believe 
it was, felt it to be his duty to announce certain ideas and pur- 
poses or sentiments; when I know by personal experience through- 
out the North, from one end of it to the other, in colleges and 
high schools the question is being disctssed and debated by 
the younger generation—I say this for the reason that I have had 
in the last twelve months at least a hundred letters from school 
boys and college boysin the Northern States calling on me to give 
them some information or furnish them documents or speeches 
relating to it—when throughout the South at this time, as I well 
know, the feelings of that people are aroused and the agitation in 
the minds of the Southern people is more general and universal 
in regard to this one question than any other, I think it is time 
that some man here who does know something about the subject 
and who has given it some study and thought should give the 
country the benefit of some plain, straightforward, honest, pa- 
triotic, manly utterances. If I am claiming too much as to what 
my purpose is, then I can only say that I shall fail of my inten- 
tion if my language and my speaking on this subject does not 
rise to that attitude and command such praise. 

If we had known, fellow-countrymen, before the civil war as 
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much about each other as we know now, there would have been 
no war. A distinguished Southern bishop has declared that the 
Northern and Southern people have been very unfortunate in 
discovering all that was bad about each other, and have been 
woefully lacking in success in discovering what was good about 
each other, or a great deal that was good about each other. 
Therefore, as it is a condition and not a theory which confronts 
us, I say again it behooves the best thought and best statesman- 
ship of this country calmly and deliberately to face this problem 
and set about doing something that will alleviate and ameliorate the 
condition and prevent a conflagration in the future either of a war 
of races in the South, black against white, or something involvy- 
ing a national warfare or like catastrophe. 

Before I enter upon a discussion of the race question proper, 
as a general philosophical topic affecting our common country, 
I want to deal specifically with the Indianola post-office matter, 
because, as I have said, it is a button which has touched an electric 
wire that is tingling all over this country. 

In order to refresh the minds of Senators as to the genesis or 
origin of what is known as the Indianola post-office case, I will 
read an extract from the announcement or letter, or whatever it 
may be termed, which was sent out from the White House by Mr. 
Cortelyou, the President’s private secretary. 

The postmaster recently forwarded her resignation, to take effect on Jan- 
uary 1, but the report of inspectors and information received from various 
reputable white citizens of the town and neighborhood show that the resig- 
nation was forced by a brutal and lawless element, purely upon the ground 
of her color, and was obtained under terror of threats of physical violence. 

The mayor of the town and the sheriff of the county both told the post- 
office inspector that if she refused to resign they could not be answerable for 
her safety. 

Jumping a little, Mr. Cortelyou says: 


In the view of the President the relief of the business interests, which are 
being injured solely by the action of the lawless element of the town, is wholly 
secondary to the preservation of law and order and the assertion of the fun- 
damental principle that this Government will not connive at or tolerate 
wrong and outrage of such flagrant character. 


Here we have the point of view of our Chief Executive and his 
justification of his action. 

Now I come, in order to open this case fairly and with abso- 
lute impartiality, to the statement made in the speech of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. Taking the view of the 
inspector that a ‘‘ brutal and lawless element ’’ in Indianola had 
by threats of violence forced the postmaster to resign, the Senator 
from Wisconsin, with the evidence before him—he was obliged 
to admit it, and he did it very gladly and cheerfully—said: 

But it would bea rare thing, I think; North or South, to find a commn- 
nity of fifteen hundred or two thousand people in which there is not a lawless 
and brutal element. : 

The President was informed by the papers that a majority of the people 
of Indianola are such as the Senator describes them to be— 

Alluding to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLavrm]— 
and that they were opposed to the proceedings which forced—I say forced— 
the resignation of this postmistress. 

Repeating it, as though to emphasize it, the Senator from Wis- 
consin said: 

I said there is the highest possible authority in the papers which were 
before the President, establishing the fact, which could not be gainsaid, that 
the large majority of the people of that community are such as the Senator 
described—peaceable and law-abiding people, who deprecate the action of 
the minority which forced this resignation, but who did not prevent it. 

Mr. President, the first thing which occurs to me here is to 
ask—I want Senators calmly to consider the justice of the propo- 
sition—why it was that in the action taken by the Executive the 
large majority of the good, peaceable, law-abiding citizens are 

yunished because there are, in his estimation, a *‘ lawless and 

rutal element,’’ small in number, who had taken the action 
which necessitated the resignation of the postmaster? Why, in 
any community in this country where law and order are the rule, 
and if they are not the rule can be made the rule, shall the inno- 
cent be punished because there are some who are guilty? Is that 
not contrary to the fundamental principle of Anglo-Saxon juris- 
prudence, wherein it is declared that itis better that one hun- 
dred guilty shall escape than that one innocent shall suffer? 

The Senator from Wisconsin, in his strong and eloquent plea 
for the end at which he was aiming, goes on to argue the case 
out, and he uses this language: 

She had as much right under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States—a Federal instrumentality, discharging Federal functions within the 
limits of a State—to hold her office without duress, without obstruction, 
moral or physical, as we have, anyone of us, to sit in this Chamber and to 
discharge here without intimidation of any kind our duties. 

Then, in order to bring out the point he was endeavoring to 
use as a lever or reason for the conclusion at which he arrived, 
he declared that it was duress, that there was force, moral or 
otherwise, and that the threats of force were of such cogency and 
power that this woman, dreading the result, tendered her resig- 
nation, and that therefore she was forced toresign. He speaks of 
it in this way: 

If it was not duress, what was it? It was the power of the community 
originating in this meeting, represented by petition, circulated in an or- 
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ganized way to bring pressure, for it constituted pressure, upon this agent 
of the Federal Government to quit her post of duty, not when she chose, not 
when the Federal Government chose, not when the President chose, but 
when this mass meeting chose. 

The Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Mississippi 
had some disagreement about the mass meeting. I do not pre- 
tend to determine which of them has the better part of the law 
in this matter. I suppose our Constitution guarantees the right 
of the people to assemble peaceably and petition for redress of 
grievances. The question might arise, and I have no doubt it 
would arise in the mind of a lawyer, whether that meant a peti- 
tion to somebody who was local or to a central authority, the 
President or the Congress, or to some one having power to redress 
grievances. I will leave out that question. Ido not pretend to 
discuss the question as to the legitimacy or the illegitimacy, the 
wrong or the right of the petition which was not sent to the post- 
master, but which was being prepared to be sent to her, asking 
for her resignation. 

The Senator from Wisconsin, going on to deal with this ques- 
tion from the one standpoint of national authority, says: 

This is vital, and if the Government is not dependent upon the consent of 
States to the exercise of governmental functions, how much less is it de- 
pendent upon the consent of the people of towns, villages, and cities? 

Is it to be admitted for a moment or permitted for a moment that the peo- 
ple of a village or city may close a post-olice established and officered under 
the Constitution and laws of the United States by forcing the agent of the 
Government to quit because they do not like that agent? Is the conduct of 
a post-office by the General Government to be made to depend upon the ap- 
proval by the patrons of the agent chosen by the Government? 

If it will do the Senator any good, I will say it here and now, 
of course not. It is not in the dream of the wildest ass with a 
white skin on who roams over the Southern States that the Federal 
Government is not supreme throughout these United States. But 
there are some fundamental principles involved in connection 
with the power, with the authority of the United States, to which 
I shall direct your attention. 

If the doctrine is true that we are no longer a confederacy but a 
nation, whose authority, central and emanating from the men 
tive and Congress, is supreme—I do not deny it and nobody down 
my way does deny it—l want to ask you if there are not some 
cognate propositions going along with that doctrine which have 
been ignored in this case? 

I read here some words used by our forefathers when they met 
in convention to frame a Constitution for the government of the 
colonies or the States. I read from the preamble: 

We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect union, 
establish justice, insure domestic tranquility, provide for the common de- 
fence, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the 
United States of America. 

Those are the objects sought to be attained, and I want to say 
here and now that when those objects are ignored in maintaining 
the authority of the National Government and asserting its right 
to have its agents respected and peaceably allowed to perform 
their functions, we are face to face again with a condition and 
not a theory. 

While it may be vital and is vital to the maintenance of the 
national authority and the respect for the flag and forthe Gov- 
ernment that its agents, appointed in due course of law and ac- 
cording to the Constitution, shall be protected, if necessary, by the 
Army, I want to ask you whether you are ready to maintain the 
proposition that a post-office is ordained and created merely for 
the officer and not for the people who patronize it and who cause 
it toexist. Would there have been any post-office at Indianola if 
there had not been mail directed to the citizens of that community? 

Would not the post-office cease to exist if by some cataclysm of 
nature the citizens of that community who have been receiving 
mail there should all die or be swept away? But with the people 
there, the postage being collected on whatever mail they may re- 
ceive, the facilities which the Government provides under law 
for every citizen similarly situated have been denied to the peo- 
ple of Indianola. ' The office is closed, the postmaster is gone, and 
the innocent people, who had a right to expect the Government to 
protect them in the inalienable right of receiving the mail where 
they paid for it with the postage stamp at their doors and where 
a post-office had existed, find that right has been annulled and 
abrogated and that ‘‘justice,’’ the ‘* general welfare,’’ and the 
** blessings of liberty’’ have disappeared. 

I maintain, gentlemen, that any policy, from whatever motive, 
which ignores the rights of the people, and which forgets that 
the Government was created for the people and not the people 
for the Government, is wrong. It is fundamentally wrong. 
And yet we have the boldest possible illustration of such a 
thought or feeling or purpose in the Executive when, merely be- 
cause there are in a community some brutal and lawless men, 
the rights of the people of that community who are innocent, 
who have done nothing, to be regarded and treated as other 
citizens of other counties and cities and States are treated are 
ignored, 
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My friend the Senator from Wisconsin says the office is not | obstructions in way in the discharge gt Federal functions by localities 
abolished—he got it somewhere; I do not know; I have not taken | “" not be permitted, 


the trouble to look it up; he is always so accurate that Ithink he | Going on, my eloquent friend said: 
knows what he is talking about—that we can not abolish a post- | Here is a post-office. Under the Constitution Congress establishes post- 


7 him offices and -roads. The sign of the sovereignty of the Federal Govern- 
es ee or court-house. I want or anyone | ment in Indianola is the post-office. That is the one place, Mr. President, 
else me W 


t the meaning of abolishment is, There is no | where the flag of the United States has a right to float as testimony that it 
mseil going there. All the saall Giessted te Fodlancie wes ordered | © > Pesen Sf is Unhed fasta ore ts te erred of eos 
to be sent to Greenville, 30 miles away. As was proper, and as I in a State at the wish, caprice, whim, or because of hatred or excitement of 
would suppose right, a petition was presented to have the mail | individuals or masses, what becomes of the Government as a government of 
sent to the nearest town, Heathman, 4 milesoff. But, no; it was | power and a government of law? What becomes of the President sworn to 
lered + to Greenville, 30 miles awa support the Constitution of the United States and to take care that the laws 
7 mane the name of the postmaster of Indianola is on the rol] | °° “i*hfully executed? 
suppose : ks ‘ . 
t-Office Department; that she is drawing her salary, | _ Right here I want to give my earnest support to this doctrine, 
eee i or more, because it is a Presidential >A sy If ‘ne but I want it carried out in its entirety and by lawful and not 
office is not abolished, I want somebody to explain what condition era eS ts my friend a statute which is still on the 
it is in. arse I se the name remains on the post-route . 
me eee is ans teilieandh. and it can not i“ P bbed off statute book, placed there I do not know when, but I suppose dur- 
the United States map; and we are face to face with this condi- | ™& the reconstruction era, when this question was much more 
tion: That community has hada burden placed on it—these good burning, though not half so dangerous as it Is now. Section 
people, these peaceable people, these law-abiding people; three- = oe the Revised Statutes = _ a States a — 
4 ; oO & e t conspire vent, 
fourths of them or four-fifths of them or nine-tenths of them—of | «Jf Tor nore a ae ry a een aoa ay 
the additional expense of having to send to Heat because of | office, trust, or place of confidence under the United States, or from disc harg- 
malice, if there was malice. I do not want to charge malice. ing _ arenes OF 2 ee by like penne ony officer of the United 
But whatever motive caused the Department to refuse to have | 5t#tes to leave any State, district, or place where his duties as an officer are 
the mail for Indianola changed to Heathman, it could not be car- | Solar of iis lapful discharge of the duties of his otlice, ov while omcused in 
ried out, for how could you prevent the people of Indianola from } the lawtel discharge thereof, = to injure his property so as to. molest, inter. 
; ; ; i b r,or impede e discharge of his offic uties. each o 
nae noe eoeieeneees ee ] . ee d one cash persons shall —, by ey of ‘not less than five hundire l nor 
‘ orres} . . . re than five thousan Mars, or imprisonment, with or without har« 
unless that office is to be abolished, too, this miserable scheme of habe. not less than six months nor saame than six years, or by both such ine 
punishment has been circumvented by the simple action of the | #®4 imprisonment. 
Indianola people getting their mail at the nearest point by having If you yourselves were to-day sitting here asa Committee of the 
it directed to that office. Whole endeavoring to frame a statute to meet this abuse, if you 
Was there any cruelty in this? Yes. And who are the suf-/| term it such, this condition at Indianola, by which you should 
ferers? What is the situation to-day? As usual, whenever any | hedge it about with legal provisions and punishments, you could 
attempt is made by those abroad, who know nothing much of | not change those words or strengthen them one iota. Yet, with 
the South, and who deal with it only from a political standpoint, that on the statute book; with the knowledge furnished by the 
to intermeddle in our affairs, the pobr negroes are the greatest | inspectors and by witnesses by the hundred, almost, certainly as 
sufferers. All the white people of that community have met to- | many as you want, that these people had met at the court-house; 
— =o their little oe Se ee aaa: that they had organized; that they had come together, which is 
They have hi @ man to carry their mail to Heathman and bring | the essence of conspiracy; that they had set in motion ma- 
it back twice a day. chinery to cause an officer of the United States to quit the official 
They have ao a Bo pee of Bg own, personal | position to which he or she had been assigned, when, if there is 
and private, at which the mail thus brought, for white people | any criminality forbidden in that statute whatever, these men 
only, mark you, by a white man for white e, is distributed | have been crimimals, instead of putting the lawin orderly motion 
by a ee ; — receives - — or it, and while the | and in accordance with the Constitution, which has been appealed 
negroes of Indianola, who are largely in the majority, get very lit- | to, the people are punished by extraordinary and outrageous 
tle mail and possibly have not been seriously damaged, still what | devices. 
mail they do get has been ordered to Greenville, and they have to| Theinnocent are punished along with the guilty. The ‘‘ lawless 
hunt up some means by which some one will either go 30 miles | and brutal element”’ of which we have heard and which the Sen- 
by a or get some one to bring it back on the railroad | ator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurns] denied exists would be 
and deliver it. left to be determined in the future by any prosecution which 
The office is closed, though not ‘‘abolished.’’ There is a private | might be brought under any indictment, with the witnesses to 
postmistress or postmaster in the employ of the citizens. They | prove it. But here you had your remedy in a decent and proper 
are getting their mail; they are fairly well satisfied, I suppose; but | and legal way and you did not use it. 
do you not know that deep down in their hearts they feel that this | The essence of good government is equality, that it shall touch 





thing could not happen ina Northern State? Do you not know | all alike and treatall alike. When the lawmaking, or rather the 
it? Do you not? law-executing, power endeavors to establish a rule which differen- 
The Senator from Wisconsin—seeming to desire above all things | tiates as between States and sections, which creates flesh of one 
to let his brethren here, and the people of the South especially, and | and fowl of the other, you at once leave the safe path. Here was 
anyone else who is willing to study this question, as he has put it | a law. The Army, if necessary, could have gone to the support 
in his speech, know—made a statement which he repeated and re- | of the postmaster if the civil machinery had not been sufficient to 
peated and repeated in varying forms; and I will do him the full | bring inan indictment and have these men who had conspired ar- 
justice of reading everything he had to say in regard to that one | rested. If you had not doneanything more than simply attempted 
fundamental, monumental, Pikes Peak doctrine of national su- | to punish them you would have accomplished your purpose. If 
premacy. He said: © | you had failed of a verdict, if you had been unable to get a jury 
What was done? The President refused to have . Federal office, held bya | to‘comvict, you would at least not have punished the innocent 
y » cate ; € y loc 4S-- ; ; 
sure, and, as the people there had closed the office to all intents and purposes, | #!ong with the guilty. fa : 
he declined to accept the resignation; and in doing that, Mr. President, he That is the gravamen of the indictment which we in the South 
acted upon & principle absolutely essential to the virility and strength of the | bring. I said this action was taken calmly. This mass meeting 
mo Sans uote wittmyesent thei to thonshifel shen every- was held in November. I will relate further to those who do not 
where who are unbiased. as vital to Re Government of the United States | know the facts what the postmistress’s husband or the post- 
that it shall be permitted to transact the Government business, to protect | master’s husband did. It is said that there is a legal word ‘‘ post- 


the Government rty, through such agencies in the States as the Gov- ; 9 ; . ing as ;: 7 s - 
coum aeiees prehe Counkinatio mab Gear withous comment or Suterfunence master,’’ and that there is no such thing as a postmistress. I 


locally—and I will deal with that briefly in a moment. It is that principle, | believe I will go back to the common-sense view and leave the 
Mr. President, which underlies the action of the President and upon which | legal alone, and speak about this woman as postmistress, because 
I have justified his action, because, whatever else the Senator may think the I get tangled in my own grammar when I do not 

President was misinformed about, he was not misinformed upon the propo- | Be" . : _ ‘ 

sition that this woman did not wish to resign; that she desired to serve out When the husband of Mrs. Cox found that she was obnoxicus 

her term of office, and that she would have done that if she had been per- | to that community as postmistress, and that a mass meeting had 

mitted. . been held, at which a petition was ordered to be gotten up and 

oe on he quit ‘ ceca < sent around the community asking. citizens to sign it to request 

ce ot @ pos master or a marshal or district attorne taken » ; ‘ ye ¢ ne who Was engé ged it tk is 

cally from the President and the Senate and made to depend upon the mot ore = a. af the = t this office a “ 1 . 

tion of the people of a locality? And if one postmaster, chosen by the | ter and Said, My Wite does NOt want this olice i you people 

ent and Senate, may be forced to quit and a successor appointed, why | do not want her to have it. She is willing now, and she requests 


may not one successor after another be forced to nm until one satisfactor iv > i i > adio , ine.’? 
mer a SS ell awe Sean chanel resig Y | me to tell you, to give her resignation to the adjourned meeting, 


And then who. in fact, will ha inted the official? which was held a week later. 
The al agent must be appointed by the constitutional methods, aud Then the question arose as to whether they should accept it or 
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not, and of course they agreed to accept it. Now, my friend here 
grows very eloquent and very wrathy over the idea of a mass 
meeting accepting the resignation of a Federal appointee, and 
very justly from his point of view, because it was a very outra- 
geous and insulting and insolent and rebellious action. But I 
suppose those people were after results rather than after the legal 
status. They were after obtaining relief from a negro postmaster 
or postmistress who had grown obnoxious not because of anything 
she herself had done, but for the reason that other things had hap- 
pened in that community which had fanned the flame of race an- 
tagonism and made the people rush to do an unjust and improper 
thing. They acted thus because of an insulting, infamous propo- 
sition and insult from a negro man to a white woman, a poor 
Jewess who was clerking in the same store. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Drepew inthe chair). Does 
the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I did not exactly catch the 
language of the Senator from South Carolina as to the people of 
Indianola doing an unjust and improper thing. As Feat 
it 





Mr. TILLMAN. Iwas only using the language of my friend 
from Wisconsin as to the legal phase. I myself do not think the 
people of Indianola transcended their rights to meet and to consider 
the best means of removing the obnoxious postmistress. : 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Yes, sir; I merely wanted to 
say that the people of Indianola, as far as any evidence so far 
shows, have never done any illegal or improper or unjust act in 
reference to this post-office. 

Mr. TILLM I was simply using the thought and the lan- 
guage of the Senator from Wisconsin in order to trace the point 
he made, or tried to make, and which I am trying to show was 
on wrong law and wrong Executive action. 

The Senator went on and asked, which it would be very natural 
for him to ask in Wisconsin, why the people of Indianola did not 


petition the President, the proper man to petition, the proper | 


source of power, the appointing officer, the man whose duty it was 
to uphold the authority of the National Government, and who 
alone could take her away lawfully. 

Why did they not petition him? Well, I do not want to rake 
over any embers. If there is any idea farther away from my 
heart and head than to get up a sectional debate, I do not know 
it. No good could come of that. I have not the remotest pur- 

se or desire to drag into this discussion that old, miserable, 
10rrible specter. I have been over the North possibly in the last 
four or five years more than any Southern man in this Chamber, 
and I have had occasion to take note of the fact as far as I could 
judge, and I gave every provocation to let it blaze up if it existed, 
because I was discussing the race question by request. I know 
that in the Northern States to-day there is very little left of that 
old hatred of the South which was so prevalent thirty years ago. 

I realize that no man should approach this subject from any 
standpoint other than that of patriotic Americans who have to 
deal with the terrible conditions which it will take the best minds 
and the best hearts of this country to even ameliorate, much less 
to solve. I knowthat since the Spanish war, in which the South- 
ern States sent their quotas of volunteers as promptly and as read- 
ily to be marshaled under the common flag, which they tried to 
shoot to pieces in 1861 to 1865, and were ready to do and die for the 
honor of the American people, the North has had little or no 
hatred for us. But they do not know what is involved in this 
issue. They can not understand it because they have not got 
anything like similar conditions, and therefore it is that I speak. 

Petition the President! This leads me briefly to discuss the 
mode of Federal appointments in Southern States—the method 
pursued. I do not doit for the purpose of exciting any angry 
passions. I merely state facts which are familiar to all of you or 
which can be proven to be absolutely true if you doubt what I 


say. 
Under the Constitution the appointment to every important 
office is made by the President by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate. Let me give a common-sense interpretation 
of those words. Just putting aside all political bias, and recollect- 
ing that we come here asthe representatives, two from each State, 
on an equality without regard to population, wealth, or area, 
the only ible interpretation of that language is that it was 
supposed by the framers of the Constitution that the representa- 
tives of a given State would know more about the character and 
ualifications of any person in their respective States, and that 
their opinion and advice in regard to such individual would be 
followed by their brethren here from other States. 
In many instances that is the only rule which obtains. Now, 
as far as the Northern people are concerned, you find here that 
the representatives from the Northern States have absolute 
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control of most of the appointments in their Commonwealths, 
either in this Senate or in conjunction with the other. The ex- 
ception is very rare in which the President takes it upon himself 
to go outside of or contrary to the will and the desire of both 
Senators and of all the Representatives from a Northern State. 

How is it in my part of the country? Who controls the patron- 
age? Who selects the officeholders? Who selects the represent- 
atives of the National Government, the men who are to uphold 
its honor and dignity and to perform its functions? Sometimes 
the rule varies, but as a general thing we find that to the chair- 
man of the Republican State committee, in conjunction possibly 
with two or three other leaders, who may be made a board of 
reference, all appointments to office, however petty, are referred. 

Now, in the North, where everybody, Democrats and Repub- 
licans, are on a level, where, if they have party differences, you 
do not know the difference as you walk along the street, where 
they do not know whether this store belongs to a Republican or 
a Democrat, or whether that man you meet is a Republican or a 
Democrat, and where there is personal friendship and business 
relations the most intimate between men of opposing parties, the 
question of the appointment to office submitted to the men in 
affiliation with the Executive in this Chamber and in the other 
can not bring any great wrong or bother. 

The men selected will necessarily be, I suppose, in the condi- 
tion of degraded politics to which we have reached, the partisan 
and earnest supporters of that party. It seems that has been the 
rule ever since somebody discovered away back yonder, seventy- 
five years ago, that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils,’’ and that 
therefore, those who were elected in the general election should 
have the right to turn out all the opposite party who held high 
official position. Of late years there has grown up a custom, not 
a law, allowing in many cases the holder of an official position 
to serve the term for which his commission is dated. 

But in the South we have a condition which is simply a reminder 
to us perpetually of the fact that thirty-seven years ago our an- 
| cestors were conquered. We are reminded, forever and ever, 
| that we are in the Union, but not of it—except to pay taxes. 
These Republican boards of reference of which I have spoken 
| are sometimes composed of one man, sometimes of half a dozen. 
| They select all the postmasters for all the Presidential offices and 
|many others. They select men for every other official position 
that is to be given out by the Republican party. 

How many votes do they furnish you except in the national Re- 
publican convention? To that they go, and there is the poison in 
this situation. 

Therefore these long, long years the balance of power in the 
Republican national conventions has been held b, the representa- 
tives of the machine in the South, and the machine mainly is 
composed of negroes. These furnish the delegates who go to the 
| national Republican convention; and it is a matter of common 
| talk that when they get there and there is any trouble between 
| Northern men involved in the mastery as to who shall be nomi- 
| nated the Southern representatives of the great Republican party 
| thus chosen by a machine, kept alive by patronage, have always 
| held the balance of power and have determined who shall get the 
| honor and the chance to be elected President of this great country. 
| And it isa notorious scandal that in some instances these delegates 
| have sold their votes, and always they have obtained pledges of 
| offices. 
| Now, this is a plain fact—a fact of current history. If the peo- 
| ple of Indianola had petitioned the President of the United States 
to remove Mrs. Cox, the petition would have gone into the waste- 
basket, and everybody knows it. The petition to appoint Mrs. 
| Cox had not come from them. No petition that they could have 
_ever gotten up would have had any consideration at the hands of 
| the Executive or the Postmaster-General. 
| $o you see that this thing has another view, which some of 
_ you have not been able to see from your standpoint. Looking 
| alone at the great ree of the necessity of maintaining the na- 

tional authority and having its agents respected and allowed to 
remain in office, which no one disputes, you ignore the mode of 
appointment of those agencies, and you forget the fact that those 
17,000,000 white men and women south of the Potomac and the 
| Ohio are to-day, wherever Democracy is in power, ignored, and 
that the offices and all the evidences of the power of the Federal 
Government are parceled out by a small Republican machine, 
| which can not and never will, in my judgment, as long as you 
| continue the present policy, furnish you a solitary electoral vote. 

We do not mind petitioning. I do not want to drag in or dra 

up any specters or ghosts, but I have filed petitions. I have file 
protests. I have gone and plead and begged for justice when a 
negro from an adjoining county had been carried out of his county 
over into another county and made postmaster in a town where 
he did not live and knew nobody. Everything that I did was 
spurned, and the necessity of rewarding the men who would 
' round-up delegates for the national Republican machine down 
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there, who had pledged themselves to support somebody in the 
national convention, was far superior to any influence that I as 
a Senator from the State could exert. It ended in a bloody trag- 
edy, but it has not wrought a change of policy. 


Why should we continue to petition when our petitions are ig- 
nored and we are treated with contumely and contempt? We 
simply have shut our eyes and are going on. We are doing the 
best wecan. We are face to face every day of our lives with this 
specter, this dread, this horrible nightmare; and when we lose pa- 
tience sometimes, when we do cruel, bitter, fearful things, fiendish 
things, savage things, there is a howl from men who know noth- 
ing, who never have been south of the Potomac, and who have 
theorized and who have inherited their prejudices and sentiments. 

I will elaborate a little further the point I have just made, or 
rather the statement of fact. It is not so much a point except in 
the intelligible discussion of the question. Wein that part of the 
country are face to face, as they were in Indianola, for instance, 
with a three-to-one negro population, for Sunflower County has 
18,000 negroes and only 6,000, or such a matter, of white people 
in it. We realize what it means to us to allow ever so little a 
trickle of race equality to break through the dam. When in our 
efforts, lawful or unlawful, constitutional or unconstitutional, 
to stem this tide of ignorant and debased and debauched men, we 
do things which we do not want to do, but which we feel it neces- 
sary to do, and which our instincts as white men make us do, we 
do not get any sympathy from those who know nothing about it. 
We can not take any risks, and we will not allow the idea to get 
any headway. 

We are only told that these people have every right under the 
Constitution that we have and that it is our business to submit to 
the law. When we seek to have men of character, men of good 
reputation, men of integrity, of honesty, and of decency given 
public positions, we are ignored. We have only left to us the 

rivilege of selecting between those who may be submitted to us 
by the Executive here, and if he makes a mistake—and he has 
got such poor material to choose from that very often he does 
make a mistake—then we are left with Hobson’s choice; for we 
can not find any Republican who is properly fit to hold the posi- 
tion. 

We of the South are under the dire alternative of letting these 
people be confirmed, or possibly do worse. That is our situation. 
If you, gentlemen, could just take this realizing sense home with 
you and put yourselves in our places for twenty-four hours, it 
would be all I or any other Southern man could ask of you. 

Why was Mrs. Cox given this place? Was it because of any 
special superior fitness on her part? There is not any evidence of 
it. We will say, according to the reports, that she was absolutely 
competent; that her work was satisfactory so far as any colored 
woman could give satisfaction, and that there is nothing against 
her reputation in any shape, form, or fashion. 

But we have had instances in my State in which local leaders— 
the precinct or county chairmen—being given the patronage of 
the local post-offices, have sold them to some man who wanted the 
job of holding a little $50 or $75 or $100 office; and there was no 
n°gro around that would dare to try tohold it in the backwoods— 
an office from the local Republican leader who was engaged in 
the business of helping this Republican State committee to round 
- the delegates to the State convention and help him control the 

elegation, 

That is the situation, and our protests have fallen on deaf ears. 
We get no consideration. When we have undertaken to stop the 
appointment of a fourth-class postmaster the only redress has 
been to call for an inspector, to prefer charges, to try to bring 
the whole case up, and prove beyond peradventure that the man 
is a scoundrel or a thief or incompetent. 

So you see there is another side to this question; that while in 
this case at Indianola Mrs. Cox or Mrs. Cox’s supporters and friends 
may have just reason to say that an example should have been 
made; that Indianola should be deprived of its post-office; that 
the citizens should be put to as much trouble and bother as pos- 
sible, and made to pay for it in inconvenience and money both, 
the question which addresses itself to us, and which we can not 
help—I do not mention this in any spirit of animosity or with any 
desire to arouse passion—the question which we naturally, neces- 
sarily, and inevitably ask ourselves is, Why it is that those who 
are responsible for this condition in the South and seem to desire 
to perpetuate and to continue it indefinitely do not once in a while 
try it among themselves? 

There are 51,000 negro voters in Pennsylvania. When condi- 
tions are normal there and the Republican majority 50,000, they 
have the balance of power, and they are responsible for Repub- 
lican control there. If you donot accept that State as an illustra- 
tion, I might name others, where the negro vote is inevitably the 
controlling factor in maintaining the present party in power, and 
I might ask you why you do not recognize the negro in those 
States and give him some of these nice places. 
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Our mouths would be somewhat shutif you carried out in good 
faith among yourselves this policy of holding up forever the 
idea of negro equality, and if you would give some of them some 
of these places. Why not put one of them in the Cabinet? I 
would vote to confirm Booker Washington as secretary of any- 
thing. [Laughter.] There are8,000,000 negroes, which is about 
one-ninth of the people of the country, and there are nine mem- 
bers of the Cabinet. 

Why not have a genuine negro, not a mulatto or a hybrid, in 
the Cabinet? Then let us make them officers in the Army and 
the Navy; let us give them their pro rata share of all the good 
jobs wherever they exist, without regard to local conditions. 
You do not intend to doit; you could not doit; your people would 
not submit to it; and yet because you look South and see our 
situation there, with this large and in some States preponderating 
negro vote, yousay we are obliged to recognize them; we are ob- 
liged to give them office. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CARMACK. Is it the purpose of the Senator from Con- 
necticut to move an adjournment or a recess? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. An executive session. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to give a notice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I wish at some time in the 
course of to-morrow to make a few observations in connection 
with the Indianola matter, not to defend the people there, be- 
cause I think the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] has 
already done that, but to make some general observations grow- 
ing out of that condition, and I shall, in the course of my re- 
marks, have something to say with respect to the speech delivered 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooNnER]. I see that he 
has been taking notes of the speech made by the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMan], andif it is agreeable to him I 
will follow the Senator from South Carolina, and let the Senator 
from Wisconsin reply to both of us at the same time. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is entirely agreeable tome. I want to 
make a very brief reply to the Senator from South Carolina, and 
I shall probably want to make a briefer reply to the Senator from 
Tennessee. The Senator can speak at his pleasure. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After six minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
23 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 24, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 23, 1908. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Frank Dillingham, of California, now consul at that place, to 
be consul-general of the United States at Auckland, New Zea- 
land, 

CONSUL. 


Horace L. Worcester, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the 
United States at Saltillo, Mexico, vice John E. Rider, deceased. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 


George D. Cunningham, to be postmaster at Riverside, in the 
county of Riverside and State of California, in place of Henry M. 


| Streeter. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1903. 


Eri Huggins, to be postmaster at Fort Bragg. in the county of 
Mendocino and State of California, in place of Eri Huggins. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1903. 

Warren A. Woods, to be postmaster at Suisun City, in the 
county of Solano and State of California,in place of Asa Crocker. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

GEORGIA. 

Hattie F. Gilmer, to be postmaster at Toccoa, in the county of 
Habersham and State of Georgia, in place of George L. Walker, 
removed. 

IDAHO. 

Arthur P. Hamley, to be postmaster at Kendrick, in the county 
of Latah and State of Idaho. Office became Presidential July 1, 
1902. 
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F ILLINOIS. 

Karl Miller, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of 
Scott and State of Illinois, in place of Karl Miller. Incumbent’s 
commission expired December 21, 1902. 

LOUISIANA. 

Raoul J. Bienvenu, to be postmaster at St. Martinville, in the 
parish of St. Martin and State of Louisiana. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1903. 

Joseph T. Labit, to be postmaster at Abbeville, in the parish of 
Vermilion and State of Louisiana, in place of Joseph T. Labit. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 1903. 

Henry C. Ray, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the parish of 
Ouachita and State of Louisiana, in place of Henry C. Ray. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 

MICHIGAN. 

Joseph L. Baird, to be postmaster at Marine City, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Michigan, in place of William Baird. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 1902. 

Frank W. Clark, to be postmaster at Lake Odessa, in the county 
of Ionia and State of Michigan, in place of Frank W. Clark. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

MINNESOTA. 

Angus Gunn, to be postmaster at Sandstone, in the county of 
Pine and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1903. 

MISSISSIPPI. . 

John C. Clifton, to be postmaster at Senatobia, in the county of 
Tate and State of Mississippi, in place of John C, Clifton. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

NEBRASKA. 

C. K. Olson, to be postmaster at Newman Grove, in the county 
of Madison and State of Nebraska, in place of Gilbert W. Ran- 
dall, deceased. 

Clarence E. Stine, to be postmaster at Superior, in the county 
of Nuckolis and State of beaches: in place of John D. Stine, 
deceased. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Charles C. Cowperthwait, to be postmaster at Mount Holly, in 
the county of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in place of 
Charles C. Cowperthwait. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1903. 

‘William B. Singleton, to be postmaster at Toms River, in the 
county of Ocean and State of New Jersey, in place of William B. 
Singleton. Incumbent’s commission expired January 19, 1903. 

Charles Walton, to be postmaster at Woodbury, in the county 
of Gloucester and State of New Jersey, in place of Charles C. 
Jessup, deceased. 

NEW YORK. 

Charles B. Ball, to be postmaster at Montour Falls, in the county 
of Schuyler and State of New York, in place of Charles B. Ball. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

Eli B. Black, to be postmaster at Whitney Point, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York, in place of Eli B. Black. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

Joseph E. Cole, to be oo at Perry, in the county of 
Wyoming and State of New York, in place of Joseph E. Cole. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

Herbert B. Easton, to be postmaster at Cattaraugus, in the 
county of Cattaraugus and State of New York, in place of Her- 
bert B. Easton. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

Genevieve French, to be postmaster at Sag Harbor, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of Genevieve 
French. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

Louis Lafferrander, to be postmaster at Sayville, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of Louis Lafferrander. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

Edward L. Nolan, to be postmaster at Chateaugay, in the county 
of Franklin and State of New York, in place of Edward L. Nolan. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903. 

Charles I. Purdy, to be postmaster at Marlboro, in the county 
of Ulster and State of New York, in place of Charles H. Kniffin. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 

Frank R. Utter, to be postmaster at Friendship, in the county 
of Allegany and State of New York, in place of Frank R. Utter. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

George W. Robbins, to be postmaster at Rocky Mount, in the 
county of Edgecombe and State of North Carolina, in place of 
George W. Robbins. Incumbent’scommission expired February 
15, 1903. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
William A. Boyd, to be postmaster at Sandy Lake, in the coun 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William A. Boy 
- Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1903. 
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Barnett C. Fretts, to be postmaster at Scottdale, in the county 


of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Barnett 
C. Fretts. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 


David P. Hughes, to be postmaster at East Mauch Chunk, in 
the county of Carbon and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1903. 

Joseph I. Latimer, to be postmaster at New Bethlehem, in the 
county of Clarion and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Joseph 
I. Latimer. Incumbent’s commission expired February 21, 1903. 

Frank H. McCully, to be postmaster at Osceola Mills, in the 
county of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Frank 
H. McCully. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

John H. Martin, to be postmaster at Clearfield, in the county 
of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John M. 
Chase, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

Charles W. Oberg, to be postmaster at Mount Jewett. in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Charles 
W. Oberg. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

John T. Palmer, to be postmaster at Stroudsburg, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John C. Ben- 
singer. Incumbent’s commission expired May 11, 1902. 

Jesse Ransberry, to be postmaster at East Stroudsburg, in the 
county of Monroe and State of Pennsylvania. in place of Jesse 
Ransberry. Incumbent’s commission expires March 8, 1903. 

WISCONSIN. 

Samuel W. Everson, to be postmaster at Lodi, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Wisconsin, in place of Lemuel P. Hindes. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 13, 1903. 

Frank H. Marshall, to be postmaster at Kilbourn, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Wisconsin, in place of Frank H. Mar- 
shall. Incumbents’ commission expired February 15, 1903. 

Fred Reitz. to be postmaster at Neillsville, in the county of 
Clark and State of Wisconsin, in place of Llewellyn B. Ring. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1903. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 23, 1903, 
SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 
Henry M. Hoyt, of Pennsylvania, to be Solicitor-General. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
William R. Day, of Ohio, to be associate justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 
CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


John K. Richards, of Ohio, to be United States circuit judge 
for the sixth judicial circuit. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ILLINOIS, 
James M. Joy, to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Illinois. 
Marie Friendlich, to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Brown and State of Illinois, 
Winfield S. Pinnell, to be postmaster at Kansas, in the county 
of Edgar and State of Dlinois. . 
Charles F. Douglass, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Cass and State of Illinois. 
MICHIGAN, 
George Barie, to be postmaster at Pinconning, in the county of 
Bay and State of Michigan. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Charles Crouse, to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 
Joseph H. Downing, to be postmaster at East Downingtown, in 
the county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 
William T. Dantz, to be postmaster at Westgrove, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 
WYOMING. 
Frank S. Smith, to be postmaster at Lander, in the county of 
Fremont and State of Wyoming. 


INJUNCTION OF SECRECY REMOVED. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed on February 19, 1903, 
from the amendments intended to be proposed by Mr. Moraan 
to the convention with Colombia for the construction of a ship 
canal to connect the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, 
signed January 22, 1903. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed on February 19, 1903, 
from a statement relating to the nominations of lieutenants in 
the United States Army pending before the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, made under the act of Congress of February 2, 1901. 

Data: Objections to confirmation, views of Secretary of War in 
favor of confirmation, and review of his statements, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDaAy, February 28, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

The Rev. JouHN WALLACE SuTER, of Winchester, Mass., offered 
the following prayer: 

O God, who didst lead our fathers forth into a new land, and 
didst ‘‘ set their feet in a large room,’’ we remember them to-day 


with gratitude. Weremember that they were not only valiant | 


in war, but wise in council. We pray Thee that we. their chil- 
dren, may be worthy ofthem. Chiefly we remember this day set 
apart to his honor, him whose achievements are the model for 
our country’s achievements, and, above all, whose character is a 
model for our own character; and we pray Thee that we, the chil- 
dren of such founders, may be continually worthy of them and 
worthy of Thee, our founder’s God. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MARIE IRENE DONALDSON. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (S. 
7228) providing for the interment of the remains of Marie Irene 
Donaldson and her daughter, Marie Irene Donaldson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the health officer of the District of Columbia be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to issue a permit for the interment in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia of the remains of the late Marie Irene Donaldson and her 
daughter, Marie Irene Donaldson, formerly residents of the District of Co- 
lumbia and citizensof the United States, now interred at Puerto Plata, Santo 
Domingo. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 


EXEMPTING PROPERTY OF THE DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN 
REVOLUTION IN WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I also call up the bill (S. 6515) 
‘to exempt from taxation certain property of the Daughters of 
the American Revolution in Washington, District of Columbia.”’ 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the property situated in square No. 173, in Wash- 


ington City, D. C., and occupied by the Daughters of the American Revo- 
lution, be, and the same is hereby, exempted from all taxation so long as 
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the same is so occupied and used, subject to the provisions of sections of | 


the act approved March 3, 1877, providing for exemptions of church and 
school property, and acts amendatory thereof. 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a state- 
ment to the House. I suppose this bill will pass anyhow and in 
any event, but I want to go on record myself as opposing this con- 
tinual exemption from taxation of property in the District of 
Columbia. I donot believe it is right, and especially it is not fair 
to the people of the District who are compelled to pay taxes that 
we should continually take away from the sum total of the taxable 

roperty here, as we are asked to do in this case. This is a lot 
be mught by the Danghters of the American Revolution, on which 


they propose to build a house—erect some kind of a chapter house— | 
a — proper matter and a very worthy proceeding on their part, 


but I do not believe for that reason that we ought to exempt it 
from taxation in this District, nor doI believe that we ought to 
exempt anything except church and public school property, and 
possibly property used solely for charitable purposes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. This property is to be used wholly for 
patriotic purposes; it is not used for gain. The bill provides that 
when they shall cease to use it for that purpose it shall be subject 
to taxation. 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman from Indiana is right; it is 
to be used for patriotic purposes and not for charity. Where are 
we going to draw the line between the various patriotic societies? 
The gentleman knows that there are hundreds of them in the 
United States, and they might all come here to the District of 
Columbia and desire to own property and erect a magnificent 
building. Are we going to exempt them all from taxation? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Itis not at all likely that they will gointo 
the business of erecting memorial buildings here. These people 
have had avery hard time to raise the money to get this property. 
It does strike me, where they raise their own money instead 
of coming to Congress and getting an appropriation to erect this 
building, that the people of the District and the United States 
can afford to allow them to have the property exempt from taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. COWHERD. I put it on a matterof principle; I do not 
believe anything should be exempt from taxation except churches 
and public schools and strictly charitable institutions. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, I believe this 
- regarded as a bill for the encouragement of genealogical soci- 
eties. 

















Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman may possibly call it that. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 
The bill was ordered to be read the third time, and was read 
the third time. 
wa SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
COWHERD) there were 79 ayes and 39 noes. 
So the bill was passed. 


HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill 14050, to amend an act to regulate the height of build- 
ings in the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read the report and statement, which will be found 
in the proceedings of the House of February 9, 1903. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree 
to the conference report. 

The question was taken; and the conference report was agreed tc. 

UNION RAILROAD STATION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on 
the bill (S. 4825) to provide for a union railroad station in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, for the purpose of 
having it printed under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed under the rule. 

The following is the conference report and the statement: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 4825) to provide for a union 
railroad station in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, having 


met, and after full and free conference have been unable to reach an agree- 
ment, 





J. W. BABCOCK, 
SYDNEY E. MUDD, 

A. C. LATIMER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 

W. P. DILLINGHAM, 
THOMAS 8S. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senute. 


STATEMENT. 
The only amendments to the bill not disposed of are amendments num- 
bered 39 and 41, decreasing the amount to be paid to the Philadelphia, Palti- 


more and Washington Railroad from $1.500,000, as proposed by the Senate. to 
$1,000,000, as proposed by the House, and alsoso much of amendment num- 
bered 57 as relates to decreasing the amount to be paid to the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad from $1,500,000, as proposed in the legislation of February 12, 
1901, to $1,000,000, as proposed by the con. 


AUTOMATIC COUPLERS ON RAILROADS. 

The SPEAKER. As a privileged matter, the Chair lays before 
the House a Senate bill with House amendments disagreed to by 
the Senate, on which a conference is asked by that body. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 3560) to amend an act entitled “An act to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers 
and continuous brakes.” 

Mr. WANGER. I move that the House insist on its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask whether it is 
in order first to vote on a motion that the House recede frozn its 
amendments and concur in the bill as passed by the Senate. 
Would not that motion, being a motion to bring the Houses nearer 
together, take priority over a motion to insist? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WANGER] moves that the House insist on its amendments and 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate. The gentleman 
from Alabama {[Mr. UNnpERwoop] asks whether a motion to re- 
cede would take precedence. The Chair thinks that that motion 
is preferential in its character. 

Mr. WANGER. I wish to say to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that nobody asks that the House recede from its amend- 
ments. There is a request that the House recede from a certain 
part of its amendments; but the bill‘as it passed the Senate is 
more objectionable, I understand, than any part of the amend- 
ments made by the House, most of which amendments were suc- 
gested by the very gentlemen who are now objecting to a certain 
part of the amendments to which I have referred. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the 
gentleman whether he will not assent to a proposition I am about 
to make. I know that a great many of these amendments are 
amendments upon which the House probably wants to insist; but 
there is one amendment which was put on this bill when it passed 
the House, when there was an expression of opinion by a large 
number of members of the House in opposition to that amend- 
ment; but as the bill passed the House under a suspension of the 
rultés, we had to take it with the amendments included in the 
motion or not at all. The bill now goes to conference. Neces- 
sarily we must come ultimately to a vote on that amendment. 

Now, I take it that the conferees on the part of the House, of 
whom I presume the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. WanGer] 
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will be one, desire to meet the wishes of the Houses in reference 
to the amendment which I have in mind—the amendment author- 
izing the Interstate Commerce Commission to reduce the mini- 
mum number of cars that shall be required to carry this coupler. 
Now, before this matter goes to conference, I ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether, instead of voting at once on concur- 


ring or nonconcurring in the Senate amendments, he will not 
allow us a separate vote at this time on that particular amend- 
ment by way of instruction? 

Mr. WANGER. I certainly can not do anything of that kind. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a 
motion at this time, before the conferees are appointed—if this is 
the time, and, if not, whenever the proper time shall arrive—to 
instruct the conferees to recede from the House amendment 
which allows the Interstate Commerce Commission to reduce the 
minimum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will my colleague [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] allow mea suggestion? My understanding of the 
amendment to which he refers is this: That, added to the provi- 
sion of the bill, was an amendment by the committee which allows 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to decrease the maximum 
of 50 per cent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand; but I will say to my col- 
league that I have been communicated with—this matter was be- 
fore the Committee on Rules—I have been communicated with 
by practically every lodge of men who are engaged in the railroad 
business—I mean the men who couple the cars or who sit atthe 
engines—and they are opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. The 
confusion is so great that it is impossibe for us to hear this col- 
loquy. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] will suspend his re- 
marks, and the House will come to order. The Chair will take 
this occasion to say that at the end of a session and the end of a 
Congress parties are so much interested in legislation that there 
is an unusual degree of activity on the floor, and gentlemen take 
the liberty of talking to each other in the Hall of the House just 
as if they were all undertaking to make speeches at the same 
time. It is impossible for the Chair to preserve order so that 
business can be intelligently transacted unless members of the 
House cooperate with the Chair for that end; and the Chair again 
admonishes all members that they must not converse in the Hall 
of the House. There are other places for conversational dis- 
cussion. Therefore, the Chair sustains the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and insists on mem- 
bers preserving order. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker,I rise for a parliamentary in- 

uiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WANGER. What is the question before the House at this 
time? 

The SPEAKER. Thereisno question before the House, except 
the motion that was made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


[Mr. WANGER]. The Chair did not hear one word that the gen- | 
abama [Mr. RicHarpDson] said, but the gentleman | 


tleman from ' j 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] was making a parliamentary 


inquiry of the Chair with a view to making a motion to instruct | 


the conferees. Is the Chair correct? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is my desire. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then state to the gentleman 
that this is not the time to make a motion to instruct the con- 
ferees. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania must 
first be acted upon. If adopted, and after the conference is or- 
dered, the House can then instruct its conferees. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask for recognition 
after the motion is adopted to move to instruct. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rise for a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WaNGER] who is in charge of this bill 
if it ig not the fact that the amendment which has been com- 





Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It has the right to decrease 
or increase the minimum, according to conditions? 

Mr. WANGER. Certainly. I believe all persons ask that the 
Commission shall have power to increase. Some ask that it shall 
have the power to decrease, and others object. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER. s the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Is not the sole effect of the amendment in 
question to place in the discretion of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission the dealing with exceptional cases? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes; certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, which is to insist upon the amendments 
of the House and to agree to the conference asked for by the 
Senate. 

The question was taken, and the mution agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk 
let me know what is the number of the amendment under dis- 
cussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is amendment No. 
2, but the Clerk will first report it, so that the gentleman and the 
House may act intelligently. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That whenever, as provided in said act, any train is operated with 
power or train brakes, not less than 50 per cent of the cars in such train shall 
have their brakes used and operated by the engineer of the locomotive draw- 


ing such train; and ail power-braked cars in such train which are associated 
together with said 50 per cent shall have their brakes so used and operated: 
Provided, That the Interstate Commerce Commission may, upon application 


and after full hearing, decrease said minimum percentage as to any common 
carrier, for a stated limited time: And provided, That in no case shall such 
reduction permit the running of any train with less power or train brakes 
than are required by section J of the act of March 2, 1898; and, to more fully 
carry into effect the objects of said act. the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion may, from time to time, after full hearing, increase the minimum per- 
centage of cars in any train required to be apenas with power or train 
brakes which must have their brakes used and operated as aforesaid; and 
failure tocomp!y with any such requirement of the said Interstate Commerce 
Commission shall be subject to the like penalty as failure tocomply with any 
requirement of this section. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House instruct its conferees not to further insist on the amend- 
ment which has just been read by the Clerk, but to agree to the 
bill without that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will make this inquiry of the 
gentleman. As the Chair understood from his previous remarks 
the only part of that amendment which he wishes to strike out is 
granting to the Interstate Commerce Commission the right to fix 
the minimum. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests in order to avoid a blun- 
der that the gentleman reduce his motion to writing. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the Clerk to take it down and 






| I shall state it. I move to instruct the conferees to recede from 


that portion of the amendment just read which seeks to give the 
Interstate Commerce Commission the power to fix the minimum 
number of cars that shall be handled. 
Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order on 
that. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WANGER. I read from Jefferson’s Manual, page 206 of 


| the Digest: 


But the House can not recede from or insist on its own amendment with 
an amendment, for the same reason that it can not send to the other House 
en amendment to its own act after it has passed the act. They may modify 
an amendment from the other House by engrafting an amendment on it, be- 
cause they have never assented to it; but they can not amend their own 


| amendments, because they have on the question passed it in that form. 


plained of or objected to on the floor simply places the right | 


within the power of the Interstate Commerce Commission to re- 
duce the minimum of 50 per cent, and if in connection with the-—— 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. Does 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. In connection with this 
amendment as to authority respecting the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, is it not true that the right does exist with the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission to increase that minimum of 50 

Tr cent? 

a WANGER. Certainly; that is a part of the amendment. 





I submit that is precisely what the gentleman asks to have 
done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman overlooks the fact that the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama is not to recede from a 
part of it, but to instruct the conferees. Therefore the Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be recognized for 
a moment or two. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To instruct the conferees to recede from that portion of amendment No. 2 


which seeks to give to the Interstate Commerce Commission power to fix the 
number of cars to be handled. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WANGER] yield to the gentleman from Alabama, and how much 





e 
Mr. WANGER. How much time does the gentleman desire? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I only want five or ten minutes in which 
to explain the effect of this motion. I do not care to argue it. 
Mr. WANGER. I yield five minutes. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Say ten minutes, 

Mr. WANGER. Tenminutes. I desire to suggest to the gen- 
tleman right now that the matter that was read by the Clerk does 
not reach the point in controversy. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I stated the proposition to the Clerk. I 
will ask the Clerk to read my motion again. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the Clerk to read 
the amendment offered by him? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. e instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moves to instruct the conferees to recede from that por- 
tion of amendment No. 2 which seeks to give to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission power to reduce the minimum number of cars to be handled. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That should be to fix the minimum num- 
ber of cars to be handled. 

The CLERK. To fix the minimum number of cars to be handled. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the Clerk to make the correc- 
tion in the amendment which I have just indicated. 

Mr. MANN. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do, but as I have only ten minutes I 
hope the gentleman will make it brief. 

Mr. MANN. I should like to ask the gentleman whether he 
proposes by his instruction to leave it to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to have the power of increasing the minimum, but 
not of decreasing the minimum? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ihave no objection to their increasing 
the minimum. 

Mr. MANN. That is the effect of the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the effect of my motion. Some 
gentlemen objected to the motion as originally made, because they 
said it would take away the power to increase the minimum. 
am willing to leave them the power to increase the minimum, but 
I want to take away from them the power to reduce it. My rea- 
son is this: Some years ago the House passed a bill by which it 
said that these safety-appliance brakes, air brakes, and other ap- 
pliances should be put on the cars. The law required these rail- 
roads to equip every car with them. From year to year we 
extended their time to a reasonable limit. Now,I am informed 
that the statistics show that these roads have from 75 to 80 per 
cent of their cars equipped with them; but the trouble is that 
when they come to make up their trains, no matter how many 
cars they have equipped with the air brake, they only couple to- 
gether the air-brake connections on a few cars in front of the 
train, and then when they have to stop the train suddenly the 
other cars behind, which are left uncoupled, come down on the 
front cars like a battering-ram, endangering the lives of the oper- 
ators of the train. 

Now, in the hearing before the Senate committee it appeared 
that there was only one railroad that insisted that it was not 
reasonable to couple up 50 per cent of these cars. As a matter of 
fact, I believe the Senate after having a full hearing reported this 
bill originally requiring the railroads to couple up 75 per cent of 
the cars, so that the air brake would be effective on 75 per cent of 
the cars in each train. But when it came to the House, after con- 
sideration, the House first reduced the number of cars on which 
the air brake was required to be effective to 50 per cent, and it was so 
reported by the House committee. Now, these various organiza- 
tions of the men who operate these trains, the men whose lives are 
endangered in this matter, agreed to accept that, although the 
original law ene that every car should be coupled. But 
they said they would accept 50 per cent. Finally the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee of the House carried this bill 
back into the committee and put on it an amendment by which 
the Interstate Commerce Commission can even reduce that 50 per 
cent. ‘ 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Just let me finish my statement; and 
then I will yield. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I say when the hearing shows 
only one railroad that said it was unreasonable to require 50 per 
cent of these cars to be coupled, and when every organization of 
the men who must ride on these cars in sleet and snow and bad 
weather and good weather comes here and earnestly asks that you 
stand by your bill as you originally reported it; that you should 
stand by the bill as the Senate committee agreed to it, or even 
less than the Senate committee agreed to; that you should stand 
by the bill as the great railroad corporations of this country them- 
selves say is reasonable in the matter—they have come here, and 
80 I say it is fair to instruct these conferees that when a train 
goes out at least 50 per cent of the cars shall be coupled. You 
are not asking them to put air brakes on or any unusual expendi- 
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ture. That is 
the cars that are in that train with the air brakes hanging on the 
car already, uncoupled, you shall stop long enough to put these 
couplings together—not for the sake of money, not for the sake 


uired bylawnow. You simply saytothem: Of 


of commerce, but for the sake of human life. I say that is rea- 
sonable. Now, I will answer a question of my friend from Ohio. 

Mr. SHATTUC. You say, if I understood you, that all the 
men of these train organizations have sent these letters and peti- 
tions to Congress? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course my friend understands that I 
do not mean to say every individual has done so. But we have 
had the question of the consideration of this bill for some weeks 
before the Committee on Rules, and from Maine to California, 
from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico, and from all the 
States in the Union we have been receiving letters from the or- 
ganizations of these trainmen, and their petitions are petitioning 
that their lives and the safety of the living of their families may 
not be endangered by allowing this practice to continue. 
woe SHATTUC. I thought you said you were going to yield 

me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was replying to your suggestion. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I did not get half through. I claim to know 
something about railroad matters and railway men; most of them 
are gentlemen, and I undertake to say that there are but few of 
these societies that have had anything to do with this agitation, 
and that there is but one man whois presuming to represent them 
all and everything. I want to say, further, that this House is 
entitled to both sides of this question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to say—— 

Mr. SHATTUC (continuing). I think I know a little about 
this question myself, and I say there is no such situation as the 
gentleman states to this House, that petitions are coming from 
all these railroad men. There are but few of these societies out 
of all these societies in the United States that have had anything 
to do with this matter. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let me explain to my friend. I have 
had these letters from all these organizations: The railroad brake- 
men—whatever the titles of their societies are—the firemen, the 
conductors, and from the engineers, under the official seals of 
their order. Now, whether that is a forgery or not I do not know. 
I think they were genuine, and they have come from every State 
in the Union. 

Mr. WANGER. Did not the gentleman receive a telegram, 
coming to us simply responsive to the request of the legislative 
representative here in Washington? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the Clerk to read in my time 
the document that I sent to the desk, which will be a full answer 
to the gentleman’s question. ; 

The SPEAKER. The document will be read in the gentleman’s 
time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CLEVELAND, OnI0, December 2, 1901. 


To whom these presents may concern, greeting: 

This is to certify that the bearer hereof, Mr. H. R. Fuller, whose signature 
appears below, been duly chosen to serve as the representative of the 
above-named organizations at Washington, D. C., during the sessions of the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, in matters pertaining to national legislation. 

P. M. ARTHUR, 
Grand Chief Engineer, B. of L. E. 
F. P. SARGENT, 
Grand Master, B. of L. F. 
E. E. CLARK, 
Grand Chief Conductor, O. of R. C. 
P. H. MORRISSEY, 
Grand Master, B. of R. T. 
H. B. PERHAM, 
President, O. of R. T. 

H. R. Fuuuer, Representative. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to my friend—— 

Mr. SHATTUC. About that letter- 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Wait a mintte. I will state to my 
friend that Mr. Fuller, who bears these credentials. representing 
these organizations as their representative here in Washington in 
these matters,asks that these limitations shall be put upon this bill. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I do not see anything in this letter about this 
question at all. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. He is here under their general instruc- 
tions. Besides that, we have had letters and telegrams from each 
one of these organizations in reference to this very matter. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I would like to say Mr. Fuller undertakes to 
get himself into everything. He seems to be everything, and on 
the top of everything, and undertakes to run everybody. He is 
very officious and impertinent. I do not think there is any kind 
of legislation that comes before Congress, whether it is legisla- 
tion on taxation or appropriation bills, railway or any other kind, 
but that this man presumes to attend to it on the part of railroad 
men, and his manners are bad. He does not act or look likea 
railroader. He was asked to remove himself from my office for 
being impertinent and insulting. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not arguing the question. Mr. 
Fuller claims to be the representative of these men and says that 
they ought to be protected, and for that reason Iam in favor of 
this measure. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama 
can not have the welfare and safety of railway trainmen nearer 
to heart than I; and, as I remarked the other day. it seemed to 
me when this proposition was first presented that Congress could 
not go too far in holding the railroad companies to strict require- 
ments for the fullest use of appliances for the air braking of 
trains. And it is only after a careful consideration and study of 
the whole question that I believe that the amendment of the 
House as it passed the House better safeguards the lives and limbs 
of the railway trainmen than the proposition asked for by the ac- 
credited representative of these orders, and also because I believe 
the request is in some respects unreasonable that the House votes 
instructions at this time. 

I live in a town where many railway trainmen reside. They 
are my personal and political friends. None of them has ever 
asked me for a line of legislation on this subject. None of them 
has ever addressed me with reference to this matter. Therefore, 
I take it that the individual railway opevative is not so painfully 
distressed about this legislation as are some other gentlemen here. 

The amendments reported by this House originally upon this 
bill were exactly as they were asked for by this representative, 
as they were strengthened in their provisions by my humble self, 
for a part of these provisions that have been submitted ‘vere 
absolutely useless and would have beeninoperative. I added lan- 
guagein order to make them effective, and it was only after that 
that I seriously began to take up the whole question and to be- 
come as thoroughly informed with respect to the matter as I ought 
to have been from the beginning. : 

The bill as it was reported by the House Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce gave the power to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to withhold the operation of any of its 
provisions of any character for any period that it might deem 
necessary. It also gave the power, at the request of this legisla- 
lative representative, to increase the minimum number of cars that 
could be operated with air. That would undoubtedly have led to 
orders by the Interstate Commerce Commission that the provision 
requiring 50 per cent of air-braked cars in every train to be used 
should not be operative as to certain carriers for a certain length 
of time, for while 50 or 75 per cent of their cars used in interstate 
commerce may be equipped, this bill is intended to affect all cars 
which may be in any train where any car engaged in interstate 
commerce is moved. 

The original law only applied to cars when engaged in moving 
interstate commerce. This bill is intended to apply to all cars in 
every train where any car is moved in interstate commerce. So 
that it is far more reaching and drastic in its provisions than the 
law has heretofore been. It also confers the power on the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to a reduce the minimum 
of 50 per cent of air-braked cars. Theeffect is totake away every 
excuse for asking for the postponement of the time when the bill 
was to go into operation in some respects. The effect of it is to 
introduce a measure of safety on the ist of September, and to 
require the companies to have the facilities not only to have the 
air appliances on their cars, but to have these air appliances 
effective. 

The triple valve in an air brake is a delicate piece of mechan- 
ism. Freight cars are not like a railway engine, with somebody 
greatly interested in their appearance and in the perfection of 
every detail. It requires appliances in every railway yard to 
keep these air appliances effective. The air hose is liable to rot 
and be torn. Instead of uncoupling the air hose when cars are 
uncoupled and taken a , too often they are allowed to pull the 
air coupling apart, and the hose is thereby weakened. There is 
practically little danger to anybody on a train of 90 cars with 
modern couplings, where the grades are not heavy, when 30 of 
them are well equipped with air hose. When all 90 are equipped, 
there is danger introduced by the peril that somewhere in the 
other 60 are defective hose, and from the further peril that the 

ump on the engine is not sufficient to effectively apply the 

rakes. It is not a matter of simply asking and requiring rail- 
way companies to effectively use the air ar that they have. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. WANGER. I will. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I hold in my hand the purported authoriza- 
tion of this gentleman to represent the railroad employees on this 
floor in the pending case. Itis dated December 2,1901. Ido not 
understand that this bill was before Congress December 2, 1901, 
and therefore this certificate of this gentleman of the right to 
represent the railroad employees in this particular bill is not au- 


thorized. We know whom he represents chiefly in Washington, 
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and that is he represents himself, and in a very bad way, too. On 
most every bill that comes up in this House, and before almost 
every committee in this House, he appears, and it would be impos- 
sible for him to submit all the different propositions to the rail- 
road men for advice, and if he can not have his own way he be- 
comes insulting, and in one instance at least his conduct was re- 
sented, and he was asked to remove himself from the office he was 
trying to run. 

Mr. WANGER. I have the telegrams that came from the 
Brotherhood; there are probably no two that have reached me 
that are alike in substance, showing that may of the senders had 
no idea what they were telegraphing about, but were simply re- 
sponding to a request from Washington that they communicate. 

In one instance—I am sorry I have not the papers at hand; I 
did not know that this matter would be up this morning—I re- 
ceived a telegram stating that the lodge was decidedly opposed to 
the amendments to the Senate bill. <A letter came asking me to 
do the best I could to promote the safety of the railway em- 
ployees, leaving the matter to my judgment as to what was the 
way in which such safety might be best promoted. 

Now, here is a request from Tucson, Ariz., addressed by tele- 
graph to Marcus A. SmiTu, our esteemed friend from that Terri- 
tory: 

. atly use all your influence to pass Foraker safety-appliance bill, 

Now, none of these orders ask to have that bill passed as it 
passed the Senate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WANGER. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Did not the Foraker safety-appliance 
bill require absolutely that 65 per cent of the cars should be 
coupled together? 

Mr. WANGER. No. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As it came from the Senate? 

Mr. WANGER. It required that on every car that was 
equipped the appliance should be used unless, independent of 
such cars, 65 per cent of the cars in a train were so equipped and 
the appliances in a condition to be operated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And there were to be 65 per cent equipped? 

Mr. WANGER. To that extent it did require it—in condition 
to be operated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Did it not fix that minimum? 

Mr. WANGER. Only in the way I have mentioned. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Allow me to say that the 65 per cent to which 
the gentleman refers was fixed in the House bill reported by the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, but this bill 
was reported later, at the instance of these gentlemen who repre- 
sent the trainmen. 

Mr. WANGER. Only 65 per cent was asked for by that bill 
under any circumstances. This bill asks for 50 per cent plus all 
the other cars which are equipped, which may be coupled with 
that 50 per cent. 

Mr. RYAN. Was there any request on the part of Mr. Fuller, 
representing the railroad employees, to reduce the minimum to 50 
per cent, or was there any request from anybody except the Com- 
mission over here to reduce the minimum to less than 50 per cent? 

Mr. WANGER. The proposition to change from 65 to 50 per 
cent was made, as I understand, by the convention of the rep- 
resentatives of the different orders, whose agent Mr. Fuller is, and 
whose oe, he brought to me. 

Now, when there was a question whether our committee should 
have jurisdiction over this bill, and I stated to Mr. Fuller that I 
did not believe it could get jurisdiction except by putting in that 
amendment, he said: ‘‘ Well, don’t putthatin. Strike out the 50 
per cent requirement. Strike out all uirements as to a per- 
centage, and only require those cars which happen to be coupled 
together in front to have their appliances used.”’ I can only 
think, Mr. Speaker, that there has been this confusion from the 
fact that certain gentlemen conferred on this measure and agreed 
- certain provisions without calling Mr. Fuller into their con-: 

erence. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Willthe gentlemanallow mea word? Refer- 
ence has been made here to hearings before the Senate com- 
mittee. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether it is not 
a fact that before our committee—the committee of the House— 
reported these amendments we had full and exhaustive hearings 
and brought out all the conditions upon which we based our ac- 
tion? 

Mr. WANGER. That is certainly the fact; and it certainly 
appeared in the very first hearing before our committee. No fact 
then testified to has been controverted. It was shown that with 
the modern system of coupling there is very little jar. The main 
thing is to have enough air tocontrol the train. The whole foun- 
dation of the argument about the jar has been taken away by the 
introduction of the modern couplings, which bring the cars close 
against each other. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Is it not a fact that when 
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this amendment which the gentleman is discussing was brought 
before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce it 
was understood that it was generally acceptable to all the parties 
interested; and was not that fact so stated before the committee— 
that there was no — made to it? 


Mr. WANGER. That was the understanding at a conference 
between one railway operative representing the employees, one 
railway operative representing the railway companies, and an- 
other gentleman entirely disinterested as to either party. 

Mr. ADAMSON. And the understanding was that it was ac- 
ceptable to all parties concerned? 

r. WANGER. Certainly. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes | 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock]. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, there is one thing I believe the 
House ought to consider in connection with this matter, and that 
is this: In the late years of prosperity the railroads have been 
called upon to transport great quantities of merchandise under 
conditions never before imposed, so that employees have been re- 
quired to work longer hours and the capacity of the roads taxed 
to their utmost limit. For this reason it has been necessary, not 
only for the safety of employees, but for the general public, that 
every safety appliance known should be brought into operation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of this House to 
this fact, that since the ist of January of this year there have 
probably been more deaths from railroad accidents than in any | 
other like period in the history of this country. I want to say in 
answer to the gentleman from Ohio { Mr. SuHarruc] that I have 
had from practically every railway organization in Wisconsin— 
State and local, made up of gentlemen many of whom I know | 
well, among the best citizens of our State—indorsements of this 
proposition, saying that it was absolutely necessary with the in- 
creased business and the volume which the railroads were trying | 
to handle; and it does seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that putting this 
in the hands of the Interstate Commerce Commission to cut 
down this minimum of 50 per cent will practically nullify the 
legislation and do away with the good results that are intended 
to be brought about. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
that very frequently there is not 5 per cent of air used on these 
freight trains. 

Mr. BABCOCK. And I would suggest to the gentleman that 
often there are accidents which would be prevented if there was 
sufficient air for the engineer to handle his train. 

Mr. WANGER. And I would suggest further to the gentle- 
man that all of these disastrous instances of loss of life have oc- 
curred where the trains were equipped from end to end with air 
appliances. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, that may be. 

Mr. WANGER. And there was not oneinstance proved before | 
either committee of either House where death was clearly trace- | 
able to insufficient use of air. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Why, the gentleman will prove next that air 
brakes are not necessary at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin was granted 
two minutes.. His time has expired. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I would ask how much time 
the gentleman from Iowa desires? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Five minutes. 

Mr. WANGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from | 
Iowa [Mr. Hepsury]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I condole with my friend from 
Alabama under this great pressure of correspondence which has 
been placed upon him. Hundreds of letters from every State in 
the Union makes a very large correspondence. Mr. Speaker, the | 
gentleman has been so occupied with his correspondence that I 
am afraid he has not taken the time toread this bill. He did not | 
state the provisions of the bill. He stated only a part of them. 
The bill provides that 50 per cent of all cars in a train shall be | 
provided with air brakes and shall be so coupled as to be under 
the control of the engineer. It further provides that all other 
cars that are provided with air brakes which are associated with 
the 50 per cent shall also be coupled and be under the control of 
the engineer. ; 

Now, as existing law provides that within a very short period 
all cars shall be equipped with air appliances, this bill means | 
that in a brief period every car shall be provided with air brakes, | 
and coupled, and shall be under the controlof the engineer. That 
is the provision. Now, to relieve from the harshness of that and 
the unnecessary provisions of that, this provision has been in- 
serted which gives to the Interstate Commerce Commission in a 
stated case, after a full hearing, the power, for a brief period, to 








- lessen the minimum of cars. That is all there is in it, and itisa 


right and proper thing, and in the interests of the life and limb of 
the employee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman from Iowa state to 
me why his committee originally reported this bill without this 
vast and important provision in it, if it were so in the ipterests 


of life and limb? The committee reported the bill here with 
only 50 per cent, without any provision granting this power to 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The effort at legislation originated in the 
House and a House bill was reported from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce fixing the minimum of cars to be 
provided with air brakes at 65, with the contentment of all the gen- 
tlemen who assume here to represent and to dictate what the legis- 
lation of this House shall be—65 per cent. It was their provision. 
They were content with it. Then came over the Senate bill, and 
there was an attempt at once made to secure a favorable report 
for that—and without much of consideration, in fact, with but 
very little of additional consideration—that bill, by a bare majority 
on an occasion when the committee was not full, was favorably 
reported. When the attention of the committee was called to the 
fact, however, that this provided for the use of all of these cars, 
that all should be equipped and so coupled and under the control 
of the engineer, and that that was entirely unnecessary in very 
many instances, then this other provision was,as a committee 
amendment, agreed to. 

Now, that is all there isinit. Mr. Speaker, I believe that no 
set of men have the interests of the train men and the railway 
employees more at heart than have the majority of that committee. 
We want to give them every possible security within our power, 
notwithstanding the security they are asking for is against their 
own negligence. Remember, gentlemen, that these efforts are to 
secure employees against the negligence of their fellow-employees. 
It is not the stockholders, it is not the directors, it is not the man- 
agement of railways that are guilty of negligence; and casualty 
is almost in every instance the result of negligence. Casualty 
usually occurs because some employee has been negligent, has re- 
fused or neglected to perform his duty, and it is against such men 


| that legislation is imperatively necessary. 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 


| man from Pennsylvania a question. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WANGER. I do. 

Mr. CANNON. In the Senate amendment, lines 8, 9, and 10, 
I find the following provision: 


And provided that in no case shall such reduction permit the running of 


| any train with less power or train brakes than are required by section 1 of 


the act of March 2, fis. 


Now, what is required by that section? 

Mr. WANGER. What is required by that section is sufficient 
air appliances to enable the locomotive engineer to control the 
train. ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania him- 
self states that they often go out with only five cars coupled up 
under that law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Five cars in a train of how many cars? 

Mr. WANGER. Oh, sometimes forty. Now I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Mann}. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it does not seem to me that the mo- 


| tion to instruct the conferees ought to prevail. I have no doubt 


whatever that the gentlemen who are named as the conferees in 
this case from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, who have 
listened long and patiently to the hearings upon this subject, will 
be able in conference, if left unhampered, to produce a bill which 
will be satisfactory to the railway employees. 

It should not be considered, Mr. Speaker, that because Mr. Fuller 
is here representing certain railway employees there is no divi- 
sion of sentiment on the part of employees in reference to the 
passage of this bill. I think every member of our committee has 
received a communication from all of the railway employees of 
the city of St. Louis, protesting against any bill requiring the 


| coupling up of too many cars with safety appliances in a train. 


The reason for that is not hard to understand. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin refers to the large number of 
accidents to railway employees. Mr. Speaker, the reports which 
are now filed with the Interstate Commerce Commission show that 
the greatest number of accidents from any one cause to railroad 
employees is from coupling up safety brakes on the cars in mak- 
ing up the train. There is no other cause of accident so serious 
as the coupling up of the safety or air brakes in the yards. New, 
it would seem a preposterous proposition that more cars should 
be compelled to be coupled up than are necessary. Gentlemen 
can very well understand that on a road which runs through the 
mountains and up and down steep grades a much larger number 
of safety air brakes is required to control the train than on a 
train which runs slowly perhaps, and certainly over a prairie, on 
a level track. The amendment as it stands proposes to confer 
some authority upon some body, an able body, a body which has 
the confidence both of the employees and the railroad companies, 
to determine that there should be more cars with safety brakes 
coupled up or that there should be less, as occasion requires. I¢ 
seems to me a very sensible provision. 
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Remember, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, that while the law re- 
quires couplings between cars which will couple themselves, 
automatic couplers, there is no automatic coupler of safety air 
brakes in use. Whenever a coupling is made in a yard between 
two cars, in order to connect the air brakes a switchman must 
get down between the cars and make the coupling. It is prepos- 
terous to say that there ought to be more of these couplings made 
than is necessary in order properly to control the train and save 
the lives of the men on the train. The proposition of the gentle- 
man from Alabama is, possibly, to save, in some exceptional case, 
the life of a trainman on the train, but to jeopardize the lives of 
the switchmen in the yards in order to do it. I hope the motion 
will not prevail. [Applause.] 

Mr.WANGER. Doesthe gentleman from Alabama desire time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Threeminutes. I donotthink 
the motion of my colleague [Mr. UNDERWOOD] ought to prevail 
for this reason: Certainly the whole object, spirit, and purpose of 
this amendment is to meet certain emergencies and exigencies 
that may and will arise in the course of operating a railroad 
train. The object is to better protect human life. I donot think 
we have given sufficient attention to the language in the words 
of this amendment. Now, it will be noticed, Mr. Speaker, that 
in one part of this amendment, “after a full hearing on the part 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, the percentage may be 
increased by the Interstate Commerce Commission,’ and then 
below that, in the same paragraph, it says ‘‘from time to time, 
after a full hearing, the Interstate Commerce Commission may 
decrease the percentage.’’ First, the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission may increase and then it may decrease the minimum of 
50 per cent. So that shows upon its face that it leaves it entirely 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission, if we have any confi- 
dence in that Commission, to judge as to these exigencies when 
they arise, and, as I said before, they necessarily will arise in the 
administration of these matters, to decrease or increase according 
to the necessities and exigencies of conditions and circumstances 
that surround the situation. 

Then I say that the whole question necessarily reduces itself to 
the proposition as to whether we are willing to leave this impor- 
tant matter relative to the administration of railroad matters in 
the hands of a chosen commission of five commissioners appointed 
by the President of the United States, three from one party and two 
from the other. That is the whole question, in my judgment, 
Mr. Speaker. The real effect of this amendment will be to en- 
able the Interstate Commerce Commission to avoid suspending 
the law on application of a railroad, which has been done so often 
in the past few years. Our Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee, after a most elaborate hearing on this question, after 
hearing the ablest and most distinguished men representing the 
interests of those who are employed by the different railroads and 
the employers and giving it full weight and full consideration, 
thought that the best, most conservative, wholesome, and reason- 
able provision that we could make in this matter for the protec- 
tion of the lives and limbs of those employed is to leave it in the 
hands of the Interstate Commerce Commission to say when the 
minimum of the percentage of 50 per cent equipmentof air brakes 
should be increased or decreased. After careful consideration I 
believe the discretion left to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion will greatly tend to preserve human life among those operat- 
ing trains. I certainly desire to do all in my power to secure that 
end. It is a reasonable condition and seems to me to be fair and 
just to all parties interested. 

Mr. WANGER. Iask for a vote. 

Mr. RYAN. Will the gentleman allow me two minutes? 

Mr. WANGER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this question is 
simply one of granting power to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to reduce the minimum number of cars to be operated by 
the use of safety appliances. What is the necessity of granting 
this Commission that power when in the hearings before the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the House 
and also of the Senate it was shown that at least 76 per cent of 
all freight cars in this country are equipped with power brakes. 
That being the case, having more than three-fourths of all the 
cars equipped with power brakes, there is no necessity for grant- 
ing power to the Interstate Commerce Commission to reduce the 
minimum number of cars to be operated below 50 per cent. They 
can not be increased over 50 per cent, except by the power of this 
same Commission. This question ought not to be determined 
here by the personal feelings of the members of this House 
toward people who are not members; it ought to be decided on 
the merits, and with a view of protecting the lives of not only 
the employees but the traveling public of this country; and I do 
not believe that any necessity has been shown why this power 
should be given. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? The gentleman speaks of protecting the lives of the 
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Bartlett, 
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Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
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Burton, 
Butler, Mo. 
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Adamson, 
Alexand-;, 
Allen, Me. 
Ball, Del. 
Bowersock, 
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Burk, Pa. 
Butler, Pa. 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Conner, 
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Douglas, 
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traveling public. 


New York, I desire to say t 
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Mr. RYAN. I know they are. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then what effect can that have upon the 
safety of passengers? 

Mr. RYAN. 
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Does not the gentleman know that all passen- 
ger cars are provided with these appliances, and that all of them 


YEAS—115. 
Fitzgerald, McAndrews, 
Flannagan, McClellan, 
Fletcher, McCulloch, 
Foster, Ill. McLain, 
Gaines, Tenn. McRae, 
Gilbert, Maddox, 
Goldfogle, Mahoney, 
Gooch, Mercer 
Gordon. Miers, Ind. 
Graff, Moon, 
Griffith, oss, 
Griggs, Newlands, 
Grosvenor, Norton, 
ay. Os Paiste, 
enry, Conn. ge 
Henry, Tex. Pearre, 
Howard, Prince 
Hughes, Pugsley, 
Jett, Randell, Tex 
Jones, Va. Ransdell, La 
Kehoe, Reeves, 
Kern, Reid. 
Kitchin, Clande Rhea, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Richardson, Tenn. 
Kluttz, Robb, 
Lester, Roberts, 
Lever, Robertson, La, 
Little, Robinson, Ind. 
Lloyd, Rucker, 
NAYS—l1. 
Gibson, Lessler, 
Gillet, N. Y. Loud, 
Gillett, Mass. Loudenslager, 
Graham Mann, 
Greene, Mass. Martin. 
Grow, Metcalf, 
kins. organ, 
Hedge, Morrell, 
ar urn, Mudd, 
Hill, m, 
Howell, Nevin, 
Hull, Overstreet, 
Jack, Imer, 
Jackson, Md. Parker, 
oy, Patterson, Pa 
Ketcham, Payne, 
Knapp, Perkins, 
‘nox, Powers, Mass 
er. 






R In answer to that question I will say that wrecks 
of freight trains occur by reason of not being properly equipped 
with air brakes, and these freight cars are thrown on other tracks 
and very serious wrecks of passenger trains have taken place in 
consequence. It is to prevent such occurrences that this law 
ought to be enforced, and the minimum number of cars in a train 
oreeres and operated ought not to be reduced below 50 per cent. 
I hope the conferees will be instructed to recede from the House 
amendment giving to the Interstate Commerce Commission au- 
thority to reduce the minimum number of cars in a train to be 
equipped and operated by power brakes. 

Mr. WANGER. In reply to the remarks of my friend from 
t all friends of railroad trainmen 
who want to see an effective provision for the protection of these 
men inaugurated at the earliest practical date suggested, to wit, 
September 1, will vote down the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama, and thereby probably secure upon the statute books a 
law which will lead to the earliest and most general use of air ap- 
pliances, which can be enforced and which will be enforced, a re- 
sult which the committee is earnestly striving toobtain. If, how- 
ever, gentlemen are indifferent to the main question and prefer to 
simply follow the beck and call of the legislative representative of 
certain orders, then of course they will vote for the motion to in- 
struct the conferees. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for a division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 80. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-seven gentleman have arisen—just a 
sufficient number—and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 

The other side was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Seventy-eight gentleman have arisen. The 
yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 81, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 12, not voting 143; as follows: 


Russell, 


yan, 
Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Sheppard, 
Sims. 
Slayden, 
Small, 

—— Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Spight, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 


Tawney, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thompson, 
Tirrell, 
Underwood, 
Warner, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss, 
Woods, 
Zenor. 


Shelden, 
Showalter, 

Sibley, 

Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard 
Southwick, 


Sutherland, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger. 
Warnoc 
Wright, 

Young. 









Bartholdt, 
Belmont, 
Boutell, 


Bingham, 
ishop, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
pega, 


ull, 
Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Cassel, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Connell, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Burgess, Hopkins, 
Coombs, Jenkins, 
Deemer, Ma » 
NOT VOTING—143. 
Darragh, Irwin, 
Davey, La. Jackson, Kans. 
Davidson, Johnson 
Davis, Fla. Jones, Wash. 
Dayton, Kahn, 
Dinsmore, Kleberg, 
Dovener, zamb, 
Driscoll, Landis, 
Dwight, Lassiter, 
Eddy, Lawrence, 
Edwards, Lewis, Ga. 
Elliott, Lewis, Pa. 
Esch, Lindsay, 
Fleming, Littauer, 
lood, Littlefield, 
Foerderer, Livingston, 
Foster, Vt. Long, 
Fowler, Lovering, 
Fox, McCall, 
Gaines, W. Va. McCleary, 
Gardner, Mass. McDermott, 
Gardner, N. J. MeLachlan, 
Gill, Mahon, 
Glass, Marshall, 
Glenn, Meyer, La. 
Green, Pa. Mickey, 
Hamilton, Miller, 
Hanbury, Minor, 
Haugen Mondell, 
Heat wole, Moody, 
Hemenway, Morris, 
Henry, Miss. Mutchler, 
Hildebrant, Naphen, 
Hitt, Neville, 
Holliday, Olmsted, 
Hooker, Patterson, Tenn. 


The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. BouTELL with Mr. Griaas. 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. Prerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MuTcHuer. 

Mr. Coomss with Mr. Davry of Louisiana. 
Mr. DAYTON with Mr. Mrver of Louisiana. 
Mr. Curtis with Mr. BurGEss. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. DwiGut with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. DovVENER with Mr. BRouSSARD. 
Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. MAYNARD. 


Mr. Morris with Mr. Guass. 


Mr. Hopkins with Mr. SWANSON. 
Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. BIncHAM with Mr. ELLiorr. 
Mr. Scort with Mr. Jackson of Kansas, until Friday. 


For this day: 


Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. WooreEN. 
Mr. LANDIS with Mr. Coonry. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. NEVILLE. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. Storm with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. Henry C. Suitu with Mr. TRIMBLE, 


Mr. SKILEs with Mr. SELBY. 


Mr. ScutrM with Mr. TALBERT. 
Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. WILSON. 
Mr. Minor with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 
Mr. LitTavEer with Mr. Rrxey. 


Mr. Manon with Mr. Rosinson of Nebraska. 


Mr. McCieary with Mr. McDermott. 


Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. MIcKEy. 
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Pou, 

Scott, 
Tayler, Ohio. 
Pierce, 


Powers, Me. 
Rixey, 


Robinson, Nebr. 


Ruppert, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 
Selby, 
Shafroth, 
Sherman, 
Skiles, 

Smith, Ml. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Sparkman, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala. 


Tompkins, N. Y. 


Trimble, 
Vandiver, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wiley, 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 


Mr. HavuGeEN with Mr. Patrerson of Tennessee. 
Mr, GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. LASSITER. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. Lams. 
Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. GLENN. 


Mr. Hitt with Mr. Dinsmore. 
Mr. Butt with Mr. Fioop. 


Mr. Burke of South Dakota with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 
Mr. Brown with Mr. CREAMER. 
Mr. Bisnop with Mr. CassINGHAM. 


Mr. BeIpDLER with Mr. Fox. 


Mr. Barney with Mr. CALDWELL. 
Mr. Hemenway with Mr. Benton. 


Mr. Git. with Mr. Epwarps. 


Mr. Moopy with Mr. KLEBera. 
Mr. ConNnELL with Mr. SHAFROTH. 
Mr. CusHMAN with Mr. BurNetT. 


Mr. Gatngs of West Virginia with Mr 
Mr. HamILtTon with Mr. C 


LARK. 


Mr. Jenkins with Mr. WHEELER. 


. BRUNDIDGE, 
















On this vote: 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. JOHNSON. 
Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. Hooker. 
Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. FLEMING. 
Mr. ApAms with Mr. BELLAMY. 
Mr. Lone with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. Davis of Florida. 
Mr. BorEING with Mr. Linpsay. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. TAyLor of Alabama. 
Mr. McCay with Mr. NaPHEN. . 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I voted “‘aye,’’ but I find that Iam 
paired with my colleague, Mr. JAckson, and I wish to withdraw 
my vote. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. Scorr, and he answered 
**present,’’ as above recorded. 
Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘aye,’’ and I find that 
my pair is absent, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. BELMONT, and he answered 
**present,’’ as above recorded. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. WANGER, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. ADAMSON, 


SANITARY CONVENTION OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, with accompany- 


ing papers, concerning the transactions of the first international sanitary 
convention of the American Republics, held at Washington in December, 
1902. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. KLEBERG, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for the balance of the session, on account of important busi- 
ness. ; 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. I movethat the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 17493) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, and for prior years, and for other purposes. Pending this 
motion, I should be glad to ascertain whether we can agree on 
| time for general debate. I should like to finish the bill to-day. 
| It seems to me there will be sufficient opportunity for discussion 

under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON: There is one request on our side for five 
minutes. If the chairman of the committee [Mr. Cannon] will 
agree to that, that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. CANNON. Then Iask unanimous consent that all general 
debate in Committee of the Whole terminate in five minutes. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON was then agreed to; and accord- 

| ingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union (Mr. Tawney in the chair) and proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 17493) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
| ending June 30, 1903, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 
| Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent that the first reading 
of this bill be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Cannon] 
is recognized. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
LIVINGSTON] five minutes for general debate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield to the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. BELMONT}. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to observe the 
customary silence of a member in his first Congress and I had 
hoped, from the signs, that I should be able to observe it to the end 
of the session. But having been placed on a committee, much 
against my wishes, I find to-day that I am obliged to break that 
silence. My objection to being on this committee was my thor- 
ough and absolute opposition to subsidies, that is, general subsidies 
as provided for in this bill. At the same time I have always been 
an ardent believer that something should be done for the encour- 
agement and development of our merchant marine, and have no 
doubt that if a vote were taken in this House on the simple ques- 
tion whether something should be done for the merchant marine 
or not, this House would declare itself in the affirmative almost 
unanimously. Mr. Chairman, in opposing this bill I want it clearly 
understood that my opposition is not to helping the merchant ma- 
rine, but is to the system and method selected by the majority for 
reaching this object. 
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You gentlemen on the other side of the House have your ear 
closer to the ground to listen for the first move of public opinion. 
Not that you wish to obey that call of the people, but that you | 
wish to know, so that if it is not to your interest to meet it, to 
study some way of avoiding it. There has been in late years a 
general recognition of the fact that our great Sa should 
be shared by this interest in shipping. There has been a desire 
to advance in this branch of commerce at least equally with the 
other great nations of thé world. There has been a desire, a 
strong, heartfelt desire, to see the American flag wave in all the 
ports throughout the world. But, Mr. Chairman, that desire does 
not mean that the people wish to start on a new policy, on a policy 
adopted only by monarchies and empires. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not agree with some of the members of this | 
House in opposing this bill on the ground that the merchant 
marine does not require aid from the Government. I do not | 
agree with them when they assert certain facts, such as cheap- | 
ness of production of materials entering into the construction of | 
ships; or again, when they refer to the law which admits all | 
materials for the construction of ships free of duty, and claim | 
that such protection is sufficient for the shipbuilder. I do not 
agree with them when they denounce the shipbuilder, in the same 
terms as the shipowner, as behind this subsidy bill. It is very | 
true that the shipbuilders are anxious that Congress should enact | 
some law which would either directly or indirectly assist them. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I speak from personal knowledge of ship- 
builders when I say they are not so anxious for this subsidy bill | 
as they are anxious for a law which will create a demand for 
their ships. I do not agree with this attack on the shipbuilding 
interest. Mr. Chairman, the art of shipbuilding is one of the most 
intricate and most scientific, and — 2 fora mental quality far 
higher than is required in the ordinary channels of industry. It 
requires not only a thorough mechanic, scientist, and most con- 
summate mathematician, but it also requires the elements of 
genius, the elements that go to make the great artist—in other 
words, the elements that are required in architecture, the highest 





grade of artistic science. You can not make the shipbuilder by | 


mere education. The successful shipbuilder must have the ele- 
ments of genius; and the proof of this, Mr. Chairman, is that the 
designers employed to-day in the great shipbuilding yards are 
graduates of the highest standing of either our greatest scientific 
schools or of our great naval school at Annapolis. 


Mr. Chairman, I just referred to the fact that the gentlemen on | 


the other side of this House belonged toa party whose ear was 
always close to the ground. And when I said that, I referred to 
the fact that they listened closely to hear this great call for the 
development of our merchant marine. And hearing the call, the 
leaders wisely said to themselves, How shall this call be answered? 
In examining the case thoroughly, and I think wisely, they came 
to the conclusion that the first legislation on this question, intro- 
duced by that great Democrat, James Madison, was the correct 
solution. And six States, though I may be mistaken in regard to 
the number—lI believe Massachusetts was one of them—in their 
State conventions in 1896 inserted in their platforms a plank de- 
manding the restoration of our merchant marine by a discrimi- 
nating tariff. Following these State conventions, their national 
convention had this clause in its platform: 

We favor restoring the early American policy of discriminating duties for 
the upbuilding of our merchant marine and the protection of our shipping 
in the foreign carrying trade, so that the American ships--the product of 
American labor, employed in American shipyards, sailing under the Stars 
and Stripes, and manned, officered, and owned by Americans—may regain 
the carrying of our foreigncommerce. (Republican national platform, 1596.) 


Mr. McKinley, indorsing this very plank of the platform, wrote 


the following in his letter of acceptance: 

The declaration of the Republican platform in favor of the upbuilding of 
our merchant marine has my hearty approval. The policy of discriminating 
duties in favor of our shipping which ie in the early years of our his- 
tory should be again promptly adopted by Congress and vigorously supported 
until our prestige onl supremacy on the seas are fully attained. We should 
ne longer contribute directly or indirectly to the maintenance of the colossal 
marine of foreign countries, but provide an efficient and complete marine of 


our Own. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what was the result? The battle of 1896 
was fought, the Republican victory was complete, and you could 
have passed any law called for by your platform that you de- 
sired. Butas soon as the Republican party was well in thw seat 
of government and their method of procedure established and 
entered upon, these large combinations of railroads, called the 
railroad trust, in conjunction with the combination of the ship- 
ping interest, which takes in both the American system and the 
European lines under the control of American capital, said, ‘‘No; 
this is not what the shipping interest requires. This system, 
advocated in the platform and indorsed prior to the election, 
is wrong and in direct opposition to our treaties with foreign 
nations; it will interfere with our commercial interests; this is 
not the way; this is not what is required. What is required 
is the system followed by the governments of the great nations 
of Europe.”’ 
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land, France, and all the rest, tailing on Japan. 


or, more collectively, their national platform? 
men in the party at any of their conventions who understood the 





| question. 





And they state the examples of Germany, Eng- ' 
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But, Mr. 
Chairman, will the Republican party assume the position that 
there were no men familiar with international law, no statesmen 
of any kind or of any weight who framed their State platforms 


Were there no 


ee existing when they drew up the plank that I have just 
read? 
Was the man who was chosen at that time as the great states- 


man to lead that party to victory—was that man, whom all re- 


spect to-day, and all mourn—was that man not a statesman? 
Then, if so, let anybody on that side of the House tell me how all 
these statesmen, all these lawyers, could have been mistaken, 
could have studied this question, and then gone to the people and 
promised them the development of the merchant marine which 
was asked for. Let anybody on the other side of the House tell 
me how it was possible that men who did know the law could 
have made such a mistake; that no sooner were they elected than 
they discovered that everything they had suggested was wrong, 
born of ignorance or bred of deceit. 

Mr. Chairman, in stating my reasons for objecting to this meas- 
ure I will not attempt to use new methods or interject new ideas. 
There are no new methods, there are no new ideas, on this ques- 
tion. It has been thoroughly threshed, and I wish it particularly 
understood that I do not assume to be the author or inventor of 
anything expressed by me here to-day. ‘Whatever I may say has 
been said or written by others. My conclusions are based ay 
on the reading which I have done on this question. ‘That read- 
ing has been very slight in comparison to the literature on the 
subject. My time has not been sufficient to doit full justice. It 
would take years of reading for a man to read everything on both 
sides of this question. But I have read sufficiently, I think, to 
warrant my absolute and unalterable opposition to the bill now 
before the House. In the first place, I have often heard this re- 


| mark in advocating free ships, ‘‘ Let us go back to the old system 


of free ships.’’ Mr. Chairman, we have never had free ships, and, 
furthermore, I find that all the great maritime nations—and by 
that I mean the successful maritime nations—have always had a 
system, either direct or indirect, of protecting their shipping. It 
is very customary to point to England as the most conspicuous 
example of a nation which has developed the greatest sea power 
known to modern days under a system of free ships. And this 
fact is most energetically pointed to by the free-traders as a 
clinching argument for the position taken. 

Now, Mr. Chairman. as a matter of fact, England has, from her 
very earliest history, followed a system of direct protection and en- 
couragement to the merchant marine until the year 1850. And 
from that time on she has had a double system of protection— 
one, a postal subsidy or contract, which I will refer to again, and 
the other, trade discriminations, not by government law, but by 
strong commercial organizations, such .as Lloyds’, insurance com- 
panies, boards of trade regulations, and exchange regulations. 

England's policy ot protection and encouragement to her mer- 
chant marine can be traced back to the reign of Alfred the Great, 
who fostered British shipping to the Mediterranean and the Levant 
by building and hiring vessels to merchants and supplying them 
with means for the purpose of trading. We find that this was 
carried on by Edward the Confessor in establishing the Cinque 
Ports for the protection of the mariners of Kent and Sussex, grant- 
ing Palatine jurisdiction under a lord warden, which freed them 
from the civil and military administration of the counties of Kent 
and Sussex. 

This system of encouragement was carried on by the successive 
rulersof England through the reigns of Elizabeth and the Stuarts, 
and emphasized under the rule of Cromwell in the celebrated 
navigation act of 1650. And now let me stop just here to call to 
the attention of gentlemen who believe in free trade or the prin- 
ciples of free trade what Adam Smith has to say on this very 
This question, Mr. Chairman, of merchant marine, has 
two sides to it; first, the side of commerce and trade, which is 
merely commercial, and, second, that of defense, which is purely 
political; and it is impossible to in any way separate these two 
qualities. The merchant marine is required to carry on the trade 
of a nation, and it is also the cradle of the seamen who are to be 
employed on the warships that protect that commerce and the life 
of the nation. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention to bore the House by read- 
ing extracts, but I trust the House will allow me to read the fol- 
lowing lines of Adam Smith on this question. Speaking of the 
navigation act under Cromwell, he says: 

The act of navigation is not favorable to foreign commerce or to the 
os of that opulence which can arise from it. The interest of a nation in 
ts commercial relations to foreign nations is, like that of a merchant with 
regard to the different people with whom he deals, to buy as cheap and to 
sell as dear as ible. But it will be most likely to buy cheap when, b the 
most perfect freedom of trade, it encourages all nations to bring to it the 
goods which it has occasion to purchase; , for the same reason, it will be 
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most likely to sell dear when its markets are thus filled with the greatest 
number of buyers. : 
The act of navigation, it is true, age 2 burden upon foreign ships that 
ss. 


come to export the produce of Bri ustry. Even the ancient aliens 
duty, which used to be paid upon all goods exported as well as imported, has, 
by several subsequent acts, been taken off from the ter part of the arti- 
cles of exportation. Butif foreigners, either by prohibitions or high duties, 
are hindered from coming to sell, they can not always afford to come to buy, 
because, coming without a cargo, they must lose the freight from their own 
country to Great Britain. By jenniiog the number of sellers, therefore, 
we necessarily diminish that of buyers, and are thus likely not to buy foreign 
oods dearer but to sell our own cheaper than if there was a more perfect 
iom of trade. As defense, however, is of much more importance than 
opulence, the act of navigation is, perhaps, the wisest of all the commercial 
regulations of England. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this navigation act, referred to by Adam 
Smith, was the prohibitory system of duties continued by England 
all through our colonial days and early national history, modified 
in 1815 and 1828, and a oned in 1850, to be followed, as I have 
said, by a new and quite as efficient a discriminating system 
through commercial organizations. Thissystem is asstrong to-day 
as it ever was, and should it ever be weakened it is easy to see, by 
reading the parliamentary reports of the special naval committee, 
that England is ready to go to any extreme to protect and main- 
tain the ascendency of her merchant marine. 

A question before that committee was, ‘* Then you believe that 
we should resort to any lawful means to maintain our share of 
shipping?” The answer was “‘ Yes.”’ ‘‘And by that you mean a 
large share?”” The answer was, ‘‘I most certainly do.’’ And the 
report, generally speaking, can be said to entirely oppose general 
subsidies, not from any antagonism to the word “ subsidy,’’ but 
from the fact that the evidence produced at this inquiry went to 

ve that subsidies were useless in developing shipping and were 
y way of injuring the efficiency of existing lines and injuring 
the a Yet, in going over that report, it is quite 
evident t England, also regarding this question as a political 
one, is considering the closing of her coastwise trade, which 
would include the trade with her colonies and dependencies, and 
if that were not sufficient to go to the extentof running lines free 
of charge, paying their expenses by levying duties on imports 
from countries encouraging their merchant marine by systems 
of subsidies. This, Mr. Chairman, is the position that free-ship 
England takes in maintaining her merchant marine. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, thereare three great objections to this bill: 
First, is the fact of putting a hand in the Treasury and takin, 
the Se in by the people and handing it deliberately to 
— individuals for private interests; in other words, ‘‘ robbing 

anl to pay Peter.” Another is, that many eminent lawyersare 
of the opinion that this bill providing for general subsidies is un- 
constitutional. A third reason is, that this bill will not do that 
which it pretends to do; that is, it will not develop the merchant 
marine, but will simply go into the pockets of the shipping com- 
bination that exists to-day. 

In discussing the merchant marine we might divide the sub- 
ject into six parts: 

1. The policy of letting well enough alone, or doing nothing. 

2. The policy of free ships; other methods imply governmental 
or powerful private aid. 

3. Bounties or subsidies. 

4. Discriminating duties—imposing extra duties on goods im- 
ported in foreign ships. 

5. Discriminating duties—paying rebates of duties on goods im- 
ported in ships of American registry. 

6. Trade regulations controlled by powerful private organiza- 
tions, which can only be enforced by a great sea power with an 
established merchant marine, such as England. 


The first method can be eliminated, as the mere discussion of this | 


question implies a desire to improve the condition of the merchant 
marine. 


The second is to be disposed of by the fact that such a condition | 


has never existed in this country. All nations that have been 
successful in maintaining a merchant marine have either excluded 
foreign ships or imposed trade regulations, sustained by govern- 


ment act or private corporations. Exceptions to this rule have | 


proved failures, such as Italy and, notably, France. If applied 
m this country, it would be dangerous—if 1t were not as impossi- 
ble to accomplish as to reach an absolute condition of free trade— 
from the fact that it would destroy our shipbuilding interest, 
which has only been maintained by reserving the coastwise trade 
to our own ships, a system adopted by all nations of the world 
with the exception of England, and she is now becoming alarmed 
at the great interest taken by the various nations of the world in 
the importance of maintaining and protecting their merchant 
marine, and she is also considering the advisability of reserving 
her coastwise trade, including the trade between her colonies and 
dependencies, to her own ships, so as to offset the German incur- 
sion and the expected revival of interest in the merchant marine 
of our own country. 

She is ready to go even further, in so far as to impose duties on 
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goods imported from nations supporting their marine by general 
subsidies, and, lastly, but none the less important, the admission 
of free ships would create the greatest and most invulnerable in- 
ternatio: monopoly that the world has known or dreamed of 
by admitting the ships of the shipping trust or combine, which 
would maintain itself against all comers bya system of railroad 
protection similar to that adopted by the German Government 
in maintaining her merchant marine, which plays a more im- 
portant part in the maintaining of the German merchant marine 
than its system of either postal or general subsidies. 

In discussing objections to the first method—that is, leaving 
well enough alone or doing nothing—there is undoubtedly a uni- 
versal and perfectly proper feeling that the merchant marine 

should share in the general prosperity and development of this 
country. Further, that our new position in the East demands the 
development of both the merchant marine and the Navy. This is 
| entirely independent of any opinion that may be held regarding 
our permanently holding the Philippines, inasmuch as we would 
retain naval and coaling stations in the event of our turning over 
the islands to the natives for self-government, in order to protect 
our expected future Eastern trade. And secondly, that it is to be 
supposed that we are not going to build the Panama Canal ata 
cost of from two hundred to four hundred million dollars to see 
the flags of all nations pass through it in foreign commerce and 
only ships in the coasting trade pass through under our flag. 

Having pemmeene ne. I think, disposed of the first and second 
methods to be pursued, either from the impracticable or unwise 
policy or from the fact that the national pride of this country 
demands an encouragement of our merchant marine, we come to 
the third method—subsidy, which the Republican party has been 
trying in every way to force through Congress. Subsidy is un- 
American, perhaps unconstitutional, not adapted to the principles 
of a Republic, and, finally, inefficient as to results unless supple- 
mented by either government or controlling private trade regu- 

| lations, but subsidies have to be met as they are adopted by the 
leading foreign nations. 

Subsidies are classified, and I think misleadingly, as postal sub- 
sidy and general subsidy. The word ‘‘subsidy”’ has acquired a 
meaning of generosity, and rightly so, in this country, from the 
methods used by the Republican party in employing it. The 
payments made by the Government for actual postal service are 
perfectly sound and correct, but, it would seem, might better be 
referred to as postal contracts, leaving the word subsidy to stand 

| for the generous gifts proposed to be given by the Republicans 
from the National Treasury for mere navigation under a doubt- 
ful classification without service rendered. 
| Postal contracts are difficult to limit and define. The general 
| principle that should be followed is to pay such rates as maintain 
existing competing lines, and to be honestly and wisely increased 
| to meet extra expenses and risks in establishing new lines. In 
| fact, these new lines may be regarded as scouting expeditions 
tending to the development of new trade. Foreign governments 
| have adopted this plan, and so have we by the postal act of 1891, 
| and no fault has been found with the policy, with the exception 
| that perhaps we are more generous than other nations. Yet this 
| can be accounted for by the fact that our shipping interests re- 
ceive no other important aid, excepting, perhaps, free materials 
for shipping construction, which is, however, partly offset by ex- 
isting Treasury regulations. 

This form of subsidy is the only one that has been and is recog- 
nized by England, and has been maintained with the double ob- 
ject of developing new trade as well as maintaining connections 
with her colonies and dependencies. The result of the special 
committee appointed by Parliament would go to show that gen- 
eral subsidies are inadvisable and unnecessary, for the reason that 
they are apt to be swallowed up by existing and successful great 
lines, and are by way of interfering with the cargo ships by 
mame shipping rings. 

Testimony before this committee also went to show that the 
highest subsidized company, namely, the P. & O. Steam Naviga- 
tion Company, gave poor service In comparison to other lines 
doing the same service, with many other complaints not necessary 
to mention in this discussion. In fact, the position that England 
takes may be best expressed by quoting the first clause of the rec- 
ommendations of the committee, which is as follows: 

Section 1, article51. Thata general system of subsidies is very inexpedient 
and very expensive. . 

Section 9, article 51, is their report on the coastwise trade: 

That in view of the action of foreign nations, the occasion has come for fa- 
vorably considering the qualified reservation of British coasting trade 

aut the whole Empire by exacting a fine or license from foreign ships 
apgos in British imperial coasting trade, computed on the basis of any sub- 

y from which they benefit. The assent of our colonies would be required. 

It is important to observe that the witnesses before this com- 
mittee, though believers in the principles of free trade, without 
exception regarded the shipping interest from two points of view— 
the commercial and the political. From the commercial point of 
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view the tendency of the testimony was for as little Government 
interference as possible; whereas, from the political point of view, 
to go to any extreme necessary. Fikes 

Sir Robert Giffen, K. C. B., head of the Statistical and Commer- 
cial Department of the Board of Trade, afterwards of the Commer- 
cial, Labor, and Statistical Department for over twenty years, in 
answer to the chairman with regard to reserving the Imperial 
coastwise trade to British ships, testified as to its advisability and 
propriety at length, and added: 

If the matter should become serious enough the Government ought not 
to shrink from a last step—that is, to run ships on certain lines to bring goods 
for nothing to English ports—no freight at all—so as to extinguish, by making 
unprofitable, the unfair competition. By levying a duty upon all goods im- 

yorted from the countries concerned we should cover the cost of running 
ree ships, and we should lose nothing. It would not matter to consumers 
whether they pae the cost of carriage of goods to this country in the form 
of prices which included freight or in form of duties charged by the Govern- 
ment in lieu of freight to pay for the cost of carrying the goods. I do not 
believe so extreme a measure will be necessary, but it should be kept in 
reserve. 

. That would be an extreme measure, would it not? 

. It would be an extreme measure, but we must have theships and main- 
tain them in time of peace so that we may have them in time of war. We 
should not o_o anything to get the ships demanded. 

Q. Some of the suggestions you have made call to mind the old navigation 
laws, do they not? 

A. That is no doubt the effect of them. What Ihave said is, in fact,a 
proposal to revive in part the navigation laws which were abolished amid 
great applause half a century ago, and the excuse is the change of circum- 
stances. (Sections 178 in part, 179, and part of 180, Parliamentary Report.) 

It is important, however, to remember that the commercial end 
is very carefully and efficiently guarded by Lloyds’ requirements 
and the regulations of the boards of trade. 

Germany may be taken as the next example of a successful re- 
sult under a systemof subsidy. The giant strides of Germany in 
developing her merchant marine are by way of misleading the 
supporters of subsidy measures. It is very true that Germany, in 
her desire to develop her navy, has given every government aid at 
her disposal, namely, postal contracts to existing lines, subsidy 
for the establishing of new lines, and general or direct subsi- 
dies for general encouragement. The greater part of the latter, 
however, goes to existing lines. The backbone of this protection 
is the cheap through freights and railroad facilities which she 
is able to give by reason of the fact of either owning or con- 
trolling her railroad systems. Referring again to the parlia- 
mentary report already quoted, Mr. Renwick, a member of Par- 
liament, answering a question of the chairman of the committee, 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil: 

Q. Cheap railway rates in connection with steamships is an indirect form 
of subsidy of course? 

A. Undoubtedly it is the indirect encouragement that we suffer most from. 
(Section 427, Parliamentary Report.) 

On the other hand, Italy and, more especially, France are strik- 
ing examples of the utter failure and the inefficiency of the sys- 
tem of mere subsidies to shipowners and bounties to shipbuilders 
unaccompanied by trade regulations, either State or private. 
The only advance made by France is in the sailing-ship interest, 
where she meets with no practical competition, and her efforts 
have resulted in an inefficient merchant marine and a languish- 
ing shipbuilding industry, so that she has been forced to the 
ignominious condition of giving bounties to foreign-bought ships. 
The parliamentary committee’s report referring to this subject 
of the bounties paid by France to foreign-built ships, says: 

The tonnage which may be admitted to the benafits of the present law, in 
excess of that of vessels registered under the French flag before its promul- 
gation, is fixed at the maximum of 500,000 tons gross for steamers and 100,000 
tons gross for sailing vessels. Of the 500,000 tons above mentioned for steam- 
ers, two-fifths only can be foreign built, and three-fifths of French construc- 
tion. (Article 7, page 235 of Parliamentary Report.) 

It also appears that French sailing ships can sail in ballast and 
yet be run profitably, owing to subsidy — as we learn again 
from the above-quoted report, where Mr. Renwick, in answer toa 
question of the chairman, testified: 

Q. In the case of French sailing ships, the French bounties to French 
sailing ships are very large indeed, are they not? 

A. They are so large that I believe it is the fact that large French sailin 
ships can actually go out to the Pacific in ballast and return in ballast an 
would not lose money. (Sec. 429, Parliamentary Report.) 

The approximate amounts of subsidies paid by foreign nations 
are as follows: Great Britain, $3,626,250; Germany, $1,737,500; 
France, $8,256,355; Russia, $1,823,750; Japan, $2,923,480; Italy, 
limited to $2,000,000 in any one year; Austria, limited to $1,212,- 
500 in any one year. In addition, Suez Canal dues are refunded 
to companies by the Austrian Government. Austria also pays 
bounties to her mercantile fleet, and these in 1899 amounted to 
$291,400. Norway and Sweden, $84,095. : 

Dutch subsidy law of July 10, 1902, is as follows: ‘‘ To establish 
a four-weekly steamship service under the Dutch flag between 
Java, China, and Japan, calling at Soerabaya, Samarang, Batavia, 
Hongkong, Shanghai, Yokohama, Kobe,andAmoy. The State has 
agreed to pay 300,000 fiorins a year for the first five years, 250,000 
florins a year for the second five years, 200,000 florins a year for 
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the third five years, on condition that when the net profits amount 











FEBRUARY 23, 





to more than 5 per cent on the paid-up capital the State shall re- 


ceive two-fifths of the surplus, the remaining three-fifths up to a 


maximum of 4 per cent on the paid-up capital to be retained by 
the company, and of the remainder, the State to receive three- 
quarters and the company one-quarter. This to continue until 
the whole subsidy is repaid. 

Mails to be carried free. 

United States paid for year ending June 30, 1901, $1,448,968. 

The sixth method need not be considered, as this country is not 
in a position to adopt it. 

The fourth and fifth methods remain and are based on sound 
principles. They are based on the principle laid down by James 
Madison in introducing the first act of Congress which provides 
for discriminating duties. 

The difference between the fourth and the fifth is merely in its 
application. In the early days of our country the tariff was low 
and the first act provided for an addition of 10 per cent on goods im- 
ported in foreign ships. Under this wise measure our carrying 
trade gradually grew until the climax was reached of 90 per cent of 
our foreign commerce carried in ourown ships. Owing to the over- 
estimated strength of our merchant marine and to a desire to over- 
come British discrimination against our shipping, discriminating 
duties were abolished in 1815 in the direct trade. Not resulting 


| in any immediate serious injury, our statesmen were encouraged 


to remove discriminating duties from indirect trade in 1828. 
Few writers of any note fail to point to this fact as being the 
first and principal cause of the gradual downfall of our merchant 
marine. And it is to be noted that though this measure was en- 
acted with the intention of removing all discrimination against 
our shipping, it was not until 1850 that Great Britain abolished 
her navigation law, and then for reasons very easily explained. 
Up to that time we had developed a better type of boat, a more 
economic system of handling our ships through American inven- 
tive genius, which produced labor-saving devices, and though 
then, as now, the wages of seamen and officers were higher here 
than in England, we were able to compete with her on even 
terms. England had reached a new era and intended to revolu- 
tionize the whole system of the carrying trade. The develop- 
ment of steam and the cheap production of iron gave her a 
monopoly of the iron-built steamers. Her great mercantile or- 
ganizations, Lloyds’, boards of trade, and insurance companies 
were brought into the scheme of developing and protecting the 
new industry. Her wooden-ship building industry was dying, 
her seamen and sea captains were in a demoralized condition, 
and England wisely saw fit to buy and hire better and more 
efficient ships to tide over the time needed to transfer her ship- 
ping from wood to iron and steel. This being accomplished, she 
promptly threw our ships out by the discriminations of Lloyds’ 
inspection and her other boards:of trade measures, which have 
been developed with much foresight and have all the force of 
State discriminating legislation. 

Hon. W. W. Bates, in his book, American Navigation, speaking 
of Lloyds’, says: 

To this day Lloyds’ never appointed surveyors to in: 
course of construction in this rival country of ours, though they have sent 
them to all other countries, and this discrimination was practiced bef@re iron- 
ship building became an industry in England. From the first astanding rule 
to give no vessel a full class if not built under survey has been in force, and 
also another rule, to grant the character A to no vessel unless her date and 
place of building are known. These needless distinctions and regulations, 
with others like them, betray their only object—the protection of the British 
marine. 

The British recognize Lloyds’ rules as having the force of an act of Parlia- 
ment, and congratulate themselves that their operation has been beneficial 
to their own shipping while their rigor has hurt foreign navigation. 

The Liverpool Corn Exchange provides that cargoes of grain 
to be ‘‘regular’’ for sales en route must be British insured, and, 
referring to the regulations of this exchange, a letter written by 
William H. C. Fowler, secretary of the California Insurance Com- 
pany, to the Hon. William W. Bates, Commissioner of Navigation, 
dated San Francisco, August 25, 1891, contains the following: 

You will no doubt be surprised to learn that American insurance com- 
panies are tabooed bE the Liverpool Corn Exchange from underwriting on 
ont ean exports to Europe, whether by American or foreign vessels. 

th the view of protecting their own insurance ——— 

the exchange is that these cargoes must be insured in standard lish com- 
penis. Some years back three of our local companies deposited with English 

nks at Liverpool the sum of pom which we arranged to keep good at 
all times, for the better protection of their policy holders in Europe, but our 
friends, who favored American capital, were forced to goover to the enemy, 
as to sell their shipments their Live 1 representatives were com 
take out insurance thereon in English companies, as our policies were posi- 
tively refused as not being the required protection. 

These regulations are just as much in force to-day and as pow- 
erful as at any time, and it is a noteworthy fact that one of these 
organizations, Lloyds’, a thorough and far-reaching organization, 
even went so far as to propose to our Government that we should 
name as our consuls such men as they might recommend to us, 
none other than their own agents, and with no other purpose in 
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view than to have them act in collusion with Lloyds’ in discrimi- 
nating against our shipping. As to this I quote from Mr. Bates’s 


following letter: 
book the follo & Luoyrps', November 14, 1882. 


Srr: Iam instructed by the committee of Lloyds’ to inform you that in 
every port in the United Kingdom and other countries of the world there is 
stationed a Lloyds’ agent. These Lloyds’ agents are selected for their respec- 
tability and commercial capacity by a committee consisting not only of the 
members of Lloyds’, but also of the representatives of the marine-insurance 
companies of London, as well as the Shipowners’ Association and the under- 
writers’ associations of Glasgow. 

It is thus believed that the amount of experience and knowledge of the 
committee answer that Lloyds’ agents 38 selected are most respectable and 


ble in every way. 
a a qacerdinek S suggest to a that in making the appointment of con- 
oO 


sular or vice-consular officers at the various ports of Great Britain and Ire- 
land it might possibly be desirable that when all other claims are equal a 
preference should be given to Lloyds’ agents; and Iam tosay that should you 
see your way to the adoption of this suggestion, the committee of Lloyds’, in 
case of any application to them, will be most happy to afford you, confiden- 
tially, the most complete information in their power with regard to any of 
their agents respecting whom you might wish to inquire. 


lam, sir, your obedient servant, 
HENRY M. HOZIER, Secretary. 

ConsuL-GENERAL FOR THE UNITED STATES, 

63 Old Broad street, E. C. 

It is worthy the advocates of free ships to note the reasons for 
England’s advocating the free-ship principle. It first allowed her 
to transfer her shipping from wood to iron and steel, and then al- 
lowed her to find a market for her surplus shipbuilding. (It is 
yet to be seen whether the great sales of her shipping, notably to 
the American shipping combine, is not by way of doing England 
more political harm than commercial good. ) 

The civil war gave the final blow to our foreign shipping, that 
had been struggling to exist with all Government aid removed, 
and we are in the proud position to-day of being the sixth na- 
tion in foreign commerce with a proportion of 3.4 per cent 
of the world’s total carrying, against England’s 56 per cent of 
the world’s carrying, and now we are carrying but 12.1 per cent 
of our imports and but 6.6 per cent of our exports, as against 90 
per cent under the discriminating law. 

It is easy to account for the general desire in this country to see 
our merchant marine restored to its old-time prestige. National 
pride and patriotism are the first, but sound American business 
sense is the second. Our great prosperity and the keen competi- 
tion between nations for commercial supremacy demand that we 
should be strong enough to protect ourselves, and this means the 
developing of a strong navy and an efficient one; and it is not 
sufficient that we should have money enough to build all the best 
and finest battle ships that are required, but we must have the 
yards to build them in, the officers to command them, and last, 
but ndt least by any means, the men to man them. And this last 
element is becoming a serious question in England as well as here. 
The continental powers, Mr. Chairman, havea means of furnishing 
men for their navies, and it is only through a protected merchant 


marine that we will beable to producemen for our Navy. It would | 


seem as if national pride, if not national gratitude, would be ready 
to do anything in the Government’s ~~ to encourage an indus- 
try which has brightened the pages of our history by acts of daring 
and heroism. Our early naval heroes sprang from our merchant 
marine, and in the Revolutionary war our merchant marine did 
more than the Navy. Marvin, on page 12 of his American Mer- 
chant Marine, says: ‘‘ The American privateers of 1775-1783 cap- 
tured or destroyed three times as many of the enemy’s ships as 
did our frigates and sloops of war.’’ In our civil war the mer- 
chant marine likewise played an important part. 

It is perfectly true that the merchant marine could not in these 
days of modern battle ships and cruisers be adapted to offensive 
operations, but the men could be used on our naval ships and the 
ships used in maintaining our commerce, under protection, and 
in the transportation of troops and supplies, or in the case of war 
between foreign powers, to carry on the trade which would other- 
wise be absolutely closed. 

Mr. Chairman, in addition to the national pride which calls for 
the upbuilding of our merchant marine I spoke of the sound 
American business sense as also demanding it. We have yearly 
been paying foreigners hundreds of millions of dollars for carry- 
ing our imports and exports, and last year it amounted to $250,- 
616,084. @ are very prone to flatter ourselves by what we call 
our balance of trade, which we compute by going through the 
childish maneuver of subtracting our imports from our exports. 
I wish here to bring attention to an analysis of the national car- 
rying trade of Great Britain from 1858 to 1876, inclusive, made 
by one of the leading merchants of Live 1, Mr. A. D. McKay, 
which I find in a small volume written by David A. Wells in 1883. 
I quote the following: 


Mr. McKay first shows, from the official figures published by the British 
Board of Trade, that the entire value of the imports into Great Britain— 
merchandise, specie, and bullion—for the nineteen years from 1858 to 1876 was 
£5,986,000,000, and that the value of all like expo for the same time was 
£4,793,000,000, leaving an excess of imports over exports, or an apparent ad- 
verse balance of trade against the United Kingdom for the period under 
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consideration, of the immense sum of £1,193,000,000, or nearly $6,000,000,000 
($5,965,000,000). 

Mr. McKay then goes in to ify and explain in detail the several items 
of charges which should be deducted from the above returned value of im- 
pores which are, first and largest, the freight carried by British vessels in 

ringing the imports into the country: second, marineinsurance; third, port 
charges—wharfage, cartage, warehouse expenses, and the like; fourth, buy- 
ers’ discount; fifth, foreign bill stamps; sixth, bankers’ commissions; seventh, 
commission and brokerage. The sum thus shown to have been paid for 
freights and commercial charges on imports amounts to £518,400,000; and by 
this amount the officially returned value of the imports, considered in the 
light of a charge against the Kingdom, should be properly reduced. 

Mr. McKay next gives in detail the several items that should be credited 
to the returned value of the exports from Great Britain for the nineteen 

ears in question and so added to their amount, which are as follows: First, 
freight money paid British shipowners for carrying British exports; second, 
insurance; third, commissions; fourth, six months’ interest on goods sold for 
export; fifth, profits on goods exported. These several credits amount to 
£652,100,000, and by this sum he claims the returned value of exports is to be 
augmented. Now, by these charges to importsand credits to exports, aggre- 
gating £1,170,500,000 ($5,852,500,000), the apparent adverse trade balance against 
Great Britain from 1858 to 1876, inclusive, is brought down to the compara- 
tively small sum of £23,000,000, or, in other words, the exports and imports of 
the United Kingdom, fora considerable period of recent years, are found to 
very nearly balance one another as commercial transactions. 

This will illustrate to what an enormous extent our balance of 
trade is reduced by our payments to foreigners for carrying our 
commerce. It is, perhaps, very true that since the organization 
of the American shipping combine part of these large payments 
now remain in this country, but what fraction, however, it is im- 
possible to state. There is no reason for believing that the entire 
capital of this immense combine has been transferred to this coun- 
try, but, on the contrary,it is more than likely that 49 per cent of 
it is still held abroad, so that we are still paying $130,000,000, more 
or less, to foreigners. 

As I said, there are two ways of applying discriminating duties: 
an addition of duties to existing tariff, or a rebate on existing 
tariff. The enemies of discriminating duties tell us that the 
existing treaties prevent our adopting such a measure, but as to 
this, I will quote what ex-Senator Edmunds said on the subject at a 
hearing before the subcommittee on ships and shipping of the 
Senate Committee on Commerce (Senate Doc. No. 149, first ses- 
sion Fifty-sixth Congress, p. 35): 

We are thus, I think, in the attitude of being able, without any breach of 
treaty obligations, to resort to discriminations in respect of our vessels and 
commerce, after giving the requisite notices and after the lapse of time 
referred to. 

We find, therefore, that the law empowers us to adopt such a 
measure if we see fit, and policy alone should dictate our action. 
Should we adopt such a principle, we are told that we would 
meet with great retaliation from foreign countries. As to this 
Jefferson said: 

It is true that we may expect some inconvenience in practice from the es- 
tablishment of discriminating duties. Butin this, asin many other vases, we 
are left to choose between two evils. 

There are two reasons for which foreign countries might be led 
to retaliation—either commercial or political reasons. The his- 
tory of the past tells us that retaliation was ineffective and 
that our merchant marine flourished beyond the hopes of the 
founders of our discriminating system. It is difficult to see or 
foretell what measure discriminating duties might lead to, but 
the example of Russia might perhaps be taken as throwing some 
light upon the subject. 

In the year 1900, before Russia had placed her hand with hos- 
tile intent upon our export trade, the exports from the United 
States to Russia amounted to $8,498,950. In the next year, 1901, 
during a portion of which the hostile tariff was in force, our ex- 
ports into Russia amounted to $6,504,857; but in 1902, although 
during the whole twelve months the hostile tariff was in opera- 
tion, we exported to Russia $13,414,790 of commerce, a gain of our 
commerce last year over 1900, under the old system, of $4,915,840, 
so that the Russian attack failed. We have not lost, but we have 
gained. 

That retaliation from a commercial point of view might come 
if we adopt a system of adding differential duties to our already 
exorbitant tariff is quite possible; that we should meet with any 
retaliation, from a commercial point of view, from a system of 
rebates is quite unlikely. That we should receive it from a po- 
litical point is very probable, but we should not hesitate to meet 
it. On this point I may quote Jefferson. He says: 

Our navigation involves. still higher considerations. Asa branch of in- 
dustry it is valuable, but as a source of defense essential. 

Manufacturers abroad are not likely to resent a reduction of 
our tariff, and in the nations of Europe, where they are all stag- 
gering under heavy taxes for the support of their armies and 
navies, it will be hard to create enthusiasm to retaliate for mere 
purposes of policy. Our food stuff is over 64 per cent of our ex- 
ports, and if anything is to be done for the support and encour- 
agement of our merchant marine it should be borne by those 
who have received and are still receiving the greatest protection 
of our Government. 

Mr. Chairman, in advocatinga measure for the development of 
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our merchant marine, I do so all the more earnestly because, 
coming from the great port of New York, I represent a people | 
who have always been anxious to encourage, foster, and protect | 
a mnerchant marine, even to the extent of exempting foreign ship- 
ping from taxation, as shown by existing law. In introducing | 
the bill that I have in the House, for the upbuilding of a mer- | 
chant marine, my object was to do so without adding any addi- 
tional burdens of taxes to the consumer. 

The bill provides that a rebate on all duties imposed by the 
present tariff law shall be allowed on goods imported in vessels | 
having American registry or hereafter built in this country and | 
owned by American citizens. The amount of rebate is to vary | 
from 124 to 25 per cent, according to a designated classification of 
the vessels according to speed and tonnage, the faster vessels re- 
ceiving the larger rebates. This classification is to be determined | 
by a board acting under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

In order to reap the benefits of the bill, it is stipulated that at 
least one-third of the crews of the vessels must be American citi- 
zens, and whenever one-half of the crew are American citizens an 
additional 10 per cent rebate is to be granted, and all rebates are 
to be settled at the end of each voyage. The bill also provides 
that a rebate of 15 per cent shall be allowed on all tonnage dues | 
paid by vessels of American registry. The Secretary of State is | 
instructed to terminate all terminable treaties in conflict with the 
bill and to negotiate for the abrogation of other conflicting | 
treaties, and the bill is to go into effect thirteen months after its | 
enactment. 

I have, in addition to a general encouragement of the merchant | 
marine, made a classification according to speed and tonnage, | 
with the intention of inviting the development of large and high- 
speed vessels which could be acquired by our Government if 
required. 

Mr. Chairman, a measure based on the principles I have just sug- 
gested would avoid the evils, both theoretical and practical, of 
direct subsidy, and it would impose no tax, either direct or indi- | 
rect, onthe public. I am convinced that the American merchant 
marine requires Government assistance, which has at all times 
been given by foreign governments and by ourselves when our | 
merchant marine was second to none. By the measure I propose 
this assistance is given without increasing the burdens of taxation 
to the consumer, but, on the contrary, placing the burden where 
it belongs—on the already too highly protectedinterests. In other 
words, Mr. Chairman, it obliges the high-protected interests to pay 
back a portion of the immense profits which accrue to them | 
through the Dingley tariff to that branch of industry which has 
been so long neglected and the fostering of which is so very im- 
portant to-day. 

My bill tends to reduce the burden of taxation very materially. | 
The various bills which have sought to accomplish the object in 
view by increasing the tariff duties on goods imported in foreign | 
vessels are open to the objection that the burden thus imposed | 
would fall largely upon the American purchaser and consumer of 
such imports. On the other hand, Mr. Chairman, by the rebate | 
system proposed in my bill the same discrimination in favor of 
American vessels is secured, not only without increasing the tariff 
burdens of the people, but in fact diminishing them. 

At the same time there is this additional advantage, from the | 
business man’s point of view, that the bill makes no alteration | 
in the existing tariff schedules or tariff law, and does not lay vio- 
lent hands on the tariff system, while the rebates can obviously 
be borne by the Treasury without inconvenience, because our | 
present receipts from customs duties are largely above our na- | 
tional revenue needs, and in the last fiscal year resulted in a surplus 
of nearly $100,000,000. 

Of course, it would be impossible. Mr. Chairman, to make an ex- | 
act statement of what American shipowners would realize from | 
this bill if enacted, because there is no telling how many new Amer- | 
ican vessels will be built to compete under its provisions, or how | 
large a proportion of our dutiable imports they would bring. 
In the early years of our national history American vessels car- 
ried an average of nearly 90 per cent of our foreign commerce, 
Roughly speaking, the bill would operate about as follows: 
Taking as a basis the $250,000,000 duties collected on dutiable | 
goods imported last year, and assuming that the average percent- | 





age of rebate which American vessels would enjoy under the bill 
would be about 15 per cent of the duties on goods imported 
therein, we find that if American vessels should bring in only 10 
per cent of the dutiable imports the rebate under the bill would 
amount to $3,750,000; if vessels of American registry should im- 
port 30 per cent of the total $250,000,000 of dutiable goods, the 
rebates would be $11,250,000; if the percentage should reach 
50 per cent, the rebates allowed by the bill would amount to 
$18,750,000, and if the percentage of dutiable goods brought in 
by American ships should reach 90 per cent, the rebates allowed 
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would amount to $33,750.000. Surely this is worth striving for, 
and surely it is far better than to give the shipowners $9,000,000 
or $12,000,000 right out of the Treasury as a bald and naked 
subsidy. 

And, Mr. Chairman, with this great and legitimate encourage- 
ment offered by my bill, I believe that soon after its enactment 


| the sight long desired in this country would gladden the eyes of 


the people—the spectacle of a revived, prosperous, triumphant, 
and invincible American merchant marine. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 


The Committee of the Whole then proceeded to the considera- 


| tion of the bill by paragraphs under the five-minute rule. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For wages of plate printers, at piece rates to be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, ineclud- 


| ing the wages of printers’ assistants at $1.50 a day each when employed, 
| $280,010.95, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: 


Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing United 

States notes or Treasury notes of larger denominations than those that may 

be canceled or retired, except in so far as such printing may be necessary in 

executing the requirements of the act “to define and fix the standard of 

value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the 

a ioe to refund the public debt, and for other purposes,” approved 
arc 


Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


| desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 17, in line 13, strike out “at $1.50 a day each.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ENGINEER DEPARTMENT. 

Harbor of New York: Prevention of obstructive and —— deposits 
within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City: For pay of crews 
and maintenance of 5 steam tugs and 3 launches, $10,000. 


Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 31, after line 13, insert: 


- ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


“For replacing the followi a and ordnance stores destroyed by 
, on February 11, 1908, to continue avai 
able ee the fiscal year 1904, 2 ee 

“For infantry, cavalry, and artille ry cantpme nts, including horse e quip: 
ments for cavalry, and artillery harness for field, mountain, and siege arti 
le ry. $122,722.50; 

“For Gatling guns, with carriages and equipments, $20,000; 

“Por im ements and equipments for mountain, field, and siege rifles and 
carriages, $102,666 

“ For miscellaneous spare parts pertaining to infantry, cavalry, and horse 


oueperaa, paints, cleaning material, and similar stores, paper targets, 


leather, portable forges, armament chests, breech covers, paulins, etc., and 
the various tools and materials and supplies for issue, $625,000; in all, $860, 498.50. 
“For rebuilding and equipping Storehouse A at Rock Island Arsenal, 


| which was destroyed by fire on , February 11, 1908, to continue available dur- 
| ing the fiesal year 1904, $150,000." 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, just a word in explanation. A 
fire at the Rock Island Arsenal burned up the storehouse and de- 
stroyed a great deal of public property. An estimate was for- 
warded to Con, and will be found in Document No. 407. The 
aggregate for all of the items,except the last item, was $1,768 892.50. 


| A hearing was given to the general Chief of Ordnance, and after 


a full hearing, as an appropriation for this year. or the remainder 


| of this year, and available for the coming fiscal year, the amount 


spec ified there in the aggregate is recommended—about one-half 
of the amount which was estimated for. It cares liberally for the 
public service and works out all that was desired to be worked 
out under the general policy of the War Depar.ment and of Con- 
gress in having a supply of arms in reserve. The item for the 
storehouse was submitted by way of estimate at $185,000, but on 
examination reduced to $150,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, 

The amendment was agreed to 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Dick having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had passed bills of the following titles: 

Woohuen: An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 

S. 6158. An acttoamend the act entitled “An act to better de- 
fine and regulate the rights of aliens to hold and own real estate 
in the Territories ’’ approved March 2, 1897; 

S. 5279. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
. to public entry lands embraced in whole or in part within 
segregations for reservoirs; 

S. 1361. — act granting an increase of pension to Lucy A. 
Harding; and 
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§. 1841. An act to amend the record of Maj. John Murphy. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested. 

H. R. 16. An act to provide for the erection, at Washington, 
D. C., of bronze equestrian statues to the memory of the late 
Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski and Baron Steuben. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

State or Territorial Homes: For continuing aid to State or Territorial 
Homes for the support of disabled volunteer soldiers, in conformity with the 
act approved August 27, 1888, including all classes of soldiers admissible to the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, on account of the fiscal year 
1902, $81,855.43: Provided, That one-half of any sum or sums retained by State 
Homes on account of pensions received from inmates shall be deducted from 
the aid herein provided for. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. The sundry civil appropriation bill, which passed the 
House last week, in a paragraph that carried the usual appro- 

sriation for the support of soldiers who are maintained in State 


omes, contained the same kind of a proviso as the one in the | 


paragraph just read. At that time I made a futile effort to have 
the proviso stricken out. At the time the question came up I 
had had no opportunity to investigate the situation with relation 
to State Homes. Since that time I have given the matter some 
study. I find that there are 27 States that maintain Soldiers’ 
Homes, and of the 27, 21 retain some bgp tevay of the soldiers’ pen- 
sions. The aggregate fund returned into the Treasury by the 
operation of this proviso last year amounted to $41,844.57. 

Everyone in the House understands that at National Military 
Homes the widows and wives of soldiers are not eligible for ad- 
mission, and to accommodate the desires of a great many soldiers 
in the country State Homes were constructed, providing for the 
admission of the wives and the widows of soldiers of the various 
wars of the Republic. The Federal Government, by an act 
passed in 1888, appropriated $100 a year for every soldier supported 
in a State Home who is eligible to admission in one of the National 
Homes. That law contained no limitations, qualifications, or con- 
ditions whatever, and the appropriation bills, commencing at a 
time I do not just know when, began to contain the proviso re- 
quiring the boards of management of the various State Homes to 
credit on the maintenance appropriation of $100 per capita for the 
members of those various Homes one-half the amounts that were 
withheld from the pensions of the inhabitants of State Homes. 
An investigation shows that at the Indiana Home, for instance, 
last year, there was an average attendance of 330.5, and the Fed- 
eral Government received in the way of rebate last year for pen- 
sions withheld the sum of $5,012.62 from that Home, showing 
that $10,025.22 of the soldiers’ pensions were withheld, an average 
of $2.52 each per month, and illustrating that the average pen- 
sions of soldiers in the State Homes is only $10.52 a month. 


State Homes is money that belongs to the soldiers. They have a 


right to ask that it shall be expended for the promotion of their | 
welfare and their comfort, and by this proviso and the one that is | 
usually contained in the sundry civil appropriation bill one-half | 


of this small fund of $2.52 a month from each soldier sheltered in 
a State Home is taken from thse institutions and turned into the 
Federal Treasury, and for whose benefit? For the benefit of the 
soldier whose money goes to make it up? No, for the benefit of 
all the people of the country. I protested last week when this 
proposition was before the committee, and Iam still protesting 
against it, although I do not move to strike out the proviso. 


I do not believe it would be policy to do so now, since the sun- | 
dry civil bill has already gone through, but I do hope that the | 


great Committee on Appropriations, which deals so lavishly with 
the people’s money, will, when they come to prepare another sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill, conclude that it is too small business 
for the Government to say that this fund, which is made up for 


the support and maintenance of members of State Homes and | 


for the care and maintenance of their wives and widows, shall 
be taken from them, but that it shall remain there to be expended 
for their use and benefit. I have before me, Mr. Chairman, the 
reports of the various Soldiers’ Homes of the country, showing, 


among other things, the States that maintain Homes and the | 
amount that each State withholds from pensions and the amount | 


that the Government takes from each State by virtue of this pro- 
viso. I do not believe that it is the policy of the Government to 
attempt to take from a single worthy soldier a dollar or a penny 
of the pension money that he receives under the laws of the 
country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Pm. CANNON, I hope that the gentleman’s time will be ex- 

nm . 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [linois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Indiana be ex- 
tended. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is said that it is the policy of the 
Federal Government to discourage the withholding of any part 
of pension money from inhabitants of State Homes. This proviso 
in no sense discourages that practice. It is true that there is a 
law on the Federal statute books preventing the managers of 
National Military Homes from withholding any part of the pen- 
sion money of their members, and it is also true that there is 
such a broad discretion vested in the boards of managers that they 
can and do, as a matter of fact, require every man who enters the 
portals of those institutions to sign a contract turning three- 
fourths of his pension money over for the support of his wife and 
family who remain on the outside. 

Instead of doing that, the State Homes say to the soldiers who 
have wives, ‘‘ Bring your wives here and pay to us all over the 
sum of $8 a month of pension that you receive and we will main- 
tain you and your wife in comfort and ease as far as it is possible 
for us to do in an institution of this character.’’ The soldiers in 
the State Homes receive a much greater portion of their pensions 
to expend for their own benefit, according to their own pleasure, 
than they doin National Military Homes, and the operation of 
| this proviso has in no respect decreased by one single penny the 
amount of money that is withheld by the managers of State Sol- 
diers’ Homes from the pensions of their members. I beg to im- 
press this question upon the attention of the Committee on 
Appropriations, in order that it may receive more thorough and 
careful consideration when the next bill comes up to be shaped 
and reported for consideration. 

I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws 
his formal amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Indian affairs. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 56, after line 15, insert: 

“The necessary expenses of making the $40 per capita payment to the 
Chicasaws, as provided in section 72 of the Choctaw and Chicasaw agree- 
ment, ratified by the act of July 1, 1902, not to exceed $5,000, shall be paid 
out of the same fund from which said $40 per capita payment is authorized 
to be paid.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By star routes, on account of the fiscal year 1902, $40,958.91. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 





Now, this fund created by the withholding of this small por- | —— 


tion of the pensions of soldiers who find shelter and support in the | 


TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an amend- 





ment, which the Clerk will report. 

| The Clerk read as follows: 

| Amend page 66 by inserting the following after line 9: 

“That it shall be the duty of all mail carriers on star routes to take all mail 
duly stamped from the roadside boxes along the star routes and deliver it to 
| the postmaster at the nearest postoffice along his route: Provided. That all 
contracts hereafter made by the Government of the United States for car- 
rying mail on the star routes shall contain a clause carrying into effect this 
provision of law, and it shall not go into effect until such new contracts are 
made.” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, Iam compelled to make the 
point of order, or I will reserve it if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I will explain the 
reason why I have offered this amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. ThenI will just reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
point of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The reason for this amendment is 
this: Several years ago Congress passed a law requiring post- 
office boxes to be placed upon the roadsides of all star routes. for 
the purpose of delivering the mail to the individuals who paid for 
and put up the boxes. Under the ruling of the Postmaster- 
General the mail carrier takes the mail from the nearest post- 
office and deposits it in the box for the owner of the box, but the 
Postmaster-General rules that the law does not permit the carrier 
to take the mail out of the box and mail it at the nearest post- 
| office. 
|. There is no reason why a man owning a roadside boxshould not 
| be permitted to deposit his mail in that box and have it taken 
| from the box by the star-route carrier, to be carried by him to the 
| nearest post-office along the route, to be there mailed by him. 

This amendment provides that all subsequent contracts entered 
into shall have a clause requiring this to bedone. It is true that 
this would be a hardship upon the contractors if this amendment 
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should go into effect at present, because it would require every 


y | there is a statute, a general law, enacted twenty years ago, that 
box along the road to be unlocked to ascertain whether any mail 


no employee, clerk, etc., should be employed in the District of 
was therein, whereas at present the star-route carrier, unless he | Columbia unless especially authorized. Now, in view of that 
has mail to deposit in a particular box, does not stop at that box. | fact, and in view of the great increase of business that is evident 
Stopping at a box would only delay the carrier probably from one | to everybody must come from the legislation lately enacted—the 
to three minutes. He would simply have to stop his horse and | expedition legislation, the so-called Elkins bill legislation, and the 
unlock each letter box to see whether there was any mail there, | legislation under the Department of Commerce, the two former 
and if so to take it out and carry it to the nearest post-office. At | especially, he asked that these additional officials in the District 
the present time the carriers deliver the mail in the boxes, but | of Columbia be appropriated for, and we make them payable from 
there is nothing requiring them to take the mail from the boxes | the $500,000, which is appropriated in the legislative and execu- 
and deliver it to the nearest post-office along the route, but this | tive law, that has already been passed. Is there any other ques- 
ruling of the Post-Office Department prohibits the carrier from | tion the gentleman wants to ask? 

taking mail from boxes and delivering it at the nearest office| Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 





along his route. tion before he takes his seat. 
Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman if the Committee on Mr. CANNON. I me zor pardon. 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads have considered this? The CHAIRMAN. ill the gentleman yield to the gentleman 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The bill has been before that com- | from Georgia? 
mittee but avery short time. The fact is I did not know that| Mr.CANNON. Alittlelateron, Oneword. Does the gentle- 
this state of affairs existed until very recently. Numerous post- | man desire to ask a question? 
masters and individuals in my district have informed me that Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection to that. 
they have been in correspondence with the Postmaster-General Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to ask the gentleman why it is 
on the subject, and he states that such is the fact, that the star- | necessary to change the law in reference to the civil service and 
route carriers have been instructed to deliver the mail in the | make this provision: 
boxes, but not to take it out of the boxes. And the Attorney-General is authorized to appoint and employ without 

Mr. CANNON. On the gentleman’s statement of the trouble | reference to the rules and regulations of the civil service, two confidential 
the proposed legislation looks as though it has much merit, but clerks at a compensation, — : : 

I dislike very much to gather up on a bill that is wholly foreign | Andsoon? Why is it that they shall be appointed without 
to the subject matter touching the postal service. reference to the rules and regulations of the civil service? 

I think the Post-Office appropriation bill is still pending in the Mr. CANNON. This is as to the two confidential clerks. 
Senate. Possibly when it comes, by way of agreeing to a Senate Mr. BARTLETT. This is in reference to the two clerks who 
amendment with an amendment, the gentleman can work out | are to receive a part of this money. Now, does the gentleman 
what he desires; and then the committee thoroughly familiar | mean to say that, after we have gone to the great expense of 
with it will have it in conference. I will say to the gentleman | having these civil-service rules and regulations laid down and 
that this bill is almost the last one to pass, and it goes through | ¢xaminations made, there can not be found upon the eligible list 
with lightning speed in conference, and I would a little prefer, | of the country two men who are eligible to be certified to the 
unless the gentleman is very decidedly insistent, to see if he can | Attorney-General’s Office—men who are competent to discharge 
not work it out upon the Post-Office appropriation bill. the duties, no matter how confidential they may be, how onerous 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I am perfectly aware that the | they may be, or how skillful the men may have to be about this 
amendment is subject to the point of order; but I would like very | trust business? I believe we have had the civil-service law since 
much to see it enacted into law. 1883. It has gone on and become a factor in the administration 

Mr. CANNON. I think I have very great sympathy with the of our Government. These examinations are held twice a year, 
gentleman’s purpose, but it seems to me the safer way would be | and ao from all over the country are invited to take them. 
to see if the gentleman can not work it out on the Post-Office | Ought we not to abolish this system of civil service or allow it to 





bill. stay as it is; and if we do, is there any good reason why we can 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois insist on | 2°t find two clerks competent enough now on the eligible rolls to 
the point of order? perform this service? : : 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. Mr. CANNON. In answer to the gentleman’s question, I want 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. to say the civil service, the classified service, under legislation of 
The Clerk read as follows: Congress, ishere. It is not necessary forme to bless it or to curse 
it. itis here, and for the present it is going to stay, for if we do 
SEPAREMENE CF SUSERUS. not like it or approve it, we have not the courage to repeal it. 


That under, and to be paid from, the appropriation of $500,000 for the en- | Now, already there are exceptions made in certain cases. The 
forcement of the provisions of the act entitled "An act to regulate com | head of a department, the Assistant Secretary, the chief of abureau, 
plemental thereto, and other acts mentioned in said appropriation, made in | is entitled to a confidential clerk, to be chosen by himself, or by 
sno tegitative, cnseutive, on oo appre a Se ee Sees year themselves, without regard to civil-service law. Now, then, the 
cent of the Senate, an assistant to the Attorney-General with compensation two officials provided for here, one at $7,000 and one at $5,000 a 
at the rate of $7,000 per annum and an Assistant Attorney-General at acom- | year, lawyers, high-grade officials, with a high grade of duty to 
pe aahien at the pees + — gl ey ant = Seer Sonam is = perform, equal to that of any assistant to the Attorney-General, 
thorized to sppointand capi OF s Sdenciat a ee compenantionss the rate | and probably equal to that of the Solicitor-General, ought to have, 
of $1,609 each per annum, to be paid from said appropriation. Saidassistant | if they exist at all, confidential clerks; and it was to give them, 
to the Attorney-General and Assistant Attorney-General shall peform such | respectively, each a confidential clerk that this provision was 
duties as may be required of them by the Attorney-General. placed in the law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order | Now, then, my friend says, why not resort to the machinery of 
against the paragraph beginning with line 24, on page 66, down | the civil service? For the same reason that we do not resort to 
to and including line 18, on page 67. I doit for the double pur- | the machinery of the civil-service law when you enable the head 
pose of having a ruling of the Chair, and, further, to know from | of a bureau to choose one confidential clerk. If I was charged 
the distinguished chairman what is the necessity for changing the | with important duties, the privilege of choosing somebody in 
existing statutes? whose skill and interest and ability and fidelity to the work, and 

Mr. CANNON. In the first place, I donot believe it is subject | to myself personally, I would be in a much better condition than 
to the point of order all along the line. But I think the gentle- | I would to puta nickel in the slot and draw somebody from Maine 
man, on an explanation, even if it was, would not insist upon the | or somebody from Montana that happened to pass a pro forma 
point of order. examination after a month, perhaps, of coaching by professional 

The gentleman will recollect that on the legislative and execu- | coachers. In other words, this civil-service law in places works 
tive enactment there was appropriated $500,000 for the enforce- | such a hardship that Congress has let up on it, and it has let u 
ment of the interstate-commerce legislation and the antitrust | on it touching one confidential clerk to each man that is the he 
legislation,and all acts amendatory and supplemental thereto, | of a bureau, or the head of a department, or one of the assistant 
which had its inception in an amendment offered by the gentle- | secretaries. 
man from Georgia |[Mr. BarTLetT], that was amended by the Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, in the first place the gen- 
Senate and broadened. tleman from Illinois is mistaken in supposing that this law is a 

Now, just before the reporting of this bill there came an esti- | limitation on the expenditure of $500,000 that is heretofore pro- 
mate from the Department of Justice, properly transmitted, ask- | posed to hea ropriated. 
ing that a provision be made for some employees in the Depart- Mr. CA N. Itis —. from it. 
ment of Justice inthe Districtof Columbia. This $500,000 would Mr. GROSVENOR. at is very true; but it has not been 
be available for every place in the United States for these or | passed yet. 
kindred employees where necessary in the discretion of the Mr. GANNON. Oh, — 

Attorney-General in the enforcement of the law specified. But Mr. GROSVENOR. It has not been signed by the President, 
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Mr. CANNON. I understand it has. ; 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I was told a few minutes ago that it had 
not been signed by the President. But, whether it has or not, 


it does not make a particle of difference. I would be glad, I 
think, in view of the condition of the country, if appropriations 
of this character could be made. I would take the legislative ap- 
propriation bill, in so far as it relates to clerks, and I think it 
would be a great improvement to just pass one round lump of 
money to be appropriated for the clerical hire of the various de- 
partments of the Government, and then, under the head of limi- 
tation upon the expenditure of it, provide how the clerks should 
be appointed. . 

That is the operation here. They appropriate $500,000 for a 
_ specific purpose, and then in another and subsequent enact- 
ment that may never become a law they undertake to say how 
that money shall be expended—not the money in this bill, but the 
money heretofore or hereafter appropriated. 

But there is a complete change of existing law in this para- 
graph, and there is enough of that character to carry with it the 
whole of the paragraph. Now, in the first place, my objection to 
this paragraph is, that it is unfair and makes a discrimination 
that is unwise and unjust for the Attorney-General to be per- 
mitted to increase the salary of an Assistant Attorney-General 
from $5,000 to $7,000. 

Mr. CANNON. It is not done for that purpose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the effect of it. What better 
right has the Assistant Attorney-General to have his salary in- 
creased than Mr. Tyner, and a long list of the men that are serv- 
ing here in the Department, men of great skill? Take the one in 
the Land Office Department of the Government. He was serving 
at $5,000 a year, a man of great ability, so much so that the 
President, as I understand it, has appointed him toa high judi- 
cial position, and yet he served in that Department ever since the 
McKinley Administration began at $5,000 a year. Why should 
Mr. Knox—who has just shifted one of his friends into a position 
of $8,000 a year—why should he come now with an additional 
seven-thousand-dollar man, $2,000 above the same grade that the 
others are having throughout the entire system, and then take a 
second one and give him $5,000 a year, while the same grade of 
assistant attorneys are getting three thousand five hundred and 
four thousand in the various departments of the Government? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Let me ask the gentleman, 
would it not be a good reason for that that the assistant who is 
going to have charge of the antitrust legislation will come in 
competition with the very best lawyers in the whole country, 
much more so than the others? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is no answer toit. The ablest law- 
yers in the country appear for the railroads, and they have been 
appearing for the railroads during all these years, and yet this is 
the first time we have ever had to increase the salary of an Assist- 
ant Attorney-General. Ever since this interstate-commerce law 
was passed the Attorney-General of the United States, through 
his assistants, has been battling in the courts. The great trust 
questions that have been fought out in a large ~ by the ability 
of Mr. Richards, the Solicitor-General, have all been fought out 
under the law as it now exists. Whatis there in the immediate 
future that justifies this system? But, Mr. Chairman, that is not 
the point I rose to make. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does not the gentleman from Ohio think 
that if we have not in the last twenty years been able to educate 
clerks up to the standard that it is about time to get rid of the 
civil-service law? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Georgia will please 
not break in on my remarks. I recollect that I repeated to him 
some time ago what the gentleman has just said. [Laughter.] 
The gentleman from Illinois has made the most terrific attack on 
the civil-service law that I ever heard made on the floor. He 
calls it a ‘‘ nickel in the slot.’’ [Laughter.] 

Hereafter I shall use that term generally when I speak of the 
civil-service law. For twenty years this law has been in force 
in the United States. For twenty years these academic examina- 
tions have been going on. For twenty oe these young men 
have been coming into Washington and going into various de- 
a lawyers, law students, and all sorts of people, and 

ere at this late day, at the end of twenty years of time, the De- 
partment comes forward and says in all the thousands of young 
men and older men in the service of the Government there can 
not be found two men fit to be private secretaries and confidential 
secretaries to two such tremendous men as we are going to hurl 
at the trusts of the country. [Laughter. 

What a commentary upon that law. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois can go to his district, and I can go to mine; and he can 
nominate, and I can nominate, without any trouble a dozen men 
capable of filling those places; but if we undertake to do it, they 
would say we were “‘ corruptionists ’’—opposed to the merit sys- 
tem—not in favor of promotion of a man upon his merits. And 


now they want the Attorney-General to turn his gigantic intel- 
lect on an examination and try to find some merit—somewherein 
Pennsylvania, of course—to fill up those places. [Laughter.] 

I am opposed to it. It is a discrimination. It is an attack 
upon the law. If they were content not to discriminate against 
other Assistant Attorneys-General, and had put these salaries at 
figures which others are getting, and had left out the provision 
for these two clerks, I would not have said a word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will consent to an amend- 
ment to strike out the clause beginning in line 7, at the word 
“‘and,” and extending to the word ‘“‘appropriation”’ in line 15, 
I will compromise on the matter, and will cauterize my con- 
science [laughter] by allowing the two great lawyers to come in, 
and just get out these two clerks—put where they will not be a 
reflection upon the civil-service law. Otherwise, I shall have to 
insist on my point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I should like the Clerk to read 
a letter from the Attorney-General, and after the reading I wish 
to say a word. Then I shall be ready for the ruling of the Chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 5, 1903. 
Hon. Joun J. JENKINS, 


Chairman Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives. 


Str: Referring to the proposition to appropriate the sum of $500,000 to be 
expended by the Attorney-General in the enforcement of the antitrust laws, 
I take this opportunity of saying that in my enn more effective work 
at much less cost to the Government can be done if the permanent force of 
the Department of Justice is reasonably increased. The greatest desidera- 
tum is that a new officer should be provided for who might appropriately be 
called the “assistant to the Attorney-General,” to whom the Attorney- 
General could delegate the performance of many of the duties resting upon 
him. The necessity for such assistance exists wholly outside of any addi- 
tional labor that it may be contemplated the Department will be compelled 
to undertake by reason of the proposed Sere. 

The creation of such an office and an additional attorney-generalship 
would enable the Department within itself to look after many of the cases 
that otherwise would sopenoes in the hands of special counsel whose services 
are not obtainable upon the basis of compensation allowed by the Government 
for its permanent legal services. 

If such provision should be made covering the additional clerical assist- 
ance Sener @ very much less appropriation for special services than that 
proposed wou d be ample to cover any requirements of the immediate future. 


Respectfully, yours, 
P. C. KNOX, Attorney-General. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say frankly that I 
think this provision is subject to a point of order, but in view of 
legislation that has been had, and in view of the litigation that is 
in front of this Department, I do not think the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] really desires to make the point of order 
upon the Assistant Attorney-General at $7,000 and the Assistant 
Attorney-General at $5,000. 

As to the two clerks, I really think my friend from Ohio and I 
shall not quarrel as to the fact that the Department will get two 
better confidential clerks, at $1,600 each, if they be selected in the 
manner proposed here, than if resort were had to the civil-service 
machinery. I donot really believe the gentleman is in earnest 
about his point of order. However, if he wishes to make it upon 
these two confidential clerks, but not upon the two Assistant 
Attorneys-General, both of these positions being new offices, I 
must perforce be content. 

Just one word further. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BARTLETT], whose intellectual power and great industry I ac- 
knowledge, came in on the legislative bill, without clapping his 
wings—although he always can clap his wings when he wants to— 
and offered the amendment, which was well advertised through- 
out the country and properly so, to appropriate $500,000 to en- 
force—what? The antitrust law. That proposition has been 
amended to apply to the interstate-commerce law, and also to 
apply to all acts supplemental or amendatory to both these laws. 

Now we are coming down tothe actual operation of getting ready 
to enforce those laws; and the gentleman, merely that he may 
have his criticism upon the civil service, about which I will not 
quarrel with him—it is not necessary to do so—is seemingly in 
harmony with striking out the provision for these two additional 
officers. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman unintentionally misrepre- 
sents me. I have not made a word of inquiry with reference to 
these additional law officers; I confined my inquiry to the two 
clerks. 

Mr. CANNON. The two confidential clerks? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; then I will withdraw my remark, 
and I feel assured that my friend, in view of his great desire— 
with which I sympathize—to have the laws enforced, will not 
make a point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have not made any point of order. The 
gentleman misunderstands. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman never 
understood me to make any point of order against this. 

Mr. CANNON. I have not. I said I trusted that he would 
not. 
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about it. I will not. 

Mr. CANNON. I am delighted to hear it. NowI have got 
the gentleman where I want him, I will clinch it right there. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is not necessary to clinch me about any- 
thing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. I think I shall escape-the point of order di- 
rectly, because, really, Iam under the impression the proposed 
law or appropriation should stand, and I will ask my friend from 
Ohio if he still feels like insisting on his point of order? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want five minutes’ time. 

Mr. CANNON. It is subject to the point of order. Iam not 
contesting that fact. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want about five minutes to explain my 
position. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, there is nobody that I will listen to with 
such pleasure, whether he explains it at my expense or at the 
expense of anyone else. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, some time ago, I do not 
remember exactly when, I had something to say here on the sub- 
ject of trusts. It was not a prepared speech, but it was a mere 
incident of some discussion which was going on on the floor of 
the House. In that speech I said that there was no necessity for 
any legislation on the subject of trusts in the United States, ex- 
cept such legislation as might be necessary to promote and push 
forward the prosecutions under the Sherman Act. I took. occa- 
sion to say at the time that in my judgment the Sherman Act 
was as perfect, for the purposes for which it was brought into 
existence, as the genius of man could put into legal form with 
the English language. 

I have been two or three times delighted to hear myself assailed 
on the other side of the House for those remarks, and the gentle- 
man from Missouri, whom I do not now see in his seat, I acci- 
dentally heard was engaged in shelling my position and shelling 
the woods over my head because of that comment. I said then 
andI believed then what I have said everywhere, on the stump, in 
the press, and everywhere else, that as a foundation defining the 
purposes of legislation against unlawful ‘combination of capital, 
the achievement of the Sherman law was complete and perfect. 
Since I made those remarks two events, as we might class them, 
have happened. One was the passage by the Congress of the 
United States and the approval by the President of three great 
measures. 

The first aimed to ascertain the facts that might all have been 
ascertained under the Sherman law, but it has been put in bet- 
ter form and handed over to a department ora bureau. The sec- 
ond was to prevent delay in prosecutions, so that when the 
Attorney-General saw fit to attack a combination we could have 
a speedy settlement of the question in the highest courts of the 
country. That has been enacted. The third was a further def- 
inition of the term ‘‘rebates.’’ All of these are mere supplements 
to the Sherman law. All of them, foundation and branches, are 
the work of Republican statesmanship. 

Since that speech was made, one of the judges of the United 
States court at Chicago has delivered an opinion, which I will ask 
— to include in my remarks by way of extension, so that 

need not occupy too much of the time of the House. He has 
discussed in a most able and conclusive manner two propositions, 
both of which are underlying principles of the Sherman Act. First, 
what is interstate commerce, and, second, what is an unlawful 
combination, and where does it begin? That has been the great 
trouble, and a great many of our friends have been introducing 


bills to try and define where the law would first strike. This very | 


able judge in a most clear and conclusive decision has held that 
the place where the beef trust begins to violate the law is when 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


it goes out upon the plains, down in Texas, and elsewhere, and | 


commences to buy the cattle that are afterwards slaughtered in 


Chicago and soldin Washington; and that every step of the way, | 


from the conspiracy to lower the price of the cattle down to the 
conspiracy in the retail dealers to enhance the price of the product, 
is all in violation of the Sherman law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, coming to the point of order. We have 
appropriated, or are about to appropriate, $500,000 to enforce this 
law. I believe that future Congresses will be more inclined to ex- 
tract some of the drastic characteristics from these enactments 
than that we shall ever be called upon to go further with this sort 
of legislation. Therefore I can not stand in the way of a full and 
complete prosecution under this law, and if the civil-service law— 
**the nickel-in-the-slot law,’’ as the gentleman from Illinois calls 
it, and it has got pretty low now; clear down to a nickel—in my 
judgment, I woul make it one of these penny fellows—if it is so 
that we can not enforce the law of the country, because the cler- 








FEBRUARY 23, 





Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman need not have any fears | Dlinois [Mr. Cannon] I do firmly believe that there is an absolute 


necessity to go outside of the civil-service law for competent clerks, 

I withdraw the point of order, and I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio withdraws the 
point of order and asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks 
in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


BEEF-TRUST DECREE—AN INJUNCTION IS GRANTED BY JUDGE GROSSCUP— 
APPEAL MAY BE TAKEN—COMBINE HELD TO BE IN VIOLATION OF THE 
SHERMAN LAW—METHODS OF PACKERS DISCUSSED AT LENGTH IN THE 
DECISION—MEANING OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE DEFINED—COURT HOLDS 
THAT AGREEMENTS AS TO BIDDING AND SHIPMENTS PROVE A CASE OF 
COMBINATION—GIVEN FOURTEEN DAYS TO FILE ANSWER. 

CuicaGo, February 18, 1903. 

The so-called “* beef trust” case was disposed of to-day by Judge Grosscup 
in the United States circuit court, the demurrer of the packers being over- 
ruled and a temporary injunction granted. The attorneys for the packers 
made no announcement oF theirintentions. They have until March 4 to dis- 
cuss the matter with their principals. If they deny the facts upon which 
Judge Grosscup based his decision, the matter will go before a master in 
chancery, who will hear the evidence, and the case will again be argued be- 
fore Judge Grosscup. An appeal may be taken, in order to hasten the final 
adjudication of the case. It is not believed likely that the packers will let the 
matter go by default, thus making the injunction permanent. 

“Commerce,” said Judge Grosscup in his decision, * is the sale or exchange 
of commodities. But that which the law looks uponas the body of commerce 
is not restricted to specific acts of sale or exchange. It includes the inter- 
course, all the initiatory and intervening acts, instrumentalities, and deal- 
ings which directly bring about the sale or exchange. Thus, though the 
sale or exchange is a commercial act, so also is the solicitation of the drum- 
mer, whose occupation it is to bring about the sale or exchange. The whole 
transaction, from initiation to culmination is commerce. 


COMMERCE BETWEEN THE STATES. 


“When commerce, thus broadly defined,is between parties dealing from 
different States, to be effected so far as the immediate act of exchange goes, 
both transportation from State to State, it is commerce between the States 
within the meaning of the Constitution and the statute known as the Sher- 
man Act. But it is not the transportation that makes the transaction inter- 
state commerce. Thatis an adjunct only essential to commerce, but not the 
test. The underlying test is thatthe transaction, as an entirety, including 
each part calculated to bring about the result, reaches into two or more States, 
and that the parties dealing with reference thereto deal from different 
States. Aninterstate commercial transaction is, in this sense, an affair aris- 
ing from different States, and centering from the act of exchan, e “ae 
essential part of the affair being as much commerce asis the center. With 
this definition in mind, let us see what the transaction made out in the peti- 
tion is. 

“For the purpose of clear exposition, the facts set forth in the petition 
should be separated into two groups— those that are intended to bring the 
transaction within the body of interstate commerce, and those that are in- 
tended to fix upon such transaction the character of unlawful combination 
and conspiracy. The first group may be stated as follows: The defendants, 
controlling 60 percent of the trade and commerce in fresh meats in the United 
States, buy in the course of their business live stock, shi d from points 
throughout the United States, which, having been converted into fresh meats, 
is sold again by them at the places where prepared to dealers and consumers 
in other States, or is sold through their agents, located in other States, to 
dealers and consumers in the States where the agents are located. 


THE QUESTION OF SHIPMENTS. 


“The shipments in the first class of sales are made directly from the places 
where the meat is prepared to the dealers and consumers in other States, and 
in the latter class to the agents in the other States, who upon sale deliver 
directly to the dealer and consumer. 

“What may be called the body of these transactions is twofold. It 
reaches backward to the purchase of cattle that come to defendants from 
States other than those in which defendants manufacture; and it reaches 
forward to the sale of the meats after conversion to parties dealing with re- 
spect thereto from other States, followed by shipments into other States. 
Each of these transactions constitutes, in my judgment, interstate com- 
merce. 

- Coming to the other branch of the transactions, the sales by defendant, 
a like result follows. Unquestionably it is commerce when purchasers from 
other States buy directly from the defendants and have the meats shipped 
to them by the venders. The status of such a transaction, both as to initia- 
tory intercourse and as to transportation in furtherance of the exchange, in- 
cludes a State other than the one from which the defendants deal. 

“I think the same is true of meats sent to agents and sold from their 
stores. The transaction in such cases, in reality, is between the purchaser 


| and the agents’ principal. The agents represent the principal at the piace 


where the exchange takes place, but the transaction as a commercial entity 
includes the principal and includes him as dealing from his place of business. 
Indeed, such privity exists between the principal and transaction that couid, 


| at the instant, as a citizen of another State, sue upon the transaction in the 


Federal courts; nor have I any question that if the conditions of this case 
were reversed, so that the defendants were invoking the shelter instead of 
secking to escape the obligations of the commerce clause, Federal law would 
be found equal to the protection asked. 


SUBJECT TO STATE TAXATION. 


“ Because a Sing can be taxed by the State, it does not follow that it lies 
outside the body of interstate commerce, for commerce, interstate as well as 
domestic, is subject to the police and ae power of the State, so long as 
the exercise of such power does not interfere with the National Govern- 
ment's exclusive right of regulation. 

“Do the facts set forth in the second grouping fix upon the transaction, 
even though the transactions be within the body of interstate commerce, the 


| character of unlawful combination? The averments are as follows: That the 


ical forces of the country under this law are not fit for the uses | 


they were destined for. I will not stand in the way of any reason- 
ableappropriation. I do not believe this $7,000 man ought to have 
been provided, but under the statement of the gentleman from 


defendants are engaged in an unlawful combination and conspiracy under 
the Sherman Act in (A) directing and requiring their purchasing nts at 
the markets where the live stock was customarily purchased to refrain from 
bidding against each other when making such purchases; (B) in bidding up 
through their agents the price of live stock for a few days at a time to induce 
large shipments and then ceasing from bids to obtain the live stock thus 
shipped at prices much less than it would bring in the rogue way; (C) in 
agreeing at meetings between them upon prices to be adopted by all and re- 


striction upon the quantities of meat shipped; (D) in directing and requiring 
their agents throughout the United Sta to impose uniform char, for 
cartage for delivery, thereby increasing to dealers and consumers the ‘gos 
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for such meats, and (E) in making agreements with the transportation com- 
panies for rebates and other discriminative rates. ; 
“No one can doubt that these averments state a case of combination. 
Whether the combination be unlawful or not depends on whether it is in re- 
straint of the trade. 
GENERAL MEANING OF THE TERM. 


“The general meaning of that term is no longer open to inquiry. It has 
been passed upon carefully by the Supreme Court in the freight association 
case and in the traffic case. it is clear from them that restraint of trade is 
not dependent upon any consideration of reasonableness or unreasonableness 
in the combination averred, nor is it to be tested by the prices that result 
from the combination. Indeed, combination that leads directly to lower 
prices to the consumer may, within the doctrine of these cases, even as against 
the consumer, be restraint of trade, and combination that leads directly to 
higher prices may, as against the producer, be restraint of trade. The stat- 
ute thus interpreted has no concern with prices, but looks solely to competi- 
tion and to giving competition full play, by making illegal any effort at re- 
striction upon competition. W hatever combination has the direct and nec- 
essary effect of restricting competition is, within the meaning of the Sherman 
Act as now interpreted, restraint of trade. 

“Thus defined, there can be no doubt that the agreement of the defend- 
ants to refrain from bidding against each other in the purchase of cattleis 
combination in restraint of trade; so, also, their aerocenent to bid up prices 
to stimulate shipments, intending to cease from bidding when the shipments 


have arrived. he same result follows when we turn to the combination of 


defendants to fix prices upon and restrict the quantities of meat shipped to | 


their agents or their consumers. Such agreements can be nothing less than 
restrictions upon competition, and therefore combination in restraint of 
trade: and thus viewed, the petition, as an entirety, makes out a case under 
the Sherman Act. 

BESET WITH DIFFICULTIES. 

“It may be true that the way of enforcing any decree under this petition 
is beset with difficulties, and that a literal enforcement may result in vexa- 
tious interference with defendants’ affairs Butin the inquiry before me I 
am not at liberty to stop before such considerations. The Sherman Act, as 
interpreted by the Supreme Court, is the law of the land, and to the law as 
it stands both court and people must yield obedience. 

“The demurrer is overruled, and the motion for preliminary injunction 

ranted.” 

. The defendants against whom the injunction is issued are: Swift & Co., 
Cudahy Packing Company, Hammond Packing Company, Armour & Co., 
Armour Packing Company, G. H. Hammond Company, Schwarzschild & 
Sulzburger Company, Nelson Morris & Co. (partners), J. Ogden Armour, 
P. A. Valentine, Calvin M. Favorite, Arthur Meeker, Thomas J. Connors, 
Charles 8. Langdon, Michael Cudahy, Edward A. Cudahy, Patrick Cudahy, 
Albert E. Boscherdt, Gustavus F. Swift, Lewis F. Swift, Lawrence A. Car- 
ton, D. Edwin Hartwell, Jesse P. Lyman, Frank B. Vogel, Louis Pfaelzer, 
William J. Russell, Albert H. Veeder, Henry Veeder, Edward C. Swift, Fer- 
dinand Sulzburger, and W. H. Noyes. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I move to strike out the last word. I will 
detain the committee but a moment. 

We all remember that when the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial appropriation bill was under consideration by the House an 
amendment was offered by myself making provision for the pros- 
ecution of violators of what is known as the antitrust law and 





the interstate-commerce law and the amendments thereto. We | 


all remember also that the gentleman who had that bill in charge 
was about to make the point of order upon that amendment, and 
with what alacrity the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 


suggested to him from the rear that it should not be done. Now, | 


the gentleman from Illinois suggested that I could make the point 
of order against this provision, the wish probably being father to 
the suggestion. 

Now, I know the rules of the House, and they are generally 


wise. The provision of the rule that no legislation shall be put | 


upon a general appropriation bill is a wise provision, but the sub- 
ject now under consideration seems to be so near to the hearts of 
everybody, that the Department of Justice shall have ample 
means to carry out both the existing law, known as the Sherman 
antitrust law, and the amendments to it, as well as the sham 
laws that we have passed at this present session of Congress, and 
it is so important that the Department of Justice should have the 
money necessary to prosecute the trusts in order to relieve the 
people from the exactions of the trusts, that we can all afford to 
let this proposition pass without making a point of order against 
it. For myself, I believe that whenever the rules of the House 
which are made for ordinary cases are found to stand in the way 
of giving relief to the people, if we can get that relief in no other 


way except by legislation upon appropriation bills, that the House | 


ought to waive the point of order and put the legislation upon 
the appropriation bill, the safety of the people being the supreme 
law. That is all I desire to say, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Grosvenor], in speaking to his point of order, said what 
he has frequently said before—that the Sherman antitrust law 
contains ample remedies for the redress of all the grievances of 
the public against monopolies and combinations. I believe that 


statement to be true. I believe the Sherman antitrust law, faith- | 


fully and impartially enforced, would have prevented the forma- 
tion of monopolies, and that throughout all the years it has been 


accomplished. 

_ Would it be possible to bring against the Republican party an 
indictment more severe than the statement he has made? This 
law, so ample, so complete, has remained a dead letter upon the 
statute book from the day of its enactment. No Federal court 
and no Attorney-General has made a consistent effort to enforce 


it. Meantime it is notorious that it has been violated over and 
over again, not secretly, but with no effort at concealment. 

But that isnotall. The public prosecutor has not even thought 
of enforcing it! At this late day, after combinations have seized 
the coal mines, the forests, the lake shipping, the railroads, the 
oil fields, and nearly all the natural resources of a continent, the 
Attorney-General has suddenly awakened to the fact that Con- 
gress has never provided the Law Department with funds with 
which to carry this law into execution. 

What has kept the Attorney-General silent about the necessity 
of this appropriation all these years? Why has not Congress been 
told heretofore that it ought to make provision for the enforce- 
ment of this statute? Who is blamable for this negligence? I 
recall the fact that only a little while ago the President of the 
United States intimated that every enginery of the law would be 
brought to bear to punish the projectors of the railroad combina- 
tion known as the great merger. Forthwith it was announced 
by the New York papers that this had grievously offended his 
excellency J. Pierpont Morgan; that J. Pierpont Morgan and his 
associates were astonished that any law should be invoked to cur- 
tail the operations of the captains of industry. Through the 
New York papers, the trust magnates complained bitterly that 
a law that had been treated universally as a dead letter from the 
day of its enactment was about to be treated as a part of the law 
of the land. 

A fine record this, for a great party in charge of the Govern- 
ment and all its branches, with the Attorney-General and the en- 
ginery of the courts at its disposal, armed with everything neces- 
sary, including what the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GRosVENoR] 
says isan ample provision of laws, against trusts and combina- 
tions, and yet combination after combination is formed, trust 
after trust is created, monopoly after monopoly is brought into 
existence, and never a finger lifted to prevent it or punish the 
offenders. And what has been the attitude of Republican law- 
makers and Republican leaders toward these great trusts and 
combinations? Have they demanded the enforcement of this very 
excellent statute? If not, why? Theanswer is notdoubtful. At 
recurring Congressional and Presidential elections they have gone 
to these trusts and combinations and obtained the funds with 
which to buy the right to sit here and in higher places and make 
and then ignore these laws. 

No Democrat will ever arraign the Republican party in severer 
terms than are used when Republicans arise in this Chamber and 
say that for nearly a score of years we have 1 a law ample to 
prevent the formation of combinations and iple for their pun- 
ishment, and then admit that no provision has ever been made for 
its enforcement. Now, for the first time, the Attorney-Genera 
asks for money with which to enforce it. He wants clerks and 
confidential agents, and higher-priced assistants, to bring these law 
breakers to the bar of justice. It was atrue statement or the law 
the gentleman from Ohio made. He was right in saying that 
the statute is ample, and history will record that with this good 
law on the statute book for years and years, during which 
billion-dollar trusts were publicly established, and yet his party 
did nothing to enforce it. Mr. Chairman, his party has been in 
partnership with the trusts fromthe beginning. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries and expenses of clerks, deputy clerks, commissioners, and 
constables, and expenses of judges in the Indian Territory, being a deficiency 
on account of the fiscal year 1902, $989.10. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I offer.an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 67, line 23, insert: 

“To pay the unpaid salary of the four presiding justices of the supreme 
and district courts of the Territory of Arizona for the year of 1902, the sum 
of $1,200 each, making in all the sum of $4,800.” 

Mr. CANNON. I reserve a point of order against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, the condition of the 
district courts in the Territory of Arizona is about this: The law 
provides a salary of $3,600,1 think. I think they only pay to 
these judges $2,400 a year, or probably $3,000. If Iam wrong, 
the clerk or the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
can correct me. 

Mr. CANNON. The clerk says $3,000. 





7 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Then my amendment is wrong to that 
extent. It should be $600 each instead of $1,200, the purpose of 


t | it being to pay to these judges the unpaid balance of the salary as 
ignored by those in power its enforcement could have been easily | 





provided by law. They have a salary then, taking the statement 
of the clerk to be true, of $3,000 a year. They are paid only 
$2,400 a year. The judges that Congress have provided for in 
Porto Rico, or commissioners anywhere that exercise even quasi- 
judicial functions, are paid as much as are the judges of the dis- 
trict courts of the United States, while these judges are paid less 
than the act of Congress prescribes that they shall have. 
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‘The Government owes that money, and has owed it for years. 
The counties of the Territory have to come to the rescue of these 
district judges by making compensation in the shape of mileage 
and expenses in order to hold the court in the different counties 
of the Territory, and the Government insists on paying the mis- 
erable sum of $2,400, while it should pay to them the salary that 
is paid to the judges in all the districts, and that is the sum of 

5,000. They are not only the presiding judges of the supreme 
court, but they are judges also of the nisi prius or district courts. 
Of course, the four do not sit in judgment on appeal in all the 
cases tried below, but in fact they virtually do. They should be 
paid. ‘They have large districts and are very much overworked 
men. It is as little as Congress can possibly do to allow them 
what Congress says itself should be paid. 

Now the appropriation bill does not provide for the salary these 
judges are entitled to under the law, and I think the chairman 
of the committee will see that his point of order on this amend- 
ment is not well taken. I can only call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that the law prescribes the salary of these 


judges, and that the committee refuses to pay them and has con- | 


tinued to refuse every year, and this motion is constantly made by 
some one who recognizes the difficulties under which these men 
labor. They ought to have this money. They are entitled to it 
under the law of Congress, and I trust that the chairman of the 
committee will not resist a claim which is so perfectly just. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman,in support of the point of order, 
the history of the appropriation for these judges and other Terri- 
torial judges is as follows: The Revised Statutes, in the revision 
made in 1874, did provide a salary of $3,600. That statute has 
never been formally repealed. In 1875-76, when our Democratic 
friends had full power in the House and Senate, if I recollect 
aright, certainly in the House, and under the leadership of the 
late Mr. Randall, there was a wonderful cutting in the appro- 
priations. Thesame law was in force then as is now in force, a gen- 
eral law; and the cut in these salaries was made from $3,600 to 
$3.000 at that time. There it is yet. Now, then, it will be seen, 
if the gentleman is correct, each one of these judges, holding office 
for all that long time, can go to the Court of Claims and recover. 
It will be quite in order to pay them in an item on the deficiency 
appropriation bill. Remember, first, that this class of legislation 
is upon the annual appropriation bills. Officers did go to the 
Court of Claims and did not recover, for the reason that I will 
give to the Chair. It is as follows: 

That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full compensation for 
the marine of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 1908, 1902, or whatever it 
may be. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
— that the title to a bill forecloses a man’s right to get his 
salary? 

a CANNON. I will read further, and this appears in all the 
8: 

All laws and parts of laws inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

Now, this whole question has been determined in the courts. 
The courts hold that for the fiscal year for which the appro- 

riation is made it changes the law, and therefore there is no 
aw that authorizes this deficiency appropriation to pay $600 or 
$1,200, or whatever it is, on the ground of the services for the cur- 
rent year, or last year, or any other year since 1876. I will con- 
fess that while the gentleman was so kind as to criticise the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations we followed afar off the example that 
was set by my friend’s House of Representatives. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois send to 
the desk the document from which he has been reading? 

Mr. CANNON. I was reading, Mr. Chairman, from the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; the first clause 
and the last clause in the bill have been in all the acts since 1876. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I will suggest that the history of the 
Appropriations Committee since the death of Mr. Randall has not 
always preserved that same economy, except in the Territories of 
the United States. The mere fact that Congress passes a gen- 
eral appropriation bill saying that it “‘should be in full of all 
claims” does not relieve the moral aspect of the situation. It is 
no less robbery. These judges are no less entitled to their full 
pay. The language to which the chairman appeals was put on 
the former appropriation bill in contravention of the rules which 
he so often invokes. Besides, he refers to a deficiency bill. 

Mr. CANNON. No; I refer to the annual ort Neem bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I am speaking of the deficiency, from 
which the gentleman read. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not read from the deficiency bill; I read 
from the legislative bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Well. that makes a difference; but it 
strikes me that a salary that has been provided by law for a 
justice of the supreme court of Arizona, whose traveling ex- 
penses are twice as great as any judge in the States, ought to be 








paid. The distance that he has to go is twice as great, and every 
expense attending it istwice as large. He has larger cases totry, 
involving more money and requiring more talent than any other 
court in the country, requiring the very best lawyers in the 
country to preside with justice over these tribunals. And here 
this great Appropriation Committee sees fit to say that this shall 
be in full of all salaries, and puts a man in the situation that he 
can not get what the law gives him because the little that the 
allow is tied to a provision that the sum veceived shall be in fu 
of salary, and forclose, or undertake to foreclose, his right to 
have what the general law provides. 

I hope the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw his point of 
order. The Appropriation Committee have given twice the salary 
to judges who have less to do in the Philippine Islands. They 
have given more than that salary, yes, twice it, to judges in 
Hawaii, who attend to less than one-half the business that these 
judges do. You have given a larger salary to judges whose 
courts have been established since that time, and they have al- 
lowed the salaries without cutting them down. The judges in 
New Mexico are in exactly the same attitude. They get $3,000 a 
year, which is insufficient, and the committee force the Territory 
to pay the United States district judges. They are now forcing 
the people of the Territories to go into their pockets to pay the 
United States district judges for services, and the people have to 
do it in order to get the judges to attend the courts in the differ- 
ent counties to hear Territorial causes. 

And yet the chairman of the Appropriations Committee will 
insist on the point of order in a case where he must know that 
these people are entitled to more than $3,000 for that sort of serv- 
ice. Their districts are as big as some States, some as large as 
New England, and they hold court in connty after county. They 
hold sessions of the supreme court two or three times a year. 
And yet the gentleman holds them down to this pitiable salary 
on a point of order. When the offices were created they were 
given that amount of salary. In Hawaii and in the Philippine 
Islands the judges, every one, get more than twice this — 
while the judges in these Territories do more work than they do 
there. I hope the chairman of the committee, in his gracious- 
ness, at least, will see the necessity of allowing this amendment 
to be adopted, and not compel the overburdened taxpayers to make 
up the salary that Congress allows to judges appointed by the 
President. Sirs, it is unjust, and the point of order ought not to 
be pressed. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the Appropriations Committee 
does not legislate; Congress legislates. This has been legislation 
for a generation. 

Mr. RODEY. Mr. Chairman, I just this moment entered the 
Chamber and do not know whether the gentleman from Arizona 
has so worded his amendment, if that is what it is, as to include 
New Mexico; but I corroborate every word he stated since I have 
been listening in reference to the payment of the judiciary in the 
Territories of New Mexico and Arizona. on the worst paid 
men in the employ of the Government. ey have districts 
almost as large as New York; they not only hold the courts pro- 
vided by national law, but our own legislature provides for their 
holding additional courts in other counties. They go there; and 
we have to give them additional pay. At the first session of this 
Congress two additional judges in Oklahoma were provided for; 
and the salaries of all the judges in Oklahoma were increased to 
$4,000. I then tried to amend the bill so as to include our judges, 
but lost ona point of order; so I would like to get this bill amended. 
When the Territory of Hawaii was created provision was made 
for a salary of $5,000 for the district judges; and they were allowed 
perquisites, making their pay really equivalent to $7,500 a year, 
although their work in a small jurisdiction like that can not com- 
pare with the work of the Territorial judges in New Mexico.and 
Arizona. 

I submit that if it is possible to get this amendment in at this 
point it should be agreed to. I sincerely hope that action ex- 
pected within the next few days will render those Territories in- 
dependent in these matters of the National Government, so that 
Congress will have nothing to pay in the way of judicial salaries 
in New Mexico and Arizona, except for United States circuit and 
district judges. If thatis not to happen (I refer to our admission 
as a State). then I hope this amendment will be agreed to, and in 
any event it can do no harm to pay these judges a little additional 
salary while we remain a Territory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The theory of the gentleman from New 
Mexico is that the law authorizes the payment to these judges as 
their annual salary the sum of $3,600; that thisamountistheamount 
of their salary as fixed by law; and that therefore his amendment 
proposes to provide for the payment of the difference between the 
amount authorized by law and the amount which these judges 
have heretofore received for the year 1902. But the difficulty 
about the position of the gentleman from New Mexico is the fact 
that the amount paid to these judges for that year was by the act 
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making the appropriation for the payment of their salaries de- 
clared to be “ ll compensation for their services’’ and his 
amendment proposes to pay a deficiency when in fact there was 
no deficiency, and could be none unless these men failed to re- 
ceive the fall amount authorized by the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation act for that year, and that, the Chair under- 
stands, is not the fact. 

The first paragraph of the act referred to reads as follows: 

The following sums be, and are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise ap peprintelt tn ‘ull compensation for the | 
services for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, for the objects hereinafter | 
specified, namely— 

While that provision applied only to the fiscal year 1902, it, in | 
effect, seated so far as that year was concerned, any previous 
law fixing salaries at sums different from those fixed by that act. 
If the proposition was to make up any difference between the 
amount authorized by the general law and the amount it was 
proposed to appropriate for these salaries for the fiscal year 1904, 
then, in the opinion of the Chair, the amendment would be in 
order, but that is not the case. The proposed amendment pre- 
sents an entirely different question, and in the opinion of the 
Chair the amendment is not in order. Accordingly, the Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RODEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that I came into 
the Hall while the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SmirH] was 
speaking, and I did not know just what his amendment compre- 
hended; but if it is to increase the salaries of these Territorial 
judges, I am heartily in favor of it, for they deserve such in- 
crease. We are now paying to such judges from the Territorial 
treasury $800 each, in addition to the salaries paid by the United 
States Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the amendment 
proposed to pay what is claimed to be the unpaid portion of the 
salaries of four presiding justices of the supreme and district 
courts of the Territory of Arizona, when in fact they have re- 
ceived all the law authorized. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I offer the amendment, then, modi- 
fied so as to take effect for the year 1903. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have to frame the 
amendment in an entirely different way. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Let the amendment apply to the year | 
1903 instead of the year 1902. 

The CHAIRMAN. The same ruling would apply to the year 
1903. The fiscal year 1903 will expire June 30 next, and the | 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken and the amendment agreed to. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 12, page 78, the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate and House 
borne on the annual and session rolls on the Ist day of February, 1903, includ- 
ing the Capitol police, the Official Reporters of the Senate and of the House, 
and W. A. Smith, CONGRESSIONAL Recorp clerk, for extra services during 
the Fifty-seventh anges, & sum equal to one month's pay at the compen- 
sation then paid them by law, the same to be immediately available.” 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, this has been in this appro- 
priation bill for the last several years. Last year, when the same 
amendment was offered, our worthy chairman of this committee, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNon], said in part: 

Mr. Chairman, justa single word. The practice has beenso long followed 
that it is evidently the will of the House from year to year to give this extra 
month's salary, so that in point of fact it might be regarded as a part and 
parcel of the pay of the employees of the House. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is necessary to enter into any 
discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To continue the employment of Alexander Scott as a laborer in the cloak- 
room under resolution of December 19, 1901, at $50 per month from March 4, 
1908, to June 30, 1904, inclusive, $796.67. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 80, line 5, strike out the word “Alexander” and insert the word 
“Albert.” 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, this is a mere clerical error. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 






| by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay O. M. Enyart for compiling a Congressional Directory, embracing 
the biographies of all members of Congress from the Continental Congress 
to the Fifty-seventh Congress, which has been ordered to be printed by a 


| concurrent resolution passed February 13, 1903, and on the certificate of the 


Public Printer that the manuscript therefor has been delivered to him in 





salaries for these judges was fixed and are being paid for this | 


fiscal year the same as the last. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

LEGISLATIVE. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

For compensation of Members of the House of Representatives and Dele- 
gates from Territories, $55,000. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after line 15, page 78, the following: 

“To George C. R. Wagoner and James J. Butler each $2,000 on account of 
expenses incurred by them in the contested election case of Wagoner v. But- 
ler from the Twelfth Congressional District of Missouri; in all, $4,000." 


Mr. BARNEY. Iwish toinquire of the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania whether any payment has heretofore been made in | 


reference to this same matter? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that this is the 
election contest which within the past week or two has been pre- 
sented to Elections Committee No. 2; that no payments have been 
made, and that the expenses, I am satisfied, of each contestant 
have largely exceeded the $2,000 which is the limit allowed by law. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, that is not yet an answer to 
my question. Have any payments heretofore been made to these 
same parties? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think I stated that no payments have been 
made to either -. 

Mr. BARNEY. It does not exceed the amount allowed by law? 
Very well. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Did I understand the gentleman to say that 
each one of these parties receives $2,000? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Each one. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I will say to my friend from 


Georgia that this is the election contest now pending. It does 
not exceed the amount allowed bylaw. By reason of the lateness 
of the session, it is regarded as important to follow the precedent 
already established. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is to pay each one of them $2,000? 

Mr. OLMSTED. To pay to Mr. Wagoner and to Mr. Butler 
each $2,000. I will state that the bills came in so late that it was 
impossible to certify them to the Appropriations Committee before 
the bill was reported. 


complete and satisfactory condition, $5,000. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 

ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding on page 80, at end of line 24, the following: 

“To defray the expenses of the members of the joint committee of tha 
| House and Senate, authorized to attend and represent the Congress of the 
United States on occasion of the dedication of the buildings and grounds of 
the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, to be held at St. Louis April 50and May 
1 and 2, 1908, commemorating the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase 
of the Territory of Louisiana, $2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
the same to be accredited to the account of and expended under the direction 
and by the order of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives.” 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, before that 
amendment is offered, as it is obviously a separate paragraph, I 
wish to offer a motion to strike out the paragraph which has just 
been read. I will ask the gentleman from Georgia to withhold 
his amendment for a moment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will yield to the gentleman for that pur- 
pose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, if it is to perfect the paragraph, will take precedence. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I wish to strike out the para- 
| graph before that. I make that motion. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i — out the paragraph on page 80 beginning on line 17 and ending on 

ine . 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, this para- 

graph, which I move to strike out, provides for paying $5,900 for 
| compiling the biographies of all members of Congress, from the 
| Continental Congress through this one. When this came up in 
| the committee Saturday it struck me as unreasonable, and as I 
| have looked into it a little this morning, that opinion is confirmed. 
| Far be it from me to suggest that the biographies of members 
| of Congress are not earnestly craved by the reading public. I am 
| willing to admit, for the sake of argument, that there is only one 
thing more sought for, and that is our obituaries; and it is com- 
mendable if the public taste is turning from novels to such im- 
proving literature as the biographies of the statesmen who have 
sacrificed themselves on the altar of public service here. 

But the objection I find to this provision is that this literature 
is already provided. I find that there has already been prepared, 
dated 1869, a 600-page book of biographies by a gentleman by the 


| 
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name of Lanman, which gives exactly what is provided here, down 
to 1869. 

Then I find that even later than that, in 1878, is a book com- 
piled by Ben: Perley Poore. who was clerk of the Printing Records 
Committee of the United States Senate. He was there, I am told, 
for twenty or thirty years, had every opportunity to perfect the 
information, and he has prepared a book of about 700 pages which 
not only gives all the biographies of Congressmen down to that 
date, but gives them in various forms, showing the members of 
each Congress in very full and elaborate detail. That brings it 
down to 1879, through the Forty-fifth Congress, down to a time 
when many of the members who are in this Congress were 
serving. 

I am also told that there is another publication which comes 
down to the Forty-ninth Congress. So that all that is necessary 
to be done under this paragraphis tocomplete the work from the 
Forty-ninth Congress down to to-day, and this provides for a 
payment of $5,000 for doing that. Now, all anyone has to doin 
order to prepare that is to cut out from the annual directories the 
biography of each member and insert it. Any clerk who has two 
fingers which can use a pair scissors and who has enough famili- 
arity with the alphabet to paste them in the right places can com- 
pile that in a short time. It does not require great intellectual 
ability to cut these biographies from the Congressional Directory 
and carry them down to date, if we need the information at all. 

It does not seem to me we very much need it, but if we do it 
seems to me unreasonable that a clerk who will simply cut out 
these items and paste them in the right places should be paid 
$5,000 for doing it. It seems to me any of our clerks would be 
very glad, for $500 or $1,000, to do that work and complete it. 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me this is an extravagant 
appropriation and very largely a needless appropriation. I move 
that it be stricken out. 

Mr. MANN. Who is this Mr. Enyart? 

Mr. DALZELL. I hope this amendment will not prevail. 
Whatever the outside public may think of Congressional biog- 
raphies, it is within the experience of every member of this House, 
I take it, that from time to time he is desirous of ascertaining 
who such and such a member of some previous Congress was. 
Now, it is true that there are two or three publications. There is 
the Lanman publication and the Poore publication, but they are 
both very full of errors. And so far as this being mere clerk’s 
work is concerned, the gentleman is mistaken. I happen to know 
something about this. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I did not know I was tread- 
ing on the gentleman. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ihave nointerestinit,ofcourse. The young 
man in question lives in another State than mine. I happen only 
incidentally to know about it. So far from this being a mere 
work of cutting out from directories and pasting on paper, I hap- 
pen to know that this young man has spent a very large amount 
of money in getting in correspondence with these various parties 
and their successors, their widows and children, and in verifying 
the records in this Poore book. I happen to know also that he 
has spent out of his own pocket up to this time in this work some- 
thing like $2,500. He has been at work at it for years, and I 
think it would be very unjust, after having passed a resolution 
providing for the publication of this book for distribution among 
the members of Congress and Senators, if we should refuse to 
give him a fair compensation. In my judgment the compensa- 
tien provided in this paragraph is not large enough, and ought 
to be a great deal more. I hope the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ishould like to ask the gentleman how this young 
man happened to undertake this work. Was it in accordance 
with any resolution of Congress? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think not. 

Mr. SCOTT. Or was it a private enterprise? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think it was merely a labor of love on his 
part in the first instance. After the work was appropriated by 
Congress, I presume he expected to be paid for it. There area 
large number of errors in the previous works. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Have we not taken possession of his 

roperty? 
. r. DALZELL. We have. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And it is ours now? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. By solemn act of Congress? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; of both Houses. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And now it is only a question of whether 
we pay him for it or rob him of it? 

Mr. DALZELL. That is all—whether we will confiscate it or 

for it. 
"ie. CANNON. Just a word, and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts has the right to close. There was shown to the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Appropriations a concurrent reso- 
lution of the House and Senate for the printing and publishing 





of this work. A request was made that an item be inserted to 
compensate the man who prepared the manuscript. As the House 
and Senate, in the wisdom of the two respective bodies, had passed 
upon it, we appointed a subcommittee to go down and examine 
the manuscript. Brother Barney, I believe, and the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. VAN VooruIs] were members of that subcom- 
mittee. Well, we examined it somewhat, but could not examine 
it exhaustively; but deferring to the superior wisdom of the 
House and Senate, which passed the concurrent resolution, we 
took to the woods. Ido not know how much merit or demerit it 
has. Iam satisfied that what the gentleman says about the Poore 
publication and the Lanman publication is true, as to their de- 
merits. I apprehend there is no doubt about that. That is all I 
want to say about it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. As to the remark of the 
gentleman that there are a great many errors in the Poore book, 
that may be true. Nobody knows how many there are in this 
one. But that professed to be painstaking. Let me read one 
statement from the preface of this book of Mr. Poore on that 
subject: 

Six years’ labor has failed to pyretace a perfect work, and to obtain much 
desired information. * * * ere are authenticated accounts of Congress- 
men who would not correct the misspelling of their names in the printed 
public documents; and there was one Representative who heard the tally 
clerk give him an initial which had never belonged to him, on every roll 
during a long session, without attempting to contradict the mistake. 

Apparently that is an admission that there are mistakes in his 
record, and that no such record can be perfect. But does any- 
body think they are very vital or important enough to be corrected 
at an expense of $5,000? He spent six yearson his work. He 
was clerk of the Senate Committee on Printing. and I think his 
work is probably as good a publication as is needed for the purpose. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Are these former publications in exist- 
ence to-day? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why, certainly; I got them 
out of the Library. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Are they in the form of public docu- 
ments? 

Mr. STEELE. The only way that they can be obtained, I un- 
derstand, is by paying $8 apiece forthem. I want to say to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts that his colleague the Senator 
from Massachusetts, who was for a while of the opinion that this 
work would not be desirable, has changed his mind and become 
in favor of it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not know anything 
about the opinions of any Senator upon this work. The only 
question with me is the worth of the work. Now, it does seem 
to me incredible that this gentleman has spent in correspondence 

2,500. 
: Mr. DALZELL. I did not confine it to correspondence. Cor- 
respondence and otherwise. 

Mr. PEARRE. I would like to ask whether this gentleman is 
an employee of the Government? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not know who he is at 


all. Perhaps the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] can tell. 


Mr. STEELE. He is not. 

Mr. PEARRE. Who is he? 

Mr. STEELE. Heisa young gentleman from Indiana, and a 
very bright young gentleman, who has been acting as my secre- 
tary during this short session; and this was in order to help him 
and give him an opportunity to do the work necessary to be done 
to complete the work. He has employed a force of four or five 
people to assist him; and it is only to be taken after it has had 


| the approval, as the bill says, of the Public Printer. He asked 


that it be left to any person or persons the Committee on Appro- 


| priations designated. 


| 


Mr. PEARRE. He is the gentleman’s private secretary? 

Mr. STEELE. He is at this time. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am 
very sorry to interfere in any way with the private secretary of 
my friend from Indiana, or to interfere with any speculation 
that he should originate, but it does seem to me that any of our 
private secretaries would have been very glad to do itat a very 
much less sum. 

Now, the assertion is made here that this is in pursuance of a 
resolution of this Congress. It seems—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GILLETT of Masszch setts, I would. like to have five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
that he may have five minutes more. Isthereobjection? [After 
a . he Chair hears none. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The gentleman has informed 
us that this Congress has already a resolution for this pur- 
pose, and therefore we are bound by it. It strikes me that is an 
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argument that ought not to deter us from refusing this request, 
because if there is one method of getting appropriations which is 
inherently vicious and ought to be discouraged and suppressed it 
is by bringing in resolutions apparently calling for no expendi- 
ture, and then afterwards coming and asking an appropriation 
to carry them out. This resolution naturally passed without 
challenge. It said nothing about purchasing a manuscript. This 
young man can use his manuscript as he will. He is not obliged 
to give it to us, and if he thinks many people want the book and 
it is of value, he has the copy, and can go and sell it. He is not 
bound to sell it to us. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania stated we had confiscated the manuscript. I 
desire to ask the gentleman if we had laid violent hands on the 
young man and taken his property away from him? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was a little carried away by his enthusiasm. The gen- 
tleman, I understand, still has the manuscript, and we will not 
get it until we pay him. He does not have to give it up, and I 
think if he would take it to some other purchaser he would get a 
very smal] sum for it. I am afraid it is like most of the articles 
which owners press upon Congress for sale, without market 
value,and worth only what we can be beguiled into paying for it. 

I object to this frequent occurrence of a man beginning some 
work which he thinks he can sell to the Government, getting the 
Government to half commit itself indirectly to the work, and 
then coming in and demanding payment as aright. I do not be- 
lieve that resolution which passed this House was passed because 
the House cared for this manuscript; I do not think it was passed 
to fill a long-felt want of the reading public, but it was passed to 
fill a want in that young man’s pocket. [Laughter.] It is of 
course justifiable for him, justifiable for anybody, to engage in a 
work and try to lobby through Congress a bill which will buy it 
of him. But he takes the risk, and I think it is a very bad prac- 
tice for us to encourage. 

I remember before our committee a gentleman came in with a 
bill which he said put upon him certain new duties, and asked an 
appropriation for the performance of those duties, as if it was a 
reluctant burden on him, and we found out afterwards that he 
himself had proposed and prepared the bill and pushed it through, 
and then he innocently came in and said, ‘* You have passed this 
bill and now you must give me the money for the performance of 
those duties.’’ It seems to me that is what we are doing in this 
case. I do not know anything about the passage of this resolu- 
tion, but I venture my opinion that it was prompted by this man 
in order to sell this manuscript which he has prepared, was put 
through by his friends without attracting attention, and now, 
having passed the bill without any appropriation, they come and 
say we are bound to pass this section to pay for it. I do not 
think we are. I think that is one good reason why the House 
should not pass this item. I think any purchase by the Govern- 
ment which is originated and pushed and carried along by the 
person who has the property to sell should be suspiciously scru- 
tinized. 

So it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there are three argu- 
ments against this appropriation. First, we ought not to encour- 
age that kind of legislation; second, we have already got in 


available form the information this book contains, quite enough | 


to satisfy our needs and the needs of the reading public, and, 
third, we are paying an exorbitant sum for the only useful work 
that is offered us—$5,000 for the biographies from the Forty-fifth 
Congress to now. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I think the facts are these. 


This young man prepared this Congressional record ,and then | 


the members from both Houses saw the manuscript, and finally 
both Houses adopted a resolution that it should be printed and 
accepted it at his hands. The Appropriations Committee came 
aiong after that, and finding that concurrent resolution, that he 
had done the work, they proposed in this bill to pay him for that 
work. The time for the gentleman from Massachusetts to have 


objected was when that concurrent resolution was before the | 
House,and not now. If he wants to stop that kind of legislation, | 


stop it at its incipiency, and do not let a young man bend over 
his table and desk at midnight for weeks and weeks, spend his 
time and money, when it was authorized by both Houses, and 
then, when the proposition comes up in the House to remunerate 
him, object to a fair compensation. 

_ GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield to 
me 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I understand this work of 
bending over his desk was nearly all performed long before this 
session. That is what the gentleman from Indiana says—— 








' 





lic Printer. Now, then, the Appropriations Committee could do 
no more and no less than to offer the man a fair compensation for 
his work. If $5,000 is too much, amend it; but do not strike out 
the whole appropriation after it has been done and accepted by 
both Houses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
GILLETT of Massachusetts) there were—ayes 38, noes 45. 

So the motion was lost. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

JUDGMENTS, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

For the payment of the judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, re- 
ported to caumrenn at its present session in House Document No. 360, $45,964.06: 
Provided, That none of the judgments herein provided for shall be paid un- 
til the right of appeal shall have expired. 

Mr. BARNEY. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 9, page 83, after the word “ judgments,” the following: “ ex- 
cept the judgment in favor of Elias E. Barnes.” And in lines ll and 12 strike 
out “$45,964.06” and insert ‘* $22,269.59.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARNEY. I offer a further amendment, which I send to 


| the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in page 83, after line 14, as follows: 

* And provided further, That no judgment heretofore or hereafter rendered 
under the act of June 16, 1880, entitled *An act to provide for the settle- 
ment of all galnting claims against the District of Columbia, and con- 
fering jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other 
purposes,’ shall be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury until said judg- 
ment shall have been reported to, and specific authority for payment thereof 
granted by, Congress, be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and from all 
final judgments or decrees heretofore rendered in suits of the character of 
those mentioned in said proviso an appeal shall be allowed to the Supreme 
Court of the United Statesatany time within ninety days after the passage of 
this act, except in cases where the amounts found due by said court have 
been paid at the Treasury.” 

Mr. COWHERD. I wish to reserve a point of order on that 
amendment until I hear some explanation from the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. BARNEY]. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, the reason for this amendment 
and also for the one offered just before this I will state: 

By an act of Congress passed in 1880 it was provided that a 
certain class of cases against the District of Columbia could bea 
tried and final judgment rendered in the Court of Claims; and it 
was provided further that an appeal could be taken from such 
judgment to the Supreme Court of the United States. Many 
cases were tried, some being determined in favor of the plaintiff 
and some in favor of the defendant, and in many cases appeals 
were taken to the Supreme Court of the United States. But by 
a provision attached to one of the appropriation acts of 1900 it 
was enacted— 

That no judgment heretofore or hereafter rendered under the act of June 
16, 1880— 

The law to which I have just referred— 
shall be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury until said judgment shall 
have been reported to, and specific authority for payment therefor granted 
by, Congress. 

Now, the Supreme Court of the United States decided, upon an 
appeal taken to it in one of the cases determined by the Court of 
Claims after that proviso, that the Supreme Court of the United 
States had no jurisdiction in those cases upon an appeal; in other 
words, that no appeal could be taken from the Court of Claims in 


| that class of cases, because the judgnient was not a final judgment. 


Consequently we must either pay those judgments—or rather 
findings, for that is all they amount to, under the decision of the 
Supreme Court—or we must take an appeal. We are advised by 
the attorney for the District of Columbia that an appeal ought to 
be taken, because they think they can reverse those cases upon 
an appeal. And while it is true that Congress has the power to 
refuse to make an appropriation if it sees fit, yet we all know 
that these claimants will come to Congress from time to time 
hereafter and eventually get the amount as fixed in the finding of 
the Court of Claims. So that we must meet this question sooner 
or later, and we think it is advisable that provision be made here, 
as proposed in this amendment, for the taking of an appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does this include any of the judgments 
rendered under the act of 1895—the act which was repealed by 
the act of 1897? 

Mr. BARNEY. Ido not understand that it does. We were 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I did not yield to the gentleman for a| told by the attorneys that this was the only case that it will 
speech; but he suggests that the work was done before he was | affect; that all the others have been settled by the payment of the 
private secretary. It was accepted by both Houses and the Pub- ' final judgment or in some other way. 
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Mr. COWHERD. There were some judgments rendered under 
the act of 1895, which act, as the gentleman will remember, made 
it compulsory upon the Court of Claims to allow board rates for 
this class of work regardless of the fact whether the parties had 
written contracts or not. I think this amendment ought to be 
carefully guarded, because the act of 1895, as the gentleman will 
remember, was afterwards repealed in 1897, as soon as Congress 
discovered what it had done. 

Mr. BARNEY. As I understand, this amendment applies only 
to a class of cases which came under the act of 1880. 

Mr. COWHERD. The act of 1895 was an amendment of the 
act of 1880,asI remember. The act of 1880 referred all these 
claims—claims against the District arising under the old board 
of public works—to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BARNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COWHERD. And then the act of 1895 amended the act of 
1880, providing that when these cases were referred to the Court 
of Claims the court must allow the board rates, regardless of the 
question whether there was a written contract or not. That act 
of 1895, as I have already suggested, was repealed by the act of 
1897. Iam suggesting to the gentleman from Wisconsin that I 
think great care should be exercised in regard to these claims, 
because some of them were undoubtedly improper claims, and 
= judgment was obtained upon them in the Court of ims, 

ause Congress by that law made it mandatory upon the court 
to render such judgment. ; 

Mr. BARNEY. This amendment was drawn by the attorney 
for the District of Columbia, and is in the exact language which 
was submitted by him, and he informed us that it applied only to 
the cases arising under the act of 1880. 

Mr. COWHERD. Ido not want to reserve the point of order 
if it does not affect those cases arising under the act of 1895. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Missouri withdraws the point of order. 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question, then, is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk then concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent of 
the House to return to page 43 of the bill for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment, which has already been assented to by the 
chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 43 for the purpose of offering an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 43, after line 14, insert: 

“To reimburse H. W. Wingard for expenses incurred in transporting to 
his late home the body of Edward Hett, ¢r, late an enlisted man in the Navy, 
who lost his life in the line of duty on the U. 8.8. Boston, off San Francisco, 
Cal., on January 29, 1908. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to use so 
much as may be necessary of the unexpended balance of the appropriation 
made June 7, 1900, to enable the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to 
cause to be transported to their homes the remains of officers and enlisted 
men of the Marine Corps who die or are killed in action, ashore or afloat, 
outside of the continental limits of the United States.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I shall not detain the House 
at ali on this matter further than to say that the chaiman of the 
committee has no objection to this amendment and it is approved 
by the Secretary of the Navy, who has also written a letter ap- 
proving it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
ee to return to page 80 for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 80 for the purpose of offering an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert on page 80, after amendment last adopted on that 4 

“To pay Lapse D. McCord for services in preparing cour ter the Printer 
of the State papers and all correspondence, and indexing the same, bearing 
upon the pure of the Territory of Louisiana, ordered to be printed by 


concurrent resolution, to be — on acceptance of said copy by the Public 
Printer and on his approval, $1,000, or so much thereof as is necessary.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection tothe request of the gen- 
tleman from Tenness2e? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, this is in pursu- 
ance of a concurrent resolution at the last session of Con- 
gross, in April, to print 4,000 copies for the use of the House and 

,000 copies for the use of the Senate, of the state papers and state 
correspondence, including the treaty touching upon the purchase 
of the Territory of Louisiana. This copying to be done from 
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the official records, which could not be used by the Printer. The 
other work necessarily followed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr CANNON. I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bill and the amendments thereto, with the recom- 
mendation that the amendments be adopted and that the bill 
as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TAwNrEy, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 17498) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes, and directed him to report the same back 
tothe House with sundry amendments, and with the recommenda- 
tion that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as 
amended do — 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the Chair will submit them in gross. The Chair 
hears no demand for a separate vote. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Barnes, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of 
Representatives that the President had approved and signed bills 
of the following titles: 

On February 21, 1903: 

H. R. 15767. An act to authorize Washington and Westmore- 
land counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the State of 
Pennsylvania; and 

H. R. 16915. An act authorizing the commissioners’ court of 
Escambia County, Ala., to construct a bridge across Conecuh 
River, at or near a point known as McGowans Ferry, in said 
county and State. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

8. 1841. An act to amend the record of Maj. John Murphy—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 7875. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wood- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1361. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy A. 
Harding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6158. An act to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to better de- 
fine and regulate the rights of aliens to hold and own real estate 
in the Territories,’ approved March 2, 1897—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

S. 5279. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to re- 
store to public entry lands embraced in whole or in part within 
segregations for reservoirs—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

STATUES OF COUNT PULASKI AND BARON STEUBEN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the Senate amendment 
to the bill (H. R. 16) to provide for the erection at Washington, 
D. C., of bronze equestrian statues to the memory of the late 
Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski and Baron von Steuben. 

Mr. McCLEARY. I move that the House agree to the Senate 
amendment. rq 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire what the 
Senate amendment is. I understand that it moves to strike out 
all_after the enacting clause, and we should like to know more 
about, it. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read, if desired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That there shall be erected in the city of Washington, D. C., a statue of 
Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski, of Poland, who came to America and, 
after declaring his intention to become a citizen of the Republic, offered his 
sword to Washington, under whose leadership in the great struggle for 
American independence he lost his life at the siege of Savannah,Ga., October 
1l, 1779; and for the purpose of procuring and erecting said statue with a 
suitable pedestal, and for the preparation of a site, the sum of $50,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be ex- 

nded under the direction of a commission to be composed of the Secre- 

ry of War, the chairman of the Committee on the Library of the Senate, 
the chairman of the Committee on the Library of the House of Representa- 
tives of the Fifty-seventh Congress, and the president of the monu- 
ment Polish central committee. 

“Szo. 2. That there shall be erected in the city of Washington, D.C.,a 
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spec 1 in the Contine oy A See 
or-general and in: tor-general in the Con mn rmy; and for the 
a Pp g anderecting said statue with a suitable pedestal, and 
for the preparation of a site, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the same to be expended under the direction of a 
commission to be composed of the Secre of War, the chairman of the 
Committee on the Library of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committee 
on the Library of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-seventh Congress. 

“Seo. 8. That the commissions herein created are empowered, respec- 
tively, to select sites for the statues authorized by this act on ground be- 
longing to the Government: Provided, That said statues shall not be located 
in the grounds of the a or Library of Congress.” 

Amend the title so as to read: 

* An act to provide for the erection at Washington, D.C., of statues to 
the memory of} Brigadier-General Count Pulaski and Major-General Baron 
yon Steuben, of the Continental Army.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NEW YORK AND JERSEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution 
(S. R. 159) ting to the New York and Jersey Railroad Com- 
pany the right to construct and operate an underground railway 
under land owned by the United States in the city of New York, 
the same being similar to a House resolution favorably reported. 

The joint resolution was read as follows: 

Whereas the United States is the owner of the block of land in the bor- 
ough of Manhattan, city, county, and State of New York, bounded by Green- 
wich, Corte ashington, and Barrow streets; and 

Whereas the New York and Jersey Railroad Company pe to con- 
struct a tunnel railway under certain streets in the borough of Manhattan, 
in the city aforesaid, including Greenwich street, in front of the said block 
of land: Therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Senate and House of a tee ome of the United States of 
America in ess assembled, That the retary of the Treasury is hereb 


statue of Frederick William Augustus Henry Fe 


authorized to give the consent of the United States as the owner of the bloc. 
of land in the borough of Manhattan, city, county, and State of New York, 
bounded by Greenwich, Christopher, Washington, and Barrow streets, to 
the New York and Jersey Railroad Company for the construction and opera- 
tion of an underground railway under and along the line of Greenwich 
street in front of said block of land: Provided, That the plans and specifi- 
cations for such underground railway, so far as the same affect the propert 
of the United States, as above set forth,and the manner in which the work 
is to be performed, shall be satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

By unanimous consent, the similar House joint resolution was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr, Cannon (at 5 o’clock and 27 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive commu- 
— were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for construction 
of a building for the Department—to th 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 


report (No. 3846); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
17428) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Minne- 
sota River near St. Peter, Minn., reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 3847); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

r. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15800) extending 
the provisions of section 1 of act of July 1, 1902, for the further 
distribution of Reports of the Supreme Court, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3848); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
17429) authorizing the Purcell and Lexington Street Railway 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge over the South Ca- 
nadian River at the city of Purcell, Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T., 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3849); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. TATE, from the Committee on Printing, to which was re- 
ferred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 271) pro- 
viding that the bulletins of the Bureau of American Ethnology 
be printed in octavo, reported the same witheut amendment, ac- 
commpanied by a report (No. 3850); which said bill and report 
were refe to the House Calendar. 

Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15880) to allow the resubdivision of lots or blocks, recorded in the 
surveyor’s office of the District of Columbia, where a proposed 
street of the permanent system of highways affects the same, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3851); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17491) to ratify 
and amend an agreement with the Indians of the Devils Lake. 
Reservation, in North Dakota, and making appropriation and 


| provision to carry the same into effect, reported the same without 


| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3852); 


which said bill 


| and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 





e Committee on Public | 


ries—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be | 


printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
a statement of the documents received and distributed by the 
Department during the calendar year 1902—to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Patriot, Richard Bishop, 


master, against The United States—to the Committee on Claims, | to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


and ordered to be printed: 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, billsand resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivéred to 
- Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named as 

ollows: 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6515) to ex- 
empt from taxation certain property of the Daughters of the 
American Revolution, in Washington, D. C., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3845); which 
said report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TATE, from the Committee on Printing, to which was re- 
ferred the concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res. 86) 
providing for printing 40,000 copies of a revised edition of the 
American Library Association Catalogue of Five Thousand Best 
Books, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 


the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 17464) 
granting a pension to Nancy Franklin, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


he following titles were introduced : everal srred ¢ 
Labor submitting estimates of appropriation for pay of sala- | See ee ene mecmnnes and anverally veterred as 


follows: 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 17497) granting unto the Hot 
Springs Railway Company, its successors and assigns, the right 
to maintain and operate its electric railway along the southern 
border of that portion of the Hot Springs Reservation in the State 


| of Arkansas known as the Whittington Lake Reserve Park—to 








the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H, R. 17498) to authorize the 


| Secretary of the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation 
, 


or otherwise, a site for the Department of Commerce and Labor— 


By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 17499) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a district judge for the western judicial district of 
South Carolina, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KETCHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 17500) toamend 
the postal laws relative to first and second class mail matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (17501) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across the Detroit River by the Pere Marquette Inter- 
national Bridge Company—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 277) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon 
for the ornamentation of a soldiers’ monument—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 463) to 
pay clerk hire due the late Representative R. C. De Graffenreid 
to his widow—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A resolution of the Commonwealth of 
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Massachusetts favoring pensions for life-savers—to the Com- | accounting officers of the 


mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Idaho and Montana—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Treasury Department be authorized to 
audit, adjust, and settle the mutual claims of the United States 
By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (by request): A joint resolution | and the State of Vermont in respect to ordnance and quarter- 
of the legislature of Idaho relative to the boundary between | master stores furnished in the years 1864 and 1865, etc., which 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 


aenyn to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


THE ALASKAN BOUNDARY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as | Munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


follows: 


letter from the Secretary of State submitting a draft of a pro- 


By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 17502) granting a pension to | posed ee of $50,000, in view of the ratification of the 


Warren Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


treaty o 
penses of the part the United States of the Joint Commission for 
the Adjustment of the Alaskan Boundary; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


January 24, 1903, for the purpose of meeting the ex- 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | tions, and ordered to be printed. 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CLAYTON: Petitions of retail druggists of Ozark, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


Geneva, Dothan, and Enterprise, Ala., asking for favorable action B aie ta : - 
: ; J : ROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
on the bill reducing the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16) to provide 


Ways and Means. 


| for the erection at Washington, D. C., of bronze equestrian 


By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Woman’s Civic Club of | - : a . 
Turtle Creek, Pa.,to prohibit liquor selling in Government build- ee oe een: f the late Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pq 


ings, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


The message also announced that the House had passed the 


By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of the Department of New, joint resolution (S. R. 159) granting to New York and Jersey 


York, Grand Army of the Republic, urging the passage of House 
bill 14105, giving preference to honorably discharged war veter- 
ans in appointments—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Medical testimony to accompany House 
bill for increase of pension of William H. Lows—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of J. M. Pond Post, No. 460, 
of Saugatuck; General I. C. Smith Post, No. 451, of Reed City, 
Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, in sup- 
port of House bill 17103, permitting the payment of the value of 
public lands to persons entitled to make entry upon such lands in 
certain cases—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAY: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, favoring a pension to Emily Lawrence Reed, widow of 
Walter Reed, late major and surgeon, United States Army—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McANDREWS: Resolutions of Romania Lodge, No. 
170, of Chicago, fl., Order of B’rith Abraham, against the exclu- 
sion of Jewish immigrants at the port of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. METCALF: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., favoring the immediate increase of the 
N _ in vessels, personnel, etc.—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolutions of Cream City Lodge, No. 76, Or- 
der of Sons of Benjamin, Milwaukee, Wis., relative to immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of Merriam Post, No. 8, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Meriden, Conn., favoring the passage 
of a service pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Association of 
the Port of New York, favoring the passage of the ship-subsidy 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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Prayer by Rev. F. J. PrerryMan, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s | 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. CULBERSON, and by unani- | 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jcur- 
nal will stand approved. The Chair hears none, and the Journal 
is approved. 

NEW YORK POST-OFFICE BUILDING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the | 
report of the commission authorized by Congress to secure a grant 
for the erection of a post-office building in the city of New York, | 
which, with the accompanying paper, was ‘referred to the Com- 


Railroad Company the right to construct and operate an under- 
ground railway under land owned by the United States in the 
city of New York. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 


| bill (H. R. 17493) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 


the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Mer- 
chants’ Association of New York City, N. Y., praying for the 
ratification of the pending Hay-Bond Newfoundland reciprocity 
treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 119, of Dansville; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 149, of 
Brooklyn; of Cigar Makers, Local Union No. 7, of Utica, and of 


| Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 210, of Rome, all of the American 


Federation of Labor, in the State of New York, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the pending Cuban reciprocity treaty; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mount Vernon, 


| Tuckahoe, and New York City, all in the State of New York; of 


sundry citizens of Oshkosh, Wis.; of Norton, Kans.; of sundry 


| citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., and of sundry citizens of Hazard- 
| ville and South Norwalk, in the State of Connecticut, praying for 


the enactment of legislation to recognize and promote the effi- 


| ciency of chaplains in the Army; which were referred to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also presented. petitions of sundry citizens of Rochester, 
Buffalo, New York City, and Utica, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the establishment of a laboratory for the study of the 
criminal, pauper, and defective classes; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of United Israel Lodge, No. 182, of 
New York City; of Samuel Lodge, No. 241, of Syracuse; of Abra- 
ham Lodge, No. 1, of New York City, and of Romener Lodge, 
No. 75, of New York City, all of the Order of B’rith Abraham, in 
the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to modify the methods and practice pursued by the immigration 
officers at the port of New York; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. ; 

He also presented petitions of the Alliance Publishing Com- 

ny, of New York City; of the Royal Pattern Company, of New 
Fork City; of Supreme Lodge, No. 1190, Order of Mutual Protec- 
tion, of Odin; of the Original Five Points Mission. of New York 
City, and of the M. T. Richardson Company, of New York City, 
all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing a pound-rate postage on city magazines; which 


| were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 96, of Stapleton; 


_ of Local Union No, 408, of Palmyra; of Local Union No, 425, of 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be | Utica, and of Local Union No. 124, of Fort Edward, all of the 


printed. 
CLAIMS OF THE STATE OF VERMONT. 


| American Federation of Labor, in the State of New York, and of 


Local Union No. 454, of New London, Conn., praying for the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered to lie 


munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
that to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the State of 
Vermont the sum appropriated to that State under the act of 
July 1, 1902, or such part thereof as it may be entitled to, the 





| on the table. 
He also presented petitions of R. Whalen & Co., of Rochester; 
of the Retail Cigar and Tobacco Dealers’ Association, of New 
York City, and of L. T,. Dick, of Elmira, all in the State of New 
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York, praying for'the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
return of any part of any internal-revenue package of tobacco, 
snuff, cigars, or cigarettes to any person, firm, or corporation; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KITTREDGE (for Mr. Scorr) presented a petition of Stony 
Ridge Lodge, No. 832, International Association of Machinists, of 
Bluefield, W. Va., and a petition of C. L. Engel, of the Second 
Congressional district of West Virginia, praying for the passage of 
the so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. Scorr) presented petitions of sun citizens 
of Charleston, Salem, Parkersburg, Buckhannon, Wellsburg, 
Martinsburg, Fairmont, Charlestown, Alderson, Barboursville, 
Ravenswood, and Academy, all in the State of West Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting to the States 
power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be shipped into 
their territory from other States; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Naval Reserve of 
New Jersey, of Hoboken, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation defining the relations of the State naval forces to the 
General Government, and also for the organization of a Federal 
naval reserve; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Campbell Tobacco Company, 
of Newark, N. J., and a petition of the Essex Trades Council, 
American Federation of Labor, of Newark, N.J., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the giving of presents, coupons, 
or promises of gifts with cigars and tobaccos; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

.He also presented the petition of A. C. Mitchell & Co., of At- 
lantic City, N. J., and the petition of B. H. Warren, of West- 
chester, Pa., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill relative to inlet improvement for 
Atlantic City, N. J.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of the Boonton Improvement So- 
ciety, of Boonton; of the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals of Princeton, in the State of New Jersey; and of the 
Woman’s Municipal League of New York City, N. Y., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation relative to the inter- 
state transportation of live stock; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Coopers’ Local Union No, 134, 
American Federation of Labor, of Newark, N. J., and a memorial 
of Coopers’ Local Union No. 40, American Federation of Labor, 
of Hoboken, N. J., remonstrating against the repeal of the reve- 
nue stamp tax on eighth kegs of beer; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Mrs. Maggie Ingersoll, of At- 
lantic City; of A. B. Simerson, of Delaware; and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Somerville, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in Government buildings; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of C. E. Cowell, of Orange; of Rev. 
George G. Vogel, of Jersey City; of Rev. J. B. Galloway, of Pat- 
erson; of D. C. Johnson, of Atlantic City; of Rev. Hedding Bishop 
Leech, of Hackensack, and of Rev. W. C. Snodgrass, of Plain- 
field, allin the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment 
of legislation granting to the States power to deal with intoxicat- 
ing liquors which may be shipped into their territory from other 
States; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 

He also presented a memorial of the Christian Feigenspan Com- 
pany, of Newark, N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of 

egislation granting to the States power to deal with intoxicating 
liquors which may be shipped into their territory from other 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the memorial of Rev. Robert Robinson, of 
New Gretna, N. J., remonstrating against the repeal of the pres- 
ent anticanteen law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of Edward Weston, of Newark, 
N. J., and a memorial of the Trenton Fire Clay and Porcelain 
Company. of Trenton, N. J., remonstrating against the ge of 
pe so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also ennernten petitions of Local Union No. 49, of Trenton; 
of Local Union No. 50, of Camden, and of Local Union No. 4, of 
Trenton, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented the memorial of An- 
drew Hemrich, of Seattle, Wash., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation granting to the States power to deal with 


intoxicating liquors which may be shipped into their territory 
from other States; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Montesano, Wash., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in immi- 
grant stations and Government buildings; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of D. W. Lyman, of Green Lake; 
of R. C. Ely, of Seattle, and of sundry citizens, all in the State of 
Washington, praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
to the States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may 
be shipped into their territory from other States; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Springfield, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to provide an educational test for immi- 
grants to this country; which was ordered to lie on,the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Springfield, Mass., and a petition of 19 
citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion granting to the States power to deal with intoxicating liquors 
which may be shipped into their territory from other States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of the Woman’s Club 
of Elkhart, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion relative to the interstate transportation of live stock; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Roche Brothers, of Mount Ver- 
non, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the 
internal-revenue laws so as to reduce the tax on distilled spirits; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Coopers’ Local Union No. 42, 
of Evansville, Ind., and a memorial of Coopers’ Local Union No. 
25, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the issuance of revenue stamps on beer in 
eighths; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Evansville Courier Com- 
pany, of Evansville, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called 
post-check currency bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 447, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called anti-injunction bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the Christian Church of Arcola, Ind., and a petition of the 
M. Henoch Company, of Laporte, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of legislation granting to the States power to deal with intoxicat- 
ing liquors which may be shipped into their territory from other 
States; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
134, of Laporte; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 214, of Bluff- 
ton, and of the Hampton Tobacco Company, of Newberg, all in 
the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the giving of presents, coupons, or promises of gifts with 
cigars and tobacco; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Journeymen Barbers’ Local Union 
No. 55, of Anderson; of Local Union No. 277, United Mine 
Workers, of Turner; of Lodge No. 511, International Association 
of Machinists, of Indianapolis, and of Lodge No. 543, International 
Association of Machinists, of Princeton, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the passage of the eight-hour bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Department of New 
York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Albany, N. Y., praying 
for the enactment of legislation giving preference in the civil 
service to war veterans; which was referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented the petition of Franklin P. White and 31 
other citizens of Brunswick County, N. C., praying that an 
appropriation be made for the improvement of the Shailotte 
River, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was refe the bill (S. 6225) in aid of the 
common schools of Mississippi, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 109) to amend section 7 of 
‘An act to establish ciremit eourts of appeal and to define and 
regulate in certain cases the jurisdictiqgn of the courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, 
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as amended by act approved February 18, 1895, and further | Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
amended by act approved June 6, 1900, reported it with amend- | severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
ments. i A bill (H. R. 17101) granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Patents, to whom | Glazer; 
was referred the bill (H. R. 17085) to effectuate the provisions A bill (H. R. 16048) granting an increase of pension to John 
of the additional act of the international convention for the pro- | Graham; 
tection of industrial property, reported it without amendment, A bill (H. R. 15619) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
and submitted a report thereon. Strong, alias William Clark; 
He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom werereferred | __A bill (H. R. 13718) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, | Randolph; and 





and submitted reports thereon: _ A bill (H. R. 4155) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
A bill (H. R. 304) granting an increase of pension to George M. | Wende. 
Duffy; Mr. TALIAFERRO (for Mr. Turner), from the Committee on 


A bill (H. R. 11682) granting a pension to Mary E. Winterbot- | Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
tom; — ; ; : each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 11833) granting an increase of pension to Albanis| A bill (H. R. 4154) granting an increase of pension to Murray 


L. Anderson; W. Woodward; and 

A bill (H. R. 16314) granting an increase of pension to Richard A bill (H. R. 15768) granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Howarth; and ‘ J. Jubb. 

A bill (H. R. 16939) granting an increase of pension to Alex- Mr. ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ander T. Sullinger, alias Alexander Patillo. ations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17202) making appro- 


Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom | priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 162) for the erection of a | fiscal year ending June 80, 1904, and for other purposes, to report 
monument to the memory of John Paul Jones, reported it with | it with sundry amendments, and to submit a report thereon. 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. I give notice that on to-morrow, if the situation of business will 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | justify it, I shall ask the Senate to take up this bill for considera- 
joint resolution (S. R. 48) for the erection of a monument to the | tion. 
memory of John Paul Jones, submitted an adverse report thereon, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
which was agreed to; and the joint resolution was postponed | Calendar. 
en trom th Common ob Puls, to wh pasha 

r. , from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were : : 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without Judiciary as ae Seeiee a or pe T7088) 20 create 
ata gt symect naga ec of pension t6 John | % 2°” division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, to report 
aa a 8 " it favorably with amendments. It is a short court bill, and I ask 

A bill (H. R. 12322) ting an increase of pension to William for its present consideration. 

a The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4734) granting a pension to Deborah | ‘The amendments of the Committee on the Judiciary were, in 
= es reported it without amendment, and submitted a report | ,action 1, line 3, after the word “‘ Bowie,” to strike out the word 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, reported an | «O7tIS;,’ and. in section 3, page 1, line 12, after the word 
amendment proposing to appropriate $100,000 to enable the Pres-/ ‘The amendments were agreed to. : 
ident to cooperate through diplomatic channels, or by the ap-| The pill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
an of a commission, or both, with the Governments of | »,onts were concurred in. P 

exico, China, and other countries, for the purpose set forth in| ‘Tho amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
the Leonean = the aoe ae eras notes hr mang read a third time 
to Congress January 29, 1903, inten roposed e sun- : 4 . . 
dry civil appropriation bill, and moved that ff be referred to the The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. DOCUMENTS IN FOLDING ROOM. 

Mr. DIETRICH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
was referred the bill (S. 7114) for the relief of John T. Wertz and | reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
Walter H. Shupe, reported it without amendment, and submitted | mous consent, and agreed to. 

@ report thereon. Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, under the direction of 


Mr. BARD, from the Committee on — a, S whom was | the Committee on Frinting of the Senate, be, and be | hereb is, directed to 
referred the bill (S. 6491) for the relief of H. Gib organ and | c#use an inven © of all public documents sto n the Sena 
other coowners of Cat Island, in the Gulf of Mexico, reported it | {he documents to tre credit of each Senator; and if upon the making of said 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. taventor y and ebswact there is shown to bea sur los jn enoess 3 of those to 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to | the © SC CORRES SRER CSE es are Yelnaye® SOF Cas on shall 

: : : be put to the credit of Senators of the Fifty-eighth C nd such of the 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PENROSE ourpies as he may desire to be turned over o the superintendent of docu- 
on the 18th instant, proposing to appropriate $74.40 to pay Sidney mente ot we Government | Printing Otice for d istritvution, those remesuing 

tri i i after the ution mators an e superintendent of documen 
1, Grin for leave of aboence earned during term of srvices at | ro wai upesondemned snd sold es wast paper andthe proceeds there 
> , cov" : 
19, 1894, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- . 
age me bill, reported it with an amendment, and moved that it CRATE 6S TED LATS PRS SE 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the following concurrent resdlution from the 


agreed to. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to | House of Representatives, reported it without amendment, and 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally | it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: Resolved by the House of Repotenes the Senate concurring), That there 

: - , rinted and bound in th of eul 24,000 i f th tion de- 

A bill (H. R. 16069) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to | ['-2rod hy the Hon. John Hay in the Hall of the House of Representatives 

sell certain lands therein mentioned; and during the exercises in memory of the late President McKinley on February 

A bill (H. R. 16946) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to extend ah — ; t, -L~ the use of the House of Representatives and 8,000 for the 
— coal-land laws to the district of Alaska,” approved June 6, BANKRUPTCY LAWS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the | to whom was referred the following concurrent resolution from 
12th instant, proposing to a riate $152.45 for salary due A. E. | the House of Representatives, reported it without amendment, 
Rose as receiver of the land office at St. Michael, Alaska, from | and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
May 31 to July 7, 1902, rted favorably thereon, and moved | _ Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
that it be printed and, with the accompanying papers, referred | be —— ana posad Soe Ban paper pede fone = 2 Se wing coe 
to the Committee a which was agreed to. marginal notes and index; General Orders and Forms in Bankruptcy, adopted 
Mr. FOSTER of i subentited a er to accompany | and established by the Supreme Court of the United States November 28, 


oO 
the bill (S. 1183) for the relief of the of Louisiana, | 1898. and ie bilan cate PP lignans eek iy Beer to08, ot 


heretofore rted by*him. ® oe shall be f Feast ie d. for th 
Mr. TRLTEPERRO (fee Mr. TurNER), from the Committee on aes Bowe” ee ee ee 
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TREATIES, LAWS, ETC., RELATING TO INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the resolution reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs by the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Stewart], to report it favorably with amendments, and I 
ask for its present consideration. ; 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, as follows: 

, the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
ame ss oad ane 1,500 ‘ev ot nate Document No. 18, Fifty- 
seventh Con: first session, entitled “Treaties, Laws, Executive Orders, 
ete., Relating to Indian Affairs,’ 100 of which shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 400 for the House of am, hye eng ea 100 for the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, and the remaining shall be sold by the Superintendent of Docu- 
ments. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, after the 
words “‘ Indian Affairs,’’ in line 6, to insert “‘ fifty of which shall 
be for the use of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
fifty for the use of the House Committee on Indian Affairs;’’ in 
the same line, after the words ** one hundred,”’ to strike out the 
words “‘ of which shall be;’’ and in line 9, tostrike out ‘‘ nine,’’ be- 
fore ‘‘ hundred,’’ and insert “‘ eight.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 4 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the concurrent resolution be read 
the way it will stand with the amendments agreed to. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution as amended as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound 1,500 copies of Senate Document No. 452, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, first session, entitled “Treaties, Laws, Executive Orders, etc., 
relating to Indian Affairs,” 50 of which 1 be for the use of the Senate 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 50 for the use of the House Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, 100 for the use of the Senate, 400 for the House of Representa- 


tives, 100 for the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the remaining 800 shall 
be sold by the superintendent of documents. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know why this document should 
be sold in preference to all others. Each Senator will get only 
one copy of it. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. The chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs presented it in that shape. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are a great many Indians out in the 
Western country, and—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is perfectly apparent that this 
document can be sold. There are a great many inquiries for it 
from people who are engaged in practice with regard to Indian 
matters, and it is going to be a somewhat expensive document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator say it is to be an expen- 
sive document? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is rather an expensive docu- 
ment, and we felt that if enough copies were provided so that 
each Senator and each Member could have one, it was quite proper 
that individuals who desire it outside of Congress should pay 


for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, what will it contain? The Senator is 
familiar with it. I do not see anything that would make it any 
more expensive than the volume we published containing the 
treaties with foreign nations. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of course it is not so very ex- 
pensive, but it isin two volumes. We sell our Revised Statutes; 
we do not distribute them. It consists of treaties, statutes, deci- 
sions, and rules of practice, and we thought we might assimilate 
? to — Revised Statutes, and if people want copies let them pay 

or them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the concurrent resolution as amended. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

PROPOSED PENSIONS TO FREEDMEN. 

Mr. GALLINGER. During the first session of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress I made an adverse report upon a bill which proposed 
penn to the freedmen of the country. During the past few 

ys there have been a great many calls for this report. In one 
instance I have had a call for 500 copies. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that a thousand copies of the report be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the order will be made. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. HANsBROUGH on the 31st ultimo, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and it is hereby, author- 
ized to employ an assistant clerk at an annual salary of $1,200, to be paid from 
the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided for by law. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the fol- 
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lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and to: 


Resolved, That the Committeee on Interstate Commerce be, and it is 
hereby, authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the miscellaneous 
items of the contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum 
until otherwise provided for by law. 


THOMAS JEFFERSON MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. DANIEL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 7307) to provide certain sou- 
venir medallions for the benefit of the Thomas Jefferson Memorial 
Association of the United States, to report it favorably without 
amendment, and I ask that it may be put on its passage. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DANIEL subsequently said: I ask that the letter which 
I hold in my hand from the Secretary of the Treasury may be 
printed in the Recorp in connection with the motion I made this 
morning in regard to the passage of the bill respecting the Jeffer- 
son souvenir medallion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
asks that the letter which he sends to the desk be printed in the 
RecorpD. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 24, 1903. 
Hon. NeELson W. ALDRICH, 
Chairman Committee on Finance, United States Senate. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2st 
instant, inclosing Senate bill No. 7307, entitled *“‘A bill to provide certain 
souvenir medallions for the benefit of the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Asso- 
ciation of the United States,” for report. 

In reply it is respectfully stated that should Congress enact into a law the 
bill inclosed, the n dies could be engraved, and the souvenir medal- 
pees authorized struck from time to time, as required, by the mint at 


delphia. 
The Department sees no objection to the passage of the bill. 


ully, 
L. M. SHAW, Secretary. 
INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, reported the 
following resolution; which was referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to make an investigation 
of internal-revenue, customs, currency and coinage matters, and to report 
from time to time to the Senate the result thereof; and for this purpose they 
are authorized to sit, by subcommittee or otherwise, during the recess or 
sessions of the Senate, at such times and places as they may deem advisable, 
to send for persons and papers, toadminister oaths, and to employ such steno- 
graphic, clerical, and other assistance as may be necessary, the expense of 
such investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KITTREDGE (for Mr. Scott) introduced a bill (S. 7415) 
for the relief of the heirs of William A. Gum; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 7416) granting a pension 
to William Berkheimer; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 7417) for the relief of B. Jack- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7418) for the relief of the Florence Masonic Lodge, of 
Florence, Ala.; 

A bill (S. 7419) for the relief of the Washington Lodge of Free 
-— Aone Masons, No. 36, of Tuscumbia, Colbert County, 

.; an 

A bill (S. 7420) for the relief of the Cumberland Presbyterian 
Church, of Bellefonte, Ala. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7421) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Dickey; and 
woe (S. 7422) granting an increase of pension to Homer D. 

ells. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 7423) granting an increase 
of pension to William Q. Haworth; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. KEAN introduced.a, bill (S. 7424) for the relief of Albert L. 
Scott; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 





; 


i 
| 
{ 
4 
a 
| 
4 








2344 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 7425) au- 
thorizing and empowering the Secretary of War to locate a right 
of way for and granting the same, and a right to operate and 
maintain a line of railroad through the Vancouver Barracks and 
Military Reservation, in the State of Washington, to the Northern 
Pacific Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 7426) to amend section 2502 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7427) to incorporate the National 
Hay Association of the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,347.25 to reimburse the Washington Market Company for fur- 
nishing and putting in place 1,072 lockers in the new armory 
quarters over Center Market for the service of the fiscal year 1898, 
and to reimburse said company for extraordinary repairs to quar- 
ters vacated by the National Guard of the District of Columbia 
after being used for armory pu es, for the service of the fiscal 
year 1895, intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$153,520.82 to pay the several claimants as stated in Statement 
Ain the report of the Secretary of the Treasury under date of 
February 17, 1897, on account of internal-revenue taxes illegally 
collected from owners of private dies, intended to be proposed by 
him tothe general deficiencyappropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $500 to pay Dennis M. Kerr for services as assistant 
clerk, by detail, to the Committee on Pensions, and proposing to 
appropriate $500 to pay John H. Walker for extra services ren- 
dered the Committee on Pensions, intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to aprecpente 
$18,500 for payment of certain Treasury settlements heretofore 
certified to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury, intended 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of one professor of French and one professor of English at 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md., from $2,200 each to $2,500 
each, intended to be pro by him to the naval appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $10,000 to enable the President to carry out the provisions 
of article 9 of the concurrent regulations adopted by the tri- 
bunal of arbitration constituted under the treaty concluded at 
Washington, February 29, 1892, between the United States of 
America, and the Government of Great Britain, intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

e He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$55,000 for the construction of a wharf at United States quaran- 
tine station, Honolulu, Hawaii, $10,000 for a runway to connect 
the wharf with the island, $10,000 for a retaining wall around 
the island, and $5,000 fora laundry plant, intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
te the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 

riate $120,000 for the erection of a building for the Bureau of 
Equi ment at the navy-yard, Pensacola, Fla., intended to be pro- 
panel by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANNA submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $1,000 to pay the superintendent of insurance of the District 
of Columbia, being the balance of his salary due him from July 
1, 1902, to June 30, 19038, intended to be proposed by him to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on A ae and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of New York submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $2,000,000 for the purchase of a site for a post- 
office building in the city of New York, on the west side of 
Eighth avenue, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the disbursing clerk of the Department of Justice 
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from $2,800 to $2,750, intended to be proposed by him to the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Seas: and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRBAN submitted an amendment providing for the 
appointment of a commission to select a site within the city of 
Washington, D. C., for the erection thereon of a building for a 
hall of records, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

Mr. BATE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$50,000 for payment of claims filed with the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, under the act of February 27, 1902, for horses, saddles, and 
bridles taken from Confederate soldiers in violation of terms of 
surrender, intended to be proposed by him to the general defi- 
ciency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$50,000 for payment of claims filed with the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, under the act of February 27, 1902, for horses, saddles, and 
bridles taken from Confederate soldiers in violation of terms of 
surrender, intended to be proposed by him to the general defi- 
ciency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 7142) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

POSTAL RATE ON PERIODICALS. 


Mr. MASON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to furnish as soon as 
may be possible, and as near as may be, an estimate of the effect on the reve- 
nues of the Post-Office Department, in case of the adoption of the amendment 
giving all periodicals same rate and terms as that now given weekly period- 
icals. 


MANUFACTURING PLANTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
On motion of Mr. JONES of Arkansas, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives the enrolled bill (8. 5718) —— for the sale of sites for manu- 
facturing or industrial plants in the Indian Territory, with the request that 
the House of Representatives vacate the action of the Speaker in signing the 
said enrolled bill and return the same and the message of the Senate agree- 
ing to the amendment of the House to said bill to the Senate. 


HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing Votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to 
regulate the height of buildings in the District of Columbia, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 3, and 4, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to amendment numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In section 4, in line 4, after the words “‘in its front,” add “but where 
the site of a proposed building confrontsa public space or reservation formed 
at the intersection of two or more streets or avenues, and the course of said 
streets or avenues is not interrupted by said public space or reservation, the 
allowable height of the building will be determined by the width of the 
widest street or avenue;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

J.H. GALLINGER. 
THOMAS S. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. W. BABCOCK 
SYDNEY E. MUDD, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 
FRANCIS A. TRADEWELL. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16161) franting an increase 
of pension to Francis A, Tradewell, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and ee to an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by the Senate, insert “sixteen; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

J. McCUMBER 


P. 
J. C. PRITCHARD 
JAMES P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part af the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 17493) making appropriations to ory defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, and for prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a concurrent resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives, and calls the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BurNHAM] to it. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
a The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho will 
state it. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to know the status of the resolu- 
tion which I introduced. 

The PRESIDENT 
yet been reached. l 
lution from the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
invitation extended to the Congress of the United States b 
Commission of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition and by the Louisiana Pur- 
chase Exposition Company to attend the dedicatory ceremonies of the Loui- 
siana Purchase Exposition, to be held at St. Louis, Mo., April 30 and May 1 
and 2, 1908, be, and is hereby. accepted. 

That the President pro tempore of the Senate and So Speaker ot the 
House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, autho and directed 


tempore. It is on the table, and has not 


to appoint a committee to consist of 7 Senatorsand 11 Representatives elected | 


to the Fifty-eighth Congress, to attend the dedicatory ceremonies referred to, 
and to represent the Congress of the United States on the occasion of the cel- 
ebration of the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of the Territory 
of Louisiana at St. Louis, Mo., April 30 and May 1 and 2, 19038. 


Mr. BURNHAM. By direction of the Committee on Industrial | 


Expositions, I move that the Senate concur in the resolution. 


Mr. BURTON. ’ Mr. President, I think it would be well to in- | sideration of the bill (H. R. 16910) making appropriations for the 


crease the number of the committee, and I will, therefore, move 
as an amendment that there be 10 Senators and 15 Members of 
the House. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
the word ‘‘ Senators’’ and insert ‘‘ ten,’’ and strike out *‘ eleven ”’ 
where it appears before the word ‘* Representatives ’’ and insert 
** fifteen.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the amendment. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I do not object to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate two resolutions coming over by unanimous consent from a 
previous day, the one offered by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
iy follow the one offered by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Quayl. 

Pennsylvania will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay on 

the 18th instant, as follows: 


Whereas House bill 12543, to enable the people of Oklahoma, Arizona, and 
New Mexico to form constitutions and State governments and be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States has been under 
discussion in the Senate since the 10th day of December last, and must fail 
unless voted upon at an early date: 


The question is on agreeing 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that by unanimous consent a | 


date and hour prior to the 2d of March next should be fixed for a final vote 
upon the billand all amendments that are pending or may be offered thereto. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, the occasion for the resolution of- 
fered by the Senator from Pennsylvania has passed, but when it 
was last before the Senate a rule was added, upon the motion of 
some Senator whose identity I can not just now remember, for a 
cloture, upon which it was understood the sense of the Senate was 
to be taken. Now, I would be very glad, if it is the disposition 
of Senators, to make ua test of the sense of the Senate upon the 
cloture question. 

Mr. QUARLES. I can not hear a word the Senator is saying. 

Mr. QUAY. I would be very glad to have the sense of the 
Senate tested on cloture by a yea-and-nay vote upon that rule, for 
future reference. The parliamentary status, I think, of the res- 
olution is that the pending question is upon the rule which was 
offered as an amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think the question is upon 
the reference of the, resolution to the Committee on Rules; at 
least that will be the question as soon as I am able to get the 
floor to make the motion, if it has not already been made. 

Mr. QUAY. Then the Senator from Rhode Island is not will- 
ing to take a vote on the rule of cloture? 

r. ALDRICH. i think the Committee on Rules had better 
consider all these propositions first. . That is the orderly method 
of procedure in the Senate. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senators who were so vociferous the other 
day in oa to a cloture rule are not disposed to go on 
record, I have no objection to the reference of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 


XXXVI——160 


The Secretary will read the concurrent reso- | 


the National | 


The resolution offered by the Senator from | 





Strike out ‘‘seven’’ where it appears before | 





ELMER E. FORESHAY. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which wiill.be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. DuBois on 
the 16th instant, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America in Congress assembled 
That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to furnish to the Unite« 
States Senate a statement of the charges and evidence on account of which 
Elmer E. Foreshay was dismissed from the surveyor-general’s office of Idaho. 

Also, whether under the ruling ‘of the civil service he is eligible to any 
other position in the Government service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Idaho will permit 
the resolution to go over until to-morrow. I have a communica- 
tion upon the subject from the Civil Service Commission, and it 
is at my house. I should like to present it before the resolution 
is acted upon. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well, Mr. President. I would be exceed- 
ingly glad to see a communication from the Civil Service Com- 
mission on the subject. Let the resolution go over without 
prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Idaho asks 
that the resolution may lie on the table without losing its place. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry with 
amendments. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that the committee 
amendments be considered on the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com- 


mittee amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the first amendment be passed 
over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks that the first amendment proposed by the committee b 
passed over. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Let the reading commence on page 46. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will commence 
the reading on page 46. : 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill at line 13 on page 46. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry was, under the head of *‘ Department of Agriculture,”’ 
on page 46, line 24, to increase the appropriation for the salary of 
the private secretary to the Secretary of Agriculture from $2,250 
to $2,500; and on page 48, line 2, to increase the total for the sala- 
ries of employees in the office of the Secretary of Agriculture 
from $69,450 to $69,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 14, to increase the 
total appropriation for office of the Secretary of Agriculture from 
$74,410 to $74,660. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Weather Bu- 
reau,”’ on page 49, line 18, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘*two skilled mechanics, at’’ and insert ‘‘ one skilled mechanic; ”’ 
in line 20, after the word “‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ each $2,400; 
three ’’ and insert ‘“‘ five;’’ in line 21, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ 
to strike out “‘ three’ and insert “‘five;’’ in line 24, before the 
word ‘‘ skilled,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seven’’ and insert ‘‘ six;”’ in line 
25, after the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “eight hundred;”’ 
on page 50, line 1, before the word ‘“‘dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘*eighty’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ in line 12, after the word ‘‘ messen- 
gers,”’ to insert ‘‘ messenger boys;’’ and in line 17, before the word 
‘dollars,’ to strike out ‘‘eighty’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Salaries, Weather Bureau: Office of Chief of Weather Bureau: One Chief 
of Bureau, $5,000; 1 Assistant Chief of Bureau, $3,000; 3 professors of meteor- 
ology, at $3,000 each, for duty in the city of Washington or elsewhere, as the 
needs of the Bureau may demand, $9,000; 2 professors of meteorology, at $2,500 
each, for duty in the rot Washington or elsewhere, as the needs of the 
Bureau may demand, $5,000; 2 district forecasters, at $2.000 each, for duty in 
the city of Washington or elsewhere, as the needs of the Bureau may demand, 
$4,000; 1 chief clerk, $2,250; 4 chiefs of division, at $2,000 each, $8,000; 1 librarian 
and climatologist, $2,000; 4 clerks of class 4, $7,200; 1 chief of division of sup- 
plies, $1,800; 6 clerks of class 3, $9,600; 17 clerks of class 2, $23,800; 24 clerks of 
class 1, $28,800; 15 clerks, at $1,000 each, $15,000; 7 clerks, at $900 each, $6,300; 4 
copyists or typewriters, at $840 each, $3,360; 1 copyist or typewriter, $720; 1 
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chief mechanic, $1,400; 1 skilled mechanic, $1,200; 5 skilled mechanics, at $1,000 
each, $5,000; 1 engineer, $1,200; 1 captain of the watch, $1,000; 1 batteryman, 
$840; 6 skilled artisans, at $840 each, $5,040; 5 messengers or laborers, at $720 
each, $3,600; 3 firemen, at $720 each, $2,160; 3 watchmen, at $720 each, $2,160; 6 
messengers or laborers, at $660 each, $3,960; 13 monteneees or laborers, at $600 
each, $7,800; 4 messengers or laborers, at $480 each, $1,920; 5 messengers, mes- 
senger boys or laborers, at $450 each, $2,250; 1 charwoman, $360; 3 charwomen, 
at $240 each, $720; in all, $175,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 9, before the word 
‘‘ district,”’ to insert ‘‘ inspectors;’’ in line 10, before the word 
*‘jocal,”’ to strike out “inspectors,” and in line 19, before the 
word ‘“‘thousand,’’ to strike out “seventy-two” and insert 
‘**seventy-four;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Salaries, Weather Bureau: Outside of the city of Washington: Professors 
of meteorology, inspectors, district forecasters, local forecasters, section di- 
rectors, observers, assistant observers, operators, repairmen, station agents, 
messengers, messenger boys, laborers, and other necessary employees, for 
duty in the United States, in the West Indies or on adjacent coasts, in the 
Hawaiian Islands, and in Bermuda, who, without additional expense to the 
Government, may hereafter, in the discretion of the Secretary of Agricul- 
are be granted leaves of absence not to exceed thirty days in any one year, 

74,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next ameudment was, on page 52, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for general expenses of the Weather Bureau from 
$496,780 to $499,780. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 10, after the word 
** buildings,” to insert ‘‘or grounds;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Buildings, Weather Bureau: For the purchase of sites and the erection of 
not less than five buildings for use as Weather Bureau observatories, and 
for all necessary labor, materials, and expenses, plans and specifications to 
be prepared and approved by the os Agriculture, and work done 
under the supervision of the Chief of the Weather Bureau, including the 
| eee = of instruments, furniture, supplies, flagstaffs, and storm-warning 

wers to properly equip these stations: Provided, That if any of the money 
for these several buildings remains unexpended for the special purposes for 
which it is appropriated, so much of it as is necessary may be expended for 
the repair, improvement, and equipment of any other buildings or grounds 
owned by the Government and occupied by the Weather Bureau, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 24, to increase the 
total appropriation for the Weather Bureau from $1,248,560 to 
$1,253,520. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry,’’ on page 54, line 14, to increase the appropriation 
for the salary of 1 chief of biochemic division from $2,500 to 
$2,750; in line 16, to increase the appropriation for the salary of 
1 assistant in biochemic division from $1,800 to $2,000; and on 
page 55, line 19, to increase the total appropriation for salaries of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry from $87,380 to $87,830. 

The amendment was agreed to. . ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for inspection of meats and animals, etc., from 
$1,200,000 to $1,250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. . : 

The next amendment was, on page 59, line 3, to increase the to- 
tal appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Animal 
Industry from $1,287,380 to $1,337,830. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Plant 
Industry,” on page 59, line 9, after the word “ pathologist,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ who shall be Chief of Bureau in absence of Chief;”’ 
in line 18, after the word ‘“‘dollars.’’ to insert *‘ one clerk class 
four, $1,800;’’ in line 19, before the word “‘ clerks,’’ to strike out 
‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ in line 20, before the word ‘ hun- 
dred,”’ to strike out ‘‘ six thousand four’’ and insert ‘ four thou- 
sand eight,” and on page 60, line 2, to increase the total “p om 
tion for salaries of employees in the Bureau of Plant Industry 
from $62,730 to $62,930; so as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Plant Industry, salaries: One plant physiologistand pathologist, 
who shall be Chief of Bureau, $4,000; 1 plant skyucloaes. and pathologist, 
$2,750; 1 botanist, $2,500; 1 pomologist, $2,500; 1 agrostologist, $2,500; 1 assistant 
pathologist, $1,800; 1 assistant botanist $1,800; 1 assistent_ pomologist, yd 1 
assistant agrostologist, $1,800; 1 chief clerk, $2,000; i clerk class 4, $1,800; 3 
clerks class 8, $4,800; 9 clerks class 2, $12,600; 9 clerks class 1, $10,800; 6 clerks, 
at $1,000 each, $6,000; 2 clerks, at $900 each, $1,800; 2 clerks, at each, $1,680; 
in all, $62,930. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 3, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ and in 
line 4, after the word “‘ dollars,”’ to insert ‘‘ five thousand dollars 
of which sum shall be immediately available;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

General nses, Bureau of Plant Industry; vegetable pathological and 


hy tions: Investigating the nature of urious to 
Gite ae cotton, veaetalae, and other useful plants; experi- 
ments in the treatment of the same; the study of plant physio! in relation 


to crop production and the improvement of crops by ee and selection; 
to investigate the diseases alter citrus fruits, pp and truck 
cro wn during the winter in the ern States; to investigate canaigre 
onile er tannin-bearing plants; to investigate and report upon the diseases 





affecting plants on the Pacific coast; to antatpete or introduce improved va- 
on 


rieties of fruits and vegetables in coopera with the section of seed and 
plant introduction; to study the relation of soil and climatic conditions to dis- 
eases of plants, particularly with reference to the California vine 
and diseases of the sugar beet, in cooperation with the Bureau of Soils, and 
for other purposes connected with the discovery and practical application of 
naroved methods of crop production; to continue the work of originating, 
by breeding and selection, in cooperation with the other divisions of the De- 
partment and the experiment stations, new varieties of oranges, lemons,and 
other tropical and subtropical fruits more resistant to cold and disease and 
of better quality; varieties of wheat and other cereals more resistant to rust 
and smut and better suited to the various sections of this country; varieties 
of cotton more resistant to disease and of ey and better staple, and va- 
rieties of pears and apples more resistant to blight and better adapted for 
export; to investigate the causes of decay in forest timber and timber used 
for construction purposes, and to devise means for preventing the decay of 
the same; to investigate the ee application in agriculture of the fixa- 
tion of atmospheric nitrogen by bacteria and other micro-organisms in soils 
and in the root tubercles of leguminous and other plants; to cultivate and 
distribute these nitrogen fixers and to determine the conditions most favor- 
able to their development; to study and find methods for preventing the algal 
and other contaminations.of water supplies; the employment of investigators, 
local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and student scientific aids at an 
annual salary of $480 each, and other labor required in conducting experi- 
ments in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and collating, sting, re- 
porting, and illustrating the results of such experiments; for telegraph and 
telephone service; for gas and electric current; purchase of chemicals and ap- 
paratus required in the field and laboratory; necessary traveling expenses; 
or express and freight charges; the preparation of reports and illustrations; 
the rent and repairs of a building, not to ex $3,000 per annum; all neces- 
sary Office fixtures and supplies, and for other expenses connected with the 
practical work of the investigations, $135,000, $5,000 of which sum shall be im- 
mediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, line 22, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert “ forty-two;”’ in 
line 23, after the word “ dollars,’’ to insert: 


Five thousand dollars of which sum may, in the discretion of the Secretary, 
be expended for the establishment in the State of California of experiment 
stations for studying the nature of the phylloxera, Anaheim, and other dis- 
eases of vines, and for ascertaining the t means for protecting vineyards 
against their ravages. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Pomological investigations: Investigating, collecting, and disseminatin 
information relating to the fruit eares the collection and distribution o 
seeds, shrubs, trees, and specimens; and for collecting and_ modeling fruits, 
vegetables, and other plants, and furnishing duplicate models to the experi- 
ment stations of the several States, as far as found practicable; the employ- 
ment of investigators, local and special agents, clerks, assistants, student 
scientific aids at an annual salary of $480 each, and other labor required in 
conducting experiments in the city of Washington and elsewhere; and in 
—- igesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such experi- 
ments; for and electric current; for telegraph and telephone services; for 
express and freight charges; for all necessary office fixtures and supplies and 
for traveling and other necessary expenses, to continue the investigations 
and experiments in the introduction of the culture of European table grapes 
and the study of the that affect them, for the purpose of discoverin 
remedies therefor, this work to be done in cooperation with the section o' 
seed and plant introduction; to investigate in cooperation with the other di- 
visions and bureaus of the Department and the experiment stations of the 
several States the market conditions affecting the fruit and ——— trade 
in the United States and foreign countries, and the methods of harvesting 
packing, storing, and shipping fruit and vegetables, and for experimental 
shipments of fruits and vegetables to foreign countries, for the purpose of 
increasing the exportation of American fruits and vegetables, and for all 
necessary expenses connected with the practical work of the same, and such 
fruits and vegetables as are needed for these investigations and experimental 
shipments may be bought in open market and disposed of at the discretion 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, and he is authorized to apply the moneys 
received from the sales of such fruits and vegetables toward the continua- 
tion and repetition of these investigations and experimental shipments; to 
investigate, map, and report upon the commercial fruit districts of the 
United States, for the purpose of determining the relative adaptability of 
the several important fruits thereto, by a study of the conditions of soil and 
climate, and of the prevalence of plant diseases existing therein as related 
to commercial fruit production, $42,000, $5,000 of which sum may in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary be expended for the establishment in the State of 
California of experiment stations for studying the nature of the a, 
Anaheim, and other diseases of vines, and for ascertaining the t means 
for protecting vineyards against their ravages. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 10, to increase the 
appropriation for botanical investigations and experiments from 
$55,000 to $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for grass and forage-plant investigations from 
$30,000 to $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 13, to increase the 
appropriation for maintenance of the general experimental farm 
a agricultural station on the Arlington estate, in the State of 
be , from $15,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 5, before the word 
‘“*transportation,”’ to insert ‘‘ fuel;’’ in iine 10, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ three hundred ”’ and insert ‘‘ two hun- 
dred and eighty;’’ and in line 11, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ 
to strike out “‘ forty-eight ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For the purchase, propaga- 
tion, testing, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, tees, shrubs, vines, 
cu and plants; for rent of building, not to exceed $3, the employ- 
ment of and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor requ 
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city of Washington and elsewhere; all necessary office fixtures and 

> = ‘uel, transportation, paper, twine, rm. printing, postal cards, " 
oan electric current; traveling expenses, an all necessary material and re- 
irs for putting up and distributing the same, and to be distributed in 
ocalities chapel to their culture, 000, of which amount not more than 

(000 shall be expended for labor in the city of Washington, D. C., and not 

ess than $210,000 shall be allotted for Congressional distribution. 

The amendment was agreed to. , : 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 12, to increase the 
total appropriation for the Bureau of Plant Industry from $612,730 
to $684,930. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of For- 
estry,’’ on page 72, line 24, after the word ** dollars,’’ to strike out 
“one field assistant, $720;”” on page 73, line 10, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘eight’”’ and insert ‘‘one,” and in the 
same line, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “‘sixty’’ and 
insert “ forty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Forestry, salaries: One forester, who shall be Chief of Burgau, 
$3,500; 1 assistant forester, $2,500; 1 assistant forester, $2,000; 1 assistant for- 
ester, $1,800;-1 stenographer, $1,200; 1 field assistant, $1,500; 1 field assistant, 
Si ae wate hy noel cen Sy Patera hE 

h, $3,000; 1 clerk c 600; otographer, $1,200; 1 computer, $1,000; : 
ee. cane 1, $8,600; 2 clerks, at 1,000 ennk, 


,000; 4 clerks, at each, $3,600; 
7 clerks, at $720 each, $5,040; in all, $37,140. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 14, after the word 
‘‘Jumbering,’’ to insert: 

And whenever the boundaries of any forest reserve are substantially ad- 
justed, the control of such reserve, except as to titles, may, by Executive 
order, be transferred to and vested in the Secretary of Agriculture, and the 
Secr@tary of Agriculture may protect, dispose of, and reproduce timber and 
natural or cultivated growth on forest experiment stations set apart by the 
President for such experiments and investigations. 


Mr. PROCTOR. That entire amendment is withdrawn, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Before the amendment is with- 
drawn, I should like to make an inquiry, and that is, who or 
what Department at present has custody and care of the forest 
reserves? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Interior Department. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of course I do not want to object 
to the withdrawal of the amendment, but I do want to say that I 
believe great care ought to be exercised in the protection of the 
forest reserves. 

We have set apart certain forest reserves, and the timber and 
undergrowth in those reserves ought to be conserved and pro- 
tected. My information is that they are not; that either with the 
permission of the officers who have control of these forest reserves, 
or without such permission, parties are authorized to pasture and 
otherwise use them, and that such pasturage and use are seriously 
damaging those forest reserves, destroying the growth of the 
smaller timber, and generally interfering with the purposes for 
which those forest reserves were set apart. I wish to know 
whether the Senator has any information on that subject. That 
has been my information. Ifthe transfer of the care and pro- 
tection of these forest reserves to the Agricultural Department 
would tend to the preservation of them, I should be very glad to 
have that control transferred. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, my limited information of this 
matter agrees with that of the Senator from Connecticut. I have 
given itno special attention, as the reserves are under the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. From what I have heard I agree with the 
Senator’s views, but the committee were informed that the re- 
tention of this provision in the bill would lead to very extended 
discussion; that it would be impossible to pass it; that this pro- 
vision has been acted upon adversely in another body, and that 
it was useless at this session to consider it. Therefore we con- 
sented to striking it out, some members of the committee being 
opposed to the amendment, although it was agreed to in the com- 
mittee meeting. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if that is the con- 
clusion of the committee, I am not going to make any objection. 
I understand that we have another committee of the Senate on 
Forest Reservations, which deals with the subject of forest re- 
serves. I am now informed that this question of the spoliation 
of forest reserves has been considered by that committee, and 
that there is a disposition, a desire, and intention that this spolia- 
tion which has been going on shall be checked and stopped. In 
that view of the subject I do not wish to take the time of the 
Senate longer, but I wanted to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact as represented to me, that very large injury was being 
done to the forest reserves. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I wish to ask the Senator from Vermont, in 
charge of this bill, if it contains any provision looking to the fur- 
ther protection of the forest reservations? 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is nothing in the bill now concerning 
the aoe reservations, That subject belongs to the Interior De- 
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Mr. RAWLINS. IfI understood the remarks of the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] they suggest a matter which is of 
very greatimportance. At present the forest reservations operate 
in no degree to conserve the water supply or to protect or pre- 
serve the timber. The forest reservation in my own State is be- 
ing invaded by sheep and cattle, the timber is being destroyed, 
and I have been reliably informed that no steps are being taken 
for the preservation of the reservation or to secure the very end 
for which it was established. Iam alsoinformed that this is true 
of other forest reservations throughout the West. 

There is one other thing to which I should like to invite the at- 
tention of the Senate in this connection, and that is that some 
officer assumes to license people to graze their sheep and cattle 
upon the reservation and also to take timber from it; that while 
one class of people are excluded from participation in this privi- 
lege others are being admitted to it, and that those who are ad- 
mitted practically go in without any restriction upon them in 
such a way that the timber on the reservation is being destroyed 
and the undergrowth and brush are being obliterated so that 
they in no degree serve the purpose for which the reservation 
was established. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, the remark of the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins] calls for a word. 

I do not suppose the subject of forest reserves is properly un- 
der discussion on this bill, inasmuch as they are entirely under 
the Interior Department, and this bill deals only with the Agri- 
cultural Department. If I am incorrect in that statement the 
chairman of the committee will correct me. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Wyoming is correct. [| 
understand, if the Senator will.allow me, that the matter of for- 
est reserves is dealt with on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is the way I understand it. 
But in this connection and in view of the remarks of the Senator 
from Utah, I want to observe that in my locality the difficulty 
has been, not that there has been too little care exercised in the 
preservation of forest reserves, but that the Interior Department 
has perhaps gone further in the details of their care than we 
have thought just and necessary under all the circumstances. 

In my own State, for instance, the Interior Department I think 
has paid special attention to the preservation of the forests and 
the conservation of the water supply. It is true that the Interior 
Department has made regulations under which certain classes of 
live stock may be permitted to graze upon the reserves, but, in 
our opinion, it has gone to the limit of the necessity for safety in 
that regard. I think nobody can complain that the Secretary of 
the Interior has not done everything in his power to protect the 
reserves, not only in the prevention of forest fires, but in protect- 
ing them against devastation by sheep and cattle. 

Mr. RAWLINS. .One additional word in this connection. As 
to the statement made by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
ee , my information that little protection was being afforded 
to the forest reservations came from officials in the Interior De- 
partment. I was there informed that the reservation in my own 
State had had too little protection; that, without permission, 
sheep had invaded the reservation in such numbers that it was’ 
impossible for the Department, with the force which it had at its 
command, to exclude them, and from necessity, they permitted 
the sheep to continue upon the reservation practically without 
limitation. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator will allow me, I 
suppose that that was simply because the Department did not 
have money enough to properly police the reservation; that they 
did not have sufficient force, in other words, to keep off the sheep, 
and Utah sheep, according to my experience, will go almost any- 
where that any live animal will go. 

Mr. RAWLINS. There is no barrier that will prevent an in- 
vasion of Wyoming sheep. The trouble with the Senator from 
Wyoming has been that Wyoming sheep have been excluded from 
the forest reservation in Utah, while free access has been accorded 
to the sheep owners of Utah. 

That, however, is not the point I rose to suggest to the Senate; 
but as the matter does not properly come on this bill, I do not 
care to further indulge in discussion, as there is no object to be 
gained by it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I desire before this 
matter passes from the attention of the Senate to put in a very 
brief extract from a letter written to me by a gentleman whom I 
know very well. He is the grandson of a distinguished Senator 
who once occupied a seat in this body from Connecticut, a son of 
one of the judges of our supreme court, and a lawyer of ability, 
who lost his health and was compelled to go to California for its 
restoration. He is a man of the highest intelligence, with no 
prejudices, and he has written a very long letter on this subject, 
which convinces me that something ought to be done more than 
is now being done to protect the forest reserves, certainly in the 
locality of which he speaks. 





Pe Tore eae ee 
i VT cee bast tate 


es WE late BE 





9548 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 24, 





I will not take the time of the Senate long, but simply desire to 
read one extract from the letter. _The writer says: 


Ventura County is one of the richest in southern California. The fertile 
Santa Clara Valley is the center of the beet and bean interests. I worked 
two weeks this fall stacking bean straw on the Orchard Farm ranch at Sati- 
coy. There were 400 acres in beans, 200 acres in corn, 200 in alfalfa, a fine lot 
of hogs. The ranch cleaned up net $22,000. 

All these ranches draw their water for irrigation auing the dry season 
from streams which have their source within the watershed of the reserve. 
The Ventura, Santa Paula, Sespe,and Pini rivers are examples. By over- 
stocking the range with cattle the headwaters of the Pini have a y been 
seriously affected. The cattle haveso trampled and destroyed the grasses and 
shrubs that when the winter rains come there is no surface vegetation to re- 
strain them and they rush down in a mad flood tothe sea. Again, forest 
fires, started in some instances by stockmen and in others by campers, have 
swept across the west end of Pini Mountain range. When the timber is once 
burnt off a fine canyon like Reges becomes a barren water course. 


That is only a specimen of the letter which also refers to other 
places. I am satisfied that more care ought to be used for the 
protection of the forest reserves, and if the appropriation is not 
large enough that larger appropriations ought to be made if we 
are really to preserve the forest reserves. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the amendment reported by the committee will be disagreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 74, line 
10, before the word ‘‘ hundred,’ to strike out ‘‘two’”’ and insert 
**three;’’ in line 11, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out 
‘* fifty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-seven;’’ and in line 12, before the 
word ‘‘ dollars,’ to insert ‘eight hundred and sixty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 


General expenses, Bureau of Forestry: To enable the Secretary of Agri- 
culture toexperiment and to make and continue investigations and report on 
forestry, forest reserves, forest fires,and lumbering; to advise the owners of 
woodlands as to the proper care of the same; to investigate and test Ameri- 
can timber and timber trees; to seek, through investigations and the plantin 
of native and foreign species, suitable trees for the treeless regions; to col- 
lect and distribute valuable economic forest-tree seeds and plants; for the 
employment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor re- 
quired in practical forestry and in conducting a and investiga- 
tions in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and for collating, digesting, 
reporting, illustrating, and printing the results of such experiments and in- 
vestigations; for the purchase of all necessary supplies, apparatus, and office 
fixtures; for freight and express charges, and traveling and other necessary 
expenses, $337,860, of which sum not to exceed $10.000 may be used for rent. 
And the employees of the Bureau of Forestry outside of the city of Washing- 
ton may, in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, without additional 
expense to the Government, be granted leaves of absence not to exceed 15 
days in any one year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 18, to increase the 
total appropriation for the Bureau of Forestry from $291,860 to 
$375,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Bureau of 
Chemistry,”’ on page 78, line 19, before the word “‘ thousand,” to 
strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert “ fifteen;’’ and in line 22, after 
the word “ sirup,” to insert ‘of which sum $10,000 shall be im- 
mediately available; ’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That $15,000 thereof shall be used exclusively for the purpose of 
investigating, determining, and reporting the proper treatment and process 
in order to secure uniform grade and quality of first-class table sirup, of 
which sum $10,000 shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Soils,”’ 
on page 81, line 8, to increase the appropriation for general ex- 
penses of the Bureau of Soils from $130,000 to $195,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5) : 

The next amendment was, on page 81, line 10, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Soils 
from $172,480 to $237,480. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 21, after the word 
**dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘shall’’ and insert ‘‘ may in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of Agriculture;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

General expenses of entomological ere Promotion of economic 
entomology; investigating the history and habits of insects injurious and 
beneficial to iculture, horticulture, and arboriculture; ascertaining the 
best means of destroying those found to be injurious, including an investi- 
= into the ravages of the codling moth and of the cotton-boll weevil and 

jl worm, with a view of ascertaining the best methods of their extermina- 
tion; investigations in apiculture; investigations of the damage to forests 
and forest trees by insects; purc of chemicals, insecticide a tus, 
and other materials, supplies, and instruments required in conduc such 
experiments and investigations; for the employment of local and special 
agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required in conducting experi- 
ments in the city of Washi n and elsewhere, and in collating, ousting. 
reporting, and illustrating the results of such experiments; freight and ex- 

ress charges, and necessary trave expenses; rent of building; for office 
tures and supplies, telegraph an a services; and electric 
current; p' ng illustrating, and publishing the results of the work of 
the division, $12, of which shall be immediately available, $65,500, of which 
amount not to exceed $10,000 may in the discretion of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture be expended for silk investigations. 
The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, on page 84, line 8, to increase the 


appropriation for general expenses of biological investigations 
from $28,000 to $33,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, after line &, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to move or transport elk or othé? 
game animals presented to the Government or owned by it, and to fence, 
oe feed and care for them on forest reserves or other public lands, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 14, to increase the 
total ee for the maintenance of Division of Biological 
Survey from $45,850 to $51,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of chief of division and disbursing 
clerk, Division of Accounts and Disbursements, from $2,500 to 
to $2,750; and on page 85, line 1, to increase the total appropria- 
tion for the maintenance of the Division of Accounts and Dis- 
bursements from $24,100 to $24,350. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was, on page 85, line 4, to reduce the ap- 
———- for the salary of one editor, who shall be Chief of the 

ivision of Publications, from $3,000 to $2,750; and in line 19 to 
reduce the total appropriation for salaries in the Division of Pub- 
lications from $29,320 to $29,070. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 11, to reduce the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of Division of Publica- 
tions from $229,320 to $229,070. 

The amendment was agreed to. P 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 13, before the word 
‘*of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Division’’ and insert ‘‘ Bureau;’’ in line 14, 
after the word “‘ of,’ to strike out ‘‘ division’’ and insert *‘ bu- 
reau;’’ in line 15, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ five hun- 
dred;’’ in line 16, after the word ‘“‘of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ division’’ 
and insert ‘‘ bureau;’’ in line 24, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to 
strike out “‘ forty-six’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-seven;’’ and in the same 
line, before the word ‘‘ hundred,”’ to strike out ‘‘ nine’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ four;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Statistics, salaries: One Statistician, who shall be chief of bureau, 
$3,500; 1 assistant statistician, who shall be assistant chief of bureau, $2, 
3 clerks class 4, $5,400; 4 clerks class 3, $6,400; 5 clerks class 2, $7,000; 8 cle 
ay _ 10 clerks, at $1,000 each, $10,000; 4 clerks, at $840 each, $3,360; in 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 1, before the word 
‘* of,”’ to strike out ‘‘ Division’’ and insert ‘‘ Bureau;’’ so as to 
read ‘‘ Bureau of Statistics.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 88, in line 13, after the word 
** Provided,” to strike out ‘‘ That the monthly crop report, issued 
on the 10th day of each month,”’ and insert: 

That monthly crop reports based upon returns to the Department to the 
lst day of the month upon which the returns are issued shall be issued as 
soon as possible thereafter, but not later than the 8th day of the month, and. 
ie PROCTOR. That amendment is withdrawn, Mr. Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. BATE. I want to say that that is an amendment which I 
offered in committee. I think it a good one and that very likely 
it ought to be retained. The provision in the Agricultural ap- 
propriation act of last year is the same as this, with the exception 
of the time. There it was provided that the report should be 
made on the 10th day of the month, and this provision makes it 
the 8th. This was assented to by the Secretary of Agriculture 
whbtn it was presented to him as an amendment by our commit- 
tee. Iam not revealing any secret in saying that. Since then, 
however, the Secretary has found that he can not carry out the 
law without having an additional sum of $20,000, as it will re- 
quire more clerical and other assistance. He has given his rea- 
sons for it, and I think probably we had better let it rest as the 
law now is. 

I want to say further that some of the commercial exchanges 
in the country have telegraphed us that the provision would oper- 
ate badly. The object I had in proposing the amendment was 
simply to lessen the time within which there might be, if any 
were so disposed, jugglery in cotton, grain, etc., from the time 
the reports were to come in until the time they were made pub- 
lic, and I think the amendment is on that line. But inasmuch as 
it will cost, as the Secretary says, $20,000 at least, and inasmuch 
as the exchanges in the country have telegraphed us that the pro- 
vision will not o te well, I agree that it shall be withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, in line 21, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ shall,” to strike out ‘‘it’’ and insert ‘* these re- 
ports;’’ in line 24, before the word “‘thousand,”’ to strike out 
**ninety-four”’ and insert ‘‘one hundred and nine;” in line 25, 
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before the word “ thousand,” to strike out ‘forty’ and insert 
“ fifty,’ and on page 89, line 1, after the words “* District of Co- 
lumbia,’’ to insert ‘‘ $5,000 of which sum shall be immediately 
available; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

General expenses, Bureau of Statistics: Collecting domestic and foreign 
agricultural statistice; compiling. writing, and illustrating statistical matter 
for monthly, annual, and special reports; special investigations and compila- 
tions; subscriptions to, and purchase of, statistical and newspaper publica- 
tions containing data for permanent comparative records; maps and charts; 
stationery supplies, blanks, blank books, circulars, paper, envelopes, postal 
cards, postage stamps, office fixtures, telegraph and telephone services 
freight and express charges, including employment of labor in the city of 
Washington and elsewhere, and necessary traveling expenses: Provided, 
That the monthly crop report, issued on the 10th day of each month, shall 
embrace a statement of the condition of the crops, by States, in the United 
States, with such explanations, comparisons, and information as may be use- 
ful for illustrating the above matter, and that these reports shall be submit- 
ted to, and officia ly mepores by, the Secretary of Agriculture before being 
issued or published, $109,200, of which sum not more than $50,000 shall be ex- 

ended for salaries in the city of Washington, D. C., $5,000 of which sum shall 
ts immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 4, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Division of Statis- 
tics from $141,160 to $156,660. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next. amendment was, on page 89, line 24, to increase the 
appropriation for general expenses of the Division of Foreign 
Markets from $6,500 to $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 1, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of Division of Foreign 
Markets from $15,000 to $16,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 16, after the word 
‘* neriodicals,’’ to insert ‘‘ and for the employment of additional 
assistance in the city of Washington and elsewhere, when neces- 
sary, for traveling expenses;”’’ in line 20, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out “ eight’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and, in the same 
line, after the word “ dollars,’’ to insert: 


Provided, That section 3648 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply to the | 


subscriptions for publications for the Department of Agriculture, and the 


Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to pay in advance for any publica- | 


tions for the use of his Department. 
So as to make the clause read: 


General expenses for Department library: Purchase of technical books of 
reference, technical pa 
of the Department, and for expenses incurred in completing imperfect series, 
for bindin eriodicals, and for the employment of additional assistance in 
the city of W. 
and for library fixtures, shelving, library cards, and other material, 310,000: 
Provided, That section 3648 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply to the sub- 
scriptions for publications for the Department of Agriculture, and the See 
retary of Agriculture is authorized to pay in advance for any publications 
for the use of his Department. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, line 1, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of library, Department 
of Agriculture, from $18,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, line 9, after the word 
**books,”’ to insert ‘‘ necessary scientific and other publications; ”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Contingent expenses, Department of Agriculture: Purchase of stationery, 


blank books, necessary scientific and other publications, twine, paper, gum, | 


dry goods, soap, brushes, brooms, mats, oils, paints, glass, lumber, hard- 


ware, ice, fuel, water and gas pipes, heating apparatus, furniture, carpets, | 


matting, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous,” 
on page 92, line 12, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out 
“one”? and insert “‘ten;” and in line 18, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-seven’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so 
as to read: 

Agricultural experiment stations: To carry into effect the provisions of 
an act approved March 2, 1887, entitled “‘An act to establish agricultural ex- 
periment stations in connection with the colleges established in the several 
States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts 
supplementary thereto,” and to enforce the execution thereof, $810,000; $40,000 
of which sum shall be payable upon the order of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to enable him to carry out the provisions of section 3 of said act of 
March 2, 1887, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to establish 
and maintain an agricultural station in the Hawaiian Islands, 
etc., from $12,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 

The next amendment was. on page 94, line 2, to increase the ap- 
propriation to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to establish 
and maintain an agricultural experiment station in Porto Rico, 
etc., from $12,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. é 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 12, to increase the 
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appropriation for agricultural experiment stations from $801,000 
to $810,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 23, to increase the 
total appropriation for agricultural experiment stations from 
$801,000 to $810,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 95, line before the word 
** those,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and”’ and insert ‘‘ than;’’ and on page 96, 
line 9, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ seventy-five; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Irrigation investigations: Toenable the Secretary of Agriculture to inves- 
tigate and report upon the laws as affecting irrigation and the rights of 
riparian proprietors and institutions relating to irrigation and upon the use 
of irrigation waters, at home or abroad, with especial suggestions of better 
methods for the utilization of ——— waters in agriculture than those in 
common use, and upon plans for the removal of seepage and surplus waters 
by coe and upon the use of different kinds of power for irrigation and 
other agricultural Rm , and for the preparation, printing, and illustra- 
tion of a and bulletins on irrigation, including employment of labor in 
the city of Washington or elsewhere; and the agricultural experiment sta- 
tions are hereby authorized and directed to cooperate with the Secretury of 
Agriculture in carrying out said investigations in such manner and to such 
extent as may be warranted by a due regard to the varying conditions and 
needs of the respective States and Territories as may be mutually agreed 
upon, and all necessary expenses, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, line 2, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘ thirty”’’ and insert “‘ forty;’’ and in 
the same line, after the word ‘“dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ $3,000 of 
which sum shall be immediately available; ’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Public road inquiries: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make in- 
quiries in regard to the system of road management throughout the United 
States; to make investigations in regard to the best methods of road mak- 
ing, and the best kind of road-making materials in the several States; the 
employment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor 
required in conducting experiments in the city of Washington and else- 
where; and in collating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of 
such experiments; to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the 
chemical and physical character of road materials, for the pay of experts, 
chemists, and laborers, for necessary office fixtures, supplies, apparatus, and 
materials; telegraph and telephone service, traveling, and other necessary 
oxpeness, and for preparing and publishing bulletins and reports on this 
subject for distribution, and to enable him to assist the agricultural colleges 


| and experiment stations in disseminating information on this subject, $40,000, 


$3,000 of which sum shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 3, to insert: 
|} Suchamount of the urgency deficiency appropriation for the Bureau of 
Animal Industry for the fiscal year ending June 50, 1908, approved December 
22, 1902, as may remain unexpended on June 30, 1903, is hereby reappropriated 
| for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1904, to be used for the purposes mentioned 
in the act by which the appropriation was made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whathas become ofthe statehood amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments have all 
been agreed to except the first one. 

Mr. PROCTOR. With the exception of the first amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was passed over, and of 
course has not been agreed to. The other amendments have all 
| been concurred in in the Senate. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the bill be informally laid aside. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks that the bill be informally laid aside. The Chair hears no 
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objection, and it is so ordered. 
SAFE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7301) to futher provide for the safe- 
keeping of public money, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
| the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
| ported from the Committee on Finance with amendments. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the bill has heretofore been 

read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read at 
length. The amendments reported by the committee will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 18, it is proposed to strike out 
**one hundred ”’ and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Treasury may accept as security for the safe-keeping 
of public money deposited with national banking associations, as herein au- 
thorized, the deposit of bonds of the United States, bonds or other interest- 
bearing obligations of any State of the United States, or any legally author- 
ized bonds issued for municipal purposes by any city in the United States 
which has been in existence as a city for a period of twenty-five years, and 
which for a period of ten years previous to such deposit has not defaulted 
in the payment of any part of either principal or interest of any debt au- 
thorized to be contracted by it, and which has at such date more than 50,000 
inhabitants as established by the last national, State, or city census, and 
whose net indebtedness does not exceed 10 per cent of the valuation of the 
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taxable yesneete Gaesin, to be ascertained by the last preceding valuation 
of property for the assessment of taxes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 23, page 2, after the word “‘ bonds,’’ I 
move to insert ‘‘ not including street-railway bonds.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ bonds,”’ in line 23, page 2, 
it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ not including street railway 
bonds.”’ 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Rhode Island please give 
us the reason for the amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is to exclude street railway bonds. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that, but why? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are certain financiers who believe that 
street railway bonds have not yet secured such a status as to en- 
title them to be used forthis purpose. I do not share toany great 
extent that a but in order to meet the criticisms that 
have been made in that direction the committee thought it more 
desirable to exclude them from use for this purpose. 

Mr. BERRY. I understood the Senator from Rhode Island 
was going to explain the provisions of the bill. I desire to make 
some remarks on it, but I should like to hear his explanation of 
the bill first. 

Mr. QUARLES. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that his amendment, in my judgment, would be more properly in- 
serted after the word ‘‘ company ’”’ than after the word ‘* bonds.”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think perhaps the Senator from Wisconsin 
is right. Let the amendment be inserted after the word ‘‘com- 
pany,”’ in the same line. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island proposes an amendment which will be stated. 

The Secretary. Afterthe word ‘‘company,”’ in line 23, page 2, 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ not including street railway bonds.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, after 
line 12 on page 3, to insert the following: 

The United States shall have a lien on all assets of banks in which public 
moneys are deposited from the time of deposit, for the repayment of the 
same on demand of the Treasurer of the United States as aforesaid; but the 
securities deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury for the safe-keeping 
of such moneys shall be sold before the said lien is enforced and the proceeds 
applied to the discharge of said lien to the extent of the proceeds of sale. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee desire to modify the amend- 
ment. I move to strike out the word ‘‘all,’’ in line 13, and insert 
**the current.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 14 I move to strike out the words 
“from the time of deposit.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. I understood that the Senator from Rhode Island 
desired to make an explanation of the bill. I should like to hear 
it before I make the remarks I intend to make on the bill. If he is 
not going to submit an explanation, I will make my remarks now. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator goes on, let me call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island to the provision at the 
bottom of page 2. This bill provides for certain classes of securi- 
ties which are supposed to be, I take it—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, this is a very important matter, 
and I hope the Senator from Maine will s louder, so that we 
may hear him. 

Mr. HALE. This bill provides for certain classes of securities 
to be accepted by the Government as collateral and as insurin 
the safety of deposits by the Government. They are Uni 
States bonds, State bonds, municipal bonds, or— 
the Srhmnertange bonds of any railroad company which has paid dividends 
of not less than 4 per cent per annum regularly on its entire capital stock for 
a period of not less than ten years previous to the deposit of the bonds. 

Is that meant to be a continuous arrangement—every year? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Continuous from the time of deposit, of 


ourse. 
Mr. HALE. Then there would be no objection to putting in 
the word ‘ continuous.”’ 

Mr. “ eamamnes Where would the Senator suggest that it be 

ut in 
. Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— . 

Mr. HALE. Let it read “‘ for a continuous period of not less 
than ten years previous to the deposit of the bonds.”’ 

Mr. BACON. Iam sorry to interrupt the Senator from Maine, 
but we really desire to hear what he says. He speaks to the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, and it is im ible for us to hear him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly should not object to that amend- 
ment. I think that is the meaning of the provision as it stands. 

Mr. HALE. I think myself it is the meaning, but I think every- 
thing of this kind is a departure, and hereafter there will be some 
complications and there will be some losses by the acceptance of 


c 


these securities. The best of husbandry on the part of the Treas- 
ury Department can not prevent that; and every provision here 
for the acceptance of these bonds to insure the Government se- 
curity ought to be a any doubt as to what it means. 

My suggestion is that when you come to deal with the first- 
mortgage bonds of a railroad company—and this class of bonds, 
as everybody knows, covers an immense amount—— 

Mr. KEAN. It is not very large now. - 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Jersey indicates that it is 
not very large now, but it seems to me that the total of the class 
of railroad bonds covered by this provision must be large. I sug- 
gest that in line 23, where it reads— 

The first-mortgage bonds of any railroad company which has paid divi- 
— = not less than 4 per cent per annum regularly on its entire capital 

There be inserted the word ‘‘ continuous;”’ so as to read: 
for a continuous period of not less than ten years previous to the deposit of 
the bonds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonxR] sug- 
gests to me that what I have in mind might come in after the 
word ‘‘regularly;’’ so as to read: 

Dividends of not less than 4 per cent per annum regularly and contin- 


uously on its entire capital stock for a period of not less than ten years _pre- 
vious to the deposit of the bonds. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. HALE. I move that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
The eee from Maine offers an amendment, which will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “regularly,”’ in line 25, it is 
proposed to insert the words ‘‘ and continuously.”’ 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to hear that read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
ask that the entire bill as amended be read? 

Mr. VEST. No; merely that part of it which has just been 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Missouri asks 
that the section of the bill as amended be read. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to hear the entire bill read as 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks for the reading of the entire bill as amended. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will read as 
requested. 

he Secretary proceeded to read the bill as amended. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is the bill now being read for amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis being read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate at the request of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And is still open to amendment? 

ae PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still open to amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill as amended, and 
continued to the end of line 20, on page 3. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to ask if the Secretary has read the bill 
correctly when he read ‘“‘ the current assets of banks?’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been amended in 


that eo 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill was amended on the suggestion of 
the committee. 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. I suppose an inquiry is not now 
in order as to what is the reason for the amendment, but I should 
like to ask it later. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill 
as amended; which is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 5153 of the Revised Statutes is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

“So. 5153. All national banking associations, designated for that purpose 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be Sapouneens of public money, under 
such re tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary; and they may also 
be employed as financial agents of the Government; and they 1 ae 
all such reasonable duties, as depositaries Sore moneys and 1 

ents of the Government, as may be requi of them. © Secretary of 
the Treasury may deposit in such designated de taries public money .'e- 
ceived from all sources, and shall uire such depositaries to give satisfac- 
tory security, as hereinafter autho , for the safe-kee and a t 
payment of the . money so de ted with them and for the faithful 
performance of their duties as financial agents of the Government. The Sec- 
retary of the ry may accept as security for the safe-keeping of public 
money de ted with national banking associations, as herein authorized, 
the de t of bonds of the United States, bonds or other interest-bearin; 
obligations of any State of the United States, orany legally authorized bon 
issued for municipal purposes by ony city in the U States which has 
been in existence as a city for a period of twenty-five and which fora 
period of ten rs previous to such deposit has not defaulted in the payment 
of any part of either principal or interest of any debt authorized to be con- 
tracted by it, and which has at such date more 000 inhabitants as es- 
tablished by the last national, State, or city census, and whose net indebted- 
ness does not exceed 10 per cent of the valuation of the taxable property 
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assessment of taxes; on the first-mo: e bonds of any ra company, 
not including street-railway bonds, which has paid dividends of not less than 
4 per cent per annum re Lrty and continuously on its entire capital stock 
for a period of not less n ten years previous to the deposit of the bonds. 
The Gocretary of the Treasury may accept the securities herein enumerated 
in such proportions as he may from time to time determine, and he may at 
any time require the deposit of additional securities, or require ony depositary 
to change the character of the securities already on deposit. National bank- 
ing essociations having on deposit —— money shall Rey, to the United 
Ste.tes for the use thereof interest at the rate of not less n 1} per cent yer 
anaum, such rate to fixed from time to time by the Secretary of the 
‘freasury; and all public omare in any depositary shall be payable on de- 
mand upon the draft of the Treasurer of the United States. The United 
States shall have a lien on the current assets of banks in which public moneys 
are deposited for the repayment of the same on demand of the Treasurer of 
the United States as aforesaid; but the securities deposited with the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for the safe-keeping of such moneys shall be sold before 
the said lien is enforced and the proceeds applied to the discharge of said lien 
to the extent of the proceeds of sale.’ 

Suc. 2. That the 2 per cent bonds of the United States authorized by the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting 
the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, that 
shall be issued to provide the funds appropriated by the third section of said 
act, and for the other expenditures authorized therein, shall be entitled to 
all the rights and privileges given by law to the 2 per cent bonds issued 
under the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to define and fix the stand- 
ard of value, to maintain the re of all forms of money issued or coined 
by the United States, to refund the public debt, and for other pu ,"’ ap- 
proved March 14, 1900, and any national banking association having on deposit 
any of the 2 per cent bonds issued under the provisions of said act approved 
June 28, 1902, shall pay to the Treasurer of the United States a tax of one- 
fourth of 1 per cent each half year upon the average amount of such of its 
notes in circulation as are based upon the deposit of such bonds, in lieu of 
the taxes imposed on notes in circulation by section 5214 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

Sec, 3. That section 8 of the act approved June 20, 1874, entitled ‘‘An act 
fixing the amount of United States notes, providing for a redistribution of 
the national-bank currency, and for other purposes," be, and the same is 
hereby, amended by adding at the end thereof the following proviso: 

** Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, re- 
tain in the general fund of the Treasury national-bank notes received in the 
ordinary course of business or presented to the Treasurer of the United 
States as hereinbefore provided, and pay out such of them as may be fit for 
circulation for any of the obligations of the Government, excepting only the 
principal and interest of the public debt.” 


Mr. WELLINGTON. I understand the bill has been read for 
the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was read at the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. And is unanimous consent required for 
its further consideration? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been taken up by 
a vote of the Senate, but by unanimous consent it was read at the 
— of the Senator from Tennessee for the information of the 

nate. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the matter was passed over, and 
did not at that time attract my attention, but I desire now to ask 
the Senator from Rhode Island the purpose of the amendment on 
page 3, in line 13, striking out the word ‘‘all’’ and inserting ‘‘ the 
current.’’ I presume, of course, there is a good reason for it, but 
it does not occur to me, and I desire to have the information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator that after the bill 
was reported, it was called to the attention of the committee that 
the language in the form in which the bill was reported would 
perhaps, by creating a lien upon all assets at the time of the de- 

it, prevent a bank from carrying on its current business; that 
is, disposing from day to day of assets which it might have on 
hand. The purpose of the amendment is that this lien, whenever 
it applies, after demand is refused, shall apply to the then existing 
assets of the bank, and shall not prevent the disposition of assets 
ao day to day in the ordinary course of the business of the 
nk. 

I am not sure whether the criticism is a good one, but I am in- 
clined to think it is, and the committee thought it best in any 
event to change it so that the lien should apply upon the assets 
of the bank at the time the lien was created. 

Mr. BACON. In the use of the word “ current,”’ as I under- 
stand, it is designed to designate the assets which may then be in 
SS of the bank unpledged to any other demand? 

r. ALDRICH. Exactly. 

Mr. BACON. I would ask the Senator whether he thinks that 
would be an adequate security? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly, from the fact that at the pres- 
ent moment there is no lien at all upon the assets. This isan ad- 
ditional security beyond the deposit of bonds or other—— 


therein, to be ascertained by the last — valuation of property for the 


Mr. BACON. The present law has no such provision in it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. e present law has no such provision. This 
is an additional security to the Government. 

Mr. Lope and Mr. Soom addressed the Chair. 


Mr. HALE. In line 19—— 

Mr. LODGE. I think I was going to make the same sugges- 
tion. I sug, that in line 19 to strike out ‘‘ State, or city.”’ 

Mr. HALE. That is the i I made to the Senator—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICE Will the Senators speak a little 
louder? 
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Mr. HALE. The suggestion I before made to the Senator was 
that in line 19, page 2, the words “‘State, or city”’ should be 
struck out, so that the census provided for will be the regular, 
established national census. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Then I move it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Maine moves 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. In line19, page 2, after the word “ national,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ State, or city,’’ so as to 
read, ‘‘ national census.’’ 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ishould like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee what is the meaning of the word ‘‘date”’ in line 17, on 
page 2. 

And which has at such date— 


What date is that? Does it mean to refer to the date of the 
transaction, the deposit, or to the census? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The time of deposit. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The time of deposit? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The time of deposit. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does it so read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us see. 


And which for a period of ten years previous to such deposit has not de- 
faulted in the ——— of any part of either principal or interest of any debt 
authorized to be contracted by it, and which has at such date— 

That is, the date of deposit. It seems to me clear enough. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If itis clear to the Senator, that is enough. 

I want to make a further suggestion to the Senator. I think he 
intends to include county as well as city bonds where they are 
within the qualifications and will meet the requirements of his 
language here. Why not say in line 12: 

Issued by any county, or issued for municipal purposes— 


Then in line 17, after the word “ which,”’ insert ‘‘ county or 
city;’’ so that it would read: 
And which county or city has at such date more than 50,000 inhabitants. 


Counties are ordinarily quasi public corporations, but they are 
not municipal corporations as such. There are many county 
bonds which are as much prized as Government bonds, and 
would be fully as good security and would be based on more 
property. I therefore ask the Senator whether he would accept 
an amendment in line 12 so that it would read ‘‘ to be issued by 
any county or city,’’ and in line 17 to insert the words ‘‘ county 
or city?”’ The requirement that the county or city should have 
a population of more than 50,000 would remain. 

Mr. LODGE. A city of 50,000 contains ample population for 
city bonds. A county of 50,000, it seems to me, would be pretty 
inadequate. It might contain small scattered towns without 
much property. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The assessment of a county of 50,000 would 
be from twenty to forty million dollars. Most of the counties in 
the United States run from twenty to forty million dollars. 

Mr. LODGE. That is true in parts of the United States. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is true pretty well over the United States. 
The counties will show an assessed valuation of that amount. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that 
if it is important to include counties, although the committee did 
not think it was, we might insert the word ** county”’ at the end 
of line 12, so that it would read: 
authorized bonds issued for municipal purposes by any city or county in the 
United States which has been in existence as a city or county for a period of 
twenty-five years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 12, at the end of the line, 
after the word “ city,’’ insert ‘‘ or county; ”’ and at the end of line 
13, after the word ‘“‘ city,’’ insert ‘‘ or county.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I had understood from the re- 
marks of the Senator from Rhode Island 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
address himself to the amendment of the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. BERRY. No, I am addressing myself to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then in the absence of objection 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland wiil be 
— to. Itisagreedto. The Senator from Arkansas will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, when I objected to the considera- 
tion of this bill one day last week the Senator from Rhode Island 
said he was anxious to make an explanation of it and suggested 
that we did not have time, as that was Saturday evening. I have 
twice asked him this morning to explain it, and he has declined to 
do so; at least, he has not doneso. I would have been glad to hear 


It is intended to. 
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him state the objects and purposes of the bill before I make such 
remarks in opposition to it as I desire to present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The reason why I have not complied with the 
Senator’s request is because I have been constantly interrupted 
by Senators who had amendments to suggest. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well; if the Senator will make the state- 
ment now, I will yield the floor to him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is very kind indeed. The read- 
ing of the bill, I think, was concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the bill proposes to make a 
very few simple changes in existing law. I will state these prop- 
ositions seriatim, and I think the mere statement of them will 
be sufficient. 

Mr. TELLER. If we can have a little less noise in the Cham- 
ber, perhaps we may hear the Senator. We can hardly hear him 
over here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will be in order, and 
conversation will cease on the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about saying that I would explain 
briefly the changes which the bill proposes in existinglaw. They 
are few in number and simple in terms. 

The first change is to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
exercise the same control over the receipts from customs that he 
now exercises, and has for forty years, over all the other receipts 
of the Government, those from internal revenue and from other 
sources, 

Under the national-bank act of 1864 the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was authorized to designate certain national banks as Gov- 
ernment depositories and to deposit therein all the receipts of the 
United States, except those from customs. Under this act each 
succeeding Secretary of the Treasury has deposited public money 
in national banks, and the amount so deposited has never, I 
think, been less than eight or ten million dollars, and it has varied 
from this sum upward. and in one instance, in 1879, it reached 
the sum of $279,000,000. This large deposit grew out of the re- 
funding transactions of 1876-77-78-79. 

The fact that the Secretary was not permitted to use customs 
receipts in this way has been productive at times of evil results. 
The Secretary of the Treasury has often been obliged, under ex- 
isting law, to take from the current transactions of the country 
from one to three or five million dollars daily and to lock the 
money up in the Treasury of the United States, where it could not 
be used except to pay for current appropriations made by Congress. 

Of course, we would all be glad to reach a condition where the 
receipts of the Government would always just equal its expendi- 
tures. We have never been able quite to reach that point. This 
Congress has reduced the annual revenues of the country $100,- 
000,000, and we still have a surplus. Just what that surplus will 
be at the end of the year it is impossible at this moment to say. 

But it is important, in the view of the committee, that this sur- 
plus, whatever it is, should not be placed by law where it could 
not. be used and when its removal was liable to be very injurious 
to the business interests of the country. The Independent Treas- 
ury act of 1846 is obsolete, and the provisions which enforce this 
injurious retirement should be modified. 

Now, the excess of the receipts over the expenditures is greater 
in certain months than in others. They are greater in the fall of 
the year—in the months of September, October, and November— 
just at atime when the demand for money is the greatest for 
moving crops and when a stringency in the money market is al- 
most certain to occur. 

Therefore, this withdrawal of money at that time has been 
doubly injurious, and for that reason we think that the same rule 
ought to apply to receipts from the customs service that applies 
and has applied for forty years to all the other receipts of the 
Government. 

I will state that this idea of depositing the surplus funds in 
banks has existed, with but one interruption, from the foundation 
of the Government. It has been evident always that the Treas- 
ury could not afford to arbitrarily contract the currency and to 
lock up a large amount of the money of the country where it 
could not be used. Out of this fact grew the act of 1864, which 
followed in effect what had been the practice under various acts 
from the foundation of the Government. 

The next change made by the bill in existing law is to authorize 
a different class of securities to be used. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me, as he is going from 
that branch, to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. I shall be very glad to answer 
any question at any time. 

r. BACON. Iask itin order that I may get the views of the 
Senator, who doubtless represents also the views of his commit- 
tee. Should there not be some provision, in view of this contem- 
— enlarged deposit, by which there should be an impartial 

istribution—not absolutely impartial, but approximately an im- 
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partial distribution—of the deposits in various sections of tha 
country? In other words, ought there not to be some provision 
which can prevent the Secretary of the Treasury from exercising 
any partiality by the deposit of an undue amount either in any 
particular section or in any particular city or in any particular 
bank, reference of course being had to the volume of business? 

I do not mean by this inquiry that there should be an exact 
fractional pe according to population in different sec- 
tions, but, having due regard to the business of the country, 
ought there not to be some provision in the bill by which there 
would be secured approximate impartiality in the deposit of this 
money? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee, of course, considered the 
question raised by the Senator from Georgia, but they were un- 
able to discover ee by which that distribution could be 
enforced. There have been in the past, as the Senator from 
Georgia very well knows, a great many discussions as to the best 
method of securing a fair distribution of the Government funds 
in the different parts of the country. I think every Secretary of 
the Treasury has distributed the public money as widely as he 
could and as judiciously as he could, taking into consideration, 
of course, the amount of business as well as the population. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, of course; that is proper; but I want to ask 
the Senator’s attention to the statements which have appeared 
from time to time in the press of the country as to the very large 


deposits in some particular bank, so that there was not an im- 


partial distribution even in the same community. The Senator 
doubtless recalls the fact that such charges have been made, not 
only of a slight difference, but of a most extravagant partiality in 
favor of some one particular bank in some particular city to the 
exclusion, if you please, of other banks in the same city. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know that criticism has been made, but I 
think it has been ascertained upon an investigation of the facts 
that the criticisms were not well founded; that is, that no locality 
had, considering its business, at any time an excess of deposits. 
I also think that there was no excess found in any one institution. 
That is my recollection of the fact. I know the Secretary of the 
Treasury has transmitted information to Congress upon the sub- 
ject on several occasions. 

Mr. BACON. Iam not speaking of the present Secretary, of 
course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I refer to the Secretary who recently retired. 
There were allegations that he had deposited or permitted to be 
deposited in certain banks in the city of New York more money 
than they were entitled to by reason of their importance or their 
ae but I think the allegations were shown to have been un- 

ounded. 

Mr. BACON. Does not the Senator recognize that it would be 
practicable for the committee to bring in an amendment on the 
subject? Iam not going to offer any amendment myself, but I 
call it to the attention of the Senator because I think it would be 
better for him to frame it in case he recognizes the ie per of 
it. Does not the Senator recognize the propriety of it? s not 
the Senator recognize the entire practicability of a general pro- 
vision which, while it should not be too rigid, would at the same 
time lay an obligation upon the Secretary of the Treasury to dis- 
tribute the deposits with some degree of impartiality, having due 
regard to the business of the several localities? Hos not the 
Senator think that a general provision of that kind, while it would 
not be sufficiently — to embarrass the Secretary, would at the 
same time lay upon him an obligation which would be erally 
recognized by the public, and under which those who desire de- 
posits would be in a better position to secure what they might be 
entitled to under the law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee believe that the provisions 
which I shall reach next in the course of my explanation will se- 
cure the result which the Senator seeks without adopting a rigid 
rule in regard to it. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not want a rigid rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be very glad if the Senator from 
Georgia would suggest some amendment which in his judgment 
would control the distri ibution within reasonable limits. I should 
be very glad to see that done. 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator that if the bill is not 
di of at this time I will endeavor to draft such a provision 
and submit itto him. I have no pride in the matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think myself it would be possible to 
adopt any other rule except the discretion of the Secretary, but I 
shall be very glad to see what the Senator has to propose. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. I have been out of the Chamber, and I desire 
to inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island what portion of the 
bill is under consideration, if any? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave justexplained the first provision of the 
bill, which proposes to place under the control of the Secretary of 
the Treasury the receipts from customs duties as well as the other 
receipts; and I was just about to explain the changes which are 
to be made in the existing law in regard to the nature of the se- 
urities. 

Mr. BURTON. I should like to ask the Senator if it would 
not be well to allow all the national banks to become depositories 
in view of the fact that an interest charge is made for the de- 

sits farther on in the bill? Should it be left entirely to the 
Beore of the Treasury to say what banks shall be depositories? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know of no other rule that can be adopted. 
All national banks are eligible to be named by the Secretary of 
the Treasury as Government depositories. That is a law which 
has remained unchanged for forty years. 

Mr. BURTON. I know it is left to the discretion of the Sec- 
retary to select the banks as the law now is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator would not desire to 
have the Secretary obliged to keep a deposit in every national 
bank in the United States. It does not seem to me that that 
would be desirable. 

Mr. BURTON. Ihave not given the matter full consideration. 
I am only asking for information. I am notin any sense oppos- 
ing the measure, the Senator will understand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would not seem to me to be desirable or 
possible to name all the national banks of the United States as 
Government depositories in terms. 


Mr. BURTON. But since a charge is to be made for the de- | 


sits, the point I want to have considered further, I will say, 





is whether it is not proper that all national banks should be made | 


depositories. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not myself thinkso. That would not be 
my principle. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 


arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, | 


which will be stated. 


The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people of | 


Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and 
State governments and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfinished business may be in- 
formally laid aside. 

Mr. BERRY. I object to that. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. T1LLMAN] wants to make a speech on this bill, and I ob- 
ject to laying it aside for the purpose of proceeding with the bill 
which has been under consideration, except so far as the Senator’s 
8 
than that, then I object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, I shall not resist the objection, but I 
give notice that at the earliest time—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the request of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I make no request. 


eae goes. But if it is intended to continue the debate further | 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood a request | 


to have been made. 


Mr. BERRY. I understood the request to be that the bill be | 


informally laid aside. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I did make that request, but the Senator from 
Arkansas objected. 


Mr. BERRY. I objected; and I said that if the Senator simply | 


wanted to finish his speech I would not object until after that 
time, but I did object if the debate was to be extended beyond 
that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Arkansas seems to think 
that other Senators are entitled to more courtesy than I am my- 
self, and therefore I shall not contest it. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator’s remark is wholly | 
unjustified. I said the Senator from South Carolina had the floor | 


on the statehood bill. 

= — He has the floor on the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I have it on both. 


Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator has the floor on both bills, I do | 


not see how I can very well contest his right to it. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I am perfectly willing to give way to the 


Senator to conclude his speech, but I think it is apparent from | 


the indications here that it will be discussed further. If the Sen- 


ator from Rhode Island wants to complete his speech so that it | 


can get in the Recorp and Senators can study it, I am perfectly 
willing that that shall be done. 

Mr. BERRY. I said I had no objection to the Senator from 
Rhode Island finishing his s h. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [If it is Ten aletene of the Senate that I shall 
finish the statement I was making, I will proceed. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope Senators will not object to the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island proceeding. 
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Mr. BERRY. I do not object to that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the Senator from Rhode Island will proceed. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I have justcome into the Chamber, 
and I wish to ae what is the parliamentary condition. Has 
the statehood bill been laid before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business, the 
bill known as the statehood bill, has just been laid before the 
Senate. The Chair hears no objection to the request made that 
the Senator from Rhode Island shall proceed with his remarks, 
the unfinished business being temporarily laid aside for that pur- 


pose. 

Mr. QUAY. Until the Senator from Rhode Island has com- 
pleted his remarks? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Until he has completed his 
speech. The Senator from Rhode Island will proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to say that the second change in 
existing law proposed by the bill is in regard to the nature of the 
securities which may be deposited to insure the safety of the 
public money. Under existing law the security is required to be 
bonds of the United States, and otherwise. Just what the words 
‘**and otherwise ’’ mean has been always more or less a question 
of dispute. The Secretary of the Treasury some time last fall de- 
cided that under that language he could accept State and munic- 
ipal bonds, and he did so to the extent, I think, of $25,000,000 or 
$30,000,000. Iam not sure about the exact amount. 

This relieves any Secretary from responsibility by providing 
that hereafter any bonds of the United States and bonds of any 
State and a certain class of municipal bonds and a certain very 
limited class of first-mortgage railroad bonds may be accepted as 
security. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator aquestion. What is the reason for limiting the bonds of ° 
cities to cities of 50,000 inhabitants? What good reason can be 
urged that the bonds of a city of 50,000 inhabitants, when based 
upon the valuation of its property, are any better than the bonds 
of two cities of 25,000 inhabitants each, based upon the same 
valuation of property? I should like to ask the Senator why it 
would not be perfectly safe to leave the character of the bonds to 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee believed that no securities 
should be accepted by the Secretary of the Treasury that would 
not be considered to be first-class securities in any market of the 
country, and that would not be salable in any market in the 
country. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Would not the bonds of:a city of 25,000, if 
found to be legally good and to be based upon a proper valuation, 


| be just as valuable and just as salable as double the amount 


issued by a city of 50,000? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator will agree with me that 
there might be a city anywhere in the country of 25,000 inhabit- 
ants whose bonds would be just as good as those of acity of a 
million or two millions, but they would not have the same cur- 
rency away from the local institutions that the bonds of the larger 
city would have. 

We have taken as the basis of our action the savings-bank laws 


| of the States which have immense deposits in savings banks, and 


our purpose was to place the safety of the public money deposited 
in these banks beyond any question whatever, so that there should 
be no criticism here or anywhere else as to the nature of the 
securities. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It seems to me that that is rather legislat- 
ing against the negotiability of the bonds of the smaller cities by 
not putting them upon a par with the bonds of larger cities. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They can not be placed upon a par with the 
bonds of larger cities in the money markets of the country. That 
is impossible. We can not by legislation say that the bonds of a 
city of 25,000 population shall be as good as or better than those 
of a city of 1,000,000 inhabitants. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But pardon me again. Could not the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury take that matter into consideration, and, 
with his knowledge of the character of the bonds, is it not safe to 
allow him to determine the question whether they are valuable 


| and whether they would not be proper security? Suppose there 


is one city of 48,000 and another city of 50,000, why should the 
bonds of the city of 48,000 be unimportant and not be received by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, while the bonds of a city of 1,000 
or 2,000 more inhabitants may be received, although they may 
not be in reality as good bonds? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee were anxious as far as pos- 
sible to limit the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
We are constantly—I will not say assaulted—but we are con- 
stantly criticised, the Republican party has been, and the Admin- 
istration of Mr. Cleveland was, by a great many people through- 
out the United States, for exercising the wide discretion which 
must necessarily be devolved upon the man who has charge of 
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the Government finances, and the committee were extremely 
anxious that this discretion should be carefully guarded and 
limited so that there could be no question whatever about its 
exercise. 

Mr. McCUMBER. In this proposed law do you limit the county 
bonds? Are they limited to the number of inhabitants of the 
county? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes; to 50,000. 

Mr. McCUMBER. In counties? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to suggest to the Senator that I think 
he is mistaken in supposing that bonds of smaller cities, cities of 
less than 50,000, cities of 25,000 or 10,000 or less than that, can 
not find ready sale in New York. I think it is true that a num- 
ber of the smaller cities have issued bonds and found ready sale 
for them in New York. Cities of not only 25,000, but of 10,000, 
or even of 5,000, have issued bonds and found ready sale for them 
in New York. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is undoubtedly true that a town or village 
might be able to sell its bonds to a customer in New York; butif 
the customer who bought them should go out and try to sell them 
in open market he would, in my judgment, find a very limited 
demand. ' 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to ask the Senator a question which is 
rather on the other line. Is the question of population really the 
question which should determine the fact of a city’s bonds being 
security for deposit? Ought there not to be something else? There 
are large cities with poor credit, and the Senator will note that 
= this measure there is no reference whatever to the solvency of 
the city. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. If he will read 
further down he will see there is just that provision. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, I understand that that is in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He will note that the indebtedness shall not 
exceed 10 per cent of the valuation. 

Mr. BACON. That may beall true. Of course that had not 
escaped me, because that is a common provision. In factitis a 
constitutional provision in my State. So the matter had not es- 
caped my attention. It is nevertheless a fact that in spite even of 
that, by reason of poor financiering or otherwise, the question of 
the population of a city does not determine the question as to the 
valuation of the bonds 

Now, the object of my question is not for the purpose indicated 
by the questions already asked of the Senator, of having the bonds 
of euler towns recognized as available as security, but viewing 
it from a much broader standpoint, here we are engaged in a 
most important matter, the designation of what security shall be 
sufficient to justify the Government in depositing its money with 
the holders of those securities, and it does seem to me that the 
simple question of the population of a city is not that which 
should determine the value of its securities. 

As to railroad bonds, I will call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that there is a different rule by which to determine the value 
of securities. It is not the length of the road or the amount of 
its capital; it is the record it has made in its ability to declare 
dividends. 

It does seem to me that if the door is to be thrown wide open 
for the acceptance of the bonds of any city, there ought to be 
something more than the simple question of population. I should 
like to have the Senator to explain why is it that in the matterof 
railroads the question of the value of the securities is determined 
by the record which the road has made in the declaration of divi- 
dends. There is no reference whatever to the size of the road, or 
the length of the road, or the amount of its capital, or the amount 
of the issuance of bonds as com with its capital. In the 
case of a city the only restriction whatever is the fact that its debt 
shall not exceed a certain proportion of its total taxable value. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator has not read the bill. 
At least that would be the suggestion I should make. 

Mr. BACON. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think if the Senator will read the vi- 
sions of the bill in lines 14, 15, and 16 he will find that e y the 
same rule is applied to cities that is applied to railroad companies. 
I will say that the language here is taken from the New York 
statute in regard to the securities which may be taken for invest- 
ment by the savings banks in New York, the limit of 100,000 being 
contained in the provisions. The committee believed that they 
were perfectly safe in every way, and conservative. 








Now, if the Senate disagrees with the committee in that re- 
spect and wants to liberalize this bill in that direction, that is for 
the Senate to determine and not the committee. The committee 
believe they have gone as far as we can in this direction in mak- 
ing the public money absolutely safe. The committee have 
also— 

Mr. BURTON. May I interrupt the Senator again to ask a 
question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. In the proposed amendment on page 3,I see 
that the deposit would be a lien on the assets of the bank. Would 
it be a prior lien to other depositors? If so, the language is un- 
necessary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly, it will be a prior lien to other de- 
positors, but not a lien as against what is called a paramount lien, 
which the Government has for security for circulating notes. It 
will be a lien secondary to that. 

Mr. BURTON. I know, but would it give the Government a 
prior lien or a paramount lien on the deposits or on the assets of 
the bank as against ordinary depositors? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It certainly would for the balance, for the 
deficiency which might exist after the securities deposited had 
been sold, for the balance of the indebtedness, whatever that was. 
The Government of the United States would have for the first 
ene in the history of the country a lien upon the assets of the 

ank, 

Mr. BURTON. And a prior lien, too, to an ordinary deposit? 

Mr. ALDRICH. To an ordinary deposit. 

Mr. BURTON. Does the Senator think it is right to give the 
Government that advantage? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Acting for the Government of the United 
States, yes. 

Mr. BURTON. Well, it has the advantage of having the se- 
curity. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I believe that it is incumbent upon us, if 
we are to deposit the surplus revenues of the United States in 
national banks, that we should throw around that deposit every 
possible safeguard which we can devise. 

I say, standing here representing the Government of the 
United States and the safety of its funds, that we ought to have, 
after the security has been exhausted, a lien on the assets of the 
bank superior to that of ordinary depositors. That is my judg- 
ment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BURTON. I was going to say, if I may be permitted by 
the Senator from Rhode Island—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BURTON. But I will not interrupt the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwas going to suggest that it was hardly fair 
for me to give way to have the Senator from Rhode Island com- 
plete his statement, and—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall try not to occupy much more time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwas not finding fault with the Senator from 
Rhode Island, but I was finding fault with my colleagues who 
are discussing the merits of this bill on various propositions 
which can come up to-morrow just as well as ay, because I 
understand that we are to have no vote on the bill to-day, and if 
Senators will let the Senator from Rhode Island complete his 
statement in explanation, whatever he fails to explain to-day he 
can explain to-morrow or whenever the bill comes up again. I 
am anxious to proceed with my little essay on the race problem, 
and should be glad if my brethren would permit the Senator from 
Rhode Island to finish his explanation and then let me get the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will try not to yield again to prolong the 
discussion. 

Mr. President, the next change suggested by the committee is 
a provision that banks having deposits of public money must pay 
interest at the rate of not less than 1} ~ cent per annum, the 
rate to be fixed by the Secre ofthe Treasury. This is an en- 
tirely new provision in this bill. . 

Heretofore on these ees ranging, as I have already stated, 
from $10,000,000 to nearly $300,000,000, no bank has ever paid one 
cent of interest to the United States Government for the use of 
this money, and the committee believe that if they are to retain 
these privileges it is nothing more than fair that they should 
pay something to the Government for the use of the money, ap- 
proximately such com tion as a private depositor would be 
entitled to receive under the same conditions. 

Of course at the present moment, when banks are required to 
deposit bonds of the United States to the full extent of deposits 
for security, there is not very much profit to a bank in having a 
Government account; and most of the banks, especially banks ‘m 
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the rural and semirural districts, are not owners of Government 


bonds and therefore can not use them for this apes. The re- 
sult has been that such banks—in fact, banks over the coun- 
try—have had to borrow bonds from their owners and pay a rate 
of from one-half to 14 per cent for the use of the bonds. That 
certainly is not a healthy condition. 

We believe that this provision for allowing other securities to 
be used in place of the United States bonds will distribute the de- 

its over various parts of the country. For instance, a bank in 
Gostate which is entitled, perhaps, in the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, to have a deposit of $100,000 might not have 
$100,000 in Government bonds and might not be willing or able 
to buy them at the present price and still have the transaction 
remain profitable. It might not be able to secure United States 
bonds for this purpose, while it might take the bonds of the city 
of Savannah or of the State of Georgia or the first-mortgage bonds 
of some railroad company under this provision. 

Therefore, the purpose of this bill, and its effect necessarily, 
would be to liberalize the law so far as the national banks 
throughout the country are concerned, enabling them to secure 
some part of the Government deposits. 

The committee believe this provision for paying interest is a 
very desirable and a very wise one. If it goes into effect the 
revenue from this source paid upon deposits will be two and a 
quarter millions of dollarsa year. I understand that, of course, 
it — continue so long as the deposits remain. As I have 
stated—— 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to ask the Senatorin charge of this bill 
a question, and that is, whether the last section of the bill is in- 
tended to make national-bank notes a legal tender in payment of 
all of the debts of the Government except the bonds? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
which are paid out under similar conditions. I will take that up 
when I get to that branch of the subject, which will be very soon. 

The next provision to which I will call attention is section 2 of 


issued for the construction of the isthmian canal the same right 
in reference to the currency as the present 2 per cent bonds, which 
are issued under the act of 1900. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President,if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I call the attention of the Senator to these 
words: 


And pay out such of them as may be fit for circulation for any of the ob- 


ligations of the Government. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not got to that yet, but I will in a mo- 
ment, if the Senator will permit me. I am now discussing—— 

Mr. PETTUS. I wish to ask if it is necessary to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay out any money that he has in 
hand that the debtor is willing to receive when he may do that 
without this authority, and why is the provision put in here if it 
is not to be made obligatory upon the creditor to take it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator probably was not 
able to hear my statement that I had not yet reached that section. 
I was simply making a statement in regard to the second section. 

Now, in reference to the third section and in answer to the sug- 


say that all that is done by that section is to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to do what I think he can do now, but which 
he thinks he can not do under the terms of the third section of 
the act approved June 20, 1874. The new section merely says 
that the Secretary of the Treasury shall use national-bank notes 
when received into the Treasury precisely the same as he uses 
any other form of money; that he can take them in and pay 
them out for indebtedness. It was not intended by the commit- 
tee, and I donot understand that that is the effect of the language 
used, to require anybody to take them who does not want them. 
They are not legal tender, as the Senator from Alabama well 
knows, and it is not intended to increase one particle their legal 
functions or the purposes for which they can be used, and in my 
opinion the language employed in the bill does not do that. 

Under existing law a certificates are received and when 
redeemed are reissued and used by the Government in the pay- 
ment of its debts. Now this simply provides that national-bank 
notes may be used at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in the same way and to the same extent as silver certificates 
are now used. It was not intended—and I think a reasonable 
construction of the law does not carry that intention—to make 
them legal tender or to give to them any rights or privileges 
except those which they now have. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit me 
to ask him a question? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. In a moment. As suggested to me by the 
Senator from Nebraska, this simply provides that national-bank 
notes shall be received as current funds and paid out as current 
funds for the ordinary expenses and obligations of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator now permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator state what benefit will be de- 
rived from this provision and why is it desirable to enact it? How 
will it be different from the existing law, and what advantage 
will come to the country and to the Treasury Department from it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The advantage that will come to the country 
from it is that under existing law these notes are sent rapidly 
into the Treasury Department in times of stringency, redeemed, 
sent to the bank, and canceled, and the effect is to reduce arbi- 
trarily and often unwisely the volume of currency of the country. 
That, I think, neither the Senator from Arkansas nor myself is 
desirous of doing. In other words, under the machinery of the 
existing law an absolute contraction of the currency is brought 
about, when the country itself and all of its interests would be 
better served by an expansion. Does that answer the Senator’s 
question? 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. BurToN] asks me whether under 
this bill the Secretary of the Treasury could select a bank in a 
small town as a depository of Government funds. He certainly 
could and he certainly would in case there was a demand for it. 
There could be and would be no discrimination in that respect, 
and I think a Secretary of the Treasury who should show any 
discrimination under this bill if it becomes a law would be prop- 
erly liable to impeachment, because this power is not given to him 
for the purposes of favoritism or discrimination. 

I have tried to explain the various provisions of this bill as 
clearly asI can. It is simply a business proposition; it is not an 
enlargement of the currency; it is not entering an untried field, 
but it is doing in a simpler way what is done now. 

There is no question of partisanship involved in this proposed 
legislation. In the Committee on Finance it was taken up and 


| considered by the Democratic and Republican members alike, 
the bill, which simply gives to the 2 per cent bond that shall be | 


with a view of making a few small changes that we could all 
agree upon in the’existing system and in existing conditions, with- 
out going into any of the vexed questions which divide parties or 
divide sections or which would arouse a discussion of economic 
questions which would be interminable. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator if he will accept 
an amendment which I desire to offer, and which I shall now read, 


| to be inserted at such place in the bill as he may think proper? 





| Senator from South Carolina had not interrupted me. 
| now read the amendment which I propose to offer as an addi- 


| of each session thereof the amounts deposited under the authorit 


Mr. TILLMAN. Apparently this discussion is going to con- 
tinue all the evening, and I feel obliged to insist that Senators 
will either allow the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH} 
to get through, or I will take the floor on this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal to the Senator from South Carolina 
to allow the Senator from Georgia to read the amendment he 
proposes to offer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator can do that to-morrow. I do 
not want to be discourteous to the Senator, but it is not fair to 
me to keep me whipsawed in this way, when I had an under- 
standing at the time the Senator from Rhode Island rose to take 


| the floor that he would make an explanation, and if that did not 
g- | explain, we would ask him to explain his explanation to-morrow. 
gestion made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus], I will | 


[Laughter. ] 
Mr. BACON. Ishould have been through before now if the 


I will 


tional section: 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall report to Congress at the bogiening 

Sac 

during the twelve months next prec ing, the name of each ban “in whiclr 
a deposit has been made, the amount of money thus deposited with each 
bank, the length of time during which such deposits were made, and in each 
instance a statement in detail of the bonds accepted as security for said de- 
posit and the interest paid thereon to the Government. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that is a very wise amendment, and 
I suggest that it be put in the bill wherever it will be appropriate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
the bill is to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; but I will first ask, Mr. President, as 
the copies of the bill are exhausted in the document room, that 
there may be ordered a reprint of the bill as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Chair understand 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to accept the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] 
just now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
eppesr as accepted? 

. ALDRICH. Yes. 


So that that amendment will 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks that the bill may be reprinted as amended. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa, Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and State 
governments and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to know what is the order of business 
before the Senate, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The omnibus statehood bill 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I want the floor on that, but I will 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. QUAY. I wish, Mr. President, to ask unanimous consent 
of the Senate that on to-morrow at 2 o’clock p. m., without fur- 
ther debate, the vote be taken on this bill, on the amendments 
now pending, and on those that then may be offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that to-morrow afternoon at 2 
o’clock the final vote be taken on the pending bill, on the amend- 
ments then pending, and on all amendments then offered, without 
further debate. Is there objection? 

Mr. NELSON. I object, Mr. President. 

as PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
objects. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, when I yielded the floor yes- 
terday I was discussing the political aspect of the race question. 
I wish to add a few facts and observations to that phase of the 
subject before I proceed with the broader and more important 
phases of this complex problem. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Before the Senator proceeds 
with the discussion of this matter 1 desire to call attention to 
page 2513 of the Recorp, lest by my silence I may be taken as 
acquiescing in the remark of the Senator from South Carolina 
yesterday, which is printed in the REcorD on the page to which 

have referred. I could not well catch all that he said, and so I 
did not notice the statement to which I am about to refer in his 
speech yesterday. I hope it will not be necessary for me to take 
the floor again on this question, and for that reason I ask to cor- 
rect the statement now. This language was used by the Senator 
from South Carolina in speaking of the Indianola people: 

They have created a little poeeiiee of their own, personal and private, 
at which the mail thus brought, for white people only, mark you. 

The portion of this sentence which I desire to correct is that 
part which states that the mail is to be brought for white people 
only. While I haveno direct testimony on this point—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me 
there, I was merely giving my general impression in regard to 
the status of Indianola from a statement or an interview or some- 
thing which I saw in the Washington Post. If I am in error I 
shall be glad to to be corrected, for I would not do the — peo- 

le of that community wrong in one single instance. If they are 
Sodanine the mail for all the citizens of Indianola without regard 
to race, color, or previous condition, I am glad to know it. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. As I understand, there has 
been an arrangement made by the white people of Indianola for 
the carrying of the mail twice a day to Heathman and for bring- 
ing the mail from Heathman to the people of Indianola, and 
that this carrying and bringing of the mail is for whites and 
negroes indiscriminately; that any person in Indianola who has 
any mail to go can send it by this messenger to Heathman and 
have it posted there; that any mail that comes to Heathman for 
any person living in Indianola, or who before the abolishment of 
the post-office received his mail at Indianola, is brought from 
Heathman by this messenger; that they have a white postmaster, 
a lady who lives in Indianola, and attends to this as if it was a 
regular t-office, except that it does not have any sign or any- 
thing to indicate that it is a United States post-office. 

There is another thing, if the Senator from South Carolina will 
indulge me for a moment, to which I should like to call atten- 
tion. The Senator from South Carolina seems in this language 
to take issue with the position I took in my discussion of the 
legal aspect of this case—— 





SS 


Mr. TILLMAN. From what page of the Recorp is the Sena- 
tor now about to read? / 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Page 2512. On that page the 
Senator from South Carolina said: 

The Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Mississippi had some 
disagreement about the mass meeting. I donot pretend to determine which 
of them has the better part of the law in this matter. I suppose our Consti- 
tution guarantees the right of the people to assemble peaceably and p: tition 
for redress of grievances. The question might arise, and I have no doubt it 
would arise in the mind of a lawyer, whether that meant a petition to some- 
body which was local or to a central authority, the President or the Congress, 
or to some one having power to redress gfievances. I will leave out that 
question. 

Mr. President, this right to assemble and petition is not a right 
that is granted by the Constitution of the United States, as I tried 
to demonstrate in the speech I made heretofore on this question. 
The right to peaceably assemble and to consult about our public 
affairs is a right that existed before the Constitution of the United 
States existed, a right natural and inherent in every free peo- 
ple. 

The first amendment to the Constitution guarantees that this 
right shall not be abridged, but it does not grant any right that 
did not exist before. I read from the case of The United States 
v. Cruikshank et al. the opinion of the Supreme Court of the 
United States delivered by Chief Justice Waite. I did not read 
extensively from it; but in order that my position may be known 
on this subject, and because it is better expressed by the Chief 
Justice than I can express it myself, I will again read it. I will 
read more copiously from that decision. I read from page 551 of 
92 United States Supreme Court Reports. Speaking of this right, 
Chief Justice Waite said: 

The right of the people peaceably to assemble for lawful purposes existed 
long before the adoption of the Constitution of the United States. In fact, 
it is and always has been one of the attributes of citizenship under a free 
rovernment. It “derives its source,” to use the language of Chief Justice 

arshall, in Gibbons v. Ogden, 9 Wheat., 211, “from those laws whose 
authority is acknowledged by civilized man throughout the world.” It is 
found wherever civilization exists. 

That is this right to meet, the right of the people to peaceably 
assemble and consult about their public affairs, and to petition 
for a redress of grievances, to petition anybody. The Constitu- 
tion only guarantees that Congress shall not take away this right, 


| so far as it pertains to the right to peaceably assemble and petition 
| for a redress of grievances. The right that existed unlimitedly 


before is a right that is natural and inherent in all free people 


| and in all republican forms of government, and it is a right which 


it has never been attempted by Congress or any other authority 
to abridge so far. So that it is not necessary to invoke the Con- 
stitution in aid of this right to peaceably assemble and petition 
anybody, whether it be the President of the United States or the 
Congress of the United States, or any part of any department of 
the United States Government. 

The Chief Justice continues: 


It was not, therefore, a right granted to the ple by the Constitution. 
The Governmentof the United States, when established, found it in existence, 
with the obligation on the part of the States to afford it protection. 


The obligation he is noticing here is upon the States to afford 
protection to this right to peaceably assemble and petition for the 
redress of any grievances, and the Constitution guarantees that 
this right shall be maintained, and that it never shall be abridged. 


As no direct power over it was granted to Congress, it remains, according 
to the ruling in Gibbons v. Ogden (id., 203) subject to State jurisdiction. Only 
such existing rights were committed by the people to'the protection of Con- 

ress as came within the general scope of the authority granted to the 
ational Government. 


So that the Constitution does not grant any right to ue. 

The Constitution never granted any privileges to the people; the 

Constitution is merely an instrument delegating certain power 

and certain authority to the General Government, and limiti 

the power of the General Government to that which is delegat 

to them by the Constitution, which is the compact of our Union. 
The Chief Justice further says: 


The first amendment to the Constitution prohibits Congress from abridg- 
ing “the right of the people to assemble and to petition the Government for 
a redress of grievances.’ This, like the other amendments proposed and 
adopted at the same time, was not intended to limit the powers of the State 
governments in ‘t to their own citizens, but to operate upon the Na- 
tional Government alone. (Barron v. The City of Baltimore, 7 Pet., 250; Les- 
see of Livingston v. Moore, id., 551; Fox v. Ohio, 5 How., 434; Smith v. Mary- 
land, 18 id., 76; Withers v. Buckley, 20 id., 90; Pervear v. The Commonwealth, 
5 Wall., 479; Twitchell v. The Commonwealth, 7 id., 321; Edwards v. Elliott, 
21 id., 557.) It is now too late to question the correctness of this construction. 
As was said by the late Chief Justice, in Twitchell v. The Commonwealth (7 
Wall., 225), “the scope and application of these amendments are no longer 
subjects of discussion here.” They left the authority of the States just 
vaere er Jaa it, and added nothing to the already existing powers of the 

Jnited States. 

The particular amendment now under consideration assumes the existence 
of the right of the people to assemble for lawful purposes, and protects it 
against encroachment by Congress. The right was not created by the amend- 
ment; neither was its continuance guaranteed, except as against Congres- 
sional interference. For their protection in its enjoyment, therefore, the 
people must look to the States. The power for that parpose was originally 
placed there, and it has never been surrendered to the United States. 
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The right of the le peaceably to assemble for the purpose of petition- 
ing Congress for a Pees of grievances, or for anything else connected with 
the powers or the duties of the National Government— 


Thatis, the right to assemble ‘‘ for anything else connected with 
the powers or the duties of the National Government ’’— 
is an attribute of national citizenship, and, as such, under the protection of, 


and nteed by, the United States. The very idea of a government, re- 


ublican in form, implies a right on the = of its citizens to meet peaceably 
or consultation in respect to public affairs and to petition for a redress of 
grievances. 


Now, the point I want to make is that the people of Indianola 
had an inherent right—that is what I tried to make plain and in- 
telligible to the Senate—had an inherent right to assemble, as 
they did assemble, and to appoint a committee of three, as they 
did appoint a committee of three, for the purpose of obtaining 
signatures to a petition tothe tmaster at Indianola, asking her 
to resign, and that in doing so they were doing that which they had 
an inherent and a natural right under our form of government to 
do; that they did not get that right from the Constitution; that it 
was a right which existed before the Constitution existed, and that 
the Constitution had nothing to do with it at all, except if Congress 
were to undertake to abridge that right in any way, it could not 
abridge it to the extent which would prohibit the people from 

titioning for the redress of grievances; but that inasmuch as 
Congtens never has undertaken to pass any law with respect to it 
at all, the right to petition this woman was as broad as the right 
to petition Congress, or to petition the President of the United 
States, or any other authority; that they had violated no law; that 
they had done nothing except what they had a constitutional right 
to do, and that all the people of Indianola had done this, and for 
doing this their post-office facilities were cut off, and not only 
their post-office facilities, but the post-office facilities of every- 
body else who had any post-office business, epistolary correspond- 
ence, or any newspaper correspondence, with the people of India- 
nola; that this post-office did not belong to the people of Indianola 
alone, but that everybody had an interest in it who had corre- 
spondence with any citizen of Indianola; and that when it was 
broken up it was the breaking up of the post-office facilities of all 
the people of Indianola and of such people in any other part of 
the United States, whether in New York, Pennsylvania, Chicago, 
New Orleans, Memphis, or anywhere else in the United States, as 
had business correspondence with the people of Indianola. 

Now, that is what I was trying to make clear in order to make 
my position plain and understood. 

r. TILLMAN. Mr. President, as I had expressly refrained 
from undertaking to pass an opinion upon the conflicting and 
diametrically opposed contentions of my two legal friends, the 
Senator from 
a [Mr. McLavurtiy], I do not see why I should be charged 
with endeavoring even by implication to side with either. I 
merely expressed a general idea. Being no lawyer, I can give 
only a rather vague and indefinite expression of my view. 
little law I know I have absorbed. But I still think that what- 
ever the Constitution guarantees must be a part of it, and when 
the guaranty was that the right to assemble peaceably and to 
petition for the redress of grievances should not be abridged, | 
think that that was practically saying, ‘““They shall have this 
right forever.’’ But the Senator from Mississippi feels that he 


isconsin [Mr. SPOONER] and the Senator from | 


What | 








must make himself clear, and I think everybody understands his | 


contention. I agree with him entirely that it would be splitting 


hairs to say that the people of Indianola had committed an un- | 
lawful act in coming together as they did and setting in motion | 


machinery to give an expression of opinion by the citizens in re- 
gard to the post-office. 

It is true I quoted yesterday an act which was placed upon the 
statute books in the reconstruction era applicable to this very 


condition, and I judge if any action should be brought in the | 


courts to determine whether that act was constitutional, whether 


any crime, any conspiracy had been organized at this mass meet- | 
main desire was to make known my | 


ing, it could be settled. 
opinion and belief that the President and the Postmaster-General 
had transcended their authority and had used tyrannical and un- 


constitutional and illegal methods in dealing with the Indianola | 


post-office as they did. 

Now, I am not going to deal in technicalities here, but as the 
Senator has brought that matter up, I will return to it for a 
moment to read some expressions of opinion on the part of lead- 
ing Northern newspapers, leading Republican newspapers, on 
this subject. First, the New York Tribune, in discussing the 
general question of negroes holding office, said: 

The question of negro officeholding in the South isa difficult one. Many 

n believe the negroes better off if they avoid politics. The 
Government is to get its business transacted properly and to the 


of the public concerned. The Government can not admit that 
one citizen's rights are inferior to another's; nevertheless the wisdom of 


duty of the 
satisfaction 


patting a man where he will not fit, A to assert the right to put 
there, Se one a vote against putting him there does not prove 
any to reestablish slavery. 





Then we have the New York Mail and Express. 
this topic it uses this language: 


If the country can not afford to see all official opportunity denied to a man 
because he is colored, it can not, on the other hand, in the least afford to see 
a a put forward, excused, and defended merely because he is col- 
ored. 


Then we have Harper’s Weekly: 


The question is: ‘Shall the military power of the United States be used to 
force a colored official upon a community against the unanimous protest of 
its white inhabitants?” 3 this question be answered in the affirmative, we 
mag Dave to face a renewal of the civil war. 

e doubt the expediency of raising such an issue. We regret to add that 
there is a trace of vindictiveness and provocation in the course pursued by 
the Post-Office Department which has compelled the citizens of Indianola to 
obtain their mail at a post-office 30 miles away instead of at another only 4 
miles distant. 

Conceding, for the sake of argument, that the inhabitants of Indianola had 
defied Federal authority—which is not clear, since no threat of violence was 
made, and Mrs. Cox seems to have resigned her office voluntarily—-we doubt 
the constitutionality of the measure taken by Mr. Roosevelt. 

He could, unquestionably, have appointed another negro to the post-office 
at Indianola and upheld him with the judicial and military powers of the 
Federal Government. 

But where does he get the right to deprive an American community of 

»stal facilities, the cost of which it helps todefray? We sincerely hope that 

he real, though unavowed, motive of the attempt to discipline the citizens of 
Indianola is not, instead of being a somewhat belated resoive toenforce rigor- 
ously the privileges granted to colored persons by the reconstruction amend- 
ments of the Constitution, a bid for the colored vote in certain Northern 
States where it holds the balance of power. 

Does Mr. Roosevelt imagine himself to be a truer friend of the colored race 
than Booker T. Washington, who has repeatedly advised his brethren to 
forego officeholding or office-seeking in that section of the country which 
resents even an approach to negro domination? 


I have read those extracts from these exponents of Northern 
opinion for the purpose of showing that there is a saner view, a 
more patriotic, a more conservative, and a more just view of the 
a which beset us of the South than has obtained here- 
tofore. ‘ 

Discussing as I have been doing the question of motives, and 
I deal with motives here very reluctantly, but following the 
thought I have just read from Harper’s Weekly as to whether or 
not the purpose of this new-born zeal, this cold-blooded, calculat- 


In discussing 


| ing, advisedly taken action has any such low motive, I hold in my 


hand the figures of the last census, giving for each State of the 
Union the persons of negro descent, together with the number of 
male persons of voting age. I shall not read itall, but I shall put 
it in the Recorp as a matter of information to those who wish to 
make calculations and comparisonsand deductions. I will merely 
call off a few of the States which are doubtful, and let the people 
judge for themselves whether or not the suspicion which is in the 
mind of the editor of Harper's Weekly has any foundation in fact. 

Maryland has 60,000 negroes of voting age; Pennsylvania, 
51,000—I am using round figures only—New York, 31,000; Ohio, 
31,000; Illinois, 29,000; New Jersey, 21.000; Kansas, 14,000; West 


| Virginia, 14,000; Delaware, 8,000. 


Mentioning these States for the purpose of directing attention 
to them specially, I will give the full table: 





| Persons of Negroes of 
negro de- voting age, 


State or Territory. 





scent, 1900. 1900. 
| 

ee i nie nes baisbies weed oteeun | 1,084,813 223, 073 
iia duigininntichn sain eretiaNiyhenenes 907, 680 | 197, 936 
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80, 243 112, 236 
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i ed tinhn cthin Shbakh ueusnteqaied keedsenace< é 7 8, 374 
a la ach eaineaalnn a betanmiianinn 4,827 
a ed Onambesecns 5 193 
Connecticut 4,576 
| ee 4,441 
California -. 3,711 
Rhode Island 2,765 
Colorado... 3, 212 
Nebraska... 2,298 
Minnesota .. 2,168 
Wisconsin -... 1,006 
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Persons of! Negroesof 


State or Territory. negro de- |voting age, 
- scent, 1900. 1900. 
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Let any student of politics take the statistics of the last election, 
or the last three elections, eo alongside of these figures the 
majorities which were obtained, and judge for himself. I have 
not added up the figures, but I stand here to say that it is per- 
fectly clear to my mind that the presence in the border States on 
both sides of the old Mason and Dixon line, the Ohio and the 
Potomac, of negroes in the numbers that are shown to exist, 
proves that there are some six or seven hundred thousand of them, 
all told, and that it is the influence, the coercion, if I may use the 
term, of this small fragment or fraction of the race that appears 
to be behind the President’s policy. In other words, 800,000 
negroes, if there be so many, are coercing 50,000,000 white people 
at the North to deal with 17,000,000 white people at the South in 
the interest of 8,000,000 ignorant negroes down there. 

I might comment with some degree of dissatisfaction upon this 
unpleasant fact; I might ask whether blood is thicker than 
water; but I do not wish to dwell too long upon the political side 
of thisissue. I wish, however, to call attention to this fact: If 
you should call the roll of every man who wore the gray in the 
unfortunate civil strife which ended thirty-seven years ago—that 
gallant band of heroes who went to death for what they believed 
to be their rights—I am absolutely certain you could not get a 
response from 200,000 of them. The rest have ‘‘ crossed over the 
river ’’ and are resting with Jackson and Lee. This being true, 
it occurs to me to ask you Senators from the North when the war 
is to terminate, or is it ended now? This generation of Southern 
men had nothing to do with the bringing on of that war. The 

eneration which fought the war were not responsible for slavery. 

lavery is dead and gone and the Union is restored. I know of 
no man in the South who would restore slavery if he could. The 
whites were emancipated from a thralldom of ignorance and 
debasing conditions, which was as much to their advantage as 
was the emancipation of the negroes. 

But consider, if you please, how many more generations are to 
come and go, confronted as they are by the fourteenth and fif- 
teenth amendments, which were put upon the Constitution as 
the reaping of the fruits of the unfortunate fratricidal strife, and 
say whether they are to be forever in the grasp of a political 
machine which ignores the fact that they are Anglo-Saxons as 
well as you; that they have that same feeling of caste which you 
have in a less degree, but that their sentiments and prejudices 
and inherited feelings of whatever character are ignored, and in 
several of the States they are constantly face to face with a con- 
dition without example in history, where a minority of white men 
are forever facing a situation in which their liberties and civiliza- 
tion may be jeopardized by the negro vote. 

We have had three race problems in the nation’s history. By 
common consent, North and South, we have acted upon the 

licy that there were no good Indians except dead ones. We 

ve pushed the red man backward, westward, ever, ever west- 
ward, until by the ee. Soneres white population the 
red men have been practically destroyed and the small remnant 
of those great tribes which once owned this continent are now 
corralled upon their reservations, without hope and without lib- 
erty or ‘‘equality.”’ A few thousand, mainly mixed blood, are 
being given in the Indian Territory some little recognition of the 
obligations of this Government in parceling among them in seve- 
ralty the lands set apart for those who been transported 
across the Mississippi. In a few years those lands will also be 
owned by 7a aces. 

Next we the Chinese coming in from the Pacific, swarming 
over to develop our mines and build our railroads. But as soon as 
the competition between the Celestials andthe Americans became 
sharp a universal demand arose that the Chinese should be ex- 
cluded, and notwithstanding the fact that they are superior in 
every respect to the negroes, they have been kept out. 

The negro alone of the three races other than the white with 
which we have had to deal as a ple has excited a sympathy 


- born of sentiment and his condition of slavery and has ced 


a conflagration the recollection and the magnitude of which will 
be a memory to be regretted by this people during the balance of 


their history, and history has no record of so grand and great a 
struggle in all its annals. 

What-has this race question, this negro question, cost us as a 
people? Speaking in general language, I want to remind you that 
from the very best sources of information I can get the cost in men— 
brave, gallant, heroic, patriotic men, the very flower of our coun- 
try on both sides—was a half million or more. In money and 
property the least estimate is five billion dollars. Ofthe blood and 
the tears and the misery, the horrors of civil strife, I shall make 
no mention. But when we recall the facts which I have just 
repeated to you as to what this race problem has already cost us, 
and shall dwell as I shall do later on upon the conditions now con- 
fronting us, I ask you to meet me upon the same plane of patriot- 
ism, of race pride, and of civilization, and not to fall into the 
dirty cesspool of partisan politics. Ignorance and fanatecism 
were responsible for the Civil War. Have we not statesmanship 
to avoid the more direful struggle which threatens? 

Returning to the thread of my story, because I want to get all 
the evidence in, for I am going to 7 this case just as oo gavonyed 
as if I myself was before the bar of God, I want to r ou an 
extract from a letter published by the President of the United 
States on the 27th of last November. It was written in answer 
to two letters which he had received from some gentlemen in 
Charleston discussing a Federal appointment. Mr. Roosevelt in 
this communication uses the following language: 

The great majority of my appointments in ory State have been of white 
men. North and South alike it has been my ulous endeavor to appoint 
only men of high character and good capacity, whether white or black. But 
it is and should be my consistent policy Gover State, where their numbers 
warranted it, to recognize ealevel 2 men of good repute and standing in mak- 
ing appointments to office. These appointments of colored men have in no 
State made more than a small proportion of the total number of appoint- 
ments. Iam unable to see how I can legitimately be asked to make an ex- 
ception for South Carolina. In South Carolina, to the four most important 

sitions in the State, I have appointed three men and continued in office a 

ourth, all of them white men—three of them o lly Gold_ Democrats— 

two of them, as I am informed, the sons of Confederate soldiers. I have 
been informed by the citizens of Charleston whom I have met that those 
four men represent a high e of public service. 

I do not intend to appoint any unfit man to office. Sofar as I legitimately 
can I shall always endeavor to pay regard to the wishes and feelings of the 
people of each locality; but I can not consent totake the position that the door 
of ho the door of Ts to be shut upon any man, no matter how 
worthy, purely upon the grounds of race or color. Such an attitude would, 
ecoording to my convictions, be fundamentally wrong. If, as you hold, the 
great bulk of the colored people are not yet fit in point of character and influ- 
ence to hold such positions, it seems to me that it is worth while putting a 


premium spon the effort among them to achieve the character and standing 
which will fit them. 

The question of ‘negro domination” does not enter into the matter at all. 
It might as well be asserted that when I was governor of New York Isought 
to bring about negro domination in that State because Iappointed two colored 
men of good character and standing to responsible tions—one of them toa 
position paying a salary twice as large as that paid in the office now under con- 
sideration; one of them as a director of the Buffalo exposition. The ques- 
tion raised b oy and Mr. ——in the statements to which I refer is ry 
whether it is declared that under nocircumstances shallany manof color, 
no matter how upright and honest, no matter how good a citizen, no matter 
how fair in his dealings with all his fellows, be permitted to hold any office 
under ourGovernment. I certainly can not assume such an attitude, and you 
must permit me to say that in my view it is an attitude noman should assume, 
whether he looks at it from the standpoint of the true interest of the white 
man of the South or of the colored man of the South—not to speak of any 
other section of the Union. Itseems to me that it is a good thing from every 
standpoint to let the colored man know that if he shows in a marked degree 
the qualities of good citizenship—the qualities which in a white man we feel 
are a to reward—then he will not be cut off from all hope of similar 


re Without ong sear as to what my decision may be on the merits of this 
rticular applicant for this particular place, I feel that I ought to let you 
ow clearly my attitude on the far broader ane raised by you and 
Mr. ——, an attitude from which I have not varied during my term of office. 

I have read this letter, Mr. President, for the purpose of giving 
to you that broad and high view which the President maintains. 
I want to be entirely just and fair to him. I have no purpose by 
implication or indirection to attack his motives, but I want to 
show how superficial is the view, how little and small and infini- 
tesimal is the knowledge behind such a view. 

First opening up the evidence, I want to say here and now that 
the facts I can bring to bear are overwhelming which go to prove 
that the masses of the Northern people have no more use for the 
colored man at close quarters than we have. If you occupy this 
attitude by reason of caste, the fact that you have not been 
brought in contact with negroes and you know nothing about 
them, still, let that number be ever so small, whereever there are 
~ of them this race prejudice or caste ey Shae wre 

have here a letter which appeared in the Washington Post a 
few days ago from a South Carolinian, a colored man by the 
name of Samuel H. gene my describing his treatment and 
cd ee to which he is subjected in the city of Phila- 

elphia. 

Srr: I am a colored man,a mechanic by trade. There is nothing in the 
line of a house in wood that Ican not make. I can build all the rs, win- 
dows, make the sashes, blinds, and doors. I can build a house from the 
creas, mies the Khas yuinin, wake the apeciontions andl Give catimaann. 
Vet l am debarred trou emny ton masouae of way neler The “yee 

came 


in this city is stro inst me, much stronger than in the 
from. We cas Ganle dha Geendie 1am geen de. Why is this? Iam 87 
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lans of the colored church on Tasker street, above 
name is on the corner-stone. I built the State Colored Col- 
C., and I have built cottages in Orangeburg and for 
Beaufort, 8. C., but still I am debarred from employment in 


ears old. I drew the 
entieth. M 
lege of Orangeburg, 8. 
the mayor 0) 


Philadelphia. SAMUEL H. BLYTHEWOOD. 


I have here a copy of the Hartford Daily Courant of March 28, 
1902. It relates the pitiful condition of a well-to-do colored man 
by the name of Edwards, who owned a home immediately ad- 
joining a school. The school board wanted his land to enlarge 
the playground or something. They bought it, and then he tried 
to go somewhere and buy another home. Here, in brief, is his ex- 
perience: 

MR. EDWARDS'S HOME—HAVING SOLD IT, HE HAS TROUBLE GETTING AN- 


OTHER—HARD LUCK OF A RESPECTABLE COLORED MAN IN TRYING TO 
BUY OR RENT A HOME FOR HIS FAMILY. 


William B: Edwards is one of the best known colored men in Hartford, a 
modest, retiring man, intelligent and self-respecting. He is employed b 
the Hartford e Insurance Company as messenger and janitor, and is well 
known to nearly everyone in the city as the janitor of the Center Church. 
Just now he is looking for a home for himself and family, and has hard luck 
in buying or ronane. 

Mr. Edwards is at present living at No. 44 Wadsworth street, where he has 
made his home for the past twenty years, but having sold the house to the 
South School district, whose property it adjoins, he has been asked by the 
district committee to vacate as soon as possible; and this he is trying to do, 
but without signal success. To begin with, Mr. Edwards does not think he 
has been used quite fairly by the district in the purchase of the house. It 
seems that some years ago Mr. Baker, then chairman of the district com- 
mittee, approached him with the statement that the district would probably 
want his house some time. Nothing happened under Mr. Baker's adminis- 
tration in the way of getting the property, however, and not until Gen- 
H.C. Dwight was chairman did negotiations for the house begin. Mr. Ed- 
wards was asked what he conside his property worth, and after consulta- 
tion with Gen. William H. Bulkeley as to the probability of the district's 
ever buying it, he fixed the figure at $6,500. 

Another property directly in the rear of Mr. Edwards's lot is owned by 
Alonzo Edwards, who isa white man. This lot faces on Hudson street, and 
adjoins the school property very much as Mr. Edwards’s property does Mr. 
Edwards says he considered that his property was worth more than the 
Alonzo Edwards property, as it has a frontage of 90 feet and a depth of 153 
feet, while the Hudson s t property has a frontage of only 60 feet. Ata 
meeting of the district held two years ago General Dwight reported that 
the Edwardses, both the colored and the white Edwards, wanted exorbitant 

rices for their pocperty, and that the district ought not to buy at the figures. 
The pro urchase was dropped, and just before the June meeting of the 
district in 1901 Mr. Edwards was again approached, this time by Mr. Hans- 
ling, of the committee, as to what he would sell his property for. This time 
Mr. Edwards referred the matter to ex-Governor Bulkeley, but there was 
no satisfactory action taken by the meeting. 

Mr. Edw: says that late in the fall of 1901 a real estate agent approached 
him on the matter and worried him a great deal about it. Finally he went 
to General Dwight and said that he wished to sell directly to the district 
and not through an agent. He was asked his lowest figure and said it was 
$5,500. The reason the figure was placed so low was that he was nervous 
and worried and had family afflictions and he agreed to let it go. At the 
same time he expected that he would be used as well as his white namesake. 
A meeting of the district was called and it was voted to buy both lots. No 
papers had been before he ascertained, as he says, that the district 
was going to pay Alonzo Edwards $7,000 for the Hudson street lot. He was 
worked up over this and consulted friends, saying that he did not think the 
district was using him right, and suggesting that he withdraw from the bar- 
=. His friends advised him to stick to it and the house was sold to the 

istrict at the figure named. The house, which Mr. Edwards had bought of 
the Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance Company twenty zoe ago, had 
nae from his hands. To his suprise he read ina few days that the Alonzo 

dwards property had been bought by the district for $8,000. ‘“‘Then I 
kicked,” he says. But it was too late. 

But this is but the Deanna of the story. Mr. Edwards immediately set 
himself about gettinganother home. Consulting Fred M. Lincoln, real estate 
agent, he got track of a new house down on Adelaide street and made a bar- 

in to buy it for $3,250, the trading being done by the agent. The sum of 
B50 was paid to bind the bargain,and when the deed was prepared Mr. Ed- 
wards ins it, and the owner of the property, a Mr. Kerns, came into 
the office of Francis Chambers to sign the document. Mr. Edwards was not 
in evidence, and left the office, supposing that the matter was adjusted. In 
the evening of last Thursday, however, some one met him on the street and 
told him that Kerns would not sign because the proposed —— were 
colored. He went to Mr. Chambers’s office at once and Mr. Kerns was there, 
oe oe conversation between Mr. Chambers and Mr. Kerns was something 

e . 

“Did you notagree to sell this property through Mr. Lincoln to any respect- 
able person?” 

“ es.”’ : 

i pon ana not tell the agent not to sell to a Chinaman?” 

‘ oO. . 
“Ne 


2 You didn’t tell Mr. Lincoln to sell to a Yankee and to no one else?” 
. vo 


“You didn’t tell him not to sell to a negro?” 

“No; I told him to sell to a respectable person; that's all.” 

“Well,” said Mr. Chambers, “I have known Mr. Edwards many years and 
he is as respectable as any man of my acquaintance.” 

Just then Mr. Edwards stepped inside the office and Mr. Kerns “scooted 
out,” to use Mr. Edwards's language, and Edwards has not seen him since. 
Mr. Lincoln returned the bargain money of $250 to Mr. Edwards and that 
transaction was closed, unfortunately for Mr. Edwards. 

Another phase of the story was yet todevelop. Mr. Edwards saw an adver- 
tisement'in one of the evening papers to the effect that three tenements were 
to rent at No. 35 Sumner street, with the further information “to colored 
people only. Large families no objection.” He thought the name of the 
street sounded rather large, but he investigated and found it to be the house 


‘Nor toa Japanese?’ 
0 ” 


of A.Goodman. He said to Mr. Goodman that if he really meant to have 

colored le live in his house he would like to rent it, but cautioned him 

— it w be to the disadvantage of the property for him to do so, owin 
e 


udice against color. Mr. Goodman replied that the neighbors 
found t with children and insulted them, and that he was gts to let 
them live beside colored poses and see how they would like that. Mr. Ed- 
wardsassured him that his family was respectable, and that the only difficulty 
was that their skin was black. 


He thought the rent was secured, and was congratulating himself on get- 
ting it, when on Monday Mr. Goodman appeared in distress, saying that the 
bank was going to call inits loan on the property. Mr. Edwards said that 
under those conditions he would not take the rent. Mr. Goodman assured 
him that if he could arrange the matter the rent was still his. Mr. Edwards 
told him the mistake he made was in guitiog such an advertisement in the 

pers. It had set the neighbors wild,and they had made a move against 


im. He did not suppose there would have been any objection to his living 
there, but “colored families only with large families’ was something the 
people would resent. There the matter rests, and Mr. Edwards is still hunt- 


ing for a comfortable rent for a respectable family of color. 


Next I have a copy of the Boston Globe of June 2, 1902. I will 
read the headlines and merely print and insert, with the permis- 
sion of the Senate, two articles. The first is as follows: 


FEELING IS VERY BITTER—HOWARD AND MARSHALL GET SCANT COUR- 
TESY—COLORED BOYS AT EXETER ARE TREATED BY STUDENTS WITH 
CONTUMELY—RESENTMENT SHOWN OVER THEIR WITHDRAWAL FROM THE 


ATHLETIC TEAM. 
EXETER, N. H., June 1, 1902. 


It is the general belief in town thatif Howard and Marshall, the colored 
boys until recently in the squad, were good enough to represent the school 
at the meet they were good enough to eat at the training table, and their 
resentment of insults by leaving the team is generally commended. 

In student circles, however, feeling against them is very bitter, and in the 
march of the school from the campus after the meet they were treated with 
contumely. 

This was in direct variance with the Exeter spirit. Twice has a colored 
man been elected class-day orator, and colored men, notably Jones, the star 
tackle, Lawton, Syphax,and Marshall, now a Boston lawyer, have repeatedly 
seppestaten Exeter on elevens, nines,and track teams, eating at training 
tables. 

It is almost a certainty that Howard would have won the mile in yester- 
day’s meet, and that Marshall would have taken third place in the shot put. 
He was a substitute on last fall’s eleven and was given an “E,” being the 
——_ man who did not play in the Andover game to gain the distinction. 

n unintentional omission was made in yesterday’s report of the meet. 
McGovern and Marshall, of Andover, who tied for second place in the high 
jump at 5 feet 7} inches, should have been credited with breaking a dual meet 
record, 5 feet 6 inches, established in the 1900 meet by Connor, of Exeter, and 
Botchford, of Andover. 


The same Boston paper contains the following: 


WOMAN ATTACKED—PLUCKY GIRL ESCAPED FROM NEGRO—MISS MARY R. 
GREEN DEFENDED HERSELF BRAVELY—WAS IN HER UNCLE’S GROUNDS 
AT WORCESTER—BURLY RUFFIAN TRIED TO DO HER VIOLENCE—FLED, 
BUT WAS CAPTURED A FEW HOURS AFTERWARDS. 


WORCESTER, June 1, 1902. 


Mary R. Green, 28 years old, a nieco of Andrew H. Green, of New York, 
was attacked by a burly negro on the grounds of her uncle, Martin Green, 
of Green Hill farm, this afternoon, and escaped from his clutches only after 
a most terrible struggle. 

The man was drunk at the time, and to his condition as well as to the 
lucky fight put up in defense is due the escape of the young woman. She 
ought her assailant for five minutes, and then, frightened by her calls for 

help, the negro fled to the woods. He was captured three hours later. 

The news of the assault did not spread, and few knew of it outside of the 
police, to whom it was reported at once, but this evening, when the news 
was circulated, there was great excitement. 

Miss Green is a daughter of the late Dr. Samuel F. Green, for many 
years a missionary to India. She lived with her uncle, Martin Geeen, on his 
summer estate. She went to the Sabbath school of the Central church and 
was returning soon after 1 o'clock when she was attacked. 

Green Hill is situated on the east side of Lincoln street, in the north part 
of the city, and the Green estate embraces many acres. The entrance gate 
is at the end of Green lane, which extends from Lincoln street, and Miss 
Green had entered the grounds to walk up to the house. 

She had not gone far when she saw the man walking down the avenue 
from the house, but she paid no attention to him, as it is not uncommon for 
strangers to stroll through the grounds. 

She was about to pass him when he rushed =n her and violently threw 
her to the ground. The young woman struggled and called for help, but this 
coemed only » exasperate the miscreant, who tore her clothing and held her 
to the ground. 

When he became alarmed he started torun and wassoon lost in the woods, 
but it was known that he had gone toward Lake Quinsigamond, and in that 
direction pursuit was taken. The bicycle squad and all the day force of the 
police department were ordered to search for the negro. 

Sergeant Hill and Patrolmen Power, Thayer, Jackson, Knight, and Streeter 
were sent through the woods in the vicinity. Power and Thayer got a clew 
which led them in the direction of Bloomingdale, and there, near the engine 
house, they came upon him. He submitted quietly to arrest. 

He had the 4 oe of just getting over a spree. One of the officers 
says he denied having committed any assault, but admitted having meta 
woman somewhere and taking hold of her. Even this much he would not 
admit later, but maintained that he had not committed any assault. 

Miss Green and her uncle called at the police station, and the young woman 
positively identified her assailant. 

The prisoner gave his name as William Johnson, and said he was 40 years 
old. e said he was born in Maryland and later moved to Harrisburg, and 
from there came to this city last fall. He wasa laborer, and said he worked 
for a contractor named Barnard, whose other name he could not give. 

Johnson is known to a few people in that vicinity of Hanover street. He 
roomed in a house on that street, near Arch street, and his quarters were fre- 
quently the scene of carousals, so his neighbors say. 

The condition of Miss Green is not alarming. It was feared at first that 
she would suffer from the shock, but her uncle thinks she will be able to ap- 
pear against her assailant in court to-morrow morning. 


These may be isolated cases; they may not reflect the general 
feeling and sentiment of the Northern people or conditions there; 
but there are every day facts coming out going to show my 
contention to be true that the more the Northern people find out 
about the negro the less use they have for him. To use the ex- 
pression which I have used once before, they love him according 
to the square of the distance. He is, they think, an admirable 
voter in the South and in the border States, where his vote counts 
for so much. Under the Constitution he is entitled to all the 
rights and privileges of other citizens, and many millions of un- 
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thinking Americans are drifting along that road absolutely igno- 
rant and oblivious of where it is going to lead. 

I will not spend more time to prove that there is prejudice and 
caste feeling among the Northern people in regard to the negro. 
If anyone wants to dispute it, let him produce his evidence and 
then I will be ready with some more facts to back up my position. 

Right here, I think it very well to remind Senators that in this 
District we have the most striking example of the calm, consider- 
ate judgment of the leaders of the Republican party that the 
negro’s ballot is a menace to good government. We had in this 
District in 1867 an enactment which gave the citizens, white and 
black, some control over local affairs and the levying of taxes and 
their expenditure. After five years the experiment had proven so 
absolute a failure that Congress, to save itself or save the city 
of Washington, felt constrained to repeal the act, and to insti- 
tute the form of government we now have, which is as autocratic 
as that of Russia or China, or any other absolute government. 

Why was it right or necessary to take the ballot from the negro 
here, and to take along with it the ballot of the white man, and 
yet it is right and proper to continue the partisan cry that there 
must be a free vote and a fair count in the South, and that every 
negro man should cast his ballot and have it counted, without 
regard to intelligence, or character, or anything else? 

I leave those who are ready to defend this policy now, if there 
be any left, to specify. We have reached a period in the evolu- 
tion of this question in which Northern sentiment has come to 
concede and to acknowledge that there was a blunder and a crime, 
or a mistake bordering on crime, when the negroes were en- 
franchised in the manner they were. 

We have seen Southern State after Southern State exercise every 
possible ingenuity under the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments to reduce the number of negro voters and to minimize the 
danger from that source, and without protest almost from the 
North. Therefore F feel that we are approaching a period when 
this sane and patriotic view will obtain throughout the country, 
when the best thought North and South will come together and 
consider what can be possibly done for this colored brother, this 
man in black, and at the same time not jeopardize and destroy 
the white people who live where the negroes are thickest. 

I shall approach that subject from the view point of a man liv- 
ing in a State where there are 235,000 more negroes than there are 
white people, and some 40,000 more negroes of voting age than 
there are white people. There is one other State similarly situ- 
ated—Mississippi, while throughout the South the proportion of 
negroes to whites varies. There are over a million negroes in 
Georgia, and a majority of white voters of 30,000 or 40,000, and 
so on throughout the long catalogue. The table which I have 
prepared and which I have inserted will facilitate the examina- 
tion by any person interested in it. 

Now, the most striking phrase in the President’s letter, the one 
which appeals strongest to the sentiment of everybody North and 
South, is that he is unwilling to ‘“‘shut the door of hope and of 
opportunity in the face of a worthy and competent colored man.”’ 
On first blush there is not a man alive who is a man, who has 
any of the elements of breadth and depth and liberality and 
Christianity and humanity, who would not agree with that senti- 
ment. 

Did it ever occur to those of you whose feelings are enlisted in 
that contention that in opening the door of hope and opportunity 
to this colored man you might be shutting it in the face of his 
white brother? We in my State for eight long years lived with 
the door of hope closed on us and the lock fastened by bayonets, 
keyed together by a bayonet, while rapine and murder and mis- 
government and anarchy and every other thing which ought not 
to have been ran riot, with a travesty on government, an abomi- 
nation in the sight of God and man presiding over the destinies 
of the Palmetto State. 

We had the door shut, and it seemed to have closed for all time. 
We pried it open by force because we had to pry it open or suffo- 
cate. Even now the sunshine which comes to us from God’s 
blue sky has up there the shadow of a negro with a ballot in his 
hand. We have exercised, as I said, our ingenuity and all the 
ability as lawyers and statesmen which we could under the four- 
teenth and fifteenth amendments to minimize and reduce the evil 
and to push it away from us. But it remains. 

Aschairman of the committee on suffrage in the constitutional 
convention, which I had struggled for four years as governor 
to have called for the express purpose of dealing with this ques- 
tion; as a man born on a slave plantation where there were one 
hundred of them belonging to my family; with experience, some 
little insight into the horrors of the war, and with a full knowl- 
edge of what happened during the reconstruction era when the 
carpetbag vampires and their negro dupes were running riot 
in South Carolina, I approached it with all the solemnity of a 
man resolved by every possible scheme that we could devise to 
take the ballot from every negro alive, if that had been allowed. 





_ we could not do it, because the fifteenth amendment barred 
e@ way. 

The fifteenth amendment prohibits any discrimination on ac- 
count of race, color, or previous condition. Therefore we had 
the simple and only alternative to provide for an educat‘onal 
qualification, with an elastic provision which enabled the illiter- 
ate whites to be registered, because we were unwilling to take 
the ballot from those of our own blood, some of them the best 
men we have, who had lost the opportunity to get an education 
in their youth because they were fighting. 

We found after we had completed our work that there were 
some 15,000 negroes who were then ready to register. I suppose 
that the number has increased since by education to 25,000, while 
the number of whites who were able to register is something like 
a hundred thousand. So that for the time we have a breathing 
spell. We are at ease for the moment. But the relief is only 
temporary. 

Along with the instrument which deprived the negroes of the 
right to vote because they could not read and write we placed in 
the constitution a provision which levied a 3-mill tax for public 
schools, and so again there was no discrimination on account of 
race, color, or previous condition. Therefore, the history of edu- 
cation in South Carolina for the last twenty-five years before the 
new constitution and since has been that there are more negro 
children in our public schools than there are white. 

While we have opened the door of hope for a while to the 
whites, and shallow thinkers are ready to suppose that a solution 
of the race problem in the South has been reached, every man 
who can look beyond his nose can see that with the negroes con- 
stantly going to school, the increasing number of people wlio can 
read and write among the colored race, with such preponderance 
of numbers as they have, will in time encroach upon and reach 
and overbalance our white men. And then what will happen? 
Will the door of ~~ be closed again on us by submitting to 
negro domination? Take it home and sleep on it, and then give 
me your answer. 

Why can we not afford it? This brings a long train of wit- 
nesses to show the difference between the Caucasian and the 
colored race, and to demonstrate to the satisfaction of every stu- 
dent of ethnology and history that the Southern white men can 
not, without absolute destruction to their civilization, submit 
to it. 

I will begin in Washington. This city has been the very hot- 
bed, the hothouse, where the effort to elevate the African and 
educate him and humanize him and civilize him and Christianize 
him has had its best development, or, rather, the effort has had 
unlimited money and encouragement. It has been right here 
under the egis of the American eagle, in sight of the Dome of the 
Capitol, and what are the results? 

I have here one of the most interesting, instructive and valuable 
compilations that I suppose has ever been written by anyone. I 
did not know it was in existence until I began the investigation of 
this subject. I should like for Congress to have it printed as a 
document if the consent of the owner of the copyright could be 
obtained, and let every student of our political and sociological 
and ethnological conditions get hold of it. Itis termed ‘‘ The Race 
Traits and Tendencies of the American Negro,’’ a publication by 
the American Economic Association, volume 11, printed in 1896 
by Macmillan & Co., New York. It is written by Frederick L. 
Hoffman, statistician to the Prudential Insurance Company of 
America; and in order that-the astounding facts which this gen- 
tleman marshaled, purely as a scientific investigator, may receive 
such due credence as they appear to me to be entitled to, I will 
read briefly an extract from his preface. I want to introduce 
Mr. Hoffman to the Senate. Inever knew of him until a fewdays 
ago myself. 

At the commencement of my investigation, e ially in regard to longev- 
ity and physiological peculiarities among the colored population, I was con- 
fronted with the absence of any extensive collection of data free from the 
taint of prejudice or sentimentality. Being of foreign birth,a German, I 
was fortunately free from a personal bias which might have made an impar- 
tial treatment of the subject difficult. By making exclusive use of the sta- 
tistical method and giving in every instance a concise tabular statement of 
the facts, I believe that I have e it entirely possible for my readers to ar- 
rive at their own conclusions, irrespective of the deductions that I have made. 

During the course of my inquiry it became more and more apparent that 
there lie at the root of all Social difficulties or problems racial traits and ten- 


dencies which make for good or ill in the fate of nations as well as of indi- 


viduals. It became more apparent as the work pro d that,in the great 
attempts at world bettering, at the amelioration of the condition of the lower 
races by those of a higher degree of culture and economic well-being, racial 
traits and tendencies have been almost entirely ignored. Hence a vast sum 
of evil consequences is met as the natural result of misapplied energy and 
misdirected human effort. 


He speaks here in regard to the city of Washington as follows: 
In Washington the colored race has had exceptional educational, rell- 
gious, and social opportunities. Even in an economic sense the race is prob- 
ably better off there than pay where else. According to the census there were 


in Washi nm, in 1890, 77 churches for colored le, valued at $1,152, 
with 22, communicants. There were 250 colnet teachers in an re 
rs 


13,382 colored pupils; but there were also during the year 483 young mo 
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whom neither education nor religion had restrained from open violation of 
the moral law. 


I shall quote further presently, but before I give statistics I 


wish to bring as a witness the voluntary statement of one of our 
ex-District Commissioners. I have here a hearing before a sub- 
committee of the House Committee on Appropriations, consisting 
of Messrs. Grout, Bingham, McCleary, Allen, and Benton, in 
charge of the District of Columbia appropriation bill for 1901. 
Major Sylvester and Mr. Wight, the then Commissioner, having 
charge of the police department of the city government, were 
asking for more policemen. Here is what took place: 

Mr. Benton. I would like to ae 759 if itis not a fact that there is not 
another city in this country of equal population to this as well patrolled as 
this. Is there another one 
Major SYLVESTER. Yes; there are better patrolled cities. 

Mr. Benton. There may be a good many more policemen; but is not the 
minal class as suce y taken care of in Washington as in any other 
city of its size in the country? 

or SYLVESTER. I believe so; but when I answer that statement I want 
to atts your attention to what I stated to you as to the hours of labor these 
mir | BERTON. I recollect what you said on that subject. You effect it, but 
you have to work your men more than you ought to. 

Here is the Commissioner’s statement: 


Mr. WIGHT. Pens I had better answer that, beeause it might be a lit- 


tle embarrassing to or Sylvester. I think it is remarkably to the credit 
of the police department, with the amount of men and the large 
amount of 1 classes 


Mr. Benton. I did not know that there was a very great amount. I know 
there is not a great deal of crime here, comparatively. 

The CHATRMAN. They are not the worst criminals. 

Mr. Wiaut. I say it with all kindness, but I state it as a fact, that the 
90,000 colored ple here are equal to the criminal conditions in any city. 
They regard life as of no value whatever. 

Here is a lifelong Republican, charged with the solemn duty 
of governing this city, and that is what he said. What corrobo- 
rative evidence have I in regard to the conditions in Washington 
to sustain this terrible revelation, as it was to me? I will read 
first from Mr. Hoffman, because I can not be too long about this, 
and I am only citing gentlemen who wish to investigate, to this 
book which affords a fund of information about the colored race 
throughout the country, North and South, East and West. He 
gives here a table furnished from the report of the health officer 
of the District of Columbia for 1894, in which we have the ille- 
gitimacy in Washington for the years from 1879 to 1894. I wish 
to print it in my remarks, but I shall simply call attention to the 
facts that the vege for the white race in 1894 was 2.92 per cent, 
while the average for the colored race was 22.49 per cent. That 
was the total of illegitimate births; and the saddest part of all of 
this is that in 1879 there were only 17.60 per cent of colored, while 
in 1898 there were 27 per cent and in 1894 26.46 per cent, and for 
the four preceding years there had been more than 25 per cent of 
births of illegitimate colored children in the city of Washington. 

The explanation is made, or, rather, the bald fact is stated, that 
immorality of that kind, which lies at the very root of civiliza- 
tion and civilizing influences, is abroad; that it goes on in spite 
of religious teachings and educational opportunities. That is the 
appalling thing for us to consider. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

Illegitimacy in Washington, D. C., 1879-1894. 
(Percentage of illegitimate in total number of births.) 














2.32 17.60 
2.43 19.02 
2.33 19. 42 
2.09 19.73 
8.14 20. 95 
8.60 19.02 
8 22. 88 
8.28 21.86 
8.34 21.27 
3.49 22.18 
3.59 23.45 
3.34 26.50 
2.90 25.12 
2.53 26. 40 
2.82 27 
2.56 | 26. 46 
2.92; 22.49 
SUMMARY 1879-1804. : 

De nn cwamemnereeueacnn 84, 808 27,211 

Illegitimate births, 1879-1804 )........2................2..-.- 1,082 6,186 

Percentage illegitimate births. ...............-..-.....-..-- 2.92 22. 49 





Mr. TILLMAN. Now I will quote something from Mr. Hoff- 
man. He says: 


Ihave given the statistics of the general groerese of the race in religion 
and education for the country at large, and have shown that in church and 
school the number of attending members or mpi is constantly increasing; 


but in the statistics of crime and the data of ft the proof is fur- 


timac 
nished that neither religion nor education has of to an appreciable 


XXXVI——161 


| White. | Colored. 





. the moral progress of the race. Whatever benefit the individual 
colored man may have _ from the extension of religious worship and 
ae processes, the raceas a whole has gone backward rather than 
orward. 


Next he says: 


It was a favorite argument of the opponents of slavery that freedom, 
education, and citizenship would elevate the negro to the level of the white 
in a generation or two. e writer, ina pony: to the Anti-Slavery Society 
which was widely circulated, made use of the following language in regard 
to the effects of the emancipation of the slaves in the West Indies: The 
abolition of slavery gave the death blow to open vice. Immediate emanci- 
pation, instead of opening the flood gates, was the only power strong enough 
to shut them down. Those great controllers of moral action, self-respect, 
attachment to law,and veneration of God, which slavery destroyed, freedom 
has resuscitated.” 


That is a quotation. Mr. Hoffman goes on and marshals some 
facts which utterly annihilate that contention. He says: 


The West India slaves were completely emancipated in 1838. About thirty 
years later the American Missionary, in commenting upon the ople of 
amaica, used the following language: “A man may be a runkesd & iar, a 
Sabbath breaker, a profane man, a fornicator, an adulterer, and such like 
and be known to be such, and go to chapel and hold up his head there, and 
feel no disgrace from those things, because they are so common as to create 
a public sentiment in his favor.’ 


About twenty-five years later James Anthony Froude, the great 
English historian, wrote of the negro in the West Indies in the 
following severe terms: 


Morals in the technical sense they have none, but they can not be said to 
sin, because they have no knowledge of the law and therefore can not commit 
a breach of the law. They are naked and not ashamed. They are married, 
as they call it, but not parsoned. The woman prefers a looser tie that she 
may be able to leave the man if he treat her unkindly. A missionary told 
me that a marriage connection rarely turned out well which begins with 
legal marriage. e@ system is ae but it answers. There is evil, but 
there is not the demoralizing effect of evil. They sin, but they sin only as 
animals sin, without shame, use there is no sense of wrongdoing; they 
eat the forbidden fruit, but it brings with it no knowledge of the difference 
between good and evil—in fact, these r children of darkness have escaped 
the consequences of the fall, and must come of another stock, after all. 


Mr. Hoffman resumes: 

The statements of the various writers on the social condition of the West 
India negro are supported by reliable statistical evidence. The table below, 
compiled from the annual reports of the registrar-general of Jamaica, bears 
mute testimony on this point: 

IWegitimacy and illiteracy in Jamaica. 


—_—— 


Percent- 
age of 

Percent- | females 

ageofille-| signing 
. gitimate | marriage 

births. register 

| with 
|} mark. 

57.7 66.8 
58.2 67.7 
58.09 68.6 
58.9 68.3 
59.9 67.7 

59.6 64 
59.8 64.8 
60.6 64.8 
60.5 65.5 
61.7 64.9 
60.7 63.7 
60.6 61.6 

60.1 60 
60.6 59.4 
60.8 57.1 








Indicating the increase in education. Mr. Hoffman sadly com- 
ments there. He says: 

After fifty years of educational and religious influence under conditions 
of freedom, sixty out of every hundred births are acknowledged to be 
illegitimate. 

Further on Mr. Hoffman says: 

After nearly sixty years of freedom in the West Indies and after thirty 
ears of freedom in this country, during which the most elaborate efforts 
ave been made to improve the moral and secial condition of the race, we 

find that its physical and moral tendency is downward. 

One other quotation and I have done with this book for the 
present. Giving the percentage of criminals, he quotes from the 
official record of convicts in the Pennsylvania penitentiaries: 

Convicts in the Pennsylvania penitentiaries, 1886 and 189!,. 


























Males. Females. 
a1. | Percent. | | cor. | Percent. 
Col- | Col- | , 
Total. age of col-| Total. | jage of col- 
ored. | ored. ored. "ered. 
es ral Rs, ae ae, 
RR oe eae. | 1,730] 244 14.10} 41 14 84.15 
GOO dicinin Sietadouuewusn 2,312 384 | 16. 61 52 18 | 34. 61 
ase See id | ee x 
| Males. Females. 
Percen of colored in total population over 15 
a cnatpdabe eceene 2.23 2.09 
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The table shows that in Pennsylvania, in 1894, 16.61 per cent of the male 
inmates and 34.61 per cent of the females were colored; yet in the whole pop- 
ulation of the State over 15 years of age St per cent of the males and 


2.09 per cent of the females were persons of 
cessively high proportion of colored convicts. 


It is rather strange that nearly all, or a large number, of the 
colored people who have gravitated North from our part of the 
world must be the bad negroes; and yet, coming in contact with 
this constantly increasing class of criminals, we find people u 
there who say that the stock from which they sprang is g 
enough to govern South Carolina. I will remark in passing that 
the conditions in our State are even worse. That is the astound- 
ing and the inexplicable situation tome. I have here a witness 
who speaks about Illinois. Benjamin C. Whitehead, of the New 
Orleans Times-Democrat, writing from Chicago, says: 


A THREATENING CLOUD. 


The more serious condition growing out of the negro pp wy = is yet to 
come, criminologists and officers fear. The negro youth is the threatening 
cloud obscuring all hope of something better. As the first generation after 
slavery deteriorated in character and moral worth, the negro children of 
to-day tend toward vice and crime. In the John Worthy School at Chicago, 
an institution founded upon benevolent ideas and calculated to teach the 
mistaught boys the true path to upright citizenship, a most sickening scandal 
was brought to light from inqu ry into the habits and practices of negro 
boys, and the investigation afforded a very good index to the inclination of 
even the very young negro children. The details of the scandal are too vile 
for publication, but the reader who is familiar with negro conduct may have 
some idea of the character of the testimony if not of the extent of the 
offenders’ misconduct. 
The negroes form 2 per cent of the population of Illinois. 


Very nearly the same proportion that exists in Pennsylvania. 


At the Illinois Home for Female Juvenile Offenders at Geneva 13 per cent 
of the inmates are negroes. At the boys’ prison at Pontiac 18 per cent of 
those incarcerated are negroes. The negro lists in the juvenile prisons are 
constantly increasing. Inthe Chester penitentiary no statistics are furnished 
regarding the relative number of negroesand whites, but in the Joliet prison 
Warden Murphy affords the information that more than 16 per cent of the 
a are negroes. In connection with this it may be sta that of the 

male prisoners there 27 are white and 38 are negroes. 


rican descent, showing an ex- 


It may appear in the eyes of some that Iam bringing out all 
this for the sinister purpose of belittling the negro race—of doom- 
ing them to obloguy and mistreatment. I want to say to you— 
and I say it with all the sincerity of my nature—that I do not 
hate the negro. I was nursed bya black mammy. I have on 
my farm in South Carolina to-day a negro man of about my own 
age, Joe Gibson, who has been with me thirty years. He has 
charge of my keys and of everything I possess there in the way 
of a house, furniture, horses and carriages, and everything for a 
farm of 200 acres, worth some twelve or fifteen thousand dollars. 
I trust him implicitly. He can not read or write. He has got 
a wife who is as trustworthy as he is. 

All negroes are not bad; a very small percentage of them are 
bad; but the bad ones are leading all the rest, and they are patted 
on the back by the politicians at the North. Every farmer 
throughout the South who is familiar with the locality in which 
he lives knows that there are on many of those plantations—in 
fact, on nearly all of them where any considerable number of 
negroes live—a large number of good, quiet, peaceable, orderly, 
and more or less industrious colored people. who are endeavoring 
to make a living with the least labor possible, and getting along 
pleasantly and peacefully with their white friends. But the 
younger generation is worthless—wholly unreliable—and in every 
community there are young vagabonds most of whom have a 
smattering of education who are doing all the devilment of which 
we read every day. 

The condition which the President has precipitated by his re- 
vival of a worn-out policy, the discussion of the status of this 
man throughout the country and of his future, will not down. 
It is like Banquo’s ghost, and the sooner we take hold of the 
question in a calm, statesmanlike way and endeavor to set in 
motion instrumentalities which will do something to stop the agi- 
tation and to help these people, if they can be helped, the better 
it will be for all concerned. 

Iam ready to lend any information I possess and to give.the 
best thought I have, because I have given thought to this subject 
for the last thirty years, mainly from the point of view I have 
occupied up to now, that it was my duty to my own people and 
to my own State to stand forever op to any idea of political 
or social equality on the part of the negrowith the whites of 
South Carolina. You have just had facts collected by a man 
whose statements with regard to himself would gain credit any- 
where as to being an impartial observer and student of this great 
question. Op to that we have a vast amount of nebulous 
contention and assertion of claims; and I want to read here the 
latest that I have come across from the very highest negro au- 
thority, a man who stands highest in the estimation of white 
men North and South of any man of his race—Booker T. Wash- 
ington. 

In an address in New York on Washington’s Birthday, Booker T. | 
Washington, at a memorial meeting held in the Academy of Arts 


and Sciences, devoted his remarks to the consideration of the race 
problem. He said in part: 


Unlike the Indian, the original Mexican, or the Hawaiian, the negro, so 
far from dying out when in contact with a stronger and different race, 
continued to increase in numbers to such an extent that whereas the race 
entered bon 20 in number, there are now more than 9,000,000. So I want 
to emphasize the truth that whether we are of Northern or of Southern bir 
whether we are black or white, we must face frankly the hard, stubborn fac 
that in bondage and in freedom the negro, in spite of all predictions to the 
contrary, has continued year by year to increase in numbers until he now 
forms about one-seventh of the entire porn, and that there are no 
that the same ratio of increase will not ho oe inthe future. Further n 
this, despite of all the changing, uncertain conditions through which the 
zone has _ and is passing 1 Se country. whether in Doadege oF = 

reedom, he made a steady ga acquiring property, skill, ° 
industry, education, and Christian character. » Ps 

To deal directly with the affairs of my own race, I believe that both the 
teachings of history, as well as the results of everyday observation, should 
convince us that we shall make our most enduring progress by laying the 
foundations carefully, patiently, in the ownership of the soil, the exercise of 
habits of economy, the saving of money, the securing of the most complete 
education of hand and head, and the cultivation of Christian es. 

I can not believe, I will not believe, that the country which invites into 
its midst every type of European, from the highest to the very dregs of the 
earth, and gives these comers shelter, protection, and the highest encourage- 
ment, will refuse to accord the same protection and one, to her 
black citizens. The negro seeks no ial privileges. All that he asks isop- 
pees the same law which is made by the white manand applied 

the one race be applied with equal certainty and exactness to the other. 


Here we have the apostle of technical and industrial education, 
a man who has warned his people against the folly of political 
office, showing in spite of his wisdom that he has the same dream. 

I quote again: 

All that he asks is opportunity—that the same law which is made by the 
white man and applied to the one race be applied with equal certainty and 
exactness to the other. 

I do not wish to comment on his utterances except to show that 
his hopes and aspirations are natural and even pathetic. But while 
he gives advice to his ple that is wise, afar off he sees a vision 
of equality, and I say that his dream can never come to pass. His 
claims about the negro race are largely guesswork and can not 
stand against the facts as set out by Hoffman. 

Mr. President, I do not want to tire the Senate, but I have here 
the work of a student of ethnology, of sociology, and of philos- 
ophy, one of the greatest minds of the last century, Max Muller, 
the famous Sanskrit scholar, who has delved deeper into the mine 
of Indian lore and East Indian traditions and religion than any 
other man, living or dead. In his Essay on Caste, he deals 
directly with the question which confronts us, and it is my desire, 
if you will be patient with me, to give you some quotations from 
this scholar, this man whose sole purpose and desire was to give 
to his countrymen the truth and the facts as his long years of 
laborious research had enabled him to arrive at them. And it is 
in regard to the question of caste—that inherent, irrepressible, 
indelible feeling which exists in the mind of every human being 
under certain conditions and circumstances, for which we are 
not responsible because it grows’ with our growth in childhood 
and becomes part and parcel of every fiber of flesh and bone of 
which our bodies are composed. In explanation of the condi- 
tions which he found in India, Muller says: 

As soon as we trace the complicated system of caste, such as we find it in 
India at the present day, back to its first beginnings, we find that it flows 
from at least three different sources, and that accordingly we must distin- 
guish between ethnological, political, and professional caste. 

Ethnological caste arises wherever different races are brought in contact. 
There is and always has been a mutual antipathy between the white and the 
black man, a when the two are brought together, either by conquest or 
migration, the white man has invariably asserted his superiority, and estab- 
lished certain social barriers between himself and his dark-skinned brother. 
The Aryas and the Sudras seem to have felt this mutual er The dif- 
ference of blood and color was heightened in ancient times by difference of 
religion and language; but in modern times also, and in countries where the 
negro has learned to speak the same language and to worship the same God as 
his master, the white man can never completely overcome the old feeling that 
seems to lurk in his very blood and makes him recoil from the embrace of 
his darker neighbor. nd even where there is no distinction of color, an 
analogous feeling, the feeling of race, asserts its influence, as if inherent in 
human nature. tween the Jew and the Gentile, the Greek and the bar- 
barian, the Saxon and the Celt, the Englishman and the foreigner, there is 
something—whether we call it hatred, or antipathy, or mistrust, or mere 
coldness—which in a primitive state of society would necessarily lead toa 
system of castes, and which, even in moro civi countries, never be 
completely eradicated. 

In tracing the condition in India as far back as he could get any 
authentic information, Muller tells us that caste exis there 
from the first settlement of that peninsula, and he goes on to 
describe the various strata of society and of population in the 
two hundred and odd millions of the inhabitants of Hindostan, 
and he winds up by saying that the word ‘‘caste”’ itself, in its 
—- significance, simply means color. He gives some very 

unny and ridiculous descriptions as to what the law of caste 
has forced those people to do and to believe and to feel. Here, 
for instance, is one: , 


Low as the Sudra stood in the system of Manu, he stood higher than most 
of the mixed castes, the Varnasankaras. he son of a Sudra by a Sudra 
woman is purer than the son of a Sudra by a woman of the highest caste 
(Manu X,30). Manu calls the Kandala one of the lowest outcasts, use he 


is the son of a Sudra father and a Brahmanic mother. He evidently con- 
sidered the mésalliance of a woman more degrading than that of a man. 
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Just as we do, rt 
hman father and a Sudra mother may in the seven’ 
gusset tees vr to the highest caste (Manu X, 64)— 
In South Carolina we recognize octoroons as white people— 
other belo: rever 
mite genta oats es sate Seabees, Sis Pe ee © 
em. 
about eceantal be bedoen termes they are driven om of the city. 

He goes on to philosophize on this subject of race antagonism 
and association and contact,and of the laws of society even in 
England, and I will give a quotation without reading it all. He 
gives a remarkable illustration of the sense of indignation of one 
of the old-time English aristocracy, saying: 

0 ny cisnen end we beard it, eased by One of the moc eminent tan teat 
the Indian civil service would no longer be fit for the sons of gentlemen. 
Why? Because one of the elected candidates was the son of a missionary. 

As illustrative of the intense cruelty, I may say, which this law 
in India has brought about, you all recollect the immolation of 
the child widows who had been married in their infancy, and if 
the husband to whom they had been married died, they were for- 
bidden to marry anyone else. You all recall the Juggernaut car, 
with the idolators, so to k, —— in front and throwing 
themselves down to be crushed. You all remember the ceremony 
of burning, after maturity, a woman whose husband had died 
after marriage, and all that kind of thing. Muller states here: 


In former times a Pariah was obliged to carry a bell—the very name of 
Pariah is derived from that bell—in order to give warning to the Brahma 
who might be polluted by the shadow of an outcast. In bar a Naya 
defiles a Brahman at a distance of 74 paces— 

If he gets within 74 paces the Brahman is polluted. 
and a Nayer, though himself a Sudra, would shoot one of these degraded 
races if he approached too near. 

Here is what I want you gentlemen to consider: 


Those who know the Hindus best are the least anxious to see them without 
caste. Colonel Sleeman remarks: 

““What chiefly prevents the spread of Christianity is the dread of exclu- 
sion from caste and all its privileges, and the utter hopelessness of their ever 
finding any table circle of society of the adopted religion, which con- 
verts, or would-be converts, to Christianity now everywhere feel.” 

He says further: 


Caste can not be abolished in India, and to attempt it would be one of the 
most hazardous operations that was ever performed on a living political 
body. Asa religious institution, caste will die; as a social institution, it will 
live and eeere. Let the Sudras, or, as they are called in Tamil, the Petta 
Pittei, the children of the house, grow into laborers, the Vaisyas into 
wealthy merchants, the Kshatriyas into powerful barons, and let the Brah- 
mans aspire to the oan of that intellectual aristocracy which is the only 
true aristocracy in truly civilized countries, and the four castes of the Veda 
will not be out of date in the nineteenth century, nor out of place in a 
Christian country. But all this must be the work of time. “The teeth,” as 
a native writer says, ‘fall off themselves in old age, but it is painful to 
extract them in youth.” 

Is this the genesis of the Booker Washington idea? 

_ Muller, after devoting a lifetime to the study of the language, 
literature, and conditions in India, sums up with this declaration. 
It is worth all the schools and colleges, sermons and preachments, 
religious or political, that have ever been uttered on the subject 
of African regeneration. The mothers must lift the race or its 
doom is sealed. 


AS SOON AS THE FEMALE POPULATION OF INDIA CAN BE RAISED FROM 
THEIR PRESENT DEGRADATION; AS SOON AS A BETTER EDUCATION AND A 
PURER RELIGION WILL HAVE INSPIRED THE WOMEN OF INDIA WITH FEEL- 
INGS OF MORAL RESPONSIBILITY AND SELF-RESPECT; AS SOON AS THEY HAVE 
LEARNED—WHAT CHRISTIANITY ALONE CAN TEACH—THAT IN THE TRUE 
LOVE OF A WOMAN THERE IS SOMETHING FAR ABOVE THE LAW OF CASTE OR 
THE CURSES OF PRIESTS, THEIR INFLUENCE WILL BE THE MOST POWERFUL, 
ON THE ONE SIDE, TO BREAK THROUGH THE ARTIFICIAL FORMS OF CASTE, 
AND, ON THE OTHER, TO MAINTAIN IN INDIA, AS ELSEWHERE, THE TRUE 
CASTE OF RANK, MANNERS, INTELLECT, AND CHARACTER. 


Senators will recollect that the Sepoy rebellion of 1857, with 
all its horrors, was produced by reason of the fact that the 
English officers torosd. the Sepoys simply to bite cartridges with 
hog grease onthem. You will say, “ That is all no good here; we 
are civilized Americans; we are the highest t of men.’”’ Bona- 
parte said, ‘‘ If you scratch a Russian, you will finda Tartar.”’ If 
you scratch the white man too deep, you will find the same 
savage whose ancestry used to roam wild in Britain when the 
Danes and Saxons first crossed over. I have seen doctors of 
divinity, I have seen the very highest and best men we have, lose 
all semblance of Christian human beings in their anger and 
frenzy when some female of their acquaintance or one of their 
daughters had been ravished, and they were as wild and cruel as 
any tiger of the jungle. Youcan not make us over by law. 
Constitutions do not change human nature. 

I come now, after this imperfect portrayal, to another feature. 
There is much material here, and it covers much ground, in ref- 
erence to racial antagonism. Look at the history of the Danube 
Valley, with its teeming millions of Slavs and Magyars and 
Bosnians and Servians and Dalmatians, and the Turks and the 
Macedonians, who have been cutting each other’s throats for six 
centuries, all white people at that, but simply with a racial 
antagonism. 


Look at India, with its two hundred and odd millions, nobody 
knows how many, governed by 400,000 Englishmen. Where in 
history can you point to an instance in which white men proper, 


the best type of white men, or even the lowest type, have been 
dominated very long by any colored people? It is not in our 
blood. When you force conditions, when you gentlemen relent- 
lessly and remorselessly stand by your mistakes of the period 
from 1868 to 1872, when the fifteenth amendment was placed on 
our backs, and say, “‘ It stands there sacred, and it must stay,”’ 
you force us to face an alternative which in the future is bound 
to produce a conflict of races. That dire condition is ahead of us, 
and, like the sword of Damocles, it hangs by a very slender thread. 

We ask you to pause and think. We beg you not to drive us 
to desperation. You say we must keep the door of hope open to 
the negro. Please consider the shutting of that door to the 
white man. If you could force that policy upon my State and 
we submitted to it quietly and peaceably, in the next fifty years 
at the outside we would have a majority of negroes in South 
Carolina who could outvote the whites. Give them a peaceful 
election, no resistance, absolute equality before the law, and what 
happens? The negroes capturethe government. They donot own 
any of the property, or only a very small percentage. They have 
none of the intelligence, or so little that it does not count. They 
have none of the character, or so little that it does not count. 
They have none of the knowledge of government which is bred in 
our bones. But let ussubmit; let the negroes take possession; let 
them have a negro government; let them control taxation; and 
if we have sunk so low by that time as to forget all traditions of 
Anglo-Saxons, of Caucasians, then what follows? 

The governing race in any community, where there is abso- 
lute equality before the law, and equality for which the President 
contends before the law, and equality of opportunity, will in time 
come to amalgamation with ty boc ppg race that may be there. 
The reason why we have not had any amalgamation in any of 
the racial antagonisms of which I have spoken, except in a limited 
degree, the reason why the Slavs and the Magyars in Hungary 
have never intermarried to any considerable degree, is because 
they hate each other, and whichever one crosses the line loses 
caste with his fellows and is absorbed into the other race. 

What is the fundamental hope, what is the dream of the negro 
agitators, these men who are importuning the President now and 
are making his life a burden to him in regard to appointments to 
office of men of their race? I will produce a witness. He may 
not be a good one, but that is not my fault. In the Washington 
Post of January 27 I find this statement: 

HAYES STIRS HIS RACE—VIRGINIA NEGRO LEADER TALKS OF SWORD AND 

TORCH—WASHINGTON CROWD APPLAUD—JAMES H. HAYES PREDICTS 

FORCIBLE RESISTANCE TO THE VIRGINIA CONSTITUTION AND OTHER 


ACTS OF DISFRANCHISEMENT PASSED BY SOUTHERN LEGISLATURES— 
TEMPER OF A MASS MEETING AT LINCOLN CHURCH. 


You all read it, at least most of you did. I will incorporate it 
in my speech, with the consent of the Senate. 


Ata mass meeting of colored people at Lincoln Memorial Church, at 8 
o'clock last night, under the auspices of the Afro-American Council, promi- 
nent speakers of the negro race made addresses —— the question of disfran- 
chisernent in the Southern States, and considerable feeling was manifested. 

James H. Hayes, of Richmond, the attorney who has been retained by the 
colored ple of Virginia to test the disfranchisement laws of that State, 
delive: a speech in which he declared that the negro has now reached the 
limit of his endurance, and advocated the sword and torch as a means for the 


negro to tain his manhood. His remarks were received with great 
enthusiasm. 

He referred to the fact that during the years which have elapsed since the 
war sectional feeling between the North and South has died out to such an 
extent that Virginia now prope ses to place a monument of Lee in Statuary 
Hall in the National Capitol, but said that all this\period has not been suf- 


ficient for the negro to advance one inch beyond the place he held when lib- 
erated from slavery. 

“There is nothing in Virginia for the negro,” he said, “but degradation, 
unless the negroes make a firm stand, contend for their rights, ond. if neces- 
sary, die forthem. Iam not an anarchist,” he added, “and I don’t mean to 
go out and kill anybody, but to let somebody else kill you.” This veiled 
sally provoked loud applause and laughter. “In Virginia,’ added the 
speaker, ‘‘ you are ‘Jim Crows.’ You opened the meeting to-night by singing 
‘My country, ’tis of thee,’ but I wonder how negroes can sing that song. 
For myself, Iam a man without a country. 

“The time has come when the negro must fight, not theoretically, not in- 
tellectually; but fight with his hands. The disfranchisement of the children 
of Israel in Egypt has been followed letter for letter by the disfranchisement 
in the South.” 

He then spoke about Moses being called to lead the Israelites from their 
bondage and drew attention to the fact that slavery for four hundred years 
had made them cowards, so that they were obliged to turn back, drawing a 
parallel to the case of the negro in America. 


” 


This time — 


“A second time,” he continued, “the children of God arose. 
they had the omy | of Joshua, and when they went forth from the land 
of their bondage they did not go meekly, but carried the sword in one hand 
and the torch in the other. In this country,” also he added, ‘‘a second gen- 
eration has grown up in the forty years since the war. The Atlanta Consti- 
tution has threatened us with the Kuklux if the growth of Federal appoint 
ments in the South continues. I make the prediction that when the South- 
ern people start to Kukluxing this time they will not have as the objects of 


their oppression the same timid people they Kukluxed in the sixties. 

* Negroes are leaving the State of Virginia because of the treatment they 
are receiving. What we want to do is to start something, and keep it up 
until the white people stop something. We don't intend to be oppressed any 
longer. We don't intend to be crushed. I am afraid we are anarchistic, 
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that we are anarchists, and I give the warning that if this op 
South continues the negro must resort to the sword and torch, and that the 


Southland will become a land of blood and desolation. 


ion in the 


“I want to make the assertion right here that we are not going to be dis- 
franchised in Virginia. It is written in the heavens and engraved upon the 
stars that the Virginia negro does not intend to submit to nchisement. 


We are told, ‘Let the negro obtain education and wealth if he would gain 
the political equality which he desires.’ I say that never was a bigger lie 
uttered. The more the negro advances the more will political rights be de- 
nied him. It is not the common negro in the South who is cut off the regis- 
tration lists. It is not the ditch digger. It is the educated negro, the doc 
and lawyer and preacher, who are deprived unlawfully of 
and manhood by the iniquitous constitution of Virgi which cost half a 
million dollars to frame. And I want to say that by the time weget oa 
as holes in the constitution it will cost the State of Virginia half a 
million more.” 


The sting of that speech is in the tail, and I want to read you 
what this colored orator, who made the members of his race in 
that tabernacle or church go wild with enthusiasm, as the report 
states, said: 


“Tt is claimed that the negro industrial schools are the proper lines of effort 
for therace. Talk about educationand wealth, and say that they make votes 
for the negro. It’sa lie. No, they are destroying votes. eee negro who 
puts on aclean collar and tries to be a man is destroying a vote. I believeGod 
willtake careof us. And justone word about the question of the absorption 
of the races.” 

The speaker added significantly: 


‘‘No two people having the same religion and speaking the same tongue, 
living together, Tove ever n keptapart. This is well known, and it is one 
of the reasons why the dominant race is crushing out the strength of the negro 


in the South.” 


There is your open door and it is easy to see to what doom it 
leads. The purpose and hope of those who indorse this policy and 
are madly pressing it on us in the South is that we in time shall 
become a country or State of mulattoes. Wendell Phillips in his 
Fourth of July speech in 1863 openly advocated tion. 
Theodore Tilton also advocated it. Thad. Stevens practiced it. It 
was not surprising. It was not to be wondered at that those men 
who had devoted their lives to the propaganda of abolition shauld 
have allowed their sentimentality to get the better of all judgment 
and race pride. Hayes is of a type of negroes who are growing in 
number daily. He is only more bold and less cunning and cau- 
tious than the rest. He eo Booker Washington and his 
teachings, but his race in Washington “‘ go wild”’ over his ray- 
ings. 

Look southward, if you please, over the Rio Grande, and tell me 
what you see from there to Cape Horn. You see no society that 
is pure blooded; you see no commonwealth that is self-governing. 
You see a mongrelized aggregation of Indians and Spani and 
negroes inhabiting that land who make orderly government a 
byword and a hissing. No such doom as that is possible to the 
Southern States. No such scheme will ever receive the indorse- 
ment of the American people, and if it does then God have mercy 
on this country, for there will be a hundred times more blood 
shed than ever was shed before ‘‘ the stars in their courses fought 
against Diura.’’ I donot threaten you. I prayerfully warn you. 
I know those people. I know your stock as well asmine. You 
would not submit toit. Wecan not. Wedarenot. We will not! 

I want to touch a moment on the effect of education on men. 
Under existing conditions we are left absolutely without any 
barrier in dealing with suffrage other than the ability to read 
and write. In my State we have enlarged that by permitting 
those who pay taxes on $300 worth of property, whether or not 
they read or write, to use the ballot. But who here is prepared 
to say that the mere acquirement of enough education to read 
and write makes a good citizen—that it fits a man for the com- 
plicated duties of self-government and participation in self-gov- 
ernment? Pope declared that— 


“a LITTLE LEARNING IS A DANGEROUS THING.” 


And it is the quintessence of folly to suppose that the African 
can emulate, or successfully imitate even, the Anglo Saxon in 
matters of government. The history of the race in the continent 
where it originated and still exists by the hundreds of millions 
is that of barbarism, savagery, cannibalism, and everything which 
is low and degrading. 

This has been the story of all the centuries. It is idle to ex- 
pect such beings to be transformed in a generation or two into 
good citizens capable of governing themselves. 

My observation teaches me that where there is no moral train- 
ing there *snocharacter. If along with the training of the head— 
the mere ability to translate letters into words—there be not a 
training of the moral faculties, the realization of the difference 
between right and wrong, the instinct to tell the truth, to be vir- 
tuous and honest, what good do your three little r’s do? 

I did not want to say anything about what are the conditions 
in the South as I know them to be by personal contact and ob- 
servation all my life. I have preferred to marshal the evidence 
of an unbiased witness, who has taken the official reports and the 
scientific data, and to tell you what he has to say about this race. 
But I am willing to say that the little smattering of education 
which negroes are ving now has absolutely no influence upon 


their upbuilding as a people. It does not increase by one-quarter 
of an inch their stature in manhood. It is not elevating, but 
enervating and destructive of the original virtnes of the negro 
race, and they have their virtues as well as we have. 

I want to direct your attention to a remarkable fact in the his- 
tory of this country, which can not be too much: dwelt upon. 
When the Southern white men, from 16 to 60 years of-age, 
all of them living in the cotton States, except a few in the 
mountains, had left their homes during the civil war to follow 
the standards of Lee and Jackson, of Johnston and Forrest, and 
when there were absolutely no men there except the old men 
above 60 and 65 and the little schoolboys—and the country then 
was much less thickly populated than it is now and altogether 
more agricultural—with over 4,000,000 negroes there were at 
least 1,000,000 males of adult age, slaves scattered throughout 
the breadth of the land, from the Potomac to the Rio Grande, 
and the wives and daughters of their masters were left to their 
care and protection. 

The n s knew the war was to settle the question of their 
future liberty or continued slavery. If there existed in their 
hearts any cause for hatred and resentment and a desire for 
revenge, such as you gentlemen in your youth were led to believe 
existed from reading Harriet Beecher Stowe’s novel, and other 
sources of information and when oratory poured out its plea 
for the poor, downtrodden African—if these people had then been 
imbued with one-tenth of the hatred of the whites which exists 
to-day, if they had cause for hate, what would have been the con- 
sequences upon the helpless white women and children then livin 
among them? The very imagination sickens at the picture o 
rapine and murder and of the cruelties and horrors of which we 
have read in Hayti and San Domingo, and which would have 
been repeated in the South. Yet they were slaves and had, as 
you believe, ample cause for revenge and hate. 

But what are the facts, Senators? During those four dark years 
there is not of record a solitary case where a negro man wronged 
a white woman. What is the situation now? Take your morn- 
ing paper and read it any day in the year, and there is hardly a 
day in which our sensibilities are not wrought up and our ions 
aroused or our pity aroused by some tale of horror and of woe. 

I tell you from my own experience and observation that the 
old sense of security and of love and friendship on the part of the 
negro for his white master and his mistress and the children, 
which I myself experienced in my boyhood, has gone. With 
the remnant of the old negroes who were born in slavery and had 
some of that training (all of whom are now necessarily above 40) 
gone, the last —ae conservative element among them 
will have disappeared. ‘They have been taught that they are the 
equals of the whites. During the reconstruction iod, when 
they had the ballot and professed to govern, and levied taxes and 
marched themselves in the statehouses, constantly squandering 
and stealing of our substances, they learned their lesson well. 
They tasted blood. They were innoculated with the virus of 
equality. A great poet tells us that those who love liberty must 
first deserve it. 

Among the dusky millions who were held in bondage there 
were, of course, many who had been cruelly wronged and suffered 
injustice, but the overwhelming majority of them had no feeling 
for their masters and their families except love and veneration. 
They looked up to them as superior beings. They felt the obli- 
gations of the trusts which been reposed in them, and many 
of them were true unto death. Tho fact which can not be dis- 
puted is one to give us pause when we undertake to analyze the 
present conditions. 

So the poor African has become a fiend, a wild beast, seeking 
whom he may devour, filling our penitentiaries and our jails, 
lurking around to see if some helpless white woman can be mur- 
dered or brutalized. Yet he can read and write. He hasa little 
of the veneer of education and civilization, according to New 
England ideas. 

I do not blame the New England people. They have none, or 
few, of the negroes. The whole number beyond New York would 
not es the negroes in my county. The people up there can 
afford to theorize and to determine upon the life and death of the 
civilization of the South from their standpoint of sentimentality, 
if they are willing, but I do not believe they are now willing. I 
do not believe they want to. I give them credit for more love of 
humanity and of their kind than to bring on a conflict of that 
sort. If there were no higher motives, I give them credit for 
more statesmanship. But, with the constantly increasing hatred 
between the races, with the older white men, acquainted with the 
better negroes, dying off, as they are doing rapidly; with the old 
negroes, the grandfathers of the race, dying off rapidly, as they 
are doing, in a very short while those who know anything of the 
relation of the slave and the master in the old days will have dis- 
appeared and gone. 

And then the younger generation of white men, who are hating 
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these eee in return, whose animosity and an grow 
a th these acute situations and conditions, have got to face 

i blem. I thank God sometimes that I will not live to see 
the thing brought to a focus. Iam endeavoring in my feeble way 
to beg you, for God’s sake, not to help uce that acute stage 
of fever and race hatred and it through until you 
into people those angry passions which will put the races at eac 
other’s devout with the resolve on the part of the whites to die 
or maintain their supremacy. Everyone knows what will be the 
result. 

What effect does it have to appoint a negro to office in a com- 
munity, many of which I could mention in my State, where 
there are three or five negroes to one white, just as there are in 
Indianola three negroes to a white |e in that entire commu- 
nity, and in the adjoining county of Washington there are abso- 
lutely ten to one, just as in Beaufort, 8. C., there are ten to one? 
What effect does it have for the knowledge to go out all overand 
among them, at their churches and eve here else, that the 
great President of the United States is still their friend; that he 
does not intend to allow the “‘ door of hope to be shut upon them;”’ 
that he wants to offer them an opportunity in life; that he is goin 
to recognize them and give them offices to represent the Uni 
States Government? Does that tend to peace, tend to good order, 
tend to produce that feeling of subordination which is their only 
salvation? 

Some people have been ready to believe and to contend that 
the negro is a white man with a black skin. All history dis- 

roves that. Goto Africa. What do yon find there? From one 
hundred and fifty million to two hundred million savages. 

I happened in my boyhood, when I was about 12 years old, to 
see some real Africans fresh from their native jungles. The last 
cargo of slaves imported into this country were brought here in 
1858 on the yacht Wanderer, landed on an island below Savan- 
nah, and sneaked by the United States marshal up the Savannah 
River and landed a little distance below Augusta, and my family 
bought some thirty of them. 

Therefore I had a chance to see just what kind of people these 
were, and to compare the African as he is ay in Africa with 
the African who, after two centuries of slavery, was brought side 
by side to be judged. The difference was as ‘‘ Hyperion to a 
satyr.”” Those poor wretches, half starved as they had been on 
their veneer across the Atlantic, shut down and battened under 
the hatches and fed a little rice, several hundred of them, were 
the most miserable lot of human beings—the nearest to the miss- 
ing link with the monkey—I have ever put my eyes on. 

Now, I do not go into the philosophy of it, or undertake to act 
as God’s interpreter, because I have no ambition of that sort and 
I would not presume to even suggest a thing more than to say thatif 
we consider the destinies of this race from a broad standpoint, and 
compare the condition of the African in Africa to-day, the highest 
and best of them, with the condition of the American negroes, 
such as we now have them, or such as we had them in 1865, I do 
not hesitate to say that among the four million and odd slaves 
who were in the South in 1865 there were more good, Christian 
men and women and gentlemen and ladies than all Africa could 
show then or can show now. 

Then if God in His providence ordained slavery and had these 
people a over here for the purpose of civilizing enough 
of them to form a nucleus and to become missionaries back to 
their native heath, that is a question. I havea letter here from 
a distinguished African bishop who believes it, and I want to 
read it. But the thing I want to call your attention tois that 
slavery was not an unmitigated evil for the negro, because what- 
ever of p the colored race has shown itself capable of 
achieving has come from slavery; and whether among those four 
million there were not more good men and women than could be 
found among the nine million now is to my mind a question. I 
would not like to assert it; but I am strongly of that belief from 
the facts I knowin regard to the demoralization that has come to 
those people down there by having liberty thrust upon them in 
the way it was, and then having the ballot and the burdens of 


| 


tend to undertake it; and I never will even make a start to run 
down the thousand and one lies that have been told on me. 

But this man, this bishop, wrote me a letter and called my 
attention to a dream of his, an aspiration and a hope, and to sug- 
— that I should submit his proposition to the Senate of the 

nited States and lend it support. I wrote back to him the diffi- 
culty that lay in the way, the obstructior, the well-nigh impossi- 


bility of an being done along that iine to the extent he had 
dreamed of, and I went on to say something about my idea in 
regard to the negro, giving a little advice, as we are all so prone 
and ready todo. Advice is one of those commodities that nobody 
ever charges anything for except a lawyer. I got this letter in 
return: 
ATLANTA, GA., January 24, 1903. 
Hon. B. R. TILLMAN 
United States Senator. 

Srr: Yours of the 19th instant was upon my table when I reached home 
from Memphis, Tenn. 

You say, if I know anything, I ought to know that the negro in the South 
must ever and forever remain subordinate or be destroyed and annihi- 
lated know that as well as you do, and even better, for a white man can 
not see the virus of this entire nation, from the Supreme Court of the United 
States down to the ward politician, as the colored man-can see it and feel it. 
But this determination to degrade the sare and prevent his recognition as 
a man that made is not only confined to the ruling masses of the South, 
but to the North aswell. Color prejudice— 


_He seemed to agree with me in the idea I expressed in the be- 
ginning of my speech, that caste feeling, prejudice, whatever you 
call it, is just as strong in the North as it is with us, except that 
the provocation to exhibit it does not exist there. But let me go 
on with him— 
but to the North as well. Color prejudice is not a Southern institution alone, 
but of the United States. Hence my desire for my race to leave the nation 
and return to Africa. When I wasa boy, 60 years ago, I thought then as I 
do now, that God allowed the n to be brought to this country and civil- 
ized to redeem his kindred in ca. And since I have traveled from one 
end of Africa to the other, Iam strongerin my conviction than ever. And I 
did hope that, as Jefferson Davis was the negative force in the freedom of 
the n , God had raised you up to be the negative force that should 
estab through governmental aid a highway for millions of our race to 
return to the land of our ancestors. I have been looking upon you as a crea- 
ture of Providence— 

Now, is not that a high compliment? [Laughter.] As you 
know— 

God moves in a mysterious way 

His wonders to perform— 
and still think that your utterances in many instances will serve a pur- 
pose not even contemplated by yourself. Others of my race may denounce 
you, as they do in mass meetings and on the lecture platforms of this coun- 
try, but I praise you and wish you godspeed; for I believe that you 
are serving a perueee of Providence that but few are aware of, and even 
yourself do not realize. 

I judge you think, from the tone of your letter, that I am a politician— 

I told him that if we could get the politicians to emigrate, 
God knows I would subsidize all the vessels Uncle Sam has and 
ship them to Africa or to heaven. He says: 

I judge you think, from the tone of your letter, that lama politician. But 
be politics far from me. Iam no politician. Nor am I any office seeker for 
my race. I do not care if a ne never gets office in this country while the 
world stands. A little insignificant office in the face of all the laws that are 
enacted to prevent our rising to manhood is too small to merit my attention. 
The negro is a fool for wanting office. He is a fool for enlisting in the Army 
or Navy or in doing anything to protect a Sag tat gives white men all the 
stars and leaves nothing but the stripes for the negro. Please do not class 
me among the politicians. 

You see this man has got some gray matter in his kinky head. 

You say the natural increase of the negro by birth would be a bar to emi- 
gration solving the race grokion, If Icould talk with you I would make 
you see otherwise. For I know all about it—am acquainted with the statis- 
tics of immigration to this country. But I shall not intrude upon your time 
and patience. No reply to this letter will be expected. 

Truly, H. M. TURNER. 

H. M. Turner is a bishop of the African Methodist Episcopal 
Church. His scheme is before you to consider. 

Now, Mr. President, a little brief summary, and I am done. 

I have endeavored in my feeble and humble way to give you 
such historical light, such ethnological light, on this subject as I 
could come across in the brief time I have had, along with my 
other duties, to collect. I have relied mainly on the inner light 
of my own observations and my own feeling and knowledge of 


government, and being subjected to the strain of being tempted and | conditions. 


misled and duped and 
went there among them. 
A little while back I received a letter from this man—I never 
met him—making some comment on something he had seen about 
my utterances in regard to the negro in some speech or lecture. 
My newspaper friends have always taken it upon themselves to 


as tools by designing white men who 


quote everythin - is lurid and hot and vitriolic that I say, | 


and then to saying, ‘‘ The Senator from South Carolina 
made a characteristic speech,’’ leaving anything that was sane 
and rational and decent and eloquent, if I ever rise to eloquence, 
out of the whole account. That is unintentional, doubtless. In 
their pursuit for sensation they have done me the great wrong to 
misrepresent me throughout this country. I do not fret over it. 
I know that the truth never has overtaken a lie, and I do not in- 
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I do not want to see the African driven to the wall. I do not 
want to shut the door of hope in his face. I am willing to give 
him every opportunity in life, alk that the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence guarantees—life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 
But that does not involve, and so help me God I can not consent 
to have it involve, the dominance of that people over my people. 

Then what are we to do? We have, as I have told you, a large 
negro majority in South Carolina. Negroes constituted the 
wealth of that State before the war when these slaves were chat- 
tels. They are there, and they do not want to leave, and we do 
not want them to leave. What I mean by that is that to-day the 
superficial thought is that if they left our fields would go antilled, 
our lands would become worthless, there would be a vacuum in 
the productions of that State, and if you took them out of the 
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South you would create a cataclysm 


in finance, and would knock 
down and destroy not only the financial prosperity of this nation, 
but of all Europe. 

So you can not approach this problem at a double-quick. It 


has been coming on us for two centuries or more. We have 
to take the time to study out the best way to go about settling it, 
and then begin. We had better never begin than to begin wrong. 
We have already begun wrong. The blunders which have been 
made since 1865 have produced the present unfortunate and, I 
might say, dangerous situation. 

Consider for a moment what it means to undertake to deport 
these people, to encourage them to emigrate. You are face to 
face with a pn which in its magnitude in expense will ap- 
proximate the national debt at the close of the war. The getting 
together even in small quantity of 200,000 a year, or whatever 
number might equal the birth rate, and giving them the aid and 
the assistance to go across the ocean, or to go to South America, 
or to Mexico, or to the Philippines, or to Cuba, or to Africa, or 
anywhere else, involves transportation by sea, the food necessary 
to sustain them while they are on the way and in the time they 
are on shipboard the food to support life; and then when you 
land them on the other shore you are compelled by humanity to 
furnish them with the means of support until they can make a 
start in the world, until they can plant a crop and gather it. 

So I think upon a rough estimate you can not possibly hope or 
expect to accomplish it under $300 per capita at a very low 
estimate. 

How many of them want to go? Ido not know, and certainly 
there is no law to make them go and Congress can not one. 
Joe does not want to go—my Joe. Ido not know whether I be- 
long to Joe or Joe belongs to me. Anyhow, we have been to- 
gether for thirty years, and we have agreed to live together until 
one or both of us die, and when I go away, if I go first, I know 
he will shed as sincere tears as anybody. I would die to protect 
him from injustice or wrong. 

Now, what are you going to do about it? Throughout that 
broad land there are hundreds and thousands of Joes. They do 
not care anything about voting. They do not know anything 
about it. Left alone and in peace as they are now, they do not 
know anything aboutthe elections. They be forgotten all they 
did know about them. They have not voted in South Carolina 
since 1881, long before they were disfranchised according to the 
constitution and the law of the State. When we took the gov- 
ernment away from them in 1876 we made it so clear that we in- 
tended to keep it that, after one or two spasmodic efforts, they 
surrendered all desire or contention, and virtually were satisfied 
to go and pick cotton on the 6th or 7th of November, when the 
first Tuesday came. 

It is only these pestiferous creatures who are organized, as I 
said, into little Republican machines to furnish delegates to nomi- 
nate a Republican President who are bothering about it; and it 
is those fellows who arein these offices whostir up bad blood and 
create race antagonism and create a feeling of opposition in the 
minds of all those who are willing to be misled. 

Then comes this other idea—I had forgotten it. I wish the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] was in his seat. I have here 
a bill which I should like to have him explain. I had almost 
let it slip my mind. It is Senate bill 7254, introduced by Mr. 
Hanna, *‘to provide pensions for freedmen,’’ and so forth. ‘‘ Be 
it enacted,’’ and soon. The bill carries with it—how much I do 
not know—forty, or fifty, or sixty million dollars. Oh, Mr. Pres- 
ident, did Mr. Hanna mean that, or is it a political dodge? He 
can not answer, for he is not here. If he chooses to answer to- 
morrow, I shall be glad to hear him. 

What has been the effect of this? There are passing up and 
down the South, from one end of it to the other, agents, shrewd, 
sharp fellows, mostly mulattoes, who have all the meanness of the 
white man, along with some intellectual superiority—many of 
them; some of them are good people. But these scoundrels are 
collecting at the negro churches and schools 10 cents, 20 cents, 
30 cents, in accordance with the ability of the poor dupes to con- 
tribute to this fund, tohire lawyers to press this bill through Con- 
gress. 

My God, was there ever a more infamous scheme to bamboozle 
and deceive since the F an’s Bureau had those people con- 
tribute of their substance fifty-odd million dollars and then you 
allowed a lot of fellows to steal the best part of it? 

Is there anybody on the other side g to help me put this 
pension bill in one of the ——— bills as a rider? I intend 
to move it—God knows I will—and let you vote on it, if I can get 
achance. I want you to put yourselves on record whether you 
love these old negroes as wellas Ido. Iam perfectly willing to 
give Joe and Kitty, both of whom were old slaves and who are 
ex-slaves, an appropriation of three or four hundred dollars or 
$10 a month apiece, and I will give them each a piece of land 
and let them stay on it, and when I want my shoes blacked and 
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my carriage horses hitched up, or anything done for which I pay 
Joe, I will get it just the same without regard to the pension 
that Mr. Hanna is proposing to give. 

Well, Mr. President, I am done. I have treated this subject 
but imperfectly, but I have spoken from the soul, from my very 
heart, to tell you the truth, so help me God. I warn you that in 
= as you arouse false hopes in these people’s minds as 
to their future, keeping the door of hope open by giving them 
offices, you are only sowing the wind which will flame up into a 
whirlwind later on. You can not keep that door — without 
shutting it on the whites. The Northern millions which have gone 
down there have gone into negro colleges and schools to equip 
these = to compete with their white neighbors. 

All of the millions that are being sent there by Northern phi- 
lanthropy has been but to create an antagonism between the 
poorer classes of our citizens and these people upon whose level 
they are in the labor market. There has been no contribution to 
elevate the white people of the South, to aid and assist the Anglo- 
Saxon Americans, the men who are descended from the people who 
fought with Marion and Sumter. They are allowed to struggle 
in poverty and in ignorance, and to do everything they can to 
get along, and they see Northern people pouring in thousands and 
thousands to help build up an African domination. 

Senators I leave the subject with you. May God give you 
wisdom and light to‘‘ do as you would have others do unto you.”’ 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I had expected to submit 
some observations, following the Senator from South Carolina, 
but I dislike to go on at this late hour in the evening. I desire to 
take the floor now simply to submit my remarks to-morrow, if it 
is agreeable to the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will it not be agreeable to the Senator to con- 
tinue until about 6 o’clock? 

Mr. CARMACK. Very well; I will go on now. 

w+ a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will please be in 
order. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, if the question which has to- 
day been under discussion concerned only the people of Missis- 
sippi, I should not have one word tosay in thisdebate. TheSenator 
from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] has shown himself amply able 
to defend the honor of his constituents against the aspersions that 
have been cast upon them. But it does not concern the people of 
Mississippi alone. What has been done to the people of Indianola 
might have been done and may be done to any other Southern 
community where the people dare to say above their breath that 
they would rather have a white person for their postmaster than 
anegro. That is absolutely all that the ple of Indianola have 
done. You may take all the proof that has been paraded before 
the Senate and you will not find therein one scrap of evidence to 
show that a single act of violence was committed, that a single 
harsh or intemperate expression was uttered, or that any threat 
of violence was intended to be conveyed. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. renege see = seizes upon cer- 
tain inconsequential expressions like ‘‘unpleasantness’’ and 
‘* strained relations,’ and he finds therein a threat of violence as 
easily as Sergeant Buzfuz found a proposal of marriage in the 
words “chops and tomato sauce.” ([Laughter.] 

The statement went forth from the White House that the re- 
port of the inspector showed that threats of violence had been 
made. I have read that report of the inspector. I find nothing 
in it except a farrago of tomfoolery—of alleged suspicious circum- 
stances; but even this inspector does not pretend - he had 
ever heard of one single threat as having been made’by a single 
individual in the town of Indianola. 

But as I have said, Mr. President, it is not my to de- 
fend the people of Indianola. The Senator from ippi has 
done that with a clearness, a force, and an ability which leaves 
nothing to be desired. 

I shall assume for the purpose of this argument that the state- 
ment which went forth from the White House is exactly true; 
that is, that a few, and only a few, of the people in the town of 
Indianola made threats of violence against the postmaster, and 
that she was driven in terror of her life, because of those threats, 
to abandon the post-office. Assuming, for the sake of argument, 
all that to be true, I say the action of the President in this matter 
was not in accordance with reason or with justice or with the plain 


letter of the law. 

When this charge was first spread broadcast over the country 
an ancient statute was exhumed, under which it was proposed to 
visit condign punishment upon these malefactors. the terrors 
of the law and its majesty were invoked to crush these criminal 
conspirators who had challenged the power of this great Govern- 
ment and trampled upon its authority. What has become of that 
statute? Whathas become of that act which ‘“ roared so loud and 
thundered in the index?’”’ The Senator from Wisconsin thanked 
God that the President had seen his way clear to uphold the right 
of the Federal Government to maintain its functions within the 








en 





States, and tocarry on the governmental business, and to enforce 
the laws of the United States. 

I ask him who is maintaining the functions of the Government 
in the town of Indianola? Who is carrying on the governmental 
business there? Who is enforcing the la There is a law upon 
the statute book which makes it the — the President to main- 
tain a post-office at every county seat, ’ 
dianola, and which forbids him to abolish or discontinue it. That 
is a part of the functions of the Government which the Senator 
says it is the President’s duty to maintain; that 
is a part of the governmental business which it is his duty to 
carry on; thatis oneof the laws which it is his duty to enforce; yet 
the Senator thanks God that the President has ‘“‘seen his way 
clear’’ to enforce this law by taking the Indianola post-office and 
fleeing with it to a distant town, 80 miles away, because of the 
alleged violence of certain supposititious ruffians who have made 

threats! 


Task, Ak 


from Wisconsin 


abolished the 


business. 


You shall comprehend all vagrom men— 


Said Judge Dogberry. that time had acted u inci i 

. pon the principle and the line of conduct 
You are to bid any manstand, in the prince's name. adopted by President Roosevelt in this case; suppose Abraham 
The second watch asked: Lincoln had said to the people in all the seceding States, ‘If 
How, if he will not stand? you do not cease to resist the Federal Government and to defy its 
To which Dogberry replied: authority, then we will withdraw from your States and cease to 


Why, then, take no note of him, but let him go, and presently call the rest 
of the watch together and thank God you are rid of a knave. 

That is how the President has washed his hands and discharged 
his conscience of the obligations laid upon him by the laws of the 
United States. 

The Senator from Wisconsin laid great stress upon the fact, or 
the alleged fact, that the mayor of the town of Indianola had re- 
fused to promise that the postmaster at Indianola would be pro- 
tected, and this is the main ground upon which the President’s 
action is defended. The Senator read from the opinion of Chief 
Justice Marshall as follows: 


No trace is to be found in the Constitution of an intention to create a de- 
pendence of the Government of the Union on those of the States for the 
execution of the great powers assigned to it. Its means are adequate to its 
— — - — means alone was it expected to rely for the accomplish- 
ment o ends. 


To im onitthe necessity of resorting to means which it can not con- | Has nota continuance of that office at Indianola been interrupted? 
trol, which another government may f ih or withhold, would render its | If so, Mr. President, then the law laid down in that statute book 
course p e results of its measures uncertain, and create de- 


youtouss on other governments, which might disappoint its most important 
esigns, and = pope with the language of the Constitution. (Mc- 
Culloch v. Maryland,17U.8.) * * * 
Commenting upon that, the Senator said: 


This is vital, and if the Government is not dependent upon the consent of 
States to the exercise of governmental functions, how much less is it de- 
pendent upon the consent of the people of towns, ges, and cities? 

All of which, Mr. President, I most potently believe. Yet the 
m which the Senator laid so much stress in his argu- 
ment was that the Government of the United States could not 
exercise its functions in the town of Indianola because the mayor 
of that town refused to give assurance that he would support the 
Government in the conduct of its business and in the execution 
of itslaws: For that very reason the President abandoned all 
effort to maintain a post-office there. 

The Federal Government, says the Senator, is not dependent, 
and must not be dependent, upon the local authorities in cities, 
towns, and villages, yet his very plea is that it is so absolutely de- 
pendent that it can not exercise its functions unless it has a 
oo of support from the mayor and town constable of a country 


ge 
The Senator says the sign of sovereignty of the Federal Gov- 


very plea u 


ts 

r. President, if thisis worthy the man of the “ strenuous 
life??? He whorode into the jaws of death and the mouth of hell, 
who showed like Bellona’s bridegroom on the red edge of battle, 
who “the multitudinous seas incarnadined’’ with the crimson 
torrent which from the top of San Juan Hill ran bubbling to the 
main—he abandons his post of duty and flies beaten and discom- 
fited by a little band of ruffians in a little country town! 
{[Laughter.] What ‘‘a lame and impotent conclusion’’ for this 
strenuous Administration! 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that the President has not 

—— at Indianola. Oh, no, Mr. President; he 
has not abolished it. He has simply taken it under his arm and 
scuttled with it—carried it away to the town of Greenville. 

The President shook a penal statute in the faces of these alleged 
law breakers; he commanded them to keep the peace; he com- 
manded that they should cease to interfere with the postmaster 
there, but when they refused to do it he simply took up the post- 
office and moved away with it. [Laughter.] And that is what 
the Senator calls enforcing the law, and he thanks God that the 
President had the manhood to do it. 

I think that some sage Dogberry of the Post-Office Department 
must have been the adviser of the Administration in this weighty 
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ernment in Indianola is the post-office. and he thanked God that 
the President of the United States had the manhood to uphold 
that sovereignty by taking down the sign! Where is the sign of 
the sovereignty of the Federal Government in Indianolanow? It 
was there, and it would be there now if the President had not 
taken it down and carried it off to Greenville. 

Let me read again from this opinion of Chief Justice Marshall: 

Its means— 

That is, the means of the Federal Government— 

Its means are adequate to its ends, and on those means alone was it ex- 
pected to rely for the accomplishment of its ends. 

In the printed report of his speech the Senator lays particular 
stress on this language by putting it in italics. I wish toempha- 
size the very same language, because it constitutes the greatest 
indictment against the action of the President in the removal of 
the post-office from Indianola: 

Its means are adequate to its ends, and on those means alone— 

On those means alone— 
was it expected to rely for the accomplishment of its ends. 


What are those means? Chief Justice Marshall does not leave 


usin doubt. He tells us in this same opinion from which the 
Senator read: 
The United States may, by means of physical force exercised through its 


official nts, execute on every foot of American soil the powers and functions 
which to it. 


That is good law; that is good constitutional wisdom. I in- 
dorse every word of it. The Government may “ by force’’ exe- 
cute its powers and functions. It may ‘‘ by force’’ deal with 
these men who interfere with the conduct of the Government's 
business. But if the Senator wants to justify the action of the 
President in this matter, let him bring here some opinion of 
Chief Justice Marshall which says that the proper way for the 
President to accomplish the ends of this Government is to aban- 
don all effort to exercise its functions or to execute its laws when- 
ever it meets with threats or resistance on the part of a few indi- 
viduals. 

The Senator said: 


The technical ground upon which the war was carried on was the right of 
the Federal Government to enforce its laws and to protect its property and 
tocarry on governmental business all over the United States. 


But, Mr. President, suppose that the Federal Government at 





cluding the town of In- 


make any effort to carry on the business of the Government or to 
enforce its laws among you.’’ If he had acted upon the line of con- 
duct thus laid down by President Roosevelt this country would 
aa been disunited and secession would have triumphed without 
a blow. 

Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the statute to which 
I have referred and to which the Senator from Wisconsin, I sup- 
pose, referred when he admitted that the President had no right 
to abolish the office at Indianola, because that was a county seat. 
The language of the law is— 


That no _——— established at any county seat shall be abolished or dis- 
continued by reason of any consolidation of post-offices made by the Post- 
master-General under existing law. 


Has not that law been violated? The Senator says that the post- 
office has not been abolished; but has it not been discontinued? 


[Laughter. ] 


has been violated by the President. He has undertaken to deal 
with an unproved and doubtful violation of one law by a plain 
and palpable violation of another. 

Mr.,.President, I confess I am one of those who have looked with 
apprehension upon the enormous and aggressive power of the Ex- 
ecutive of this country. I have sometimes feared that Congress 
would become a mere clerical body to register the edicts of the 
Executive as subserviently as a Roman Senate registered the 
edicts of the Cesars. I have sometimes thought that the States 
were perishing in the shadow of the Federal Government; but if 
this plea, which has been put forward in behalf of the President, 
is to be taken as a measure of the strength of the Executive and 
the dignity of the Federal Government, then this Government at 
Washington deserves to be despised for its weakness and imbe- 
cility rather than feared for its power. 

The President has no discretion in this matter. The law says 
that a post-office at a county seat shall not be abolished or dis- 
continued. It was not intended by that law, Mr. President, to 
secure simply the name and the shadow of a post-office; it was s 
intended to secure an actual post-office that would give to all of 
the people in that community the advantage of post-office facilities. 
Why has it not been done? The only excuse is that there have 
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been threats of violence; that the Federal Government has met 
with resistance in its efforts to carry on its business. Before that 
can be accepted as a plea, Mr. President, the resistance must 
reach the extent of overwhelming physical force which amounts 
to a rebellion, and a successful rebellion, against the authority of 
the United States. Accept the plea that has been made by the 
Senator in behalf of the Administration, and you must admit that 
the Federal Government in its efforts to’execute the law and to 
carry on the governmental business in the town of Indianola has 
met with a resistance with which it can not cope. When we 
come to see what that resistance is we find from the President’s 
own statement that it comes from a mere handful of alleged des- 
peradoes who have not done anything up to this time except 
make threats. 

This great and mighty Government, this world power, with a 
strenuous and militant President at its head, recoils, retreats, 
acknowledges humiliation and defeat before a mere bakers’ dozen 
of unarmed Mississippians, who have never done anything worse 
than to whittle box tops at a country store! That, sir, is to be 
taken as the measure of the power and dignity of this great Gov- 
ernment in enforcing its laws! Why did not the President say: 
‘** I will take my stand here; the law charges me with the duty of 
maintaining a post-office and ane on the governmental busi- 
ness here in the town of Indianola, and I intend to doit. This 
post-office is the property and it is the business of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Let any man undertake to interfere 
with it, and on his head I launch the thunderbolts of the law.”’ 
Is it confessed that he is not able to do it? Is it confessed that a 
mere handful of alleged ruffians in a little country village are 
more powerful than this great Government with this militant 
President at its head? Why does he not enforce the law and pun- 
ish the guilty? There is only one good reason that can be given, 
and that is that no law has been violated and there is no man to 

unish. 

i Mr. President, I do not desire to go into any elaborate discus- 
sion of the race question, which has been discussed so fully and 
so ably by my friend from South Carolina [Mr. TrLuMan}], but I 
do think, contrary to what is said sometimes by people in my own 
part of the country as well as elsewhere, that this question ought 
to be discussed. I do not agree with those who say that it ought 
to be left alone to settle itself. If we can reach a time when we 
can consider the question with an honest purpose, I think it ought 
to be agitated and I think it ought to be discussed. I had hoped, 
sir, that the time would come when Senators on both sides of 
this Chamber would be in the mood and temper calmly and dis- 
passionately to consider the darkest problem that has ever con- 
fronted the people of the United States, and a problem which, in 
my judgment, grows blacker and more ominous as the years go 
by. 

“When I learned that an eminent Senator upon the other side of 
the Chamber had suffered such a reaction from his ancient preju- 
dices as to express his regret that slavery had been abolished in 
this country, and when the distinguished Secretary of War, 
speaking, | suppose, for the Administration, declared his belief 
that the enfranchisement of the negro was a mistake or a failure, 
I began to feel that we were approaching a time when all of us, 
without regard to party division, might confront this question 
with a common wish and a common purpose. 

But, Mr. President, the settlement of the race question will not 
be advanced by forcing the appointment of negro officeholders in 
the Southern States. You may say it is a blind and an unreason- 
ing prejudice that objects to it. e do not think so. But even 
a prejudice, if it be a rooted and ineradicable prejudice, is a fixed 
and immovable fact, and it is the part of a wise statesman to 
make a place in the law for facts which the law can not budge. 

That which you call race prejudice exists in the North just as 
it does in the South. Itis not so rampant among you because, 
for one reason, you have not so many negroes, and because, in 
the second place, your Republican Administrations have carefully 
refrained from provoking race prejudice in your country. Why 
do _ not appoint negro postmasters in the Northern States as 
well as in the South? How many ne tmasters are there in 
the President’s own State, New York? How many of them are 
there in the States north of the Mason and Dixon line? How 
many Senators upon the other side of the Chamber have ever 
recommended the appointment of a negro for postmaster or for 
any other office in their own States? How many have ever nom- 
inated a colored man for cadet at West Point or Annapolis? And 
yet, Mr. President, you recognize every other distinct class of 
voters, whether distinguished by race or by religion or by any 
othercause. You have offices with which to placate the Irish, and 
the German, and the Scandinavian, and the Italian, the Protestant, 
the Catholic, and the Jew; but you have no offices for negroes in 
your own States. 

Yet the negro votes in your State are far more important to 
you politically than the negro votes in the South. Again and 
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again you have held power by the grace of the negro votes cast 
in the great pivotal States. Again and again you have carried 
New York, and New Jersey, and Ohio, and Illinois, and Indiana 
by the negro votes in those States. Yet you do not dare appoint 
negroes to office in those States, because you know it would offend 
the white voters and they would show their displeasure at the 
polls. You continue to appoint them in the Southern States, 
though you know you arouse passions and antagonisms which 
bode no good to the negro, no good to the white man, and no good 
to the country. You sit apart from this problem and you say, 
‘* What strange people these Southerners are!”’ 

Mr. President, we are the same kind of people you are, or would 
be, under the same circumstances. The Southern people are the 
purest blooded Americans in this country. They are nearly all 
the descendants of a colonial ancestry. They are the sons of the 
sires who conquered the wilderness and laid broad and deep the 
foundations of American liberty. They are not cruel; they are 
not bigoted; they do not hate the negro; they sincerely wish him 
well. But they have this characteristic which is in the blood of 
their race, in whosoever’s veins it may run: They will not divide 
sovereignty and dominion of their own country with a lower or 
an inferior race. Offend this prejudice, if you call it so, antago- 
nize it, and the result is strife and hate and bitterness and conflict. 

The Secretary of War in a public speech declared that the en- 
franchisement of the negro had proved to be a failure, and that 
we must recognize itas such. Then pausing to give emphasis to 
his statement, he said, ‘‘Ineedsay nomore.”’ Butitisincumbent 
upon him as the spokesman of the Administration to say more 
than that, and to tell us what he and the President, as the leader 
of the dominant party, propose to do or think should be done un- 
der the circumstances. If they are not ready to do that, then the 
best thing they can do is to let this thing alone and to leave it in the 
ae of the Southern people, who are the best, I had almost 
said the only, friends of the negro in this country. 

What shall be done in the future I do not know. * It was an ac- 
cursed hour that transplanted the African negro to this American 
continent and transmitted to future generations a»question to 
which time and the wisdom of man have given no answer. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that the Almighty ever intended 
that two races, so deeply and so radically differentiated, should 
inhabit the same country or share in the same government. 
Whom God hath put asunder let no man join together. I do not 
believe that the white man is fit to have uncontrolled power over 
the black. Ido not believe that the black man is fit to share in 
the government of the white. Let me say, Mr. President, that 
as much as I detest imperialism, I would accept it, though with 
loathing, before I would consent to the proposition sometimes 
made to admit the Filipinos to statehood in the American Union 
and give them a hand in controlling the destinies of this great Re- 

ublic. The violation of God’s ordinance which fixed the hab- 
itation of the colored man in Africa has been an unmixed curse 
to the American people. It has been productive of lamentable 
departures from the true principles of our Government. 

Some of us who oppose the policy of this Government in the 
Philippines have been taunted with the charge that we have not 
been faithful to our own precepts in our treatment of the negro. 
The all-sufficient answer is that if in our dealing with a problem 
which we did not create but inherited there have been enforced 
departures from the Declaration of Independence, it is unfortu- 
nate that it should be so, and it should not serve as a precedent 
to justify us in deliberately going 7,000 miles away and waging a 
bloody and costly war to impose the yoke of political slavery 
upon another people in their own country. 

I believe, sir, in the Declaration of Independence. I believe 
that every people, whatever may be their type or standard of 
civilization, and in whatever stage of civilization they may be, 
if left to themselves.will find and consent to a form of govern- 
ment best suited to their own needs and better than any outside 
power can impose upon them. But I believe that no two people, 
with a different standard and a different type of civilization or in 
different stages of civilization, can successfully unite in the gov- 
ernment of the same country. 

The President at one time said it had taken our race a thousand 
years to develop a capacity for self-government. That was, as I 

nave said before, incorrect and unhistorical. When history first 
found our Teutonic forefathers in the German wilderness they 
were a free, democratic, self-governing people. It is a fact that 
left to themselves they laid the foundations upon which we have 
reared the magnificent superstructure of government under which 
we live. It is a fact that they preserved and perpetuated and 
transmitted to future generations that grand conception of a 
sentative free government which all the lawgivers of the past 

missed. But it is further true that while they were capable of 
self-government, even as they were first found, they would not 
have been fit to share in the government of such a democracy as 
that of Athens in her prime. We must distinguish between 
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people of different standards and of different types and in differ- 
ent stages of civilization, and we must keep them apart and let 
each be governed by its own laws in its own country. 

Mr. President, I must say frankly, with respect to the race ques- 
tion in the United States, that I have heard no suggestion for its 
solution that seems to me to be wise or feasible. The one solu- 
tion upon which the greatest stress is laid is that of education. 
It seems to me that most that has been said on this line is a mere 
darkening of counsel by words without knowledge. It seems we 
have tried not to see this question as it is, for when we strip it 
stark naked we must admit that it is not merely a question of igno- 
rance or intelligence; not a question of literacy or illiteracy; it isa 
question of white and black. It is a race question, and we need 
not attempt to disguise it. 

Some time since I read in a newspaper a statement to the effect 
that the average Southerner imagines he has stated the whole 
case when he asks his Northern critic if he would be willing for 
his sister to marry anegro. Foolish andirrelevantasit may seem, 
that epitomizes the whole question. No well-bred New Englander 
would be willing for the blood of his family to mingle with that 
of a negro, no matter how worthy as an individual he might be; 
and when it is admitted that no amount of mental or moral cul- 
ture will make possible social equality or intermarriage between 
the races, then you admit that there is an insuperable and invidi- 
ous bar between them. 

If it shall be the effect of education to make the negro chafe 
under the white man’s assertion of superiority, if it shall make 
him aspire to that condition of equality in which his race and 
color will no longer be regarded as badges of inferiority, then it 
will only complicate the problem. It will only intensify antag- 
onisms between the races. 

Let it be said, Mr. President, that social equality means intermar- 
riage. There can be no social equality where it is mutually under- 
stood that intermarriage is forbidden by a law, written or unwrit- 
ten, which takes no note of the character of individuals, but pro- 
claims that all the individuals of one race are superior to all the 
individuals of another. There can be no social equality that does 
not admit the right of intermarriage, because it is not social equal- 
ity if it does not. 

Many people in the Northern States have not understood the 
feeling of outrage and indignation on the part of the Southern 
people with respect to acts which seemed to admit the negro to 
terms of social equality. Mr. President, it is simply the instinct 
of race preservation which revolts at any act tending to break 
down the barriers that nature has erected between the white man 
and the black. 

While I would not undervalue the effect of education on the 
mind and character, I must say that those take a very superficial 
view of this question who imagine that it is any cure whatever 
for the race question. A literary education is a matter of com- 
ae easy achievement. The developmentof character comes 

y the slow process of evolution. The character of the most highly 
developed nations and races of men in the world to-day represents 
the accretions, the inherited and transmitted accretions, of many 
generations. It can not be expected that a mere book education, 
mere teaching to read and write, can elevate to a plane of equal- 
ity with the white man and make capable of the high duties of 
American citizenship a race which has passed from ages of bar- 
barism through centuries of slavery. 

There are people, Mr. President, who think that this question 
will be solved or that the most acute phase of it will disappear 
when the color line ceases to be the line of political division in the 
Southern States. It seems to me, sir, that this will only change 
the aspect of the question by presenting it in a darker and more 
sinister form. Iunderstand that it is nota natural ora healthful 
condition for the intelligence, the culture, the wealth of a State 
to be all massed in one political party. In_such conditions it is 
impossible that we should have that intellectual rivalry, that 
wrestling of mind with mind so n to develop men of mas- 
terful power in thought and leadership. I admit all that is true; 
but what would be the result if you could break the bonds which 
attach the negro to the Republican oy and if you could divide 
the white le of the South ‘equally between the two political 
parties? You would have upon the one hand twoevenly matched 
political organizations, led by eager and active politicians, en- 
gaged in a desperate struggle for political supremacy. You 
would have on the other hand a great mass of venal, corrupt 


voters, with no enlightened conception of the duties and respon- |_ 


sibilities of citizenship, constituting the balance of power. 

Such a condition, Mr. President, would be fatal to the morals 
of any political party. Our election contests would be a riot of 
corruption. Our politics would be debauched to the last degree. 
The negro vote, constituting the balance of power, would go to 
whatever party or candidate would bid the highest or stoop the 
‘ewest for its support. We should have a condition in which no 
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man would dare to be a candidate for office if he had any character 
to lose or unless he had unlimited money to spend. 

We know, Mr. President, how far men will go in the stress of 

litics. 'We know the progressive power of debauchery. We 

ow how the public conscience is calloused by long contact 
with corruption. Sir, we have seen one of the fairest in this 
sisterhood of States debauched and deflowered by the lust of one 
coarse and vulgar millionaire; and instead of shocking the con- 
science of every honest man in this country, this Senate to-day is 
expected to reward with office and with honors one of the instru- 
ments of his depravity. More than that, he has theinsolence pub- 
licly to proclaim that none but his own panders and procurers 
may expect any favors at the hands of the National Administra- 
tion. 

If these things can be done in a State like Delaware, with such 
a high type of citizenship, among a people where corruption was 
practically unknown, what may not be done in States where there 
are thousands of voters eager to be bribed and without any sense 
of shame or consciousness of moral delinquency in the transac- 
tion? So, Mr. President, I say that while present conditions are 
unfortunate, it would be tenfold worse, it would be ruinous and 
destructive to all the Southern States if the white people should 
ever divide and the colored vote should wield the balance of 
power. 

Mr. President, I am aware that I have suggested no solution 
for the race question; but the first step in the solution of any 
problem is to get a clear understanding of its real nature and 
character, and to put aside all falseand delusive remedies. This 
question, unfortunately, has heretofore been a footfall of party 
politics. When it has ceased entirely to be a partisan or sec- 
tional question; when it is recognized as a question that vitally 
affects the welfare of the whole nation, then we may look it 
frankly in the face, and in our united councils we may find wis- 
dom for its solution. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, before I move for an executive 
session, I desire to say that as the time is getting brief before the 
session will close, I think it is our duty to meet at an earlier 
hour. I therefore move that hereafter when the Senate shall 
adjourn it shall meet, until otherwise ordered, at 11 o’clock in- 
stead of 12. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from [linois 
moves that hereafter, until otherwise ordered, the Senate shall 
meet at 11 o’clock each day. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Illinois. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION AND MILITARY-RECORD BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that to-morrow, at 5 o’clock, the unobjected pension cases on the 
Calendar and the cases correcting the records of soldiers be taken 
up for consideration. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Allow me to suggest tothe Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire whether those bills could not be con- 
sidered at an evening session? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I recall the fact that during the last ses- 
sion I made several requests for evening sessions and there was 
always objection made. 

I meant to say, Mr. President, that the order will not interfere 
with appropriation bills. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To-morrow is a day when there 
ought to be a good deal of business transacted, and I think we 
might have an evening session for pension matters. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say frankly that for myself I will 
not be here at an evening session during the present session. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the request of the Senator from New 
Hampshire may be granted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. However, some one else might take charge 
of the matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is that at 5 o’clock to-morrow unobjected 
pension bills, etc., shall be considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that at 5 o’clock to-morrow the 
Senate shall consider unobjected pension cases and bills for the 
correction of military records. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 60’clock p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 25, 
1908, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate February 24, 1908. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Artillery Corps. 

Lieut. Col. George G. Greenough, Artillery Corps, to be colonel, 
February 21, 1903, vice McCrea, appointed brigadier-general. 

Maj. Peter Leary, jr., Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
February 21, 1903, vice Greenough, promoted. 

Capt. James C. Bush, Artillery Corps, to be major, February 
21, 1903, vice Leary, promoted. 

First Lieut. Winfred B. Carr, Artillery Corps, to be captain, 
February 21, 1903, vice Bush, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John V. Green, Artillery Corps, to be first lieu- 
tenant, February 21, 1903, vice Carr, promoted. 


Quartermaster’s Department. 


Lieut. Col. Charles A. H. McCauley, deputy quartermaster- 
general, to be assistant quartermaster-general, with the rank of 
a, February 24, 1903, vice Furey, appointed brigadier- 
general. 

Maj. Theodore E. True, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 24, 
1903, vice McCauley, promoted. 

Capt. John T. Knight, quartermaster, to be quartermaster, with 
the rank of major, February 24, 1903, vice True, promoted. 

Cavalry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. Eugene D. Dimmick, Second Cavalry, to be colonel, 
February 22, 1903, vice Huggins, Second Cavalry, appointed 
brigadier-general. 

Maj. Samuel L. Woodward, First Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
<7 February 22, 1903, vice Dimmick, Second Cavalry, pro- 
mo ° 

Capt. Joseph A. Gaston, Eighth Cavalry, to be major, February 
22, 1903, vice Woodward, First Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Lanning Parsons, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain, 
February 22, 1903, vice Gaston, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Consuelo A. Seoane, Third Cavalry, to be ‘first 
——— January 30, 1903, vice Chitty, Third Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Infantry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. Albert L. Myer, Eleventh Infantry, to be colonel, 
February 23, 1903, vice Goodale, Seventeenth Infantry, appointed 
brigadier-general. 

Maj. Alfred Reynolds, United States Infantry, tor- 
general, to be lieutenant-colonel, February 23, 1903, vice Myer, 
Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. William McCarty Little, United States Navy, retired, to 
be a captain in the Navy on the retired list, from the 21st day of 
February, 1903, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved February 21, 1903. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Charles B. Frost, of Eureka, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at Eureka, Cal., vice Henry A. Olsten, term expired. 

Fred H. Greely, of Marysville, Cal.. to be register of the land 
office at Marysville, Cal., vice Frank W. Johnson, term expired. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 24, 1908. 


Midshipman Ralph M. Griswold, to be an assistant naval con- 
structor in the Navy. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 24, 1903. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. Rudolph H. von Ezdorf, of the District of Colum- 
bia, to be a passed assistant surgeon, to rank as such from March 
4, 1903, in the United States Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service. 

Asst. Surg. John F. Anderson, of Virginia, to be a passed assist- 
ant surgeon, to rank as such from March 18, 1903, in the United 
States Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

POSTMASTERS. : 
GEORGIA, 

Hattie F. Gilmer, to be postmaster at Toccoa, in the county of 

Habersham and State of Georgia. 
KANSAS. 

Joseph C. Kitchen, to be septate at Garden City, in the 

pounty of Finney and State of Kansas. 


John K. Cochran, to be postmaster at Pratt, in the county of 
Pratt and State of Kansas. 

Charles W. Davis, to be postmaster at Conway Springs, in the 
county ’ nme _ State of ane 5 ‘ 

Isaac 8. ; postmaster at Harpe, in the county o: 
Allen and State of Kansas. ” 

MISSOURI. 

Frank L. Wilson, to be postmaster at Bowling Green, in the 
county of Pike and State of Missouri. 

Troy L. Crane, to be postmaster at Lees Summit, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri. 

Thomas J. C. Fagg, to be postmaster at Louisiana, in the county 
of Pike and State of Missouri. 

William L. H. Silliman, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the 
county of Pike and State of Missouri. 

Charles M. Alger, to be postmaster at Hannibal, in the county 
of Marion and State of Missouri. 

W. W. Wagner, to be postmaster at Jefferson City, in the county 
of Cole and State of Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 24, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the special order for 
to-day. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 7412. An act to amend the second section of an act entitled 
‘‘An act providing that the circuit court of appeals of the eighth 
judicial circuit court of a ls of the eighth judicial circuit of 
the United States shall hold at least one term of said court annu- 
ally in the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, or in the city 
of Cheyenne, in the State of Wyoming, on the first Monday in 
September in each year, and at the city of St. Paul, in the State 
of Minnesota, on the first Monday in May in each year,’’ approved 
June 9, 1902; and 
Pt 5369. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 

en. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
4850) to increase the pension of those who have lost limbs in the 
military or naval service of the United States, or are totally dis- 
abled in the same. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under cause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 7414. An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public 
buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, 
to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

S. 53869. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7412. An act to amend the second section of an act entitled 
‘‘ An act providing that the circuit court of appeals of the eighth 
judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least one term 
of said court annually in the city of Denver, in the State of Colo- 
rado, or in the city of Cheyenne, in the State of Wyoming, on 
the first Monday in September in each year, and at the city of St. 
Paul, in the State of Minnesota, on the first Monday in y in 
each year,” approved June 9, 1902—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PHILIPPINE CURRENCY. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On motion of Mr. CoopErR of Wisconsin, by unanimous consent, it, was or- 
dered that the bill H. R. 15520, “A bill to establish a standard of value and 
to provide for a coi system in the Philippine Islands,” with Senate 
amendments and amendments of the Committee on Insular Affairs, be made 
= — order’for Tuesday next immediately after the reading of the 

ow ; 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that debate upon this bill be limited to two hours, one 
hour of the time to be controlled by the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Jonrs] and the other hour to be controlled by myself. 

The SP. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 


mous consent that debate be limited to two hours, one hour to 
be controlled by the gentleman from Wisconsin and one hour by 











the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jonzs]. Is there objection to 
this request? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That means general de- 
bate, of course, Mr. § er? 

The SPEAKER. t is the meaning of the request. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
oie. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. r, the bill which 

athe House some weeks ago is re ed from the Senate 
with nothing remaining but the number and the title, the Senate 
having stricken out all after the enacting clause and substituted 
an entirely new measure. The bill as it now comes to the House 
does not differ in principle, though it does somewhat in detail, 
from the bill originally reported from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. It provides in the first section-for the coinage of a gold 
iece of baa taht the weight of the United States gold dollar, that 
to be called a gold peso, and become the stan 
the Philippine ds. 

The silver peso provided in the Senate bill here pending is to be 
received as the equivalent of the gold peso. There is no difference, 
it will be apparent to the House, in principle between this bill 
and the bill as originally reported from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. That bill provided that the United States gold dollar 
should be the standard of value, and that the Philippine silver 
peso should be received for it at the ratio of 2to1. This bill 
provides for a gold unit of value of one-half the weight and fine- 
ness of the United States gold dollar, and makes the ratio between 
it and the silver peso 1 to 1. 

Before proceeding with the discussion of the bill I desire to cor- 
rect some erroneous impressions caused by statements made here 
in debate on the bill when it was last before the House. It will 
be remembered that the attention of the House was many times 
called during that debate, by friends of the bill, to the fact that 
the initial suggestion for this legislation came from the Philippine 
Commission, the Taft Commission, in its report of 1900. It was 
also many times called to the attention of the House that the 
Philippine Commission were now mreneny in favor of the prin- 
ciple of that bill. The force of that declaration, however, was 
= much weakened before the debate ended, by the assertion 
made by opponents of the measure that Governor Taft, the head 
and front of the Commission, had written a letter to a member of 
the House in which he practically retracted the testimony given 
by him before the Committee on Insular Affairs, in which he had 
said that, in his opinion, the introduction of American money into 
the Philippine Islands ‘‘would result in nothing short of disaster.’’ 

The letter which was read from him contained a clause in which 
he said, ‘‘I do not insist’’—that is, upon the Conant system of 
the gold-dollar of the United States as a unit—‘‘ but I think it 
is the most feasible.’’ That expression was interpreted to mean 
that all Governor Taft now wanted in the way of financial legis- 
lation for the islands was something that would establish the gold 
standard, the inference being perfectly clear that Governor Taft 
had become indifferent as to whether the money of the United 
States or the coinage proposed by the Insular Committee in its 
bill was sent there. : 

On page 1115 of the debate I find this statement by the gentle- 
man from Connecticut: 

He says to me that he does not insist on the proposition; that all he wants 
is legislation giving us a gold standard. 

I replied to this suggestion, as the Recorp shows, by saying 
that Governor Taft had not at all changed his views as to the ad- 
visability of putting United States money into the archipelago, 
and I said that no fair construction of his letter would involve 
that interpretation. I said that— 

Governor Taft is a wise, high-minded man, who knows the duty of an ex- 
ecutive and the duties of a legislator. ‘‘Insist” isastrong word. He does 


not ‘insist’ before the American House of Representatives that any plan 
which he favors shall be adopted. 


ferring to the proposition to introduce American money, I 


d of value in 


said 
But did he indorse the plan? Not at all. He knew of the testimony of the 
ntleman from Connecticut before the Committee on Insular Affairs, and 
erefore was well aware that the gentleman from Connecticut is a strenu- 
ous advocate of a system in which the Governor does not believe. The Gov- 
ernor adheres, in so far as his silence can be considered as adherence, to his 
testimony, which is that to attempt to establish that in those islands would 
= in nothing short of disaster. There is no modification of that state- 
en 
Since that debate and since the bill passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives and went to the Senate Governor Taft has telegraphed 
to the Secretary of War in relation to the measure. His cable- 
, Which is dated the 5th of the present month, is part of a 
nate document, and I will read it: 


SECRETARY OF WAR, Washington, D. C.: 

Official ratio Mexican dollars to United States currency now 
total direct net loss to insular treasury from depreciation silver 
ary 1, 1902, $1,277,941.91. 

All b ess suffering greatly from fluctuation and depreciation insular 


MANILA, February 5, 1903. 


.66 to $1; 
nce Janu- 
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treasury; immense losses to merchants who have sold on credit. Failure to 
furnish relief at this session of Congress would create consternation through- 
out the islands; added to prevailing financial depression, loss of animals 
rinderpest and other contagious and resulting destitution, the polit 
ical situation would become more difficult. 

I call the attention of the House to this language— 


The political situation would become more difficult. 


That is a very conservative way to put it. 

The political situation would become more difficult. 

The adoption American money would enhance prices greatly and derange 
every form of business. Legislation makin ld peso equal one-half Amer- 
ican dollar as unit of value, peso and subsidiary minor coinage receivable 
for all public dues at the rate of 50 cents American money for 1 peso, with 
_— on for issuance silver certificates based on deposit of new pesos, would 

ish a currency as ¢ as American money and much better adapted to 
needs of the islands. 

The Philippine Commissioners are unanimous in these views. TART 

So it seems that the interpretation which I, in common with 
other friends of the then pending bill, yor upon the letter of Gov- 
ernor Taft was entirely correct; that he had not at all changed 
his views as to the unwisdom of adopting the coinage system of 
the United States, although he did not ‘‘ insist,’’ as an executive 
has no right to ‘‘insist,’’ that the legislature must enact such a 
law as he thought best. 

We were also told—and it created much effect here in the 
House—that Mexico was here on that very day, while that debate 
was in progress, through its representative, endeavoring to secure 
from the United States an agreement to enter into an interna- 
tional agreement for the establishment of a parity between silver 
and gold, this international agreement to be entered into by silver- 
standard countries-and gold-standard countries, and that Mexico 
was desirous, herself, of establishing a coinage system to corre- 
spond exactly to ours. 

Now, that statement was also erroneous. Mexico has never 
made a proposition to establish a ratio like that which now ob- 
tains in the United States. Her only proposition, and the only 
proposition of China—and I have them both here—-is to establish 
a system like the one embodied or proposed to be established in 
the Philippine coinage bills then pending, respectively, in the 
House and in the Senate. The proposition cf Mexico has since 
been sent to the Senate by the Secretary of State. I have it 
here, and will read an extract from it: 


It is recognized by this Government that bimetallism in the sense of the 
free coinage of both metals is a note which has been definitely discarded 
by leading powers of Europe and by the United States, and that it would be 
futile to ask its restoration. 

It is therefore not the expectation nor the wish of this Government that 
the gold-standard countries should take any action tending to impair their 
monetary standard, or to make material changes in their monetary systems. 
It is desired that the governments of gold countries having dependencies 
where silver is used, and the governments of silver countries shall cooperate 
in formulating some plan for establishing a definite relationship between 
their gold and silver moneys, and shall take proper measures to maintain 
such relationship. One such plan has —- been proposed in both Houses 
of Ge Congress of the United States with reference to the Philippine 
Islands. 


Very different would have been the effect upon the House if 
that statement had been made instead of the statement which 
was made, that Mexico was here, through her representative, en- 
deavoring to establish a system which would bring it exactly to 
that of the United States, the inference being that she wished to 
go upon the coinage ratio of 16 to1. Thatis what I thought, as 
did other members of the House. Then, says the Mexican mem- 
orandum: 

It seems that it would contribute materially to the permanent and satis- 
factory settlement of this problem if Great Britain and France, with their 
important colonial possessions in Asia, and if Germany, Russia, and other 
countries having large commercial and territorial interests there, would 
unite with the United States and Mexico in the adoption of a common stand- 
ard for a new coinage system in the silver countries. 

Quite a different impression to be derived from that memoran- 
dum and the one which the House obtained from what was said 
here during debate on this proposition three or four weeks ago. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill proposes that this silver peso shall be just 
like the Mexican peso now there in weight, size, and fineness, but 
that there shall be upon it a superscription to denote the sover- 
eignty of the United States. Governor Taft said that what the 
Commission were extremely desirous of doing was to disarrange 
the coinage system of the islands as little as possible; that they 
wanted a coin of the same size, weight, and fineness as near as 
possible, because, as he said, the Filipinos, like all oriental peo- 

les, are much devoted to names and traditions. Therefore, the 

ill would keep the coin of the same size, fineness, and weight, 
but make it worth 50 cents in gold. And how? In accordance 
with an indisputable and everywhere recognized law of finance 
that limitation in coinage, together with the fact that that 
limited coinage is receivable for debts, public and private, will 
hold it at par. 

That is the experience of all countries. It is the experience of 
France. It is the experience of the United States. The United 
States silver dollar has never been at a discount, but for years — 








2572 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 24, 





its coinage has been limited. As I before called to the attention 
of the House, in a document issued by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in 1900, on page 18, he says: ‘‘ Gold and silver dollars, —s 
standard coins of the United States, are not redeemable.”’ An 
yet they never have been at a discount. What kept them at par? 
imitation in coinage and the fact that they were to be received 
for debts, public and private. There is an illustration of the 
effect of this law of finance to be found in the history of the ex- 
isting Philippine coinage. Their coinage consists of 40,000,000 
pesos. Six millions of these pesos are Spanish-Filipino pesos, 
coined by Spain, and the Spanish Government not being in au- 
thority in the islands there can be no further coinage of that 
particular peso. 

Yet those Spanish-Filipino pesos, which have from 20 to 25 
grains less in weight of silver than the Mexican peso, have always 
floated at par with the Mexican peso. Why? Because they are 
just as good for all purposes and the coinageis limited. A person 
can pay just as many debts withthem. They are just as welcome 
in the hands of the people in the provinces and in the hands of 
the business men throughout the archipelago as is the Mexican 
coin, and thus it is only when two precious metals are coined in 
unlimited quantities that the parity between them can not be main- 
tained. Under this bill the amount of coinage is to be limited by 
the Philippine government. To maintain its parity with gold 
there is by construction conferred upon the Philippine Commis- 
sion by the bill, or will be if it is enacted into law, six powers. 
These were specifically enumerated in the bill of a year ago, but 
that specific enumeration is not at all necessary, because the bill 
provides that the government of the Philippine Islands ‘‘ may 
adopt such measures as it may deem proper’,”’ not inconsistent 
with the act of July 1, 1902, to maintain the parity of the silver 
peso with gold. 

They can, in their discretion, pay gold for silver or silver for 


gold, or transfer any of the current funds in the Treas to the 
currency-redemption fund, or sell gold drafts on the United: States, 
or issue certificates under a special authority granted by the bill. 
But the experts who have been before us say that that limitation 
in quantity in and of itself is practically enough to keep these 
coins at par. There will be not more than 40,000,000 of them 
coined. There are about 40,000,000 there now, and it is not pro- 
posed, of course, as they are to be maintained at par, greatly to 
increase at once the aggregate amount of pesos in the islands. 
Taxes and customs duties demand about 20,000,000 of pesos a | 
year, so that one peso in every two will be going into the coffers of | 
the government each year. Thus there will be a constant and | 
great demand for these pesos. The rest of them will be in de- | 
mand by the ar generally throughout the provinces and by 
the wholesale and retail houses in Manila, Iloilo, and other large | 
cities. Limitation in coinage, the constant demand for it, and | 
the powers conferred upon the Philippine Commission will suffice | 
absolutely to insure the parity of these coins with gold. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. McCALL. I would like to inquire, for the benefit of those 
of us who thought the House bill was a better measure than the 
Senate bill, but who still think that the Senate bill is very much 
better under the present conditions than no legislation at all, what, 
in the opinion of the gentleman from Wisconsin, would be the 
practical prospect of legislation if the two Houses should at this 
stage get into a disagreement over this subject? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Well, speaking for myself, I will 
say to the gentleman from Massachusetts that it would seem very 
wie oe oon to put it rete whether any financial 

egislation could be enacted for the Philippine Islands during the 
present session if this bill should fail. I did not wish to volunteer 
that statement, because I was charged with having made athreat 


when I simply gave utterance to a similar opinion during the 


other debate. 

Mr. McCALL. I simply asked for the gentleman’s opinion on 
the subject. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is my opinion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will my colleague permit a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Have you any information from Judge Taft 


as to the effect in the Philippine Islands of a failure of action by | 


Congress on this measure? 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is a cablegram under date | 
of February 5 from Governor Taft, that I read a few moments | 
ago, in which he vividly depicts the condition of financial dis- | 


tress in the islands, and says: 


Failure to furnish relief at this session of Congress would create conster- 


nation throughout theislands. Added to prevailing financial depression, loss 
of animals by rinde 
tution, the political 


t and other contagious diseases, and resulting desti- 
tuation would become more difficult. 


And no American patriot wants it to become any more difficult 
than it is at this hour. 

To return to the question which has been raised as to the main- 
tenance of parity with gold of coin issued under the conditions 
poopeeed by the bill, I have here the testimony of Mr. Roberts, 

r. Conant, Mr. Hollander, and many others, taken before the 
Committee on Insular Affairs, in which they, one and all, declare 
that the system proposed by the bill is identical in principle with 
the coinage system of India. Here is what Mr. Conant said: 

Now, the Indian government, when it undertook, in 1899, to establish the 
parity of silver repens means of a Fold reserve, gave to that country ex- 
actly the powers gran by the bill of Mr. CoopEr tothe government of the 
Philippine Islands. 

There was no mandate upon the Indian government to pay gold upon de- 
mand; they did not propose to do it. 

He embodied in his testimony an extract from an official report 
of an officer of the Indian government. The Indian government 
official says: 

We have been frequently told, and with perfect justice, that we could 
never claim to have a true gold standard in India until we were prepared to 
exchange gold for rupees as well as ru for gold. By being prepared to 
exchange I do not mean that we should accept a legal liability ive gold 
for rupees, but that in practice, as, for carn’, France, any y who 
wanted gold for internal purposes should be able to obtain gold freely, with- 
out let or hindrance. 

It is the testimony of expert witnesses who appeared before 
the Committee on Insular Affairs that one can not obtain gold 
at the Bank of France ad libitum for export. The Bank of 
France retains the discretion, just as we propose by this bill to 
allow the Commission in the Philippines to retain the discretion, 
to pay gold on demand or not to pay it. The Commission may 
and will pay out gold when the demand is for legitimate pur- 
poses; but they ought not to be compelled to pay gold when the 
demand is a mere raid on the treasury by professional gold 
brokers. 

Says the official of the Indian government: 

Theorists, indeed, argue that neither France nor the United States pos- 
sesses a gold standard in the full and complete sense of the words. 

But I think no one will dispute that if we can advance to the same position 
as France we shall have attained a gold standard for all practical purposes. 
A year ago it seemed that we should probably have to sit for a long while 
under the reproach of our critics and put up with what has been termed an 
Hay me standard.” Itthen appeared impossible that in twelve months 
we should be paying out gold to anybody who asked for it. Weare doing 
so now. Whether we shall be able to continue to do so without check or 
interruption, whether now we have once started giving gold for rupees we 
may not have to suspend temporarily, is not a matter about which confident 
prediction can be made. But it would be reasonable to say that the auguries 
are at unfavorable for our being able to pursue the path on which we have 
entered. 

Mr. Conant continues: 

That, I believe, would be the experience of the Philippine government. 
Reserving the right to refuse gold upon mere arbitrary demand for hoard- 
ing, they would find the demands so few for legitimate purposes that they 
would be able to meet them without difficulty. 

The same Indian official reported that instead of there being 
any trouble in India to procure sufficient gold they imported in 
two years $50,000,000 in gold, and that the government more 
than there was any actual demand for. 

The limitation of coinage and the fact that it is received for 
debts, public and private, maintains the parity of silver with gold 
in India, as it does in France and as it will in the Philippines. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill as 
amended by the Committee on Insular Affairs is in its main and 
essential features the measure which the Committee on Insular 
Affairs originally reported to this House and which was here re- 
jected by the emphatic and decisive vote of 146 to 128. I need 
scarcely occupy the time of the House for the purpose of demon- 
strating this fact, for that much is conceded. 16 report of the 
Committee on Insular Affairs, which accompanies and recom- 
mends the adoption of this Senate measure, makes that admis- 
sion in so many words. This is the language of the report: 

In principle the bill does not differ from the bill as originally reported to 
the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the House is confronted with this proposi- 
tion: On the 22d day of January last a measure which did not 


| differ either in principle or in any essential particular from that 


which is now before the House was carefully considered, was de- 





bated at length, and was rejected by it. The substitute measure 


| then adopted by the House, and which was sent to the Senate, 


| 


has never been considered by that body; but a measure, as I have 

said, practically embodying the same provisions, and identically 
_ the same in principle as the rejected committee bill, was substi- 
tuted in the Senate for the House bill; and the question now be- 
fore the House of Representatives is whether or not, after having 
taken this position, it will face about and accept the bill which a 
month ago it overwhelmingly rejected. 

The Senate amendment to the House bill contains one provision, 
however, which has not found favor with the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. The fourteenth section of that amendment or bill 
a new section added in the Senate, provides that the President of 
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the United States shall invite the Governments of England, 
France, and Germany, and such other gold-using nations as he 
may deem proper, and the Governments of Mexico, China, and 
such other silver-using countries as he may desire to include, to 
appoint representatives to meet like representatives to be ap- 
pointed by him, at the city of Washington, or some other place, 
with a view to agreeing upon some international ratio between 
the gold coin of the gold-standard countries and the silver coin of 
the silver-using countries. This is the chief particular in which 
the Senate measure now before us differs from that so emphatic- 
ally rejected by this House. And yet the Committee on Insular 
Affairs is so tenacious of its opinion, so anxious that the House 
shall reverse the verdict which it recorded a month ago, that it 
even rejects that well-intentioned but harmless amendment of 
the Senate, and reports in favor of a bill, as I have said, which is 
almost identical with the one rejected in the House. 

The Committee on Insular Affairs pro another amendment, 
which relates to the manner in which debts contracted prior to 
the 3ist day of December, 1903, shall be paid. I believe that that 
isa properamendment. I believe that it really improves the Sen- 
ate measure, and if it be the purpose of the House to reverse its 
former action then this amendment is proper and should, in my 
opinion, be adopted. 

As to the other amendment, that providing for a silver com- 
mission, I for one care absolutely nothing about it. I believe 
that its author introduced it in good faith. Indeed, I believe 
that if the object which its author desires through it to attain 
could be accomplished it would result in great good to the com- 
mercial nations of the world. In other words, I believe that if 
it were possible through any international commission to fix a 
ratio of exchange between gold and silver, such as would be ac- 
cepted and acted upon by the commercial nations of the world, 
that it would be most beneficial to commerce the world over. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that it is the intention of the 
representatives of the Republican party, either in this body or in 
the Senate, to permit this amendment to remain upon the bill. 
It has served its purpose, and the Committee on Insular Affairs 
now recommend its rejection, as was to have been anticipated, 
and I have no idea the Senate will insist upon its being retained 
in their bill. Therefore, believing as I do that from my standpoint 
it matters little whether it stays in or goes out, I am quite in- 
different as toits fate. I shall vote for it because the object which 
it purports to have in view is a good one. 

here are, Mr. Speaker, two or three other changes made in the 
Senate to the House measure as originally reported from the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. As the chairman of the committee has 
stated, the Senate bill provides that there shall be a gold peso, 
containing 12.9 grains of gold; in other words, a ens gold 
coin containing just one-half the number of grains of gold that 
are contained in an American golddollar. But the most i 
and unaccountable thing about this gold peso is this: Although 
this bill expressly makes it the unit of value in the Philippine 
Islands, it does not provide that it shall be legal tender in the 
islands. 

I call the attention of gentlemen upon that side of the aisle to 
this anomalous condition of affairs. , nothing could exceed 
the absurdity of this proposition. All of the money current in 
the Philippine Islands be measured by this diminutive coin, 
to be called a gold peso, and yet no man can take one of them and 
tender it in payment of a debt, public or private. It is absolutely 
devoid of hanktenier quality. 

But I want to direct the attention of the House, especially of 
those 28 Republicans who one month ago voted against the bill 
reported by the Insular Affairs Committee, to the fact that that 
committee has now reported with a favorable recommendation a 
Senate measure practically the same as that which was rejected. 
A measure which, at least in one respect, it must, I think, be ad- 
mitted is not so as the House bill which was so decisively 
defeated, The bill expressly defines in its first section what money 
shall be legal tender in the Philippine Islands, namely, the gold 
coins of the United States, and the silver, not the gold, pesos to 
be coined under its provisions. 

The gold peso, the intrinsic value of which is just one-half of 
that of our gold dollar, and which contains just one-half of the 
gold contained in our gold dollar, is not a legal tender in the 
Philippine Islands, although it is a Philippine coin. This, I say, 
is a remarkable omission in this bill; for I, for one, can not con- 
ceive why there should be created in the pes og Islands a 
gold unit of value when there is no provision e for the coin- 


age of that unit, and when, even if it were coined, it would not be 
receivable in payment of debts, either public or private. There 
is one respect, at least, in which the Senate bill is an improve- 
ment upon that which the Insular Affairs Committee asked this 
House toaccept; but which it refused most emphatically to — 

Mr. 8 of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentle- 
man a question? 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia yield to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. DoI understand that this bill pro- 
vides that the gold peso shall be a unit of value, but does not 
provide for the coinage of any of it? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. It neither provides for its coinage 
nor does it provide that it shall be a legal tender. On the 
contrary, it expressly provides what shall be the legal-tender 
money of the islands. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. What is the legal tender? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. The gold coin of the United States 
and the silver pesos provided for in this bill. The subsidiary 
silver provided for in the bill is to be legal tender up to and not 
exceeding the amount of $10. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The silver peso is a legal tender, but 
the gold peso is not? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Thatistrue. The silver peso is to be 
measured by the gold peso, and yet the silver peso is the legal 
tender and the gold peso is not. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when I was interrupted by my friend from 
Kentucky I was about to call attention to another change in the 
House committee bill made in the Senate measure. The House 
committee bill did not limit the amount of the silver pesos that 
might be coined by the Philippine government. That was one 
of the objections urged by me to that measure when it was under 
consideration in this House. This Senate bill does, in a measure, 
correct that evil; it does provide that there shali not be coined 
by the Philippine government more than seventy-five millions of 
silver pesos. In still another respect the Senate bill differs from 
the House committee bill. The House bill provided that the 
Philippine government might issue and sell certificates of in- 
ei not to exceed in amount $5,000,000, in order to secure 
the gold with which to maintain the parity between its silver cur- 
rency and gold. This bill doubles that amount, and provides 
that the government shall have the right to issue for this purpose 
certificates of indebtedness, redeemable in gold, to the amount of 
$10,000,000, or 20,000,000 pesos, and further provides, as the House 
bill did not do, that these certificates shall be exempt from all 
taxation, Philippine, Federal, State, and municipal. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are the material differences between the 
House committee bill and the Senate bill, and therefore I am 
entirely correct in saying that there is no difference in principle 
between this Senate bill and that which the House has already 
refused to , and for which, upon my motion, it substituted a 
bill extending to the Philippine Islands, which have now become 
a part of the territory of the United States, the money which is 
lawful in the United States. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of the House briefly 
to one other matter. The only criticism which I have known to 
be directed against the House measure, that adopted in this House 
and sent to the Senate, was that it would disturb and disarrange 
business conditions in the islands. I am free to admit that any 
currency bill which Congress might pass providing a new sys- 
tem of currency for those islands would, for the time being, 
me the effect of disturbing to some extent business conditions 
there. 

But I can not see how the measure which has passed this House 
could possibly have as disastrous an effect as the measure which is 
now beforeus. Asamatter of fact, the American money which the 
House bill declares shall be legal tender in the Philippine Islands is 
already in thoseislands. It is, moreover, to-day the unit of value 
in the a Islands, made so by decree of the Philippine gov- 
ernment, and the last proclamation which I have seen relating to 
the subject declares that $1 in American money shall be equal to 
$2.66 in Philippine silver, or, rather, that 100 American dollars 
shall be exchangeable for 266 of the Mexican or Spanish pesos, 
now the silver currency of the islands. 

So that the American money is already in the Philippines and 
is a unit of value in the Philippine Islands. Why not, 
then, dec it to be also the legal-tender money of the islands? 
Every monetary transaction in those islands to-day is measured 
by our s ; and if American money is made legal tender, 
as it is to-day the standard of value there, then every contract 
made by the Philippine government will be made payable in the 
currency of the United States, and that government can not then 
possibly lose a dollar by reason of any fluctuation in the rate of 
exchange. 

Mr. Speaker, I am one of those who have always believed that 
if we are going to hold these islands, the money as well as the 
Constitution of the United States should follow our flag there. 
I have never believed, however, that we should hold them per- 
manently. I have never believed that we could forcibly set upa 

t government there and bring to the Filipinos peace, 
good order, and contentment. Thus far the experiment has 
proven a dismal and an expensive failure. It has resulted in 
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nothing but colossal expenditure of money and humiliation to the 
American people, and we have but recently been called upon to 
contribute millions of American money to relieve the distress and 
suffering of the Philippine people—to furnish them the food with 
which to avert impending starvation. 

I find, Mr. Speaker, in the Washington Post of this morning an 
admirable article upon this subject—an article which I think 
truthfully sets forth the conditions in the Philippine Islands—and 
although I do not wholly accept its conclusions I do believe it de- 
scribes with absolute faithfulness the conditions which to-day 
exist in those islands. I ask the Clerk to read, as part of my re- 
marks, the editorial which I have marked and which I now send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BE FRANK ABOUT THE PHILIPPINES! 

Yesterday's press reports from Manila did not surprise anyone who is well 
informed as to the true situation in the Philippines. It was, in fact, expected. 
Officially, the fighting Filipinos are “‘ladrones” and our soldiers are *con- 
stabulary.” The truth is that the so-called “ladrones” are not footpads and 
highwaymen, nor do the alleged “constabulary” represent anything which 
in this or any other country would be regarded asa civil government. It is 
high time to brush away the humbug and the nonsense. 

aang the past four years, at frequent but irregular intervals, we have 
been told that organized resistance has disappeared; that nothing is left of 
the “insurrection” save a ‘“‘few scattering bands of criminals;" that the 
_—— have received our benign rule with affection and gratitude; that we 
ve nothing now to consider en | the miserable, starving fugitives who 
lurk in the interior fastnesses, and who need not count in our philosophy. 
Time and time again we have received the very highest assurance that the 
Philippines, especiaily Luzon, are at peace, and we have been asked to con- 
template the beneficent régime of the Commission, with its complicated ma- 
chinery of justice, its enlightened and far-reaching system of education, and 
its softening and uplifting influence upon the an natives. But we 
have never seen one of these halcyon proclamations that was not effectually 
contradicted within a week, nor do we believe there has been a time during 
the t four porte when a white man's life was safe a few miles beyond the 
walls of Manila. More than that, we doubt whether any civil official or any 
private individual known to be an American could ride or walk along a side 
street after midnight in the capital itself without risk of his life. 

Why not be frank? Why persist in maintaining this wantonly expensive 
travesty of civil government in the Philippines when, as a matter of fact, 
neither the commissioners themselves nor any one of their thousands of sub- 
ordinates and stipendiaries could live five minutes without the protection of 
the Army? When President Grant, in 1877, withdrew his bayonets and can- 
non, every carpetbag —-_ in the South collapsed as if ae magic. 

e same thing would happen to-day in the Fabipgince were the War 

rtment to recall our military forces from the islands. Even as things are, 
the effort to maintain this farce serves only to dilute the one effective agency 
of civilization we have at our disposal there. The Army is employed to bol- 
ster up the r semblance of a civil government, and its greatest usefulness 
is destroyed by the arrangement which subordinates it to a sham. 

Why not be frank? Why not put our best foot foremost and cut short a 
pretense which is both costly and ridiculous? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, as I have said, I am not 
willing to accept the conclusions reached by the editorial writer 
of the Post. I do not, for instance, want to see Gen. Jacob Smith 
sent back to the ae Islands and placed in command there. 
I do not want to see the atrocities which were perpetrated under 
his cruel and shameless orders in the island of ar repeated in 
the island of Luzon. But I do maintain that the statements of 
fact contained in that article are absolutely true and correct; 
that they are under rather than over stated, and every intelligent 
man who has read that editorial in to-day’s Post and is at all 
familiar with the situation in those islands, must admit that it 
correctly portrays the humiliating, and, to us, most discreditable 
conditions there. i ; ‘ 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, permit me again to say that the 
House of Representatives one month ago yesterday, I believe, by 
the largest recorded vote that we have had during this whole ses- 
sion of Congress, and after full debate and full consideration, 
voted down a bill which in all essential particulars and in prin- 
ciple is precisely the measure we are now asked to enact into law. 

Am I not, then, justified in asking you to reject this Senate bill 
and to insist upon the passage of that which, after the maturest 
consideration and full debate, you declared by your votes was a 
better measure? I appeal to those Republicans who four weeks 
ago had the courage of their convictions, who then had the cour- 
age to withstand the appeals of their party leaders, to stand up 
once more like men and to vote according to their honest convic- 
tions and their best judgment. I appeal to them to be consist- 
ent as well as courageous. You know that the measure which 
was adopted in this House by the aid of your votes has never 
been given a moment’s consideration in the Senate. You have re- 
pudiated the principle embodied in this Senate bill. Are you pre- 

now to accept at the hands of another branch of Congress 
at which you rejected with emphasis in this branch? 

I think Ican speak for those upon this side of the aisle who 
voted for the measure which sed this House, when I affirm 
that they will toa man vote for it again. I hope the result of 
the roll call which will be had will demonstrate that the Repub- 
licans who stood shoulder to shoulder with them a month ago 
have not seen “‘new light” since that time, and that they will 
not now reverse their action, and give their support to a measure 
which they earnestly and indignantly repudiated upon that occa- 
sion. [Loud applause. ] 
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the rest of my time. How much have 
I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. Thirty-two minutes. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I hope that the chairman of the 
committee will use some of his time now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
has twenty-four minutes remaining. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I should like the gentleman from 
Virginia to use some more of his time. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, my colleague from Virginia [Mr. 
JONES] has so fully covered this question that I scarcely know 
what to say in addition to what has already been said. The only 
thing that I would desire to impress upon the House is the ques- 
tion upon which we are to vote. Some two or three weeks ago 
we voted to substitute United States currency for the currency 
that now exists in the Philippine Islands. We so voted by a fair 
majority in this House. That bill was sent to the Senate, and, so 
far as I know, was never considered or even recognized there, ex- 
cept the caption of the bill. Under the conditions that were pre- 
vailing over there at that time no debate could be had upon this 
subject. So the expressed will of the House has never been be- 
fore the Senate of the United States. The committee represented 
by gentlemen on the other side have simply taken up the majority 
bill, which you on this side of the House refused to accept and 
voted down, and have offered, with a few amendments, and in 
the form of a substitute, the bill which you rejected. 

We are here to-day asking you to stand by your vote as you 
voted upon this matter when it was originally brought before 
the House. That is what we want to impress upon the House. 
That is what we want you to understand—that we are asking 
you to vote down this measure and insist upon the bill that we 
passed four weeks ago. 

Now, by some process of parliamentary law which I do not un- 
derstand, as I freely admit, they have brought this bill back here. 
It has not gone into conference, and the will of the House as 
expressed here has not been expressed anywhere except here. It 
has not been impressed upon the other body. It has not been pre- 
sented to them by anybody atall. If you accept the substitute, or, 
in other words, the bill that is presented here to-day by the ma- 
jority of this House, that concludes the whole thing. If you vote 
that down, then we can go into a committee of conference and pre- 
sent the bill which we passed four weeks ago. 

Now, that is the issue we have before us. The gentleman has 
sent to the S§ er’s desk an editorial from the Post—‘‘ Be frank 
about the Philippines.’’ I think it is about time that we were 
frank about them, and I want to say now in this connection that 
I do not believe that any constabulary or police force of the Phil- 
ippines or any troops of the Philippines that the United States are 
paying to-day are loyal to this Government or ever will be until 
they are subdued emphatically and absolutely; and if it is the 
purpose of this Government to retain these islands, it is our duty 
to send Federal troops, American soldiers, down there, men who 
will subdue these brigands and these outlaws and wipe them off 
the face of the earth and establish a civil government in fact and 
notin name. If it is the purpose of the Government, as I say, to 
accept this situation, then we ought to doit. Iam the only man 
on this side of the House, and, with one or two exceptions, on that 
side of the House, who opposed this idea of our Government be- 
coming involved in war with Spain. 

I did not want to go into war; I did not want to attend to some- 
body else’s business. I thought we had enough of ourown. I 
think my oe. has been fully vindicated by this Philippine 
business. I do not believe that there is a man in Congress to- 
day, on either side of either body, the Senate or the House, who 
would to-day, if we had not already acquired these islands, vote 
to acquire them now and add them to our Government. But we 
have done so; we have gone on and we have annexed them. 
They are part of our territory; and now, if we are to maintain 
our honor and integrity in these islands, we have to do it by 
United States troops, and not rely upon those people. You ma 
rest assured of that fact. I am not a prophet, but I believe 
have got common sense, and I further believe that if we had our 
cavalry down there—enough of them—these brigands could be 
subdued. 

It is said by some people in this may that these people are 
not brigands, but that is said by the — who are figh for 
the liberty of the Philippine Islands. ose people there have 
fought for this liberty for three hundred years, and what right 
have we to anticipate that they will cease to do so whenever they 
have an opportunity? If we are to do business—in other words, 
if we are to annex these people, if we are to have a civilized gov- 
ernment and a peaceful government—they must be subdued, and 
this idea of presenting the fact to the country that these people 
have already been pacified and that peace prevails is ridiculous. 
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Every telegram that comes to this country shows to the contrary, 
shows that that is not true, and I say to you people on the other 
side if you propose to carry out your policy you have got to do it 
by American troops, and the sooner you do it the better it will be 
for the United States Government. [Applause. 

I think that is all I desire to say, and I yield k the balance 
of my time. ; q 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent that I 
may be given ten minutes, regardless of any division of time on 
the Democratic or Republican side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecti- 
cut asks unanimous consent that the order heretofore made may 
be so modified that he be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to say a single word 
in regard to this measure to-day. If the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs had not devoted most of his time to an 
attack upon me and a reply to arguments I made a month ago, I 
should not have said a word. I hoped that he would explain the 
bill, so that the Republicans who voted in favor of American 
money the last time this matter was before the House would un- 
derstand what changes had been made in the bill as now presented 
to them for their consideration. 

I propose to take three or four minutes in making such explana- 
tions. If those who had the bill in their hands will refer to it, I 
will endeavor to show the difference between the measure now 
before us and the measure on which we voted, or against which 
some of us voted, amonthago. In the first place, the legal-tender 
silver peso, which is authorized by this act, is not made a full, 
unlimited legal tender, as was the silver peso of the House bill, 
but there is a clause added in the Senate measure by which it is 
made a full legal tender, ‘‘except where otherwise specifically 
provided in the contract.’’ That is one change, and a very im- 
portant one. Again, the amount of certificates which can be 
used for the maintenance of parity between the two coins is in- 
creased from $5,000,000 to $10,000,000, a very important change, 
as gentlemen will see in a coinage of somewhere near 40,000,000 
pesos—in other words, oe by 100 per cent the instrumen- 
talities for maintaining parity. In the third place, the interest 
upon those certificates of indebtedness is fixed definitely at 4 per 
cent, whereas, under the House bill it provided for any interest 
considered reasonable. These are the principal changes that have 
been made in the bill. They are very important ones. 

Now, why doI not continue to oppose it? And I am talking 
to those Republicans with whom I had the honor to vote, accord- 
ing to our conscientious convictions. Why doI not continue to 
oppose it? Ishould continue to oppose it if it was six weeks 
earlier in the session. But it seems to me that we have come to 
the point where it is either temporary purgatory for the Philip- 
pine Islands or eternal damnation for the United States. Under 
those circumstances I prefer to let the Philippine Islands suffer 
temporarily rather than to have the United States’s coinage sys- 
tem forever destroyed. For there are two propositions that come 
to us, gentlemen. One is a 32 to 1 coinage in the Philippine 
Islands, and accompanied with it a proposition to demoralize 
and debauch ultimately the coinage system of the United States. 
For, if we are confronted to-day by a solid vote of the United 
States Senate in favor of a proposition to begin an international 
new bimetallic ratio of 32 to 1, what would be the effect of 
that proposition if not killed now? But coming up to us in an- 
other year, in the face of a presidential election, fortified and 
strengthened by a favorable report of such a commission, to me 
the coinage that we shall enact for the ae Islands sinks 
into absolute insignificance compared with the importance of 
this measure against which this committee has unanimously re- 
ported. That is = reason. 

And it was equally unkind for the chairman of this committee, 
knowing how I have been hampered in this matter, to attack me 
as he has this morning; as it was for the chairman of the Senato- 
rial committee, when this matter was up last week in the Senate, 
to attempt to read the members of this House a lecture as to the 
propriety of their action in voting their conscientious convictions, 
as they saw fit. 

Now, that is the situation. That is the position in which we 
are. We have got to take this measure as it is, as sent to us by 
the Senate, or we have got to strike out this international com- 
mission and let the other go. Now, what would I do with the 
other? If I had the opportunity I would amend it. How? Iwill 
tell you how. It has been said over and over and overagain that 
this is a recommended by Mr. Peabody. Not atall. 
Mr. Peabody is a gold-standard sound-money man, and his propo- 
sition looks to the maintenance of a gold reserve and the absolute 
exchangeability of gold for silver by the Philippine treasury. 
That is not here, and it ought to be here. You and I know they 
can not maintain parity there without it. It is not here. 


Another proposition I would have amended is this: It will take 
a year and a half or two years to put this plan into effect. They 
have got to establish a mint there, they have got to get a large 
number of officials and mechanics over there. How long is it 
going to take to do it? Furthermore, they would be hampered 
under the terms of this bill in buying silver bullion. They buy 
on a rising market 75,000,000 — or whatever they get. And 
then, afterwards, in throwing their Mexican pesos and Spanish coin 
on the market they sell on a falling market and the insular gov- 
ernment will suffer both ways. Now,I would put in there a 
proposition that the United States Government should be permit- 
ted to take the bullion in the Treasury, coin that in our mints 
where we have abundant capacity to do it, send it over there and 
take up the other coin, just as we did in Porto Rico and Hawaii, and 
bring the other coin back here at its gold bullion value and resub- 
stitute it, the Philippine government paying all the expenses of 
the transaction, and cleaning it all up in six months. But I can 
not get an opportunity to offer these amendments. I have not 
the slightest idea that I can, for the previous question will be 
demanded. 

But, gentlemen, under the circumstances, it seems to me that 
every man on this floor, with these two propositions pending be- 
fore him, must use his own individual judgment as to what in 
the end is the best, not for the Philippine Islands, but for our 
own people inthe United States. That is the question that comes 
to me. t is the question on which I am taking this position 
to-day. I donot care what the consequences may be in regard 
to the Philippine Islands. Istand here first, last, and all the time 
against any renewal of any attempt to go through the miserable 
farce that we os from 1892 up to 1898 on the silver question. 
I believe in killing this snake while he is young and not waiting 
until he is full grown and have another tussle with him as we did 
in 1896. For that reason I reserve my own freedom of individual 
action on this question to-day. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana {Mr. CRUMPACKER]}. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I like very much the tone 
of the speech just made by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HILu]. It contains the spirit that ought to actuate all members 
of the House in their attempt to get together upon important 
items of legislation. 

The science of politics is not an exact science. If it were we 
might resort to os formule for various measures and have 
them exactly right in every respect. But politics is decidedly 
speculative, and in view of its speculative character most meas- 
ures must be the result of concession and compromise. If no 
member of the House voted for a bill of any character that did 
not meet his views in all respects there would be absolutely no 
legislation, and popular government would have to be abandoned. 

ow, I confess, Mr. Speaker, that there is a great deal of force 
in the argument that the American coinage as it exists in this 
country to-day ought to be extended to the Philippine Islands. 
There is not only much force in the argument, but that policy 
has been the historical policy of the country. Iwas imbued most 
strongly with the same view when the Committee on Insular 
Affairs entered upon the investigation of this important question, 
and I was one of the very last of the members of that committee 
to surrender my views. But the testimony of every individual 
who had given the question special study and investigation, every 
man charged with the duty of looking into it, was that it would 
be highly inexpedient to extend American currency into the archi- 
lago now, for the reasons that have been explained to the House 
y the chairman of the committee in the debate to-day and in the 
debate when thé bill was before the House two or three weeks 
ago. Following the judgment of these men, Icame to the conclu- 
sion that it was the solemn duty of the country to establish the 
gold standard in the archipelago and to make such coins as would 
accommodate themselves to the demands of the business of the 
islands and that would be in conformity with the customs and tra- 
ditions of the people there. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I am ear- 
nestly in favor of the pending measure. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. May I ask the gentleman why it is 
he believes in the unit of value. The House bill which the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs reported originally provided that the 
American gold dollar should t be the unit of value. The Senate 
bill provides for a gold peso, with half the gold that is in the 
American dollar, which shall be the unit of value. Now, why is 
it that the Senate and the committee of which the gentleman is 
a member provides a coin which is to be the unit of value, but 
does not provide for the coinage of a single one, nor provide that 
if they are coined they shall be legal tender, but on the contrary 
excludes from them the legal-tender quality? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman will be kind enough to 
favor me with an opportunity to answer. The unit of value fixed 
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by the Senate bill is a gold peso. The silver pesos, if they are to 
be redeemed at all, shall be redeemed in American gold. The 
House bill, as it was originally reported by the committee, pro- 
vided that the American gold dollar should be the standard of 
value in the islands. The Senate bill now under consideration 
provides that a peso containing 12.9 grains of gold—just half as 
much as the American gold dollar—shall be the standard unit of 
value. It provides for no coinage of gold pesos. The standard 
of value is an abstraction. It is necessary in establishing a cur- 
rency system in any country that some standard be fixed for the 
measurement of values. 

The gentleman must bear in mind that the money standard of 
value does not need to be actually coined and pass current. There 
are three prime functions of money. One is as a measure of value, 
another a means of exchange, and the other to discharge obliga- 
tions. Weare here creating a new coin that is simply to perform 
the first function, that of measuring the values; and as it is not 
to be coined it can not perform the other two functions at all. It 
is not necessary that it should perform them. The bill defines 
the relation of the silver peso with the fixed unit of value and 
fixes the relations between the silver peso and American gold 
coin. The new silver peso and American gold perform the other 
two functions of money. The abstract peso is a fiction and can 
not be part of the currency of the islands, though it is the stand- 
ard by which the currency is measured. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Then it ought to be coined. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was adopted for the purpose of hav- 
ing as complete a system of money there in the local nomenclature 
as possible, having a standard unit of value in the peso, and hav- 
ing the local current coin in pesos, so that the silver and gold 
peso would mean in trade and literature the same thing. 

Mr. PARKER. We do not coin gold dollars. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. As the gentleman from New Jersey has 
truly suggested, we do not coin any gold dollars in this country. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Yes; we have coined them. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Wehave no gold dollars in this country. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Ought not we to have at least one of 
these gold pesos coined? , 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no; I think not. The law does not 

uire, and common sense does not demand, that the Govern- 
ment shall do so foolish a thing as to organize a mint and prepare 
equipment to coin one single gold peso as a standard of value, as 
an object lesson. It is an abstraction pure and simple, and men 
who understand the science of currency know that it is not es- 
sential that there be a single gold peso coined. That is no argu- 
ment whatever against the validity or wisdom of the provision 
contained in the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I understand the gentleman’s position 
to be this: That the unit of value need only be an abstraction. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is all; all a unit of value need to 
be is an abstraction. Value itself is an abstraction; it is not a 
— thing. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration, aside from its 
departure from the bill reported by the Insular Committee to the 
House weeks ago in relation to the standard of value, contains 
important changes, some of which were suggested by the gentle- 
man from Connecticut, and I think they are improvements over 
the original measure. Taken as a whole, the bill is as good a one, 
I think, as is ible under the existing circumstances to agree 
upon. We admit the imperative necessity of enacting some 
legislation along this line for the relief of the situation in the archi- 
pelago, and while we repine over definitions and haggle over our 
favorite theories in relation to coinage, the condition of destitu- 
tion and distress in the islands continues to grow more aggra- 
vated and more direful every day in the week. 

It is the solemn duty of the Congress to get together on the 
best measure it can agree upon, and I believe that I can with pro- 
—_ express the judgment that the pending bill is perhaps the 

; expression that can be made at this time, in view of the wide 
conflict of views on the question. I reassert that I have much 
aaeety for the gentlemen who entertain different views from 
t expressed in this measure, but a majority of the men on 
this side of the House, a majority of the men in the other branch 
of the Congress, a majority of the members of the Committee on 
Insular Affairs have reported and recommended this measure, 
and 1 think it ought to be aecepted. I believe it is a fairly good 
measure, and in the future, if it is found to be weak in any re- 
spect, it can be remedied by subsequent legislation. I believe 

t members of the House ought to stand together in support of 
this bill, not that it is perfect, but because it is the best measure 
that can be gotten under existing conditions, and that it will 
afford t relief to the people of the archipelago. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I am constitu- 
tionally averse to thrashing over old straw, but I can not resist 
the temptation to call the attention of the House to the curious 





if not absurd legislative situation which confronts us. We are 
threatened now, at any rate, with the passage of a bill that has 
never received the vote of either House. Some time since the 
Senate passed a bill for the coinage in the Philippine Islands 
which was substantially a bill for the continuance and stabiliza- 
tion of the silver standard there. After that the Committee on 
Insular Affairs brought into the House of Representatives this 
very identical bill upon which we are voting this morning, a pie- 
bald, nondescript sort of a bill, with not a single thread of con- 
sistency running along in any one principle from the beginning to 
the end of it. It is neither fish, flesh, nor fowl, and could not be 
justified by any fundamental principle of any sort. 

The main reason given by gentlemen who are advocating this 
bill against the idea of putting American coinage into the Philip- 
pine Islands is that doing that would change the coinage system 
there, requiring the people to become accustomed to an entirely 
new system, disarrange business, and perhaps disrupt some busi- 
ness. And yet they want to enact a bill introducing a coinage 
system which will be just as new to these people, which will 
require just as much trouble to become accustomed to it, and 
when they are accustomed to it will be unlike any coinage sys- 
tem of any place on earth, especially unlike the coinage system 
of the people of the United States, whose flag floats over the ter- 
ritory where the system is to be in existence. 

Mr. Speaker, the question for the House of Representatives to 
determine is whether it will be bunkoed, whether it will be bull- 
dozed, whether it will stultify itself, or whether, on the other 
hand, it will assert that it is really and practically a part of the 
legislative power of the Federal Government. Some time ago 
the House had this very bill up, and it went down before the on- 
slanght of the opposition—the nonpartisan opposition—of men 
appealing to reason alone, on the fundamental idea that Federal 
functions ought to be exercised uniformly throughout the United 
States; also upon the ground that, if we had to make a change 
there, disarranging business and disturbing customs, it would be 
better to make at once the whole change that we must finally 
make rather than to make two different changes before arriving 
at the final stage, and thereby causing two disruptions. 

And then what pa The bill which the House adopted 
went to another , not a thousand miles from here, whose 
very name I am forbidden by parliamentary law to mention. 
And what happened when it got to that body? Every funda- 
mental principle that had been asserted and saved by the House 
of Representatives, after a well-reasoned and well-argued fight, 
was set aside for ‘‘a mess of pottage’’—by whom or why or how 
it is not necessary here to state, nor is it necessary to state the 
nature of the pottage nor the name of him or them to whom it 
was pretended to be offered. And now we are faced with a bill 
that neither House indorses; that a majority of neither House 
believes in; that this House has voted down in so many words, 
and that the Senate once substantially voted down by g the 
bill which the Senate formerly to as a substitute, both in 
the committee and on the floor of the Senate. 

And we are begged now to pass this piebald, nondescript, 
spotted thing—inconsistent with itself from beginning to end, 
opposed to the ns of the House, o to the judgment 
of the Senate, neither the silver standard of the Orient nor the 
gold standard of the Occident—and we must do this because, for- 
sooth, some financial ‘‘ expert ’’ has said that it isa *‘ mighty good 
thing;” that it is a beautiful structure; that it is a rare bird, 
financially, the like of which was never seen before; that all its 
oe age are symmetrically and fearfully and wonderfully 
made. It will be unimitated by anybody else and is unprece- 
dented in the financial world, but with all that is a beautiful 
structure upon the line of combining in some way or other (pos- 
sessing at the as characteristic of novelty) a non- 
legal-tender gold standard with a legal-tender silver circulation 
at a fixed ratio. 

The question is whether the House of resentatives proposes 
to be substantially and really and genuinely a part of the legis- 
lative body of this country or not. That is the question with 
which we are faced to-day. Are we going to stultify ourselves? 
Is this side going to do it? Are gentlemen on the other side who 
voted for the bill which was here a month ago and against 
this bill going to stultify themselves upon the miserable plea that 
if they do not do this they can not do anything? Why can they 
not do something? If gentlemen who are contending so stren- 
uously for the introduction of a right monetary system into the 
Philippine Islands believe that our own monetary system is the 
right system, then why make two bites at thischerry? Why not 
do the work at once and be done with it? You can do it if you 
want to do it. Why enact a law voted down by both Houses? 
That is all there is in this discussion. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jonzs] 
for the time he has yielded me. 
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Mr. JONES of Virginia. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCay]. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, lam a deal influenced b 
the statements of the gentleman from Wisconsin is CooPER 
and the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hii], who repre- 
sented the opposite side of this question when it was before the 
House formerly, that the practical result of getting into a con- 
troversy with the Senate at this stage of the session would be no 
legislation, for while I believe that the measure which the House 
sent to the Senate was a better measure than that the Senate re- 
turns tothe House, yet I think that the Senate measure will bring 
a great improvement over existing conditions. 

tr. Speaker, I for one should prefer that the people of the 
Philippine Islands should decide for themselves what sort of 
money they want for themselves, even if they should decide in 
favor of wampum, or beads, or shells. I should rather have them 
suited with the money that they use than to try to impose upon 
them some other money that I think they ought to have. 

But, unfortunately, we can not at present leave the question 
for them to decide. They had a legislature at one time, which Mr. 
John Barrett said would compare favorably with the legislature 
of Japan. But that legislature we have forcibly broken up. We 
have dispersed it at the point of the bayonet. e have killed or 
imprisoned their leaders. And the only legislation that that 
country can have must come from the Congress of the United 
States. Under these circumstances, I feel as if it were my ge! 
to contribute whatever of judgment I have for their benefit. 
do not think that in dealing with a question of this kind, for a 
people whom we have put in that condition, I am justified in 
considering the glory of the an papa Paw or even of the 
United States. I feel that in such a case I should look with an 
eye single to the interests of the people concerned. 

Now, I wish to say a word upon a suggestion which was made 
from an authoritative source in another body—that the bill which 

assed the House of Representatives some weeks ago did not pass 
oy a ‘‘ real majority,”’ ause the majority was not all made up 
of one party, but was composed of Democrats and 28 Republicans. 
Now, I am always ready to seek light and leading and to be re- 
proved for my failings; but I should like to know how it came to 


pass that that particular bill was a party measure. Had there | 


been any caucus upon it? Had there been any party platform 
with reference to it? And if it became a party measure by reason 
of the fact that it was reported by a committee, then, upon that 
theory, does not every detail of legislation that comes from a 
committee become a party measure? 

Take the subject-matter of this very bill we are dealing with. 
Last summer the committee of one House of Congress reported a 

roposition in favor of the silver standard for the Philippine 

slands. This very winter that same committee reports a gold 
standard for the Philippine Islands. If one of these propositions 
was party policy, the other became also a party measure. There 
was that change from last summer to this winter; and upon that 
theory of party government it becomes necessary for the repre- 
sentatives of the people each day to go out and consult the weather 
vane and possibly to box the compass and get in line with some- 
body in order ab be good party men. Now, Mr. Speaker, if gov- 
ernment by party means that party responsibility is to extend to 
every detail of legislation, then it seems to me that we shall have 
inevitably that government of groups which is so very much de- 
plored. Great masses of men can only unite upon great princi- 
ples. They can not unite upon mere unimportant details, and it 
would be an abuse and a perversion of the idea of party that all 
sorts of measures that come up here and are reported by commit- 
tees should be considered party measures. 

Now, with reference to this particular bill, it seems to me an 
important point is whether the gold standard which was estab- 
lished by the bill which the House sent to the Senate, and is in 
terms established by the bill that the Senate returned here, can 
be better upheld and maintained by the House bill or by the Sen- 
ate bill. For my part, I would rather the burdensof maintaining 
the gold oumnterd should rest upon the shoulders of a powerful 
people like ourselves than to transmit that burden, as we do by 
this Senate bill, to the people of the Philippine Islands, to a weak 
et ass which may be entirely unequal to performing the 
task. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield six minutes to 
the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. WILLiAMs]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the 
attention of the House to what I consider the weakest spot in the 
bill now under consideration, and that is the provision to main- 
tain the parity of the two pesos in the Philippine Islands. This 
bill I cher for the coinage of 75,000,000 silver pesos, which 
shall be maintained at a parity with a gold unit, whose coinage is 
not provided for. In order to maintain that parity the bill pro- 
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vides that the Philippine government may issue 20,000,000 pesos 
of gold certificates for the purpose of buying gold with which to 
maintain this parity—that is, $10,000,000 worth of gold certifi- 
cates. 

The bill provides that three millions of these ten millions of 
gold reserve may be used to purchase silver bullion with which 
to coin the silver pesos, leaving seven millions of gold to main- 
tain the parity of 75,000,000 pesos in the islands. In other 
words, 1 gold peso in the island must maintain the parity of over 
7 silver pesos. That would be a considerable burden for even a 
country like ours, but it is much worse when you come to im- 
pose a burden of that character upon a little, poor, poverty- 
stricken country like the Philippine Islands, a country without 
any gold, a country which uses no gold, a country without any 
commerce by which it can secure gold—every gold dollar that it 
gets to maintain its parity it must purchase by putting its people 
in debt. I say it is unreasonable for any man who believes in 
sound money to stand here and contend that this is a sufficient 
provision to maintain the parity of gold and silver in the Philip- 
pine Islands. 

Seventy-five million pesos are to be issued in silver, and the 
only way to keep them at par—and it must be remembered'that 
there is considerable fiat money in the silver peso in the Philip- 
pine Islands—is with seven millions of gold dollars purchased by 
the people of those islands. Suppose it failed. What is the re- 
sult? Why, you have their silver pesos at a discount, and you 
have the same conditions that you have there now. I say that as 
long as those islands remain a part of the territory of the United 
States they are entitled to the same kind of money that we have 
in the United States. We have no more right to impose upon 
those poor people the burden of maintaining the soundness of 
their currency than we have to impose that burden upon any 
other Territory of the United States. My position in this House 
is well known—that I am opposed to holding those islands. I 
want to see them made free and independent, but while they are 
a part of the United States I want to see the United States treat 
them fairly and honorably. I believe now under our Constitution 
that the American money is already a legal tender in the Philip- 
pine Islands. 

I know that we can supply them with that much more quickly 
than we can supply them with money under this bill, for, as has 
been said, it would take some time to establish the machinery 
with which to furnish them this silver money, and when they 
have it the parity will exist like the gold peso of the gentleman 
from Indiana—only in fiction and name. Why, they provide in 
this bill that a party in the Philippine Islands may provide in his 
contract that the debt shall be paid in so many pesos of gold, and 
yet no provision whatever is made for the coinage or supply of that 
kind of money. In what shall such contract be paid? If the 
contract provides that it shall be paid in so many gold pesos, 
where is the debtor to get the gold pesos? It makes no difference 
how much gold may be discovered in the Philippine Islands, 
there is no provision in this bill that it may be coined into their 
money in order to help maintain the parity between the two 
metals. So I say, Mr. Speaker, that in my judgment this is a 
very fatal objection to this bill. One other objection to it, which 
was not in the bill originally reported to the House, is this: 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
more. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. This bill provides that these cer- 
tificates of indebtedness issued by the Philippine government to 
purchase this gold shall not be subject to taxation anywhere in 
the United States. Mr. Speaker, I insist that if we have the 
power to exempt those bonds from taxation in our States and in 
our municipalities, it would not be wise, it would not be just, to 
put such a provision in this bill. It is entirely different from ex- 
empting the bonds of this Government from such taxation. The 
bonds of the American Government are bonds that must be paid 
by all of the people of the United States, and it is supposed that 
when they are exempted from this taxation it enhances their 
value, and the higher they sell the more benefit will come to the 
whole people of the country. But this will not increase the value 
or sale of those bonds in the Philippine Islands, because the Amer- 
ican investor will be brought into competition with the investor 
of Europe—the investor from England, France, and Germany— 
and they will pay no more. We can not exempt them from taxa- 
tion in such foreign countries, and by exempting them from taxa- 
tion in the United States we give the American investor this 
advantage at a corresponding disadvantage to our own taxpayers. 

I say it would not enable them to sell their bonds at any higher 
price. The law already provides that the interest shall not ex- 
ceed 4 per cent. It is not likely that they will be issued at a 
much lower rate than that, and there will be no trouble in sell- 
ing those bonds at parat thatrateof interest. Yet if an American 
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wishes to invest his money in the bonds of those islands, an 
American living in my town or in yours, and transfer his prop- 
erty that is now taxable into these bonds, drawing 4 per cent in- 
terest annually, he can do so and escape all local taxation to that 
extent. I say, Mr. Speaker, even if we have the power, it is un- 
fair and it is unjust to put such a provision in this bill. Nomore 
have we the right to exempt such bondsfrom municipal, county, 
and State taxation than we have to exempt the bonds of any 
other Territory in the United States from such taxation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said a moment ago. this bill provides— 
and I desire to call the attention of the House to that for one 
moment and then I am through—that the gold peso shall be the 
unit of-value, and yet it makes no provision anywhere for the 
coinage of any such peso, orany multiple thereof. I donot know 
whether that is omitted by mistake or not. I would infer from 
reading another provision of this bill that the framers of it 
thought that such coinage was provided for; for when we come 
to read the section providing for the maintenance of the parity of 
these metals, it says: 

To maintain such parity between the silver Philippine pesos and the gold 
pesos herein provided for. 

So when they were preparing that provision they evidently sup- 

sed that they were providing for the coinage of a _ peso, 
They not only fail to provide for the coinage of the gold peso or 
any multiple thereof but fail to make it a legal tender, after 
providing it shall be the standard of value. It seems to me that 
we should extend our American money to those islands, and that, 
the passage of a bill like this can not very much improve their 
present condition. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, how much time have 
I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has fourteen 
minutes remaining and the gentleman from Virginia has two 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I wish the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Jongs] would exhaust his time. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe there 
is anybody on this side who wants to occupy the two minutes. 
So the debate can be considered as closed so far as this side is 
concerned. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia surrenders the 
floor. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recognized. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield four minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fow er. ] 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, since on the occasion of the con- 
sideration of the House bill I voted for the establishment of 
American money in the Philippines, I deem it my duty to state 
why I shall support this bill now. legislation is a compro- 
mise. All bills reported by committees are compromises, and no 
man should be so self-willed and opinionated that he would not 
concede and yield so long as such concession or such yielding does 
uot involve a principle. 

I am convinced that something ought to be done in the Philip- 
pine Islands. Iam in the position, so to speak, ofa eee who, 
coming to attend a patient who is dangerously ill and not having 
at hand the thing that he knows is a complete remedy for the 
trouble, would temporize by giving the patient the best thing at 
hand. I am convinced that the bill now before this House is the 
only thing that can become a law at this session of Congress. 
What will be the result if this bill ? It will be the immedi- 
ate establishment of the gold standard there. 

I shall not attempt to point out how I would amend this bill. 
It is sufficient for me that this is the best thing that can be done 
now, and does not involve the violation of any principle. There- 
fore it is my duty as a man, my duty as a legislator, to vote for 
this measure. hen I voted to establish American money in the 
Philippines it was not because I thonght the American system of 
finance and currency was perfect. God knows that. It is in my 
judgment very far from perfect. I believe that American mone 
there would be better for those islands than the money provid 
in the House bill, which was practically the same as this measure; 
but, notwithstanding I believe that, yet recognizing the fact that 
it can not be planted there, I am bound as a man and a legislator 
to vote for this measure under the Copetienees, Anca 
Now, what will be the probable course of events? ith the gol 
standard once established we can go on in the future and supple- 
ment the law that we pass to-day. Let us hope that at no very 
distant day it may be better than the system we ourselves have 


to-day. 
i the hammer fell.] 
» PER of Wisconsin. I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. - s 
Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, even in two minutes I believe 
that I can tell the House something of the reason why every 


thinking man in the Philippines who has studied the conditions 
there declares that the bill as it the House would bring 
untold disaster on those islands. The effect of that bill would be 
to deprive them immediately of the only currency that they have. 
Their money now is the Sesteam dollar or of 416 grains. 
Our dollar contains less silver, 412} grains. eir fractional cur- 
rency contains like amounts of silver as the peso without taking 
off any percentage. These are the only coins that they use. The 
bill as passed by the House declares that this money shall here- 
after be receivable only at its bullion value, and be made mer- 
chandise at a price that changes and declines from day to day. 
It demonetizes their only currency, and orders this impoverished 
veges to buy American money or go without. 

The committee bill, favored by the Senate and by all close stu- 
dents of this problem, proposes a different plan. It provides for 
the gradual recoinage of these Mexican dollars or pesos into a 
limited coinage of Philippine pesos of the same weight and fineness, 
which shall, like our silver coins, be really redeemable in gold or 
receivable instead of gold at a fixed ratio. This new silver coin- 
age will be less a fiat money than ours, and have more bullion 
value, but, like ours, it will be redeemable in gold and to some ex- 
tent a token or subsidiary coin also. But it will be the same coin 
in bullion value that they have hadandcanuse. Itisthe samecoin 
in other silver countries in the Orient, as, for instance, Japan, 
where precisely the same = and silver coin is in use with nearly 
the same relative value. It can be used in silver-using countries 
as the Mexican peso could be used before. 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, our silver coin could not be so 
used, It is grossly overvalued. It has not the weight of the 
Mexican peso. It is a little different in alloy and has not the 
same ring. It will not pass like that dollar in silver-using coun- 
tries. It contains only 37} cents’ worth of silver, and yet is called 
a dollar. This Philippine coinage will be much honester than 
ours. It will contain more than twice the per cent of bullion 
value. Its real intrinsic value will be 75 per cent of its face value 
instead of 37 per cent. But after all it will be a subsidiary coip- 
age, limited in amount but redeemable as such, and at the same 
time it will be the coin that the people are used to taking, un- 
debased, unclipped, and with a fairly close intrinsic value of its 
own. 

But meanwhile there will be no sudden change, no sudden 
destruction of the whole currency of the island, no sudden lower- 
ing of prices by the ch of the unit of value, no stoppage of 
business by the absolute dearth of money, no endeavor to make 
the peasant accept a 50-cent piece for a 416-grain peso of nearly 
two and one-fourth times its weight, and to make him sell his 
416-grain dollar for 374 cents of our token currency, or whatever 
price its bullion value may fall to. 

The new Philippine currency will be better and not worse than 
ours. Its silver coinage, like ours, will be subsidiary; but it will 
contain nearly its face value in bullion. It will not be, like ours, 
amere token. It will not be so likely to be counterfeited. It 
will be the standard coin of silver countries, and available for 
export thither. It will be the coin they are used to, and which 
is needed where credit does not exist, and the wages of a few 
cents a Cay must be paid in a money that everyone understands. 

It would be cruelty unspeakable to deprive these island 
sions of their only tool of trade by wiping out their only circulat- 
ing medium. Yes, put them on a gold basis—the bill does that; 
make silver subsidiary—the bill does that; but in doing so the bill 
likewise has regard to present values and present coinage, refrains 
from demonetizing the present coin until new pieces are minted to 
take its ~y and makes those new pieces substantially the same 
except that they beur the stamp of the United States and are re- 
ceivable at a fixed relation to its gold coinage. It makes the gold 
dollar the unit of value, for it es half that dollar the gold peso, 
and it makes the whole silver coinage subsidiary, but at an hon- 
ester rate than ours, so that the old Mexican dollar or peso, with 
more silver. than ours, is redeemable at 50 cents, or nearer its real 
bullion value. 

I heartily support the committee as to this bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How much time have I remain- 
ing, Mr. Speaker? 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr.S er, Idesire, in the spirit 
of all kindness, but yet in the spirit of all fairness, to say a word 
in reply to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hitt]. He said 
that he should not have addressed the House upon this important 
measure at this time had it not been for an attack I e upon 
him. I made no attack upon him. There was no imputation of 
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ia} motives—nothing unkind. | I simply called attention to 


what the gentleman had said during the debate some weeks ago. 
It was said then that Governor Taft had in effect retracted his 
former opinion as to the unwisdom of introducing the American 
monetary system into the Philippine Islands. 

In this connection, I to-day from the RecorD what was said 
during that debate by the gentleman from Connecticut; and then in 
reply [simply read the cablegram from Manila, dated February 5, 
since the bill passed the House, from Governor Taft tothe Secretary 
of War, saying that it would be a great mistake to introduce 
American money intothe islands. There wasnoattack. If there 
be an attack in that, it is the facts that make it, not “‘ the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin.’’ I was bound, as a friend of Governor 
Taft, to call the attention of the House to the wrong construc- 
tion put upon his letter in the previous debate. In doing this I 
did only my duty—a duty which I would gladly perform even for 
the gentleman from Connecticut, if he were absent and I believed 
an interpretation which was not fair had been put on anything 
he had said, written, or done. 

I furthermore called attention to another error of fact made by 
the gentleman from Connecticut in the previous debate, not by way 
of attack,not by way of wrongfulimputation of motives, but simply 
as a statementof facts. During that debate the gentleman made 
this very important and effective statement: ‘‘ There isin this city 
to-day a gentleman from Mexico who wants the American ratio 
established in Mexico,so as to make their money conform exactly 
with that of the United States.’’ To-day iI called the attention of 
the House to the fact that the gentleman who was here represent- 
ing the Mexican Government did not ask to have the money of 
his country conform exactly to that of the United States, but that, 
on the contrary, his memorandum to the State Department indi- 
cated that his Government was looking with favor to the very 
plan embodied in the bill here pending, and which was also con- 
tained in the original bill reported from the Committee on Insu- 
lar Affairs. That was my only attack on the gentleman from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi, an able debater, 
a little while ago used this language: ; 

We D manne to establish here for the Philippine Islands a system unlike 
any other system which ever existed in the financial world. 

A complete reply to this is contained in the testimony of ‘the 
Director of the Mint. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
a question? 

r. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman know of 
any system on earth fixing gold as the standard of value that does 
a make that gold legal tender and that does not make anything 

ut silver a legal tender? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The bill makes United States 
gold a legal tender. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But not the gold peso, for the 
coinage of which your bill provides, nor any multiple of that coin. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
ited quantity; but the gold peso as provided for in this bill will 

-hot be coined—so-diminutive a coin will not be made. I wish to 
answer specifically what the gentleman has said, and as I have 
only a minute I can not yield to the gentleman to ask me another 
question. The gentleman said the system we propose is unlike 
any other coinage system on earth. Here is what the Director of 
the Mint, speaking of this system, says: 

It is exactly the system of India. 

That is the Director of the Mint; that is the testimony of Mr. 
Hollander; that is the statement of Governor Wright; that is the 
testimony of Mr. Peabody; that is the testimony of Mr. Conant; 


Will the gentleman allow me 


that is the testimony of Professor Jenks, and of all other experts | 


who have been before our committee. 

The gentleman from Mississippi says, by way of criticism, that 
they will have no gold there. hn the Director of the Mint de- 
clares that they have practically no gold in circulation in India. 
Secretary Moody, then a member of the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, questioned him thus: ‘‘Apparently, jadging from that re- 
port—and that is the report of the Indian commission on this 
subject—the conversion has been extremely successful in India.’’ 
Mr. Roberts answered, ‘‘ Entirely so.” Mr. Moody asked, ‘‘How 
would the magnitude of the task in the Philippines compare with 
that in India?” Mr. Roberts said, “It is a much greater task 
in India. The stock of rupees there is in the neighborhood of 
five hundred millions, and in the Philippines only about twenty 
millions, reckoning in our money.’”’ Mr. Moody said, ‘‘ Certainly 
there can be no comparison to the disadvantage of the Philip- 
pines * * * owing the repugnance to any change which had 
to be overcome?’ Mr. Roberts replied, ‘‘ I see no obstacle in the 
— that would not apply with even greater force in 


Gold coin is receivable in unlim- | 


So, instead of the proposed system being unprecedented, it is 
e the system used in India, where it was easily and success- 
fully established. During the previous debate these facts were 
called to the attention of the gentleman from Mississippi, and yet, 
to-day he has iterated and reiterated them. Aaron Burr said, 
‘** Keep repeating a thing not true and most people will begin to 
believe it.” Now, whatthegentleman from Mississippi has said 
to-day is not any more true than it was the first time it was ut- 
tered. This is not an unprecedented system. In Note F to 
the report of the Secretary of War, 1900, the then Secretary of 
the Treasury, Lyman J. Gage, said: ‘‘ This is analogous to the 
system now in vogue in the United States.’’ It is also analogous 
to the system in vogue in France, where they have a limited 
coinage of silver receivable for public dues and for private debts, 
but not redeemable in gold except at the option of the Govern- 
ment. 

This bill proposes a silver peso of limited coinage at the ratio 
of 2 to 1 of gold, to be received for all debts, public and private, 
for tariff duty, taxes, etc., but not under the law absolutely to 
be redeemed in gold. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi rore. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman’s time be extended one minute to answer a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Wisconsin be 
extended one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The question I want to ask 
the gentleman is this: Does this bill anywhere provide that the 

1d peso, which is to be the standard of value in the Philippine 
et under this bill, or that any multiple of that peso, is a legal 
tender anywhere in the Philippine Islands? Does the gentleman 
know of any other system with that incongruity? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This bill says that the gold peso, 
consisting of 12.9 grains of gold, nine-tenths fine, shall be the 
unit of value. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Can not the gentleman an- 
swer my question categorically? It is capable of that form of 
answer. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am answering it. Asa matter 
of fact, it is not at all necessary that that exceedingly diminutive 


coin 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
of the peso is a legal tender? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; in this way. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin has again expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 





I ask if that or any multiple 


Task that the gentleman have 
one minute more to answer that question. 

| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks that 
the gentleman from Wisconsin have one minute more. Is there 

objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. A silver peso is to pass current 
| at the rate of one to one with a gold peso at two to one with the 

gold dollar. It is expressly so provided in the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know the gentleman is seek- 
| ing the same end that I am, the truth for the enlightenment of 
| the members of the House. Is it not true in this very bill the bill 
goes on to say what shall be a legal tender, and omits from the 
list of tender the gold peso or any multiple of it? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Nobody pretends that a diminu- 
tive coin, the size of our 3-cent piece, is going to be coined into 
gold and current among these people. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. True, but no gold multiple of 
it, however large, is made a legal tender. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PArkKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the following order: 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Repre- 
| sentatives the enrolled bill (8.5718) porns for the sale of sites for man- 
ufacturing or individual plants in the Indian Territory, with the request 
| that the House of Representatives vacate the action of the Speaker in sign- 
| ing the said enrolled bill,and return the same,and the message of the Senato 
| agreeing to the amendment of the House to said bill, to the Senate. 
| The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
| report of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
| on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14050) to 
| amend an act to regulate the height of buildings in the District 
of Columbia. 
The mess also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 
H. R. 17088. An act to create a new division of the eastern 
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judicial district of Texas, and to provide for terms of court at 

Texarkana, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, and for other pur- 
ses, 

Perhe message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 

the following title; in which the concurrence of the House was 

requested: 

S. 7307. An act to provide certain souvenir medallions for the 
benefit of the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association of the 
United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 


following resolution: 


Resolved, That the concurrent resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives (No. 92) in relation to the invitation extended to Congress by the Na- 
tional Commission of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition and by the Louisi- 
ana Purchase Exposition Company, etc., do pass with following amendments: 

Line 14, strike out “seven” and insert “ten.” 


Line 4, strike out “ eleven” and insert “ fifteen.” 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 70. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives oe ae), That there 
be printed and bound 1,500 copies of Senate Document No. 452, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, first session, entitled ‘‘ Treaties, Laws, Executive Orders, etc., Re- 
lating to Indian Affairs,” 50 of which shall be for the use of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 50 for the use of the House Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 100 for the use of the Senate, 400 for the House of Representatives, 
100 for the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the remaining 800 shall be 
sold by the Superintendent of Documents. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolutions: 


House concurrent resolution 69. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
there be printed and bound in the form of eulogies 24,000 copies of the oration 
delivered by the Hon. John Hay in the Hall of the House of Representatives 
during the exercises in memory of the late President McKinley, on Febru- 
ary 27, 1902; 16,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 8,000 for 
the use of the Senate. 

House concurrent resolution &2. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
there be printed and bound together in paper 30,000 copies of the following 
documents, namely: United States Bankrupt Law of 1898, uniform system, 
with marginal notes and index; General Orders and Forms in Bankruptcy, 
adopted and established by the Supreme Court of the United States Novem- 
ber 28, 1898, and Public Law, No. 62, for the amendment of the wr 
law, passed by the Fifty-seventh Con , Second session, on January 28, 
1903, ef which 10,000 copies shall be for use of the Senate and 20,000 copies 
for the use of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | 


ported that they had examined and found a enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 16509. An act to authorize the Pearl and Leaf Rivers 
Railroad Company to bridge Pearl River in the State of Missis- 
sippi; 

7 R. 16. An act to provide for the erection at Washington, 
D. C., of statues to the memory of Brig. Gen. Count Pulaski and 
Maj. Gen. Baron von Stuben of the Continental Army; 

H. R. 17204. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in the State of 
Arkansas; 

H. R. 3510. An act for the relief of the executors of James P. 
Willett, deceased. late postmaster of the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 14051. An act granting the consent of Congress to N. F. 
Thompson and associates to erect a dam and construct power 
station at Muscle Shoals, Alabama; 

H. R. 16909. An act to amend an act entitled “‘An act author- 
izing the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland River 
at or near Carthage, Tenn.,”’ approved March 2, 1901; 

H. R. 15595. An act confirming and ceding jurisdiction to the 
State of Arkansas over certain lands formerly in the Fort Smith 
Reservation, in said State, and asserting and retaining Federal 
jurisdiction over certain other lands in said reservation; 

H. R. 1027. An act granting a pension to Lavina Cook; 

H. R. 16522. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
C. Van Sickell; and 

H. R. 4178. An act for the relief of Austin A. Yates. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 6515. An act to exempt from taxation certain property of the 
Danghters of the American Revolution in Washington, D. C.; and 

S. 6525. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Masonic Mutual Relief Association of the District of Colum- 
bia.” 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

rted that they had presented this day to the President of the 
Tnited States for his approval bill of the following title: ; 
H. R. 16021. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 


executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 


INCREASE OF PENSION FOR LOST LIMBS IN THE MILITARY AND 
NAVAL SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a confer- 
ence report on the bill 8. 4850, an act to increase the pension of 
those who have lost limbs in the military or naval service of the 
United States, or are totally disabled in the same, for the pur- 
pose of having it printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed under the rule. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

on the amendments of the House to the bill 8. 4850, ““An act to increase the 
pensions of those who have lost limbs in the military or naval service of the 

Jnited States, or are totally disabled in the same,” numbered 1, 2, 3, 6, and 
8, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House numbered 2, 3, and 6, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 1 and 8. 

That the House recede from its amendment to the title of the billand agree 
to an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter ren by the House in 
sert: “An act to increase the pensions of those who have lost limbs in the 
military or naval service of the United States;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
Cc. A. SULLOWAY, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
ROBERT W. MIERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
P. J. MCCUMBER, 
JAS.P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT. 


This bill (S. 4850) passed the Senate April 19, 1902, granting an increase of 
pension of $15 per month to those who lost limbs in the military or naval sery- 
ice of the United States. 

It was amended by the House on June 16, 1902, by cutting down the pro- 
posed increase from $15 to $10 per month, by granting its benefits to those 
only whose disabilities were incurred prior to August 4, 1886, and by increas- 
ing the pension of those who have lost both feet to $100 per month, and by 
adding a new section (section 2) of the bill, increasing from $12 to $30 per 
month the pension of those drawing the maximum rating under the act of 
June 27, 1890, provided they served one year and were so disabled as to re- 
quire the frequent and periodical aid and attendance of another person. 

As a result of the conference the Senate has agreed to the rates of increase 
allowed by the House, viz, $10 per month, instead of $15 per month, as the 
bill originally passed the Senate, and your conferees have receded from the 
amendment so that the increased rates apply to all pensioners who lost 
limbs in the service without limitation as to date of incurrence of the dis- 
ability, and they have also receded from the amendment contained in sec- 
tion 2, increasing the pensions of those totally disabled so as to require the 
aid and attendance of another person, who are drawing the maximum under 
the act of June 27, 1890, viz, $12 per month. 

C. A. SULLOWAY 


W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
ROBERT W. MIERS. 
Managers on the part of House. 


PHILIPPINE COINAGE, 


The SPEAKER. Recurring to the special order, the first 
question is on agreeing to the first amendment. 

The question was considered, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the second amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of section 14. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I move that the House agree to 
the amendment of the Senate as amended by the House, and on 
that motion I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. * 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Cooprr of Wis- 
consin, that the House agree to the amendment of the Senate as 
amended, 

The SPEAKER (having put the question). The ayes appear 
to have it. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 104, 





answered ‘‘ present ’’ 11, not voting 97; as follows: 


YEAS—139. 

Adams, Burke, 8. Dak. Cushman, Fowler, 
Alexander, Burleigh, Dahle, Gaines, W. Va. 
Allen, Me Burton, Dalzell, Gardner, Mass 
Babcock, Butler, Pa. Davidson, Gardner, Mich 
Ball, Del Calderhead, Deemer, Gardner, N.J 
Barney, Cannon, Dick, Gibson, 
Bartholdt, Capron, Draper, Gill, 

tes, Conner, Dwight, Gillet, N.Y. 
Beidler, Coombs., Emerson, Gillett, Mass. 
Bishop, Cooper, Wis. Esch, Graff, 
Boreing, Corlis Evans, Greene, Mass. 
Bowersock, Cousins, Fletcher, Grosvenor, 
Brandegee, Cromer, Fordney, Ww, 
Brewn, Crumpacker, Foss, Hamilton, 
Brownlow, Currier, Foster, Vt Hanbury. 
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Lawrence, 

Lessler. Otjen, 

Lewis, Pa. Ove 

Littauer, Parker, 
ng, Payne, 

Loudenslager, Pearre, 

Lovering, Per 

io 

c wers, 
Mahon, Prince, 
Mann, Reeves, 
Marshall, Roberts, 
Martin, Shattuc, 
Miller, Showalter, 
Minor, en’ 
Moody, Smith, Iowa, 
Morgan, Smith, 
Morrell, Smith, ‘ 
Mudd, Sperry, 
Needham, Steele, 

NAYS—104. 

Finley, Lindsay, 
zreagereld, sore, 
Flood, McAndrews, 
Foster, Il, McClellan, 
Gilbert, McCulloch, 
Goldfogle, McLain, 
Gooch, Maddox, 
Gordon, Mahoney, 
Griffith, Mickey. 

y, iers, Ind. 
Henry, Tex. oon 
Hooker Neville, 
Howa: Norton, 
Jett, Padgett, 
Johnson erce, 
Jones, Va. Pou, 
Kehoe, ir 
Kern, Randell, Tex. 
Kitchin, Claude ea, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Richardson, Ala. 
Kluttz, Richardson, Tenn. 

mb, Rixey, 
Latimer, Robb, 

r, Robertson, La. 
Lever, Robinson, Ind. 
Lewis, Ga Rucker, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—11. 
Fall, A ppeteatt, 
aynar orris, 
Mercer, Scott, 
NOT VOTING—97, 
Doug Knox, 
Dovener, Lassiter, 
b Little, 
Eddy, oe 
war ivingston, 
Elliott, ud, 
Flanagan, McCleary, 
Fleming McDermo' 
Foerderer, cRae, 

‘ox, Meyer, La. 
oo — \ 
Glenn, Mutchler, 
Graham Naphen, 
Green, Pa. Nevin, 

riggs, ewlan 
Beary. Miss. er, 
Hildebrant, Patterson, Pa 
Hughes, Patterson, Tenn 
Jackson, Kans. Ransdell, 
Jackson, Md. r 
Jen Reid, 

Joy, Robinson, Nebr. 
Kahn, Ruppert, 
Kleberg, hirm, 


Shallenberger, 
Eheppard.” ? 
Sims, 
Slayden. 
Smith, Ky. 
Snod 


ex. 


So the motion of Mr. Coopsr of Wisconsin to concur in the 
amendment of the Senate as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I voted on this question, forgetting 


that I had a 


ir with Mr. JACKSON of Kansas, who is absent. I 


desire to withdraw my vote and answer ‘“‘ present.”’ 
The following pairs were announced: 
' For the session: 
Mr. Curtis with Mr. BurGEss. 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CassINGHAM, 


Mr. Kaun with Mr. BELMONT. 


Mr. Bovuret. with Mr. Griaas. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. MaYNarRp. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 
Mr. Coomes with Mr. Davry of Louisiana. 
Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MuTCHLER. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Ruppert. 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. PIERCE. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Metcaur with Mr. WHEELER. 
Mr. CONNELL with Mr. SHAFROTH. 
Mr. Scutrm with Mr. TaLBErr. 

Mr. DovenEer with Mr. Broussarp, 


Mr. Morris with Mr. Grass. 


Mr. AcHESON with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
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Mr. BryeHam with Mr. EL.iorr. 
Until Friday next: 
Mr. Scott with Mr. Jackson of Kansas. 

For this day: 

Mr. BuLu with Mr. McRag. 

Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MonDELL with Mr. LittLe. 

Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. Davis of Florida. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. Conry. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. McRag. 

Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. Wison. 

Mr. DouaLas with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN Smiru with Mr. WoorTeEN. 

Mr. TAYLeR of Ohio with Mr. Taytor of Alabama, 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. BENTON. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. Coonry. 

Mr. Burkett with Mr. Epwakps. 

Mr. DriIscoLu with Mr. FLANAGAN, 

Mr. Eppy with Mr. FLEmina. 

Mr. FOERDERER with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. Hua@ues with Mr. KLEBERG. 

Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. LassiTer. 

Mr. McC.Leary with Mr. LIvinasTon. 

Mr. NEvIN with Mr. McDeErRMmotrT. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. NaPHEN. 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. Patterson of Tennessee. 

Mr. Suira of Illinois with Mr. RanspE.t of Louisiana. 
Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. REIp. 

Mr. Tompkins of New York with Mr. SELBY. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. SMALL, 

On this bill: 

Mr. Brick (for) with Mr. Garves of Tennessee (against). 
Mr. Patrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. WILEY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. MEeRcER with Mr. GLENN. 

Mr. GranaM with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 

Mr. REEDER with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. Spieur. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


RECALL OF BILLS, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries to ask that that com- 
mittee be permitted to recall from the House and have referred 
back to it the following bills: 

H. R. 6035. To provide an American register for the ship Mela- 


nope; 

ft R. 3788. To provide an American register for the ship 
Antiope; and 
ae 2705. To provide an American register for the barge Admiral 

omp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, chairman of the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, is directed by 
that committee to ask that it be permitted to recall the bills just re- 
ferred to, and have them referred back to that committee. The 
titles of the bills will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk reported the titles of the bills. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WAGONER AGAINST BUTLER. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Elections No. 2, I present a privileged report of that commit- 
tee in the contested-election case of Wagoner v. Butler, from the 
Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. The same will be printed and referred to the 
House Calendar. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Contested-election case—George C. R. Wagoner v. James J. Butler, Twelfth 
Congressional district of Missouri. 


Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 
The SPEAKER. The report has just been filed and the Chair 
is of opinion that the gentleman has no right to make that de- 


mand, 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent to have the report read, I hope that it 
will be granted and that the report may be read at this time. 

Mr. FEELY. Then, Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent that 
the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the report be read at this time. Is there objection? 
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There was no objection. 
_ € ‘lerk proceeded with the reading of the report, which is 
as LOllOWS 


[House Report No. 3857, Fifty-seventh Congress, second session.] 
GEORGE ©. R. WAGONER AGAINST JAMES J. BUTLER. 
February 24, 1908.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. OLMSTED, from the Committee on Elections No. 2, submitted the fol- 
lowing report, to accom y H. Res. No. 466 


The Committee on Elections No. 2, to which was referred the contested 
election case of George C. R. Wagoner v. coupes a. Butler, from ae saath 
Congressional district of Missouri, _— ‘ts the following repo 

At the regular Congressional election in James J. Butler, the Den io. 
cratic candidate, was returned as having been elected to membership in the 
Fifty-seventh Congress by a plurality of 3,553. His Republican opponent, 
William M. Horton, contested his elec’ 

That case was heard by Committee on Elections Ni which, in an oe 
and exhaustive report presented by its ‘chairman to this ouse April 5, 
found that frauds numerous and varied had been so extensivel: yneactiged tn in 
or relati ng to anid election that the honest choice of the voters ae be 
determined, and recommended a resolution, adopted by this House 
1902, to the effect that there had been nowalld election o08 thet the seat beld 
by Mr. Butler be declared vacant. The goyernor of Missouri o a spe- 
cial election to fill the vacancy thus cuniea, which election was held 
Tuesday, November 4, 1902, that also the day for the regular — 
of Repré ‘sentatives in the Fift — Mr. Be Butler was returned 
elected to fill the vacancy in present ngress caused by his own cnmeat- 
ing, and by the increased pluraitey of 6,203. He took the oath of office De- 
ceiber 1, 1902, and now oce © seat of which he was once deprived by 


the action of this House, as above indicated. 

His counsel informs your committee that at the same election Mr. But- 
ler was also elected to membership in the ene Oongress and bya 
still larger plurality. No evidence con that election has, however, 
been presented to your committee, and with it this Congress has, in any 
event, no concern. 

Mr. Wagoner, who was not a candidate for membership 
eighth Congress, contests the election of Mr. Butler for the 
a -soventh Congress and claims himself to have been lawfully chosen to 

16 Vacancy. 
The notice of contest charges that in and with respect to 63 election pre- 


cincts, hereinafter named, there were practiced nearly every variety of 
es wad rot devine for producing ——_ and dishonest 7 po results, such 
registration. repeating, false porgenation, of ballots 


o_ persons whose names were not registration books, 
fore, under the laws of the State of Misourt 
stufiing of ballot boxes, fraudulent conspiracies on the part of 
officers to prevent free voting and honest returns, ingens Sao by 
the police, intimidation, and in some instances actual violence. As to some, 
if notall, of these precincts the are well sustained 4 

The Twelfth Congressional di com certain w: and 
wards, and is wholly within the a of St. Lonis. It extends across a 
considerably wider an 


from east to west, the western end, however. 
reater in extent than the eastern, which upon the Mississippi River 
o complaint is made as to the election in the western portion of the district, 
bet the middle and eastern portions embrace what —_ sed us trust, the worst 


rtions of the city, and contain the lowest classes of her inhabitants. Sa- 
a bawd houses, houses for roust- 
ion, and the field 


‘bou 
is well i neinpbed to corrup t ewciitioal prac 

The discret ce co! vee 116 election precincts. As to 53 of these, counse! for 
the parties maton! y agree that there were no such ties as would 
justify the setting aside or m tion of the returns. The are 
the 53 precincts thus withdrawn from the contest: 


Ward 5: Precinct 8. 

Ward 6 Precincts 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 13. 
Ward 12: Precincts He 

Ward 12 ee ery — 10, 11. 
Ward 14 Precinct 9 

: Precincts 5, 7, 


oo 


re 
oe 4, 
5, 8, 
2, 3, 
2, 3, 
: Precincts 1, 2. 
Total, 53 precincts. 


The contestant claims to have proved such frands and as to 
require the throwing out of the returns from all of these 68 Counsel 
for contestee, on = other hand, claims that although there may have been 
a ere not ttojustify thesetiingaside of any of them. 

hough taken within a shorter time than usual, the testimon: —* much 
more complete and more - ently taken with reference to the actual 


points in con election cases. It is voluminous, 
covering more than 2.300 closely printed pa; in addition a a 
So much of the has been as co the respective 
aa uted ond se sen oe eS Your 
ly at a ered ediiairecnd anda @ Cal 
os oy ‘briefs of able and tyes —. 
he so-called “ Nesbi ww,” adopted 1898, provides election machinery 
ble to the city of St. Louis 
Younsel for contestant claim that the ns of this law give partisan 
control of the election mach: and tate the 


oe of corru 
practices. Counsel for contestee claims that some of its most ine 
eres were eliminated by the supplementary act . It 
district elected a Republican Congressman ms Pmajority of 24 

e FN a 
the asreee of the law Democratic have inegeeney been 


re- 
turned. of iteelf ma: or may not seems to your 
qampanithes thas the nw, oven a0 y contains sous very Gujectionn bie 
The entire election machinery of the whole aw is placed under the con- 
ota by the - for the term of fou The ie Sa 

appoin vernor for oO r mmm Ww 
e Some ef onl commniasionere ; te 





tions, not inconsistent with this article 
voters and conduct of foe y and 
sions - all elections, 


with reference to the registration of 
shall have charge of and make provi- 
, local, municipal, State, and county. 

and of all others of e' “every d ption to to be held in such city or any 
thereof at any time.” 


The voters in the several election preciagis are not permitted to select 
Gotan own inspectors, and clerks of election; but this board of three 


ers ap ted a srr is authorized to select for 

place four $y clerks of election. It is, need pre- 

“<a that = of the judges and one of the — shall be ‘desi by 

the minority commissioner. It cw seas res, however, the concurrence of at 
least one of rs to make this designation effective. 


The provision —_ the Nesbit lew wi aes with reference to registration isa strik- 


ing feature, and, it is be unknown to the election machinery of an 
er “— A voter iL. = m ate az register in the recines i in which 
he lives, but except upon day registration must be made outside of 
precinct, —| in many cases ou the Congressional district, at the oa 
of the cen 


ral board of election commissioners. The pperieions of the Nesbit 
law upon this matter of registration afford a wide fleldfor fraud. Itappears 
from the testimony that by far the greater portion of the names appearing 
upon the registration books were placed there not in the recincts wheve the 
yoters lived, but at the central office of the board of election commissioners. 
The four judges ae ao each Yay are constituted by law a 
of re on for th ut, as already stated, , the ey 
of registrations are made at yd, — > the board of tion co: rs 
and —_ wn 5 the perostnct board. 

The peas rd is required to furnish to the precinct board verifica- 
tion No oe names are permitted to be added after “the Saturday 
following the Tuesday three weeks preceding such election,” but the cleste 
of election areconstituted canvassers of their respective precincts and, 
supplied with the verification lists, may “come together and canvass their 
precinct, calling at each dwell house for the purpose of veins = the 
register.” When that has been done a further meeting is to be 
rections of the registration. Then it it as by law that— 

ee > * * * 

“Suc. 7238. Judges —_? registry to be to be sent to anahtieny 
ers—com missioners to soos bee ak lists | ublic records 

“ At the end of the | last session provide for the said board of registration 
and said clerk shall gompare ane correct the 4 ered aforesaid and make 
them correspond and agree; and at judges sha _ panels follow- 


ing the last mame on each their names so that no 
other name can be ao thout ee and return the two regis- 
ters to the on of commissioners; thereupon the said com- 


missioners shall at once cause copies to be made of such registers, of all the 
names upon the yk, with the address, and arranged acco to the 
commencing with the lowest number arrang- 
ing the same in Fo me eee street numbers, and shall then cause 
such precinct .egister, under‘ arrangement, to be printed in sufficient 
numbers to meet all demands, upon eo a copy of the same shall 
be given to any person oe — oh precinct in the office of the 
election ers sha hapenter records “= open to ro mapeeee P 
e - . 


Duly authenticated copies of all aie printed caaaiaal neatelaii are oud 
in the testimony of this case. 

Contestant addressed or caused to be addressed and sent through the post- 
office a registered letter to each person whose name and address were thus 


shown to be registered in the 63 incts in controversy. The total number 
of registered letters thus mailed was 25,179. Of thisnmumber 12,608 were re- 
turned with indorsements the number of the letter carrier and 


statements to the effect that the parties were not found at the address given. 
These letters were mailed, some on the 16th and some on the 17th of Decem- 
ber following the election. 
Of the 25,179 names appearing on the officially published 
16, nS ee in the city @rectory for 1902, and as will herei ap- 
of votes were cast and counted in names not appearing upon 


Four thousand six hundred and sixty-nine of the istered letters re- 
turned bore the statements of the r carriers tothe effect that the peuties 
to whom they were addressed had “removed.” Of this 4,669 names of 
SONS & epeneieg goon the tik pages of th all of whom “removed” sh: 
cigction,ouly Si —=—— St. Louis city directory for ‘ 

nese naplotry fists, pr ted by authority and required by law to be pub- 

lished fo pane the? publicas to the registration in each 
were — and received in evidence with no objection whatever on the 
rt of the contestee, either as to their authenticity or relevancy, or as to 
eir not being the best oviheniens But the minority election commissioner 
was cross-examined and subsequently called on behalf of contestee for the 
purpose of showing that they were not correct. Heactually ee that 

they were not, but that a great many of the names which My ne re 
wes the registration books in his office were not included printed 


also placed in evidence the certificate of the secretary of the 
425 names 


commissione: 
—— 7, a the p sheets showed only 169. 
ope These Paints on "hohalf of Mr Bution sooo ae committee 
Present the highest evidence of fraud. No names at have been eau 


ced upon the registration books after the published sheets were 
given out except in a few cases of . ha been refused 
tion in their respective p had a to board of on 
commissioners. The teatinnomey of the mi is to the effect 
that there were not more than 40 of such cases in a : 
whose 


but in this Congressional district alone 
names were not upon the printed lists, 
earners testimony that in one of the ts 
n the names upon the registration 
sheets, and in the other less than a fourth. 
This same state of affairs e throughout the entire district or, at 
least, throughout the 63 precincts in controversy shows premeditated and 
deliberate ‘trand, for either thousands of names were illegally added to ‘the 
registration after the giving out of the printed 4 sheets or thousands 
cestttol Iroc tn pullicteal tints for then pam PUrpose of ¢ ee pO epriving the pat ic ot t 
rom the publ or o 
<< tee ich siabiealitioeee on - bh possibly be 
e o such glaring disc as are here apparent © can 
accounted for upon the ground of wack accident or ignorance. 
Counsel for Butler has insisted 
as to the sending out of the 
improperly offered by contestan 


letters and ‘ts 
in rebuttal, and ought not, therefore, to be 








ee 
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considered by ap ky rene coremniine, fact appears to be, however, that — 
sending of blic, the person who had charge of 
the matter was called ov having eco himself and coach i information concern- 
ing the results elicited 


An attempt was also pte by contestee to impugn the character of this 


witness for his evidence as to the number of let- 
ters sent out and those returned. The o seuneaee Hiumes Sewing grocsted 
so far in the taking of et eeaientaatiaate m the is unable 


subject, 
to see that it was not proper for ‘Sontontaat in rebuttal to place in 
the letters bea the returns of the letter carriers who —_ 
attempted to deliver them. eare naae oe P ed, mower, to accept the 
conclusions which the contestant asks us to ae from this testimony. In 
oO dtd sekaneeee ine veity aionae before the 
election and he was not fo rectory published some mouths before the 
— We therefore decline to cast out any particular vote or votes upon 
t 
Tercrtacices the tact that so great a number of names ansnse Consnting upon 
the ceeteg ee een O00 pe Sound Set Seat the or we 
earriers does throw suspicion upon tegrity o registration. n 
the co himself to show that 


of d registratio: 
in the printed lists, and were therefore not —. within an 
etter scheme of detecti 


the registry lists ived by Trandreds, an oe hous Inds. th: 
e re were receiv un an oa 
these 63 precincts, the conch on is irresistible t ae 


"R017 and for 
Mr. Wagoner 636 y persons painted a upon the 
inted sheets subantted to the public. Higher e nee of fraud 
would be seh a ep 
The constituti ee remem gegetee 
«Phat in all cases of contested the allots cast ma ane aoa | 
red with the list ecu sane examined under aah enlngunnde 
as ma Pieeeae Ne. 
for th ere oer tne, of a 
eso aes name of ev rson registered 
ing to the information which election commissioners 
lic immediately before election. Also the poll 
address of every person whe aunts red and ea -—s vat Tenst 
a ballot was de ted.and, the Sones bus having been ae, evidence 
showing for what candidate for the me eoted to the t mame was 
ith all this information ‘ore us it is possible to detect some, 
though not all, of the frauds which have been perpetrated. 


FOURTH WARD, NINTH PRECINCT. 
mith 12 youre of af in the 


ha 


a 


The first witness whose testimony ted record of this 
case (Pp. _ woetee a —— 72 clerk in precinct 
the Fourth Ward. = judges were Gustav 
hmidt and Paul Morte ona that She E eee jalees were Cosgrove and 
Heffernan. There were voting booths for but three persons ata time. The 
officer at the door was instructed to admit but enn ae ata time. 
ight, &, Mecavens, eos came in. Schmidt, one — the Republican judges, made the 
pees and unseemly objection that one or more of them who 
este were trying to So 
them out. After a time they all went t followed appears in the 
og Then thus, ———— at page 14: 
“Se. A sergeant of police came rushing in and says, ‘The report is that 
you —— all got arms. 


B 


the judges and clerks? 
“A. ¥. sir. 1 was nearest the door; he searched me first and went on and 
searched and when he went around he went to the door; I could still 


see him where I was standing,and he says, ‘ Boys, it’s all right; there's not a 
gun in the crowd.’ 


“A, Sergeant Lall 
a“ a pao Lally said that? 
“ Yes, sir. 
“Q. To whom did he make that statement? 
“A. I suppose to the multitude in front of him. 
“Q. How long was that after the eight had gone out? 
“A. Probably ten ene 
“Q. Then what happened? 
“A. I do not know just what did happen; about a minute afterwards—— 


y? 
“ Was cpans pou? 
e ee thats ran in. 


Q. 
ox I Ion t know. 
y of them, about? 
a phot ym full; I — judge about 30. 
What did they do 


“@ Just hammered = everybody th 
a — that poprenented the Repu 
hammer you? 

™ hea wh; was knocked down at the first kick, and knocked into 
the corner, and they were all on top of me, and I escaped that way. 

a At the bottom? 

*“ A. Yes, sir; I was underneath. 
j aceet After that did you see Mr. Mertz and Mr. Schmidt, the Republican | 
ud 

- ~ sy asked an officer 

cad Did ae see them? 


 Woren they beaten’ 
They were, yes; Gas bad. 


wo How? 
“@ With brass tmucklos and pistols, and one thing and another. 

r. BUTLER. Please state the facts. 

or or. RIcney ) Did ye you see brass knuckles? 

“Q. er > ne see pistols? 

“Q. Did ayeu see these men hammered? 
Did er show the effects of the hammering? 

“ They di 


. Where was the police, then, while this was being done? 
“A. 1 did not see any. 


could reach that was on the Re- 
ticket. 





=“ Had been there before? 


“In = Seer Sat Se been there before. 


“A. No; oc was one there at this time. Then the sergeant took one of 
the and went south. 
“Q. } -_ Lees policemen there, then? 
ore 


: Sere ‘that Sergeant Lally stated that there was not a gm in the 
crown; when he made that statement these people came in and hammered 
the a clerks? 


“Q. Then | just before that crowd came in, if I understand you, Sergeant 
Lall took one of the officers away? 


. He did. 
“Q, Who was it? 
“A. Horan 
“Q. What became of the other officer? 
“A. He remained in the hall until the no fight was over and then walked in. 
“Q. What was his name? 


“A. That I could not tell you. 
. You say Sergeant Lally said, *There is not a gun in thecrowd.’ Is 


t 
“A. It was not true. 
“ar Seerane with in his hi ket. 

, seen e a n ip pocke 
“Q. How long afterwa - vo 
“=. Probably five or ten - He was leaning out of the window. 
- 2 Novus ‘ernan beat up? 
- Q. Was Cosgrove beaten up? 
<@, Was Boys beaten upt 
“Q. Was en u 
we Boys wane aw 
“@. aon by the Democrats were beat, were they? 


. No, 
“Q. Bat all “of the Republicans were hurt? 
™ Q. Was yas there a challenger there? 


“ Q. Hea there been? 
“A. No, sir; if there was one I did not see him. 
- 2 — the polls were opened that morning were you there? 
. L was. 
“Q. Did either party have a challenger? 
“A. There was something said about t it, and they said we didn’t need 


“Q. Who said that? 
“A. Cosgrove. 
“Q. Was any report made of this trouble to the election commissioner? 


“Q. Dae the election proceed? 
*Q. eo , 
“A. Until about 3 o'clock 
*“. That is from 12 or half past until about 3 ora quarter past 3 o'clock 
at that inct the election was entirely stopped? 
‘A. Yes, sir. 
“s 2": no votes were received during that time? 
Po 0, sir. 
“Q. Was the ballot box destroyed or any of the election paraphernalia? 
“A. The box seemed to be all right; the voting book was taken sway. 
“Q. The ballot book was taken away? 
“A. ¥ sir; "biack? that we were writing names on. 


ow 


. Do you new what names he voted under and from what registration 


num 
“A. (Witness here examined the same notebook and continued.) He voted 
as Frank Miller. 
“Q. From what number? 
“A. 1621 Linden street. 
. Also as—— 
“A. J. Brown. 
. From what number? 
“A. 1716} Morgan, and Charles Scott from the same number. 
“Q. 1716} eae 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q.. And also as any other person? 
“A. He voted as C. Bass, 1623 Morgan street. 
“Q. When you spoke of the registration places where Kinney voted the 
names of Bent, ney, Clapp, and Frank, you said 1636 Franklin? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Don’t you mean 1636 Mo: 
“A. Fran in avenue. I meant it asIsaidit. He voted all his votes from 


The testimony of this witness is valuable also as showing the utter lack of 
integrity in the registration of voters. Eighty names had been registered 
- + persons living at 1696 Franklin avenue,a saloon. Smith, in his 
as canvasser, testified that on six different occasions he attempted 
overtly the r tion from this particular saloon, but was refused ad- 
nitvance. Fi , by a trick, he caught at the door the lady who “run the 
house.” Being who lived there,she said she did not know. She could 
remember the names of only t! (p. 22). 

The matter being reported to the board of election commissioners, ap- 
pointed by the governor, and owing, 0 already stated, entire charge of the 
election machinery of the city of St. Louis, it was compromised, not by ascer- 
tainin who did live there and who — — to vote, but by splitting 
ti he difference, striking off #@ and | 40 on the list. A man named 

“Snake” Kinney, who was nota ee a the election board, seems to have 
been very instrumental in fixing up the returns for this precinct. 

The testimony of Gustav Schmidt is equally instructive. He says (p. 25): 

™ 2. on were one of the Republican judges at the election on November 4? 

7 to —, 


© an y do nm up to noon? 
Because for protection to be carried home, because I was beat 
up with revolvers and was struck over the head with revolvers, blood run- 
ning down my face; I was kicked in the stomach, my limbs were skinned 
from my feet up to my and I was all beat up; in fact, I was uncon- 
scious at the time. I wasn’t able to go home by myself, so I asked for a 
police officer to assist me to my home, which he did. There I rested a few 
minutes, my wife washed the blood off my head; then I went to the doctor 
at Seventeenth and Franklin, who washed my head with carbolic acid, band- 
aged up my head, sent me to my home to go in a dark room and go te bed. 
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I was confined to my bed until the following Friday afternoon; then I went 
over to him again toexamine my head. He told me I better go for a little 
fresh air for strengthening. I tookacar ride about twenty minutes, went 
back to my home, went right to bed again. I felt too weak to stand on m 
feet. Istayed in bed until Saturday morning about l0o’clock. I got up, too 
acar, went down tothe place where I was employed to notify them I was 
coming back to work Monday morning. 

**(Counsel for contestee made the ~~ —- that other witnesses that were 
summoned be excluded from the room during the taking of testimony.) 

**(Counsel for contestant answered that the rule regarding the exclusion 
of witnesses did not apply to civil cases of this nature. 

““(Counsel for contestee called attention to the fact that there were at 
that time six witnesses in the room, called for to-day, listening to the wit- 
ness who is testifying.) 

“The witness resumed: 

“T went down to my work; I was expecting to go back to work on Mon- 
day morning; course I was weak, but I tried to go. The way this trouble 
started, first out of the registration. The one that registered, I detected on 
the day of registration, brought in the poll books against the laws of the 
State of Missouri for any name to be scratched on the register and another 
entered up in its place. This is done all through the books, and they are 
mutilated and, in fact, changed. In fact, chan the law of the State of 
Missouri. Furthermore, I detected fraud. In front of my own name is R. 
I detected a big R in the books branding meas Republican. Mr. Mertz was 
branded a Republican; infront of his name and several others the same way, 
and this registration was wrong. I detected at the House 1636 Franklin 81 
registered, while Griffin, the delegate for our ward, is running a saloon 
there. There was 81 registered out of that house. There was 24 istered 
at 1729 Lucas, which is not in existence at all, is no such number as that, and 
at 1626 Morgan street there was 11 registered, which I canvassed myself and 
was in the house; found 5; 6 not to be found. Theowner of the house stated 
to me they never lived there. 

*“Q. How many did not live there? 

“A. Five out of the 11. 

““@. Those you did not find? 

“A. Six I did not find; 5 I found. E 

“(Counsel for contestee called attention to the fact that a colored man 
was taking notes in the back of the house.) 

“(The man stated that he was writing a note to a gentleman in the room 
whom he had come to see.) 

‘* Witness resumed: 

“Tasked non and clerks, Republican and Democratic judges; I said, 
‘Gentlemen, will you do your duty as judges and clerks?’ I said, ‘What re- 
sults did you get out of the house 1686 Franklin?’ They answered me, ‘They 
are all there.” I knew better at the time. , I asked him in regard to 1636 Mor- 
gan; I got the same answer. 1729 Lucas, the sameanswer. Sol refused to 
sign the books. I was going before the election commissioners. I believe it 
was on Friday—I am not quite certain, to the best of my knowledge—I re- 
fused to sign the books. 

n 2 That is the registration book? 

“A. Lasked the clerks if they sent outany notices; they told me ‘No.’ So 
I refused to sign the books. I was called before the board of election com- 
missioners—in fact, all of us was called there on Friday. I came in and the 
balance of the judges and clerks of both parties was there. and I was asked 
by Judge McCaffery, a Democratic member, asked me the reason why I[ 
would not sign. Iasked Mr. McCaffery if he wanted me to commit a bare- 
faced fraud by signing such a fraudulent book. He says, ‘Where is the 
fraud?’ I showed it to them; I showed the names e , other names put 
in the place which you can see, and that changes the constitution of the 
State. So he would not agree to that and I kept on wrangling with him, 
and I would not sign the book. So they told us to go outside and we went in. 
In about fifteen or twenty minutes I was asked in to sign them. I says, 
‘No; so Mr. McCaffery says ‘ What do you want? I says, ‘I want a recanvass 
of that whole precinct and the Republican clerks discharged at once.’ That 
was granted; we got a new Republican clerk and the canvass proceeded. 
Then we were called before the rd of commissioners on Sunday morni 
at: 10 o'clock, previous to the election. We went over the books. I handl¢ 
the register of the Democrats. The Democratic judge handled the Repub- 
lican register and it was a duplicate of the Republican. We read off the 
names—I done it myself—and we went over every one and kept a tally of 1636 
Franklin and made sure that these 81 names were onit. Ihave the tally here 


that I kept. Thesamse at 1729 Lucas and several others. He read the names | 


off after we got ene I says, ‘Gentlemen, what do you propose to do 
with them 8] names at 1636 * They said,‘ We propose to leave them 
on the books.’ 

“Q. Who did? 

“A. Both the Democratic judges. I says, ‘I will not sign those books.’ 

“Q. Do you mean the Democratic judges? 

“A. Yes; they wanted to leave the names on. 

“Q. Ordo you mean the commissioners? 

““A. No; Imean the judges. SolI refused to a them again. We went 
before Mr. McCaffery, chairman, and he ange: ‘This is the chance you 

et.’ He says: ‘This fuss has got to stop; 2 eet sick and tired of you.’ I 
ooked him square in the face and he showed it, so he hit his hand on the 
table like and commenced using ceageeee that didn’t suit me as a 
respectable citizen of St. Louis. I ref to the books again, so we 
kept onand kept on until the commissioners got Mr. Louis P. Aloe to come 
to me, and he says: ‘ Mr. Schmidt, they will agree to make a compromise and 
take off 40 names.’ I said: ‘I want the whole 81 off, unless they show they 
live there, unless they show me the f that they live in that house. They 
have got to agree to that.’ Finally I says: ‘IfI do sign these books it will be 
under protest; outside of that I will not sign it.’ The book was signed. 
a * * 7 > > * 


“Q. Do you know Mr. Kinney? 

“A. Well, he was pointed out to me on the street as ‘Snake’ Kinney. I 
addressed him as such and he didn’t deny it. 

“Q. Did you see him at this polling place on election day? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Whereabouts? 

“A. Standing alongside of the Democratic judge handling the books. 

*“@. Who handled the books? 

“A. ‘Snake’ Kinney and © ve. 

“Q. How long was ‘Snake’ Kinney in there standing by the side of the 
Democratic judge? 

“A. About three-fourths of an hour to the best of my knowledge. He led 
the iE They commenced beating as soon as he came in. 

“Ot his ‘Snake’ ainney came into the polling place—came back where 
the judges and clerks were 

We Did oa ke test? 

“O. ou make any protest? 

“A. I made a protest; it didn’t do any good. 

“Q. What did you say? 





“A. I told them nobody who is not an officer has to handle the polls and 
has to get out. The door was blocked off and I could not get near the police- 
man. 

“Q. What did Cosgrove and the other Democratic judge do? 

yy — atall; just showed him all the books and the names in it. 

“Q. He took part in the election?’—A. Yes, sir; in fact, they voted some 
three or four times right in front of my face. I = ‘Kinney, you know this 
is fraud.’ He says‘ You are mistaken.’ They vo d three or four times in 
front of me. 
eesatt, That was done in the presence of ‘Snake’ Kinney and under his pro- 

on! 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. The repeating you speak of, by that you mean a man who voted more 
than once, began voting after ‘Snake’ Kinney came in there?—A. Yes, sir." 
‘ Sy testimony of these witnesses is fully corroborated by that of Mertz 
p. 38). 

We have in evidence the registration list, which contains, or ought to con- 
tain, the names of all persons entitled to vote in this precinct. The manner 
in which it was made up appears from the testimony cited. There has been 
also offered in evidence the poll book, which, as that term is used in Mis- 
souri, means a book supplied in blankand in duplicate to the election officers. 
The numbers 1, 2,3, etc., are printed at the beginning of each line. Thename 
and address of the first person whoappears and votes is, or should be, written 
= the first line. The name and address of the second person in the second 
ine, ete. 

Each voter is, or should be, given a ballot numbered to correspond with 
the number of the line upon which his name and address are written. This 
poll book, which is thus made up as the voting proceeds, should show the 
name and address of each person voting. It has been offered in evidence 
(p. 459). It contains the names, addresses, and numbers of 258 persons who 
are supposed to have appeared and voted in this precinct. 

The ballot box was opened, and commencing on page 796 will be found a 
statement showing the number of each ballot found therein and the name of 
the candidate for whom said ballot was voted for the short term for Congress. 
A study of these tables shows remarkable results. According to the poll 
book, 258 persons, and no more, whose names and addresses are given, a 
peared and voted. There were found in the-ballot box 200 ballots. Accord- 
ing to the poll book, 258 was the highest number of ballot voted, but there 
were found in the box ballots numbered 270, 275, 302, 308, 304, 305, 306, 807, 308, 
S10, 812, 814, 815, 317, 318, 319, 820, 821, 423, 328, 335, 8419, 351, 362, and 888—25 num- 
bers in all, none of which appear upon the poll book, and all of which were 
counted for Butler. 

Another remarkable fact is that ballots numbered 43,115, 117, 118,120,121 
122, 128, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 130, 131, 134, 136, 187, 138, 130, 142, 144, 146, 149, 150, 151, 152, 
14, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 168, 164, 167, 168, 180, 181, 182, 188, 185 and 221—45 in 
all—were voted and counted twice for Butler, while ballot No. 137 was voted 
and counted three times for him. In other words, these 46 persons in repeat- 
ing did not even take the usual precaution of voting under different names. 
How many times they voted under other names will never be known. 

The further ——" still more significant, if possible, is that as to 77 namesof 
poten appearing in the poll book no co’ nding ballots are found in the 

xatall. These numbers are 8,5, 12,13, 20,34, 37,98, 46,48, 52,55, 56,61, 64, 71, 77, 
78, 80, 89, 105, 109, 111, 112, 118, 178, 187, 188, 190, 191, 14, '195, 196, 197, 198, 199. 200, 201, 
202, 208, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 200, 211, 213, 215, 216, 221, 228, 997, 228, 241, 233, 234, 286, 287, 
288, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 249, 250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, and 258. 

Thus, if the integrity of the poll book can be assumed, it appears that 77 
ballots cast were not found in the ballot box at all, their places being sup- 
plied in part by the dulication of other numbers upon the poll book and the 
addition of 25 numbers uot found on the poll book. Those who fixed up this 
return tried to make the accounts balance. There were 258 mames and num- 
bers on the poll book, and they returned 258 votes, 237 for Butler and 21 for 
Wagoner. But even counting the 45 Sapnentaone and 1 triplication and the 
2 additional votes not accounted for on the poll book at all, there were in the 
box only 227 ballots bearing Butler's name, while there were 28 bearing 
Wagoner’s, 3 bearing the name of Artz, and 1 containing no name for Con- 
gress. 

Election signifies choice. In view of this oxy of facts it needs no argu- 
ment to show that the returns from this precinct afford no evidence what- 
ever as to the choice of the voters. The registration, the conduct of the elec- 
tion, the poll books, and the returns are all fraudulent and utterly unreliable. 
There was ballot-box stuffing and ballot-box robbing and nearly every form 
of irregularity known to political history. 


WARD 2, PRECINCT 13, 


The “ Butler stables,” so called, are located in this precinct. One hundred 
and ten men were registered as living in this stable and 61 of them voted for 
Butler. Mr. John R. McCarthy, the superintendent having charge of the 
stable, testified to the effect that these men and others—somcetimes as many 
as 200—slept in that stable (p. 2043). He did not pretend that the stable 
owners furnished sleeping accommodations, but said the men were allowed 
to furnish their own beds. Being asked if these men were married, he 
answered (p. 2044): 

“Q. Are any of them married men, as far as you know? 

“A. Well, on pay night you would think they had a dozen wives. I have 
seen three and four come up and say they were the same man’s wife.” 

Where these men boarded he did not state. From his testimony we are 
asked to infer that this great body of men, most of them married, lived in 
this stable, apart from their wives and families. 

He testified that they had been so living for years. He is directly contra- 
dicted by Mr. H. G. Schirr. He testified as follows (p. 80): 

“Q. Now, you said in answer to Mr. Bond’s question that you were well 
acquainted in that precinct? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

— How long have you lived in that precinct? 

“A. All my life. 

“Q. How long have you been workingat the grocery store there at 3863 Man- 
chester avenue? 

“A. Thave been away a couple of times, three or four times. 

ae How long have you been working there off and on? 

“A. Off and on altogether about nine years. 

* 2. Now, how long this last time have you been working there? 

“A. About a year. ; 

‘““Q. Now, how far away are thestables at 385 Forest Park Boulevard from 
where your ry store is? 

“A. Two blocks. 

* 2. Do you know those stables? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. By whom were they conducted; under what name were they operated 
or run? 

““A. The Excelsior Hauling and Transfer Company. 

* 2. What other name have they? 
“A. They generally call them Butler's stables. 
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“ 2. What sort of a building are the stables? 


“A. A regular stable; horse stable. 

> yg Ad many stories? 

“ (Mr. Butler, the contestee, objects to this examination as not being an 
examination growing ems of anything that has been drawn out in the cross- 
examination, and as being original or direct examination.) 

“Mr. HoLTCAMP. We will simply say that Judge Bond's question went to 
the matter of this witness's going around in that neighborhood and canvass- 
ing and examining into this registration. 

“Mr. WALSH. That question grew out of a statement made in the origi- 
nal examination that witness knew of the number of voters living in 
this precinct, and was a natural question growing out of the original exami- 
nation. 

“Mr. Hottcamp. And it is not unnatural for us to pursue it. 

“(Counsel for the contestee states that he makes this objection to all this 
redirect examination of this witness.) 

* 3s, BEY How many stories are there to that building? 

“A. Two. 

“Q, Have you been in the second story? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. What was there? 

“A. Hay and oats. 

ned Q@. When were you there with reference to election and registration 
ys? 

“A. 


“ 


I was there one evening, I don’t recollect which, 
Q. How long before the election, about? 

“A. About three or four months. 

“Q. Were there any beds on that second floor? 
“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Nothing but the feed? 

“A. That is all, oats and hay. 

“Q. Now the first fioor, for what was that used? 
“A. For stock. 

“Q. What kind of stock? 

“A. Mules and horses. 

““Q. Any bedrooms in the building anywhere? 


. No, sir. 

. Did anybody live at that number, 3865? 

. No, sir: not that I know of. 

: yor, did you look into the registration from that number? 

. Yes, sir. 

* 9. Do you know how many votes were on the registration list from that 


mber? 
“ . No; I did not count them just exactly, but I know there is over a hun- 
red. 

**Q@. Would you remember the number if you were told? 

“A. No; I don’t think I would. 

“Q. Did you know, at the day of the election, of men voting on these one 
— “yy or more names registered from these stables, 3865 Forest Park bou- 

evard? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

m 2. Did men vote on those names on that day? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

. 2. What timein the day was it? 

“A. From a quarter to 5; ginning at a quarter to 5. 

“@Q. Then the men who voted on these names from that stable voted there 
during this rush that you have spoken of in your direct examination? 

“A. Yes, sir. There was a fow of them in the morning. 

e " 2. About how many, as near as you can tell, voted from there during 

e day? 

“A. About six or seven. 

“Q, = or seven from the whole number located at that stable? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

on Up to what time? 

“A. A quarter to 5. . 

” $ After that time about how many voted from there? 

“A. I don't know; I guess about all of them.” 

Of the 110 persons registered from this stable 108 were not reached by reg- 
istered letters addressed to them, the carriers returning the letters wit 
notations showing that the parties had removed or were not to be found at 
that address. 

It is not necessary for the ae of this case to reconcile the testimony 
of these witnesses, as there are other considerations equally important. 

Mr. Schirr was one of the Republican judges in this precinct, and the 
manner in which the poll book was made up appears from his testimony as 
follows (p. 188): 

“Q. Was there anything in connection with the signing of the returns or 
the poll books at your precinct, the thirteenth precinct of the Thirteenth 
Ward, that you omitted to tell us when you were on the stand before? 

“Mr. Rowe. I object to the question as being too vague, too indefinite, too 
uncertain. 

“@. Answer the question, please 

“A. Why, there was somethin 
that you want to hear it, I will te 

“Q. What was it? 

“A. We brought the box down there. 

ni Who brought it down? 

“A. Meand Mr. Hunterbrinker and the other judge, Mr. O’Connor. 

“@Q. You brought the box down where? 

“A. The box and poll books down to the board of election commissioners, 
and he told me we didn’t have the poll books made out right, and that we 
better make them out right. 

*Q. Who told yor that? 

“A. The young fellow that was there at the election commissioners’ office. 

“Q. One of the clerks there? 

“A. One of the clerks; yes. 

“@. He told you so? 

“A. He told us the poll books were not made out right. 

‘ ““Q. How had the books been made out? How were they made out at that 
me? 

“A. We only had one poll book, and that was signed. 

Q. Hadn't you used but one poll book during the day? 

“A. That is all; used but one. 

“Q. What did this young man, the clerk of the board of election commis- 
sioners, tell pd 

“A. He told us to take them back and fix them up; that is what he told us. 
*Q. Take them back where? 

“A. Back to the polling place. 

“Q. What time of the night was that? 
“A. About half past 11 o'clock, I believe. 
“Q. On the night of the election? 

“A. Yes, sir. 


“ 


nu 


that I didn’t like to speak of, but being 
it all to you. 


“ 





“Q. Were all the Republican and Democratic judges and clerks present at 
that time? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Who was present? 

“A. Me and a young fellow, Mr. O’Connor, the other judge. 

Ma 2 wo, O’Connor was there as the Democratic judge? 

. Yes. 

“Q. And you were there as the Republican judge? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And was anybody else there from that precinct? _ 

wine No; that is all that was there, except Hunterbrinker went along 
with us. 

“Q. Was he a Republican or Democrat? 

“A. He was the Republican clerk. 

“Q. He went along with you? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Who carried the ballot box and poll books and so on down there? 

“A. Young O’Connor carried them down. 

*“Q. Is that Connor or O’Connor? 

“A. O'Connor. 

“Q. What did you do when you were directed by this clerk of the board 
of election commissioners to take the poll book back to the polling place? 

“A. Couldn't do nothing. I got scared and went away. 

“Q. You did what? 

2 got scared and left the book and box there and went away. 
left me there with the box. 

“Q. Who left you there with the box? 

“A. The two young fellows, and I didn’t know what to do with them, and 
so I left them there. 

“Q. O’Connor went off and left you with the box? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

- MG And Hunterbrinker went off and left you with the box and poll books? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And what did you do with it? 

“A. Throwed them in a case; that is all I know. I gave them to that 
young man, the clerk in the commissioners’ office, and I went away. 

“@. Iunderstand you but one of the poll books had been signed by the 
judges and clerks? 

“A. Yes, sir. he 

“Q. When did you hear,if you did hear, from the commissioners about 
the matter? 

“A. Two days after the election. 

“Q. Tell us what happened then. 

“A. The clerk came out with a policeman and told me to be down there at 
2 o’clock, and if I didn’t, why, he would come out and get me. 

**@. Do you know the clerk's name? 

“A. No; I do not. 

“@. Where did he say he was from? 

“A. The same young man who took the box from me. 

“Q. The same young man you had seen before at the election commission- 
ers’, who told you that you should take the box and poll books back to the 
polling place and have them fixed up and signed? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. What did he poy to you? 

“A. Told me if I didn’t come down there at 20’clock he would come out 
and get me. 

“Q. What did you do? 

“A. I went down there and straightened it out and signed it up. 

Ps 2: How did you straighten it out? 

“ A. Copied it off from the one poll book onto the other two. 
. . How af 2 books were there? 

“A. Three po ks. 

“@. You made two copies two days after the election with that one book 
oy: " been copied on election day? 

“A. Yes, 

“Q. Did you sign and did all the other judges and clerks sign these two 
books filled out two days subsequently? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Why did you sign them? 

“A. Well, I was scared. 

“Q. What scared you? 

“A. Well, the coming out with a policeman is one thing that scared me, 
and then there was several other parties down there. 

“Q. Down where? 

“A. Down at the election commissioners’ office. 

“@. Who were the other parties that were down there? 

. Well, there was one of them named McCarthy; that is all the name I 


. Who was McCarthy? 
. He was working for Butler—the Excelsior Hauling Company. 
. As an employee? 
. Some kind of a boss; that is all I know. 
. And he was there, was he? 
. Yes, sir. 
. Where did McCarthy live? 
. I don’t know. 
““Q. How did you know that he worked for the Excelsior Hauling Com- 
pany? 
oy A. 
“Oo, 


They 


Well, Isaw him up there. 
Acting as a boss? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

““Q. That was near where you lived, or near your place of business, that 
you saw him? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And you knew who he was? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Now, why were you afraid of McCarthy? Just tell us. 

“A. Well, I couldn't say why. I was ascared, that’s all. 

“Q. Well, what is there about McCarthy or his reputation that would 
frighten a person’ 

“A. Well, I don’t know nothing about that. 

“Q. Tell us what frightened you? 

“A. I thought he had no business down there nohow, and he scared me; 
that is all I know; didn’t say nothing more about it. 

*“Q. Who demanded that you sign these poll books? Did you see any par- 
ticular election commissioner that day? 

“A. Yes; Isaw Mr.—I forget his name—Mr. McCaffrey. 

“@. Mr. James McCaffrey? 

“A. Yes, sir. : 

“Q. The president of the board? 

ae. Yes, sir. 

“Q. You saw him there? 
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“Q: Wont a did he say to you, if anything, or in your presence? 
Well, we were fixing up the books, and he told us to sign them after 
we had straightened them out; that is all. 
“Q. Where was this? 
“A. Up at the election commissioners’ office. 
7m 2. Were you inside of the office, or where were you? 
“A. Well, we were in the office. 
= Where was McCarthy? 
«A He came in once, and then he went outside and stayed outside. 
“y How do you know he stayed outside? 
“A. Because he was there when we came oun 
“Q. Do you mean to say you were frightened and intimidated by the pres- 
ence of Mc Carthy? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. And also by the fact that the clerk had come out there with a police- 
man # ond threatened to come after you if you didn’t come down? 
es, sir. 
” Q You went down under those threats, and because of that fear signed 
the pol ll oe 


“A. sir. 

wr And they were copies made two days after the original had been 
Toade’ 

““A. No; we copied them off the one poll book. 

“Q. But you did that two days after the election, after the first poll book 
had been made? 

“A. Yes, sir.” 

The poll — in which the op uires that there shall be written not 
only the t name but the address of eac —— who appears and votes, con- 
tains the names of 435 persons (p. 495). This book is kept i in duplicate. The 
first person who voted was W. B. Finch. On one of the poll books he is 
recorded as liv at 4692 Laclede and the other book gave no address at all. 
As to the other ——_ who are recorded as as and voting nota 
single address has been =, This im al requirement for pre- 
serving the integrity of 4 of the poll book has n ead y rded, except as 
to the first person w ppeared and voted. Although, according to the os 
book, — persons only a voted, 440 ballots were found in the 
®, 763) 

The following numbers appearing in the poll book were duplicated in the 
ballot box and counted twice for Butler, wiz: 37, 112, 129, 147, 158, 182, 202, 208, 
ae = Ballot No. 6 was voted three times for 

utier 

The following numbersa ring u poll book as having been voted 
were not found in the — lot box at abv oe 8, 7, 23, 27, 35, G0, 127, 131, 182, 183, 
189, 211, 215, 228, 229, 282, 237. 250, 252" 2a, S77, S88, 201, 208, 267, S08, 808, 922) 323, 
824, 325, S20 32r" $U, BOO, BAL: BOE BD, BM 365, 898, 404, 405, 411 and 427. In 
other words, if the poll book is correct, the ballot box was robbed of 46 ballots 
lawfully deposited. 

Including the du tions aforesaid, there were found in the ballot box 
847 ballots bearing Butier’s name, but the return from this precinct gives him 
862 votes. There were found 73 ballots bearing Wagoner’s name. The re- 
turns give him 69. There were three ballots in the name of Artz, but the 
returns give him none. 

WARD 22, PRECINCT 5. 


The poll book (p. 398 shows 426 persons to have voted in Ward 22, Box. 
cinct 5. The opening of the ballot box (p. 662) disclosed 425 ballotsin the box. 
Of this number 340 Gastading. 28 duplications bore Butler's name. 

returns give him 3832. Bighty-four ballots bore Wagoner’s name. The re- 
turns give him70. Eighteen persons in this precinct voted twice upon the 
same names and mumbers. Ten others each voted twice the same 
name and address, but upon differently numbered ballots. to 23 ns, 
the duplicate poll books did not agree, there being Wceeaen nname 
or in address. Ninety-one — voted whose names were not on the 


printed registration sheets. There were from the ballot box when 
pened eS ballots of persons who, according to poll book, had appeared 
and vo 


WARD 15, PRECINCT 10. 


Il book (p. 395) shows 171 persons as ha voted. The opening of 
met bal ot box (p. 814) aconed 167 ballots. Nota le one of these ots 
was numbered, as required by law, and it is therefore impossible to tell what 
ballot was voted by any — rticular m ears name appears upon the poll 
book, or whether any of them were voted b no persons whose addresses 
thus appear. Eighty-nine ballots beari ler’s name were found in the 
ballot box. The returns give him 98. 
returns give him 61. reason of theabsence of numbers upon these ballots 
itis impossible to tell whether all or any of these ballots cast rsons who, 
i the poll book, did appear and vote, were found in the box or 
whether rsons who cast the ots which were found in the box were 
registered ¥: or whether, as in most of the other precinc anew oe 
duplications of ballots by the same voters. The provision of 
statute upon this subject is as follows: 

“Smo. 1247. Procedure when ballot is et by voter in cases o — 
One of the said judges of election shall receive the ballot from the on ome 
shall announce his residence and name in a loud voice, and shall write on the 
back of said ballot the number 5 the saate. in the order in which it was re- 
ceived, which number shall also be placed opposite the name of the voter in 
the poll book in the column headed wambers and another judge shall put 
the vote in the ballot box in the presence of the voter and the oe —_ 
clerks, and in plain view of the public. The judge or clerk having char, ne 
the registry shall then, in a column prepared thereon, in the same line of the 
name of the voter, mark ‘ Voted,’ or the letter ‘ V. 

“Tf such person so registered ‘shall be challenged or disqualified, the party 
challen ging shallassign his reason therefor, and thereupon one << said Selous 
shall administer to hin an oe to answer pennants uestions, and he yt ques- 
tioned by said judge or — ualifica tions cause of challenge and touch- 
ing any other cause of h disq ea may also be questioned by 
the person aaenene, him in ualifications and. identity; but 
ifa majority of th paataes dee a the opiniow ‘that he is the person wo regis 
tered and a qualified voter his vote shall then be received accordingly he 
vote of no one —— be received by said judges whose name does not appear 
upon the books of tion as a qualified voter.” 

Whether the 


pny = aE pe A directory it is not important to consider. Ordina- 
rily, an honest voter ought not to be deprived of his vote by any dereliction 
on aes of the election ae but where the action i neces of elec- 
tion officers renders it impossible to a the honest vote in a precinct, 
jec seems incredible that 171 or 167 per- 
sons could have voted without aaer that their ballots were not numbered. 


WARD 15, PRECINCT 6. 


The poll book (p. a shows i ballots. to have The opening of ~ 
ballot box (p. 753) disclosed ts. Ninety- et of these Saeiin 
duplications) bore Butler's name. The returns give him 9. ‘teen ts 


aes e bore Wagoner’sname. The. 


bore the initials of but one judge, wh ereas the law requires two. Thirty- 
or 


two ballots cast for ne cnener. and 2 for 
bered as required by law. Four ballots were duplicated and counted for 
putter. 3 Notwi the fact that the number of ballots found in the 
s one less than the number of persons whom the poll book shows to 
ape 52 names a w SS Pee bac 0 berens wetes eae ee 
found represented ~~ hatlots or box when opened, their numbers being 
missing. It is ascertain whether the unnumbered ballots were 
cast by sambeana Ww = foone appeared upon the poll book. 


WARD 14, PRECINCT 10. 
The poll book (P, =» shows 469 persons to have voted in Ward 14 net 


10. The openin a the ballot box (p. 748) disclosed 454 ballots. Of this num- 
ber Gnclnane So duplications), 340 bore the name of Butler. The returns 
ive him 883. Wagoner’s ballots numbered 104. The returns give him 89. 


-eight persons voted whose names did not appear on the printed 
tration ist. Thirty-one ballots voted for Butler and 2 for cameaies 
not numbered as required by law. hundred and thirteen ballots bore 
the initials of but one judge, whereas the law uires two. If the poll book 
is correct, 140 persons voted in vain, as their ballots were not found in the 
box when opened. Even assuming that the 33 unnumbered ots were cast 
by some of these persons, there would still be left 107 wholly disfra’ 
as no ballots corresponding with their numbers were found in the box. 


WARD 14, PRECINCT 6. 


The poll book (p. S02) shows that 2583 persons ap and voted. The 
ballot box when opened was found to contain 244 (p. 740). One hun- 
dred and eighty-five of these (including 31 duplications) bere Butler's name. 
The returns give him 190. Sixty-four ballots were cast by persons onese 
names did not appear on the seenee registration lists. Eleven ballots bo: 
the initials of bu one judge, the ee two. Nine penaden Guten 
twice for Butler upon the same AW. numbers. Twenty-two persons 
voted twice for him upon the same name and add but with rent 
numbers. There were missing from the ballot box the of 16 persons 
who, according to the poll book, agpenvedl and voted, no ballots bearing their 
numbers having been found there 


WARD 4, PRECINCT 4. 


The poll book for Ward 1 4, shows (p. 462) 280 to have 
voted. The opening of the ballot box (p. 02) showed 217 ballots therein. Of 
this number 1 ho. Fort 7 Suatentees) bore the name of Butler. The re- 
turns give him 1 ae five ots for Wagoner were found in the box. 
The returns give him 49. Seventy-five ballots were cast by persons whose 
names do not appear upon the printed registration list. Seven persons voted 
twice for Butler the same names and numbers. Eleven ballots were 
as aa the of persons who appeared and voted, according to the 
po : ‘ 

WARD i, aaa 2. 


The poll book _ were 2. 34, pees ws 285 persons to have voted 
(p. 362). The cto on) dinelioed $00 ballote in the 
cox. Of these "D (cledive 4 duplications) bore. Butler’s name. The = 
turns gave him 180. Forty-seven bore Wagoner’s name. The returns 
him 3. Eighty- ave pessrae voted whose names are not on tho registra’ an 
list. Twenty-seven ballots bore the initials of but one j , the law requir- 
ing two. Five ballots were cast - Butler by persons w ‘ose names do not 
appear upon the poll book. r persons voted twice for Butler upon the 
same names and numbers. Ten ballots were missing ae the box of per- 
sons whose names appeared upon the poll book as having voted. 
WARD 15, PRECINCT 5. 
ll book shows 242 persons to have voted in Ward 13, oe 5 , 
“The opening of the ballot box (p. 757) disclosed the 

oD ‘all ots. Butler's name (including 12 duplications) eee on tee t tks 
returns give him 135. Wagoner’s name a red on 94; the returns give him 
9. Twelve persons voted twice for Mr. Butler upon the same names and 
numbers. Twelve persons voted whose name: were noton the printed 
tration list. Fifteen ballots were missing from the box of persons shown by 
the poll book to have voted. 


WARD 7, PRECINCT 12. 


The poll book (p. 486) shows 177 persons to have voted in Ward 7, 
12. The opening of the ballot box (p. 638) disclosed 83 ballots (im ee 2 
duplications) as the name of = eae The returns give him 92. 
oner had 69. The returns give him6l. Eleven persons voted w ae 
were not on the r ration list. Two persons voted twice for oe ee 
the same names numbers. There were missing from the box the 
of 15 persons who, according to the poll book, appeared and voted. 


WARD 6, PRECINCT 12. 

According to the woe a (p. 390) bp red and voted in Were, 

uri | PF recinct 12, 187 pe: Seepening of ‘ot box (p. 7) Senaee ir 
lots. Of thie n Somiber, in (includ 6 no lications) bore Butler's 

} returns give him 108. Wagoner had69. Thereturns give him 61. Forty. 

ur persons voted whose names were not on the prin registration list. 

~beven ballots bore the initials of but 1 judge, the law requiring 2. Six 

a voted twice for Butler upon the same — and numbers. Eleven 
liots were puones from the box of persons who, according tothe poll book, 


appeared and vo 
WARD 6, PRECINCT 8. 
Aaseoting 59 ie mee peneene voted fe Were net 8. 
{me npemins a lot box fp i) disclosed 865 ballots. nee 
ne eae du — he name of Butler. The returns give 
him cty-cigh t were cast for Wagoner. The returns give him 82. 


Twenty awe. ms voted pe for Butler upon 4 same ae he ort —_ 
ve persons voted whose names do not a n 
ra stration list. There were missing from the box the bal pallots of 29 persons 
o, according to the poll book, appeared and voted. 


a: 14, PRECINCT 8. 


to the 545 persons whose names are a 
and rr precingt 8, Wa rex 14 (p.  . When the ballot a cvpeered 
there were found only | +." The ballots as found in the box show that 
56 numbers were and counted for Butler each time. Including 
this du there were found in the box 419 ballots Butler's 
name. returns give him 492. Forty t ballots were f bearing 


Wagoner’s name. returns give him 51. Two ballots were voted for 
Artz. The returns give him none. 


Se ot ha aren toandt therein. oO ee at ener 64 oe 
rnum n nm , ’ 

66, 67,68, 70,71, 72, 73, 75, 76 ©, 93 Wh, 115 117 150, 128, 194, 188 198, 1S 48: 12 PL Lak 
133, 134, 185; 188, 138, 190; 140, 141, 142) 143; 144; 146, 158; 142" 168! 165, 166; 168, 173, 178,181, 
185, 194, 197, 199, 200; 201, 204, 405; 206; 207° 208" 209° 225, 227) 238) 245, 249; B51; 254, 280; 201, 
208, 302) 809, 826, 831, 346, 856, 869; 361, 364, 366, 367; 372; 373, 377, 882, B91, B9B, 894; 895, 896, 









395 for him, as against Wag- 
found in the Sek were ey Wwomustea. 
hose names were not the 


ann _ r. Butler, and 9 of them voted om 
© same numbers. -five persons w 5 cenetins e ‘ 
sail take cain aaah aio omeenenaiion tes Dallot box, thei? 


not being found therein. 
on en cr 1. 
te appear 2 wy -Y- Se 
but only 29 oe og 


teen 
were all aoe 


Shistyene gemmene at o, according to the a tack comment ani voted 
represented in the ballot box; She ballots their names were 


were not rapreaented ballots counted for Butler the ini of 
but one j ge, and 1 ballot x t counted for him was not initialed by either elec- 
i s judge, alth & law ron peewee that Sa. have placed their 
wie lneenen akin mea ee erp een ore Sang 

of the registration ma be noted the fact that in SSmameepe nen 
orth Levee renc of tion in alphabetical 

o ye to do so, as the Zs arrived there first 
and the As last. St whan noted eanedl fer remarkable incident 
—sa t either upon the part af peteenn Wie honesty 


yucnsuangeenes 
Dereon a Sie tel ahaie. — uauans to duabe - nell aaa ct tion | 


WARD 4, PRECINOT 11. 


According book (p. 817) 227 persons appeared 
Ward co Deve st 3 bat on 229 ballots were found in the box (p. 222). One 
hundred and my inel 

r’s name; 


return on gree him 61. 


8, a 
were denied 
same was 


rsons voted whose 
* ftocn voted twice for Butler upon the same nam 
w ee ng appea and vo 
nied the 5 rina thei tabots Sound tk tise bon when the 
WARD 23, PRECINCT 4. 
book (p. 675) 225 aungeped cod vow in 
a in the box. "0 


ballots were he number, 196, 


According to the a 
Ward 23, precinct 4; 
tler's name; the 


including 10 


Ten persons who voted for Butler did epee 
Eighteen persons who, according v0 the and all 
ighteen 


ere . 
this prec: were ss wi, accord to ho poll ook appeared and voted in 


WARD ®, PRECINCT 9. 


re found f to the poll book 290 persons appeared and voted. There 

= found in the oh aad (p. Gi i ballot allots. Of these, 169 (inch 29 ———- 
Butler's name; election returns him 192. nine 

tae bore Wagoner’s name; the returns give 86. eames persons 

— for Butler and and 27 for Wagoner whose names were not on the printed 

eg istration 

Twenty-nine persons each voted tptce for Butler without the formalit 
changing either their names or numbers. Although the number of bal *~ 


in the box was but one less than the number of in the poll 
book as ha voted, nevertheless the ballots of 43 persons recorded as vot- 
ing were not in the box. 


WARD 2, PRECINCT 12. 
According to the —_ . 491) 267 x box, and Ward 
2, precinet 12. Toe ound in fie ballot an i) ony _ bal- 
lots. Of a eae 140. ineludin od isi. Ninety bore Was tler's name; the 
erous officers inety bore W: 


WARD &, PRECINCT 7. 


The poll book - * Yas. 22, ie, protinss 7, shows that 1 
and voted (p. 820); the _ 818) contained 175 


” 82 of wtthiee Gat (in- 


cluding 8 "s name, but in the count aan er- 
ously a 10, ona bare Wagoner's 82 was reduced to 75. Eight emen 
ib sieve Was jo toc © he teat meee sta hen oe 
Cae ——- ve n were missing 
WARD 6, ee 8. 
The poll book (p. 411) gives the names of who voted in Ward 6, 
precinct3. The opening of the ballot box ey discloses 300 ballots therein. 
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Sees. er hd 48 allo 16.duplications) were for Butler. The returns pivebim 
ballots in the = The returnsgivehim 28. Sixty per- 
in this precinct whose names do not appear upon the printed reg- 


voted twice for Butler on the same names and numbers, 
twice ot enn same names and oases, a with ae 
Fourteen ballots were missing from persons who, ac- 
ae voted. 
WARD 5, PRECINCT 4. 


According to the poll book (p. 509) 531 persons yoted in Ward 5, precinct 4. 
of the ballot, box a 





The * showed 528 ballots therein. 
Of this number 490 (in lications) bore Butier’s name. The re- 
Semen. pive him 490. ae in the box, but the returns give 


Ninety-seven voted in this precinct whose names do not appear 
upon the printed registration list. - 

F persons voted twice for Butler on the same names and numbers, 
and 8 voted twice upon the same names and addresses, but upon different 


missing from the on box the ballots of 50 persons shown by 
nM book 1 to have appeared and voted. 

a persons in this ageenet registered from one eins, 221 Elm 

pparently lined upat the registration office in alphabetical order, as 
did ain vith some slight variations, 23 persons from 113 Sixth street; 63 per- 
sons from 2) Eighth street, probably by pure chance, presented 
th betical order without a break. 

WARD 5, PRECINCT 2. 


The poll nee 269) shows 253 persons to have voted in Ward 5, precinct 
2. The a the box (p. 812) showed 248 ballots in the box. 

Of this num 136 (inch du lications) bore Butler's name; the re- 
turns him Mi. Wagoner had 111 ; the returns give him 110. 
ei -four persons voted whose names were not upon the printed regis- 

— persons voted oe for Butler on the same qeune and numbers. 

are missing from the ballot box the ballotsof 30 persons who, accord- 
ie to the © poll book, appeared and 


WARD 4, PRECINCT 7. 


SS . were 169 registered voters 
in Ward 4, however, offered in evidence a certificate 
of the secretary of the board of election commissioners showing that ‘the 
original registration book of Ward4, precinct 7," contained 676names. Those 
facts disclose the enormity of the offense committed against honest registra- 

this district. The law absolutely ws that the name of every 
voter shall appear upon the prin lists published by the election 


ers. 
After that time, when those lists are required to be printed, it is abso- 
lutely impossible for any name to be honestly added to the list, except of 
those who may have previously attempted to register and from the striking 
off of whose names appeals were taken by them the board of election com- 
testimony of . Aloe, one o election commissioners, 

is to the effect that in the whole city of St. Louis there were not more thaa 
40 of such w# Yet in this precinct the printed registration lists show 
it is now made to — a in the election commissioners’ 


There 
the 


ves in 


ator oF or — degree appears throughout 
this case it certainly could not have been 
of and is explainable only upon one of two theories. 
First, that the registration list was illegally padded after the papas lists 
were made — or else that the printed lists designedly omitted the greater 
e names which been registered so as to render impossible, or 
The poll (p45) sho ne - Qo ted this precinct. 

po. P ) shows ve vo in ne 

i 7) disc 


Theo mast the ballot box (p. loses 407 ballots. 
Of ion ( imeludine 4 a ——- bore Butler’s name. The returns 
give him 350. Wagoner 


in the box. The ae him 6. 
ay irty-six persons voted a a were not on the print 


irs toe 


registration 


ee persons voted twice for Mr. Butler upon the same names and 
numbers 

There were missing from the box the ballots of 27 persons, who, according 
to the poll books, appeared and voted. 


WARD 4, PRECINCT 6. 


According to the = book (p. 347), 163 persons a red and voted in 
Ward 4, precinct 6. e opening of the ballot box (p. 790) discloses 185 ballots 


Of these, 122 ‘including two duplications) bore Butler’s name. The returns 
give him 190. Twenty-nine votes were cast whose names were not on the 
printed registration list. 

Fifty-nine ballots bore the initials of but one judge, the law requiring two. 

Two omens voted — on the same names and numbers. 

ere missing from the box the ballots of 12 persons who, according 


to the poll’ bodk, apgeaved and voted. 
WARD 4, PRECINCT 4. 


According to the poll book (p. 450), there appeared and voted 263 persons. 
The opening of the ballot box iF 786) disclosed exactly 263 ballots therein, of 
which number 193 ea ae bore the name of Butler; the 
returns, however, + Sagnnee 65, a total of 269, or 6 
ballots more than 

Nine persons voted twice upon the a names and numbers, and 8 others 
= twice upon the same names and addresses, but upon different numbers. 

here were missing from the ballot box the ballots of 7 persons who, ac- 
cording tte poll book book, appeared and voted. 
voted whose names were not upon the printed regis- 
tention | ;2 tallote c cast for Butler were not numbered, 7 bore the initials 
of hut one judge, the law requiring two. 

In this again, we have three instances of — bodies arriving at the 
registration o in alphabetical order. From 619 Morgan street, 16 persons 
arriving at the place of - alphabetical order, the B's gettin, 
© other aa in r order. But in the case of the 

North ixt street the W's got there first, foi- 

ae tare the others, the A’s being last, as was the case 

orth anth onres street. All those who voted from the three 

Lcontinedl voted for Butler, save Charles Baker, from 801 

North Sixth street; but that defection was balanced by John Clark, from 803 
North Sixth street, who voted twice for Butler. 


WARD 4, PRECINCT 3. 


446) shows 278 persons to have voted in Ward 4, precinat 
the ballot box (p. 784) disclosed 264 ballots in the box. 


ak in the bo 


The poll book 
8 The opening &: 
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Of.this number, 216 (including 18 duplications) bore Butler's name. The 
returns give him 2i5. Ei hty-three persons voted whose names were not upon 
the printed registration list. 

Eighteen persons voted twice upon the same names and numbers. 

There were missing from the box the ballots of 35 persons who, according 
to the poll book, appeared and voted. 

The entire 55 voters from North Seventh street reached the place of reg- 
istration in alphabetical order, although living in different houses. §8So far 
as they voted at all they voted for Butler. 


WARD 5, PRECINCT 7. 


According tothe poll book (p. 475) 287 persons appeared and voted in Ward 
5, precinct 7. The comme of the ballot box (p. 658) disclosed 318 ballots 
therein. Of this number, 218 (including 10 a bore Butler's name. 
Although the duplications were included in the 218, the return judges ap- 
peared to have added them again, as the returns show 228. 

Thee ane persons voted whose names were not on the printed registra- 
tion list. 

Eighteen persons voted twice for Butler on the same names and numbers. 

Twenty-eight ballots cast for Butler and 3 for Wagoner were not initialed 
as according to law; 20 ballots bore the initials of one judge, while the law 
requires two; 8 bore no initials at all. 

er eax ballots were pasing from the box of persons shown by the poll 

book to have appeared and voted. 

In this precinct 33 persons registering from 5 North Ninth street reached 
the place of registration in precise reversed alphabetical order, and so far 
as they voted all voted for Butler, some of them more than once. 


WARD 4, PRECINCT 2. 


The poll book (p. 440) shows 488 a to have appeared and voted. The 
opening of the ballot box (p. 780) disclosed 486 ballots therein. Of this num- 
ber 472 (including 45 duplications) bore Butler’s name. The returns gave 
him 471. Wagoner had 14 ballotsin the box. Thereturns give him17. Three 
hundred and thirty-two persons voted in this precinct whose names were 
not on the printed registration list. Forty-five persons voted twice upon the 
same names and numbers. There were missing from the ballot box the bal- 
lots of 48 persons who, according to the poll book, a and voted. 

The fact that 31 persons, mostly Irish, registered from one building, 1038 
Third street, in this precinct, arrived at the place of registration in reverse 
alphabetical order is not more remarkable than that 39 others, mostly Italians, 
registering from 615 Franklin avenue, by a singular coincidence, arrived in 
precisely the same order. Assuming that each one of these persons did ap- 
pear rsonally for registration, as the law requires, these coincidences 
would be remarkable, but upon the not ver violent assumption that if there 
were such persons actually in existence, which may be fairly doubted, their 
names were handed by ee persons to registration officers anxious to 
assist in false registration for the pur of the election, the case is not 
unusual. It is perhaps not singular that every vote cast from the two houses 
above named were cast for Butler. 


WARD 23, PRECINCT 12. 


According to the poll book (p. 422) 247 persons appeared and voted in Ward 
23, precinct 12. The opening of the ot box (p. 821) disclosed 388 ballots 
therein. Two hund and seventy-six of these (including 29 it ec 
bore Butler's name. The returns give him 287. Wagoner had 55. The re- 
turns give him 53. Ninety-five persons voted whose names were not on the 
printed registration list. Twenty-nine voted twice upon the same names 
and numbers. There were missing from the ballot box the ballots of 54 per- 
sons who, according to the poll book, appeared and voted, while there ap- 

ed in the ballot box 94 ballots for Butler bearing numbers not entered 
the poll book at all. 

These ballots were numbered as follows: 248, 249, 250, 2 numbered 252, 2 
numbered 253, 2 numbered 254, 2 numbered 256, 257, 259, 260, 261, 2 num- 
bered 262, 263, 2 numbered 265, 267, 269, 270, 271, 27 numbered 275, 280, 290, 
291, 202, 293, 204, 295, 2 numbered 294, 2 numbered 297, 298, 209, 300, 901, 2 num- 
bered 308, 309, 311, 2 numbered 312, 329, 330,3 numbered aa) 339, 2numbered 
840, 841, 348, 2 numbered 849, 350, 853, 855, 856, 857, 961, 862, 367, B69, B83, 886, 389, 2 
numbered 390, 2 numbered 391, 395, 396.2 numbered 398, 400, 401, 2 numbered 
402, 407, 409, 410, 411, 412, 413, 414, and 415. There were found in the box 13 
ballots for Wagoner on numbers not appearing in the poll book. 


WARD 5, PRECINCT 6. 


The poll book (p. 516) records 253 persons as having appeared and voted in 
Ward pe precinct 6. The opening of the ballot box (p. 757) disclosed 252 
ballots in the box. Of this number, however, ll were duplicates. No. 52 
voted once for Wagoner and once for Butler; No. 54 twice for Butler; No. 8&8 
twice for Butler; Xo. 199 twice for Butler; No. 231 twice for Butler; No. 235 
once for Butler and once for Wagoner; No. 245twice for Butler; No. 250 twice 
for Butler; No. 135 once for Butler and once for Wagoner; No. 148 twice for 
Butler; No. 168 once for Butler and once for Wagoner. 

There were missing from the ballot box 16 ballots of persons who were en- 
tered on the poll book as having appeared and voted. Thirty-five ballots 
were cast by persons whose names do not ap on the printed registration 
list. There is abundant evidence that the return from this precinct is wholly 
unreliable. As bearing upon that fact, it may be noted that 80 persons were 
registered from 815 Walnut street; that every person who voted from that 
house cast his ballot for Butler is not so remarkable as that upon appearing 
for registration they appear to have arrived in alphabetical order. 


WARD 5, PRECINCT 1. 


The poll book (p. 478) shows 154 persons to have a red and voted in 
Ward 5, precinct 1. The opening of the ballot box (p. 806) disclosed 154 bal- 
lots in the box. “he judgesin their return accounted for just 154 ballots, 
although in doing so they gave 14 to Artz, whose name appeared upon only 
£ ballots in the box. There were missing from the box the ballots of 6 per- 
sons whose names 8 od on the poll book as having voted. Ballot No. 4 
was voted twice for Butler; No. 97 once for Butler and once for nobody; No. 
109 twice for Butler; No. 111 once for Butler and once for Wagoner; No. 118 
once for Wagoner and once for nobody. ee persons voted in this 
precinct whose names were not upon the prin registration list. 


WARD 5, PRECINCT 9. 


According to the poll book (p. 319) 223 persons appeared and voted in Ward 
5, precinct 9. The opening of the ballot box (p. 660) disclosed 213 ballots in 
the box. The judges returned aaa 145 for Butler, 71 for Wagoner, and 7 
for Artz. It is worthy of remark that in returning 10 ballots more than were 
found in the box the judges nevertheless made their return to correspond, so 
far as numbers were concerned, precisely with the poll book, although 5 bal- 
lots found in the box bore no y’s name for Congress for the short term and 
5 others were duplicated, viz, ballot No. 16, once for Wagoner and once for 
vobody; Nos. 24, 41, 84, and 207 were each voted twice for utler, while there 
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are entirely aiieg from the ballot box the ballots of 20 persons whose 
names appeared on the poll book. Thirty-two persons voted in this precinct 
whose names do not appear on the printed registration list, 


WARD 22, PRECINCT 13. 


The poll book (p. 429) gives the names and addresses of 228 persons who 
appeared and vo’ ard-22, precinct 13. The opening of the ballot box 
(p. 641) disclosed 227 ballots therein. Of this number, 97 (including duplica- 

ons re the name of Butler, but the return gives him 115. The return ac- 
counts for 2383 votes—6 more than were in the box. Of those in the box, No. 
10 was voted once for Butler and once for Wagoner; No. 20, once for Wagoner 
and once for nobody; No. 21, once for Wagoner and once for Butler; No. 107, 
twice for wregoner: No. 141, twice for Butler; No. 156, once for Butler and once 
for nobody; No. 213 was voted three times for Butler. There were mnees 
from the box the ballots of = pres whose names appear on the poll boo 
as having appeared and voted. Seventeen persons voted in this precinct 
whose names do not appear on the printed registration list. 


WARD 23, PRECINCT 3. 


The poll book (p. 379) shows the names of 253 persons who oppesred and 
voted in Ward 23, precinct 3. The ballot box (p. 670) contained 251 ballots, 
divided as follows: Butler, 184; Wagoner, 56; Artz, 2; voted for nobody for 
Congress, 9. The judges returned for Butler, 51 for Wagoner, and none 
for Artz. They accounted for 2 more ballots than there were in the box, 
although 5 of those in the box were duplicates, No 34 having voted twice for 
Butler, No. 55 once for Butler and once for nobody, No. 118 once for Butler 
and once for Wagoner, No. 136 once for Reynolds and once for Wagoner, and 
No. 192 once for Butler and once for Wagoner. 

The judges, it will be noted, returned just as many votes as there were 
names on the poll book, notwithstanding the duplication noted and notwith- 
standing the fact that there were no ballots in the box to correspond with 
the numbers of 5persons whom the poll book shows to have voted. § -one 
persons voted in this precinct whose names do not appear on the p 
registration list. 

WARD 5, PRECINCT 5. 


The poll book (p. 422) gives the names and addresses of 231 persons who 
appeared and voted in Ward 5, precinct 5. The opening of the ballot box 
(P 754) showed 229 ballots. No. 384 sopearet three times for Butler and Nos. 
129 and 190 each twice for Butler. Inc a these two duplications and one 
triplication 188 ballots bore the name of Butler. The judges returned 192 in 
- sere, and deducting 2 from the actual ballots cast for Wagoner, gave 

im 30. 

It is uliarly noticeable that the poll book, which is required to be kept 
in duplicate, shows curious results, Nos. 28 to 60, both inclusive, registering 
entirely different in the two copies of the poll book (p. 423). Thus, in one 
book the twenty-eighth person who voted was Charles J. Carey, while in the 
other book No. 28 was J. P. O’Hara. No. 48 in one book was R. O'Day, while 
in the duplicate poll book F. ae appears to have been the forty-eighth 
man to vote. No. 38 in one book was Joseph Toomey, while in the duplicate 
book O. Woods responded to that number. 

The registration list of this precinct shows 40 names registered from 509 
Spruce street, a goodly number to register from one house. Moreover, th 
are registe in alphabetical order. What is still more remarkable, th 
alphabetical arrangement is reversed, so that the names read alphabeticall 
ee es of downward. — zy of ees es ee ee - 
ing voter must appear in person for the purpose of regis on. esame 
conditions were not observed in other districts it might be considered re- 
markable that 40 men, all from the same house, should appear and register 
in the precise order in which their initial letters eppeer the alphabet re- 
versed, so as to run from W to B instead of from B to W. 

The frequent recurrence of such instances, coupled with other facts known 
as to the lack of integrity in these registration proceedings, gives moral cer- 
tainty to the proposition that instead of apeetsus for registration these 40 
real or mythical persons were represented by some kind friend who merely 
handed their names on a slip of paper to the amiable person in charge of the 
registration, arranging them alphabetically for purposes of greater conven- 
ience in subsequent ——. Nearly every one of these 40 persons thus 
registered in backward alphabetical order appeared upon election day and 
voted. Whether or not they voted early does not appear, but they certainly 
voted often; at least more nm once. 

The poll book shows one vote to have been cast by John Bernard and 
another by J. Bernard; one by P. Deas sat another by Peter Doug 
one by James Clark and another by J. k; one by Thomas Williams an 
another by T. Williams; one by E py and another by E. Ryan; one by 
F. McCa jf another by Frank McCarthy. With so many instances of 
similarity of names of persons a —— and voting from the same house 
does not ap to have attrac heattention of the election officers of this 
precinct. Nor does it seem to have interested them that J. Toomey should 
vote from 509 Spruce and voeomn Toomey from the adjoining house, 507. 

It must have pleased these election officers to note that, es 
the factional differences elsewhere, the alphabetically registered voters wit. 
entire unanimity cast their votes for Mr. Butler. Many other singular coin- 
cidences in connection with this peecnass would have led less suspecting 

rsons than these innocent election officers to the irresistible conclusion 

hat the entire registration proceedings was a fraud and a swindle, intended 
. — the manifest repeating and false personation in progress at the 
election. 
WARD 15, PRECINCT 1. 


The poll book (p. 418) shows that 138 persons a red and voted. The 
qpeaies of the ballot box (p. 811) disclosed 178 ballots therein. Not one of 
these ballots was numbered as roe by law, and it was therefore im 
sible, by comparison with the book or by any other means, to tell what 
ones, if any of them, had been deposited by persons entitled to vote, or what 
ones, if any, had voted more than once upon the same name and number. 

Although there was 131 ballots in the box bearing the name of Mr. Butler, 
the returns for some reason give him 106 and Mr. Wagoner 41. The absence 
of numbers from the ballots is not only of itself illegal but presumptive evi- 
dence of further frauds, which is accentuated by the finding in the ballot box 
of so many more ballots than the poll books show of persons to have voted. 

To what extent other frauds were perpewreted in this precinct the absence 
of numbers from the ballots renders it impossible to determine. 


WARD 2%, PRECINCT 12, 


The = book (p. 549) showed 387 persons to have voted. The opening of 
the ballot box (p. 767) disclosed 386 ballots therein. Twenty-four of these 
ballots were not voted for ang body for Congress for the short term. Four- 
teen ballots were duplicates, the same persons voting twice upon the same 
name and number. Two hundred and seven ballots bore Butler’s name. 
Thirty-five persons voted whose names are not on the printed registration 
list. ‘The returns gave Butler 198. One hundred and fifty ballots bore Wag- 
oner’s name. The returns reduced him to 100. 
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S WARD 4, PRECINCT 5. 


ording to the poll book (p. 312) 855 persons appeared and voted. The 
pr. Of the ballot box (p. 78) disclosed 322 ballots therein. _ Of this num- 
ber, 290 (including 14 duplications) bore Butler's name. The ee 
election officers returned 324 for him and 24 for Wagoner, or a total of 
. being 26 more ballots than there were in the box. 
Sixty-seven persoue Evesen in this precinct whose names were not on the 
ed registration 3 
Priiere were two ballots numbered “10,” one for Butler and one for Wag- 
oner. Ballots numbered 40, 60, 114, 165, 251, 263, 204, 826, 331, 387,348, 27, and 245, 
for Butler, were duplicated in the box. 
missing from the ballot box the ballots of 101 persons whose 
the poll book as having ap and voted. 


WARD 5, PRECINCT 3. 


The poll book gives the names of 305 pene who appeared and voted. 
Three hundred and two ballots were found in the box. 

Of this number, 237 (including 22 Sere! bore Butler’s name; the re- 
turns gave him 224, Wagoner 60, and Artz2. The box contained two ballots 
numbered 19, both for Butler; two ballots numbered 27, one for Butler and 
one for Wagoner; two numbered 28, one for Butler and one for Wagoner; 
four ballots numbered 82, three for Butler and one for Wagoner; two num- 
bered 72, both for Butler; two numbered 68, one for Butler and one for Wag- 
oner; two numbered 124, one for Butlerand one for Wagoner; two numbered 
138, both for Butler; two numbered 148, both for Butler; two numbered 163, 
both for Butler; four numbered 171, three times for Butler and one for Wag- 
oner; three numbered 177, one for Butler and one for Wagoner; two num- 
bered 187, twice for Butler; two numbered 188, one for Butler and one for 
Wagoner; two numbered 204, twice for Butler; two numbered 218, twice for 
Butler; twonumbered 250, twice for Butler; twonumbered 283, twice for But- 
ler; two numbered 285, twice for Butler; three numbered 287, one for Butler 
and two for Wagoner; two numbered 200, twice for Butler. 

Thirty-seven ballots were missing from the box of persons whose names 
were entered on the poll book as having appeared and voted. 

There was such manifest fraud and gross irregularity in each one of these 
41 precincts that it is absolutely impossible to ascertain what votes, if any, 
were sauna cast or honestly counted. Wetherefore reject these 41 returns 
entirely. 


There were 
names were entered 


PRECINCTS NOT DISTURBED. 


Some of your committee think that, in view of the evidence of general 
fraud permeating the entire election system, the entire vote in the 63 con- 
tested precincts should be thrown out, but there are a number of precincts 
in which, although there are manifest irregularities, nevertheless they would 
not, standing by themselves, warrant the throwing out of the entire precinct 
without a more thorough analysis of the testimony than is possible under the 
resolution requiring your committee to report in time for the disposition of 
this case before the adjournment of the present Congress. 

We have concluded, therefore, not to disturb the returns from the follow- 
ing precincts, viz: 

ard 5, precinct9; Ward 5, precinct 10; Ward + grecast 1; Ward 13, pre- 
cinct 6; Ward 13, precinct 7; Ward 13, precinct 12; Ward 14, precinct 1; Ward 
14, precinct 3; Ward 14, precinct 5; Ward i pacctnet 7; Ward 14, precinct 9; 
Ward i pees 9; Ward 15, precinct 11; Ward 22, precinct 3; Ward 23, pre- 
cinct 1; Ward 23, precinct 2; Ward 23. precinct 6; Ward 23, precinct 7; Ward 
24, precinot 1; Ward 24, pane 11; Ward 24, precinct 13; Ward 25, precinct 1. 

ith the exception of precinct 9 of Ward 14, which gave contestant a plu- 
rality of 15, all those precincts gave majorities for Mr. Butler. If anybody 
is injured by our lack of time to further consider and analyze the results in 
these undisturbed precincts, it is the contestant. Certainly the contestee 
can not complain. 

a following is a summary of the precincts thrown out, and the vote in 
each: 





Precinct. ‘Votes for Votes for 





Ward. ‘| Butler. | Wagoner. 
a ee eS ae a 
4 .unciintn pei eieebambabs ahnies teeaebdnadanbes 9 237 21 
TD u cans: sd ged ame anus ob canmmieaean aes 13 362 69 
DD cu niger ehblaiaiechthndbebenmeion ahideenns Gttiiabld 5 332 70 
LD < « «sisgueaeethies edaid eran deasenenwdihtbmkadls 10 98 61 
ED .. nccndeinnnda nse Gidiis kcebisiaedcsthae weil 6 WS 42 
LE, . wanciadiiediliabanaticlaa De tadibd Abdi siiedtigeias pattapie 10 BRS 89 
AG cantibedenecdedteadibiatdaniibbisdiiphdiramatiiaaas 6 190 5B 
4. Said as ealeltndisad on vadeetendabetimuendll 1 179 49 
AG. ccchsopitaaiatiineis eaten ties i: Satan eiteknwntabeiebieetiiaeailia ennien 2 180 35 
RD . cncainetae eas Dhdhss aisaa wide ucigieéeanntil nda 5 125 90 
T .nicnia ppd Samana «aah belaeans bag taydeedan 12 | 92 61 
© nccsntee ee eeG MaGUL AR iewk.cddbes weecetnncdidues R 108 61 
© .cscpeieiedldiione cca atin ikhiinde cititedmmbniie nets 8 339 R 
UO <ckuadd ict eeucuek ay db teia babdidensitieniwasaeeies 8 492 51 
SD «.swhhecitiiiiel Ain aiietie cases seeds dteeeauua 1 395 8 
6 ines ath edbalkmnd seordcdeamerpegnil 1 197 26 
Me oc cnnk nissan the vbn winivapbbis Conse ll 156 61 
SD ss secede eece AAO on 0 nin Seen sna finches tatecbivinaloadl 4 206 37 
TF . cau cin eae ahial etn cstv wes thes etnneeuntll 9 192 86 
OU nin, ile Maa Ral a i natn wegen ebated 12 193 65 
SD . agitaeti cots thasiscvetes: Ditnine Chcnmibens two 7 1 15 
©. ideehs MU te atc enthudatndeevuwecdod 8 250 28 
RE ETE SE) NOT EE eM SE en 4 496 34 
Oa ccc em et ace eal nent 2 141 110 
hy vin iti Earn nial arses Ndinnwemndeeemidialicleal 7 350 6 
0 wisn deecullthy AREA nedpcsicusnbeaccecisducnees 6 130 27 
© a3 cdaudbeteade Ea naenadénacdns cnpseumeebocbn 4 204 65 
4. nikeeibidasa dei adieleihe nm crabtebiiseiedl smieken econ 3 215 43 
O... scheint Dish satebentdutatnebesdbemenceots 7 228 58 
1 ns vine Sis I i ie es ai aetveaietomt 2 47 7 
Sa sdidahaiAA  o R 7 58 
Oh a ceceaiee iss a i teal 6 189 7 
Oeics ee ae dla 1 100 40 
PP RIE RY | EE IT ea 9 145 71 
Sa talc Aig nite ae Be we an ek abla 18 115 ill 
OD . kckstiecsebee ante di) donde ctinihipadnn 8 202 51 
© apsgistineieeine Sai ana a lai 5 192 30 
EE NT Sz RET IES ES 1 106 41 
Sista ets 2 198 100 
resins a a 5 R24 24 
1 sarily lean a 8 224 69 








i enidisigapesepeacionssdoucerece 9, 239 
Wagoner votes thrown out --.... Lececiniesenie seiuatae mada Leen iaoneiin mesa 2,179 
Butier’s total returned vote in district ....................-............. 16, 844 
Nene Te ee sku embossefecwecence 9, 239 
eo dmmbbseecaccecces a 
Wagoner’s total returned vote in district_.......................--.---.. 10, 551 
Neen ee ne en ee en ocawetsocensaces 2,179 
NEE i inno ne etl udanannened dbbdeweeernsesececosese 8, 372 
pO) I ee eee 767 


Your committee has no hesitation in reporting that Mr. Wagoner was 
fairly elected and is entitled to his seat, and therefore recommends the 
adoption of the following resolutions, viz: 

‘*Resolved, That James J. Butler was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, 
and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

“Resolved, That George C. R. Wagoner was elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, 
and is entitled to a seat therein.” 

M. E. OLMSTED, Chairman, 


J. M. MILLER. 

F. D. CURRIER. 
JOHN W. DWIGHT. 
GEO. SUTHERLAND. 

During the reading of the report the following occurred: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. 
This is a very important case and involves a very important 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is important that we should hear the 
report and I think we ought to have a quorum of the House 
present. The point of order that I make is that there is not a 
quorum of the House present to transact business; that this con- 
sideration of this report is a part of the business of the House; 
that it is an important report. one which is not printed and which 
the House should understand, and I think a quorum should be 

resent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of order that 
there is no quorum present? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. That is sufficient. The Chair will count. 
[After counting.] One hundred and fifty-five present, not a 
quorum. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, who moves a call of the House. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 106, noes 27. 


So a call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


Adams, Davis, Fla. Kyle, Ruppert, 
Aplin, Dinsmore, Lassiter, Russell, 
Babcock, Dougherty, Latimer, Schirm, 

Ball, Tex. Doug Lewis, Ga. Selby, 
Bankhead, Eddy, Lewis, Pa. Shackleford, 
Bartholdt, Edwards, Little, Shafroth, 
Bellamy, Fitzgerald, Littlefield, Shallenberger, 
Belmont, Flanagan, Livingston, Showalter, 
Benton, Flood McAndrews, Skiles, 
Billmeyer, Foerderer, McCall, Slayden, 
Bingham, Foster, Ill. McCleary, Small, 
Blackburn, Foster, Vt. McCulloch, Smith,Wm. Alden 
Blakeney, Fox, McDermott, Snodgrass, 
Boutell, Gaines, Tenn. McRae, Snook, 
Bowie, Gardner, Mass. Mahoney, Southard, 
Brantley, Gilbert, Maynard, Sparkman, 
Breazeale, Glass, Metcalf, Spight, 
Bristow, Glenn, Meyer, La. Stephens, Tex. 
Bromwell, Gooch, Mondell, Stewart, N. J. 
Broussard, Gordon Morris, Storm, 
Brundidge, Green, Pa. Moss, Swann, 
Burgess, Griffith, Mutchler, Swanson, 
Burkett, Griggs, Naphen, Talbert, 
Burleson, Haskins, Nevin, Tayler, Ohio 
Burnett, Hay. Newlands, Taylor, Ala. 
Caldwell, Henry, Miss. Norton, Thompson, 
Clark, Hildebrant, Padgett, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Clayton, Hughes, Patterson, Tenn. Trimble, 
Cochran, Jackson, Kans. Pearre, M4. Vandiver, 
Connell, Jackson, Md. Pierce, Tenn. Wachter, 
Conry, Jenkins, Pou, Wadsworth, 
Cooney, Jett, Randall, Wheeler, 
Cooper, Tex. Johnson, Reeder, White, 
Cooper, Wis. Joy, Rhea, Wiley, 
Cowherd, Kahn, Rixey, Wilson, 
Creamer, Kern, Robertson, La. Wooten, 
Crowley, Kleberg, Robinson, Nebr. Wright. 
Davey, La. Knox, Rucker, 


The SPEAKER. On the roll call 195 members have responded 
to their names, so that a quorum is present. 
opened by the officers of the House, and the reading will proceed. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the report. 


Mr. FEELY (interrupting the reading). 


The doors will be 


Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent that the further reading of the report be dis- 
pensed with, and that the minority of the committee have until 
after the adjournment to-morrow evening to present their views, 
and that an agreement be made not to call up this case for dis- 
posal until after to-morrow. 








The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to dispense with the further reading of the report, and 
that the minority have until after the adjournment to-morrow 
night to file the views of the minority, with the understanding 
that the case will not be called up until such views are filed, after 
to-morrow. Is there objection? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I shall certainly object unless 
there is coupled with that the understanding that the entire re- 

»ort, which has now been partially read, shall be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. FEELY. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to state—— 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair submit these things in their 
proper order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, reserving the objection—— 

The SPEAKER. Pending that—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man from Illinois desires, when he files the views of the minority 
to-morrow, that they be printed in the Recorp on the following 
morning, so that if the case is called up thereafter we shall have 
the views of both the majority and minority. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, that this case 
was not called up for consideration. I simply, by direction of 
the ie presented the report in order that it might be 
printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We had our understand- 
ing also, and if the gentleman desires to make any statement we 
desire also to make a statement. We have come to this agree- 
ment, and if we are “ to stand by it we had better do so. 

The SPEAKER. there objection to the request as stated 
by the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to make a statement, reserving 
my objection. I was unable to hear exactly what the gentleman 
from Tennessee said. I want to say I stated, before this report 
was presented, to the gentleman from Illinois that so far as I was 
concerned or could control it there might be permission that the 
minority report might be filed at any time before adjournment to- 
morrow, and that I did not expect to call up the case to-morrow 
and should not unless forced by some order of business which I 
could not foresee. It was not my intention to call it up to- 
morrow, and therefore I hope there will be no objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, before the question is put, I desire 
to state I requested the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the 
minority might be allowed to file their views by to-morrow night. 
and further urged an agreement that the caseshould not be called 
up to-morrow, which latter he said he could not make. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Although I did state it was not my intention 
to call it up. One more suggestion. If I correctly understand 
the gentleman from Illinois, his request was that the case should 
not be called up until the minority report had been filed. I un- 
derstand that he means by that that it will not be called up to- 
morrow, and that the report will be presented to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. That is the understanding in the case. 

Mr. OLMSTED. With that understanding 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And be printed in the 
REcoRD the next morning. 

The SPEAKER. And with the right to print it in the Recorp 
of the next day. 

Mr. OLMSTED. With that understanding, I trust the request 
will be granted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 





ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL submitted the following report and statement of the 
conferees on the Army appropriation bill, to be printed in the 
ReEcoORD under the rule: 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16667) making copes 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 20, 23, 27, 28, 33, 39, 
40, 43, 44, 45, and 46. 

That the House recede from its di ment tothe amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 4, 5,6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 22, 24. 25, 26, 
28, 31, 32, 34, 35, 36, 37, 40, 42, 47. 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, and 53, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its di ment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same-with an 
amendment as follows: In line 3 of said amendment strike out the word 
Bap ay od “and insert in lieu thereof the word “ enlisted; and the Senate 

to same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lines 6 and 7 of said amendment strike out the fol- 
lo : “as mili attachés at the United States embassies and legations 
abroad; and;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: At the end Sa amendment insert the following 
proviso: “ Provided, That all volunteer officers now in the Porto Rico Pro- 

ional Regiment shall be mustered out on June 30, 1904, and their places be 

ed by detail from the line of the Army: Provided further, That any va- 
cone now existing or which may occur between now and June 30, 1904, shall 
be filled by detail from the line of the Army; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out lines 1 to 11, inclusive, of said amend- 
—_ at the end of said amendment insert the following: “Provided fur- 
ther, That not more than $40,000 of the abaye appropriation shall be expended 
at any one post or station;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41. and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word inserted by said amendment 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ fifteen,” and after the word “ million,” 
in line 20, page 29 of the bill, insert the words “five hundred thousand;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Your committee of conference report a disagreement on amendment 


numbered 3. 
J. A. T. HULL, 
A. B. CAPRON, 
JAMES HAY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
J. V. QUARLES 
P. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT. 


The conferees on the part of the House on the disagreeing vote of the two 
Houses on the bill making sourepenions for the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904, make the following statement: 

Amendments Nos. 1 and 2 refer to the chief of staff, and are made neces- 
sary by the bill for the reorganization of the Army. 

mendment No. 4 applies only to the purchase of newspapers by the mili- 
wy information division, and is in line with the legislation enacted by the 
ouse. 

Amendment No. 5 makes the same provision for equipment of the Signal 
Corps, now applying to other officers, to waive advertisement for small pur- 
chases. 

Amendment No. 6 simply corrects a mistake. 
a ana Nos. 7 and 8 simply change the language without changing 

e intent. 

Amendments Nos. 10, 11, 12, and 13 simply refer to the chief of staff, and 
are made necessary by the legislation }\ssed creating a general staff corps. 

Amendments Nos. 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 refer to the Signal Corps. 

Amendment No. 21 extends the provision as to double service for war 
service to those that served in China now accorded to those who served in 
Porto Rico, Cuba, and Philippine Islands. 

— No. 22 refers to soldiers’ deposits and is simply a verbal 
change. 

— No. 24 gives mileage to contract surgeons same as other 
officers. 

Amendment No. 25 simply makes a verbal change 

Amendment No. 26 increases pay of the computer for the Artillery Board 
$500 per annum. 

Amendment No. 29 refers to the abolition of the Porto Rico Regiment. 

Amendment No. 31 is simply a verbal change. 

Amendment No. 32 places in the discretion of the Secretary of War where 
ice to enlisted men should be furnished. 

Amendment No. 3 refers to office furniture, etc., for the use of officers’ 
schools at the several military posts. 

Amendment No. 3% makes provision for the sale of horses owned by offi- 
cers to the Government when the officer is ordered to duty beyond the seas. 

Amendment No. 36 makes immediately available $2,000,000 out of the ap- 
propriation for barracks and quarters. 

Amendment No. 37 makes immediately available the appropriation for the 
purchase of additional ground in Omaha. 

Amendment No, 40 makes the amount immediately available. 

Ae No. 42 increases the amount for clothing and garrison equi- 

ge $750,000, 
tendon No. 47 refers to the jurisdiction of the Chief of Engineers. 

Amendment No. 48 relates to furnishing national trophy and medals for 
the Regular Army and the National Guard for expert rifle shooting, and also 
an appropriation of $2,000,000 for the militia of the States. 

Amendment No. 49 refers to purchases by the Ordnance Department, and 
requires them to be rted to the Secretary of War. 

Amendments Nos. 50, 51, 52, and 53 relate to change in the law governing 
the detail of officers for the Ordnance Department. 

In all the foregoing amendments the House recedes from its diagreements. 

Amendment No. 20 relates to the advancement of certain officers of the 
Army to an additional grade. 

Amendment No. 23 extends the provision for deposit with the Government 
to officers of the Army. 

Amendment No. 27 relates to injuries at Fort H. G. Wright, N. Y. 

Ameen No. 28 relates to damages at Fort Preble, Me., and other ~ 
places. 
Amendment No. 33 increases the appropriation for regular supplies of the 
Quartermaster’s Department $500,000. 

Amendment No. 39 increases appropriations for barracks and quarters in 
Philippine Islands, $250,000. 

Amendment No. 40 makes the amount immediately available. 

Amendment No. 43 relates to the purchase and preservation of the battle- 
field at Balls Bluff. 

Amendments Nos. 44, 45, and 46 relate to the pens of medical expenses 
of soldiers on furlough after the 2ist of April, ; 

From all of which amendments the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 9 relates to master electricians, and the House recedes 
from its disagreement and agrees to the same with the amendment strik- 
ing out the word “appointed” and inserting the word “ enlisted.” 

Amendment No. 19 relates to the detail of retired officers as military at- 
tachés and for service in connection with the o militia of the States 
and Territories. The House recedes from its ments and agrees to 
the amendment with an amendment striking out all relating to the service 
of retired officers at embassies and legations abroad, and confinin — 
er 


services to this country with the organized militia of the States and 
ries upon request of the governors. 
es provision for the continuance of the Porto Rican 


Amendment No. W 
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Regiment of Infantry, and the House recedes from its disagreemen 
agrees to the ee with an amendment providing that all vol- 
unteer officers now in the regiment shall be mustered out on the 30th of June, 
1904, so as to extend the present organization another year. 
Amendment No. 38 appropriates money to purchase heavy furniture for 
ym 


rmanent officers’ quarters, for the payment of ‘ial assessment against 
the military reservation at Indianapolis, Ind., and an appropriation for the 
continuance of the construction and maintenance of post ex The 
House recedes from its disagreement and to the amendment with an 
amendment eliminating all oupes tions for heavy furniture and for the 
payment of aspecial assessment at Indianapolis, Ind., and agrees to $500,000 for 
post exchanges with an additional proviso limiting the appropriation for post 
exchanges to $40,000 for one post or station. 

Amendment No. 41: The Senate amendment appropriated $16,000,000 for 
the transportation of the Army and supplies, and the conferees agreed to 


15,500,000. 
$ On amendment No. 3. which provides for purchase of Heitman manuscript, 
the conferees report a disagreement. 
J.A. T. HULL 
A. B. CAPRON, 
JAMES HAY 


Conferees on the part of the House. 
ASSET CURRENCY. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 16228. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
by state of the Union for the consideration of the national-bank 
bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 39. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quo- 
rum is present. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairwillcount. [Aftercounting.] One 
hundred and sixty-three present—not a quorum. The officers 
will close the doors of the House and the Clerk will call the roll. 
As many as are in favor of going into Committee of the Whole 
will vote ‘‘ yea;’’ those opposed will vote ‘‘nay.’’ Those pres- 
ent not wishing to vote will answer “‘ present.”’ 


NOT VOTING—137, 


Adamson, Dinsmore, Lever, Ruppert, 
Allen, Ky Dougherty, Lewis, Ga. Ryan, 
Aplin, Douglas, Lewis, Pa. Scarborough, 
Babcock, Driscoll, Little, Schirm, 

Ball, Tex. Edwards, Livingston, Selby, 

Bell, Finley, Loud, Shackleford, 
Belmont, F n, McAndrews, Shafroth, 
Benton, Fleming, McCall, Skiles, 
Billmeyer, Foerderer, McCleary, Small, 
Bingham, Foster, Til. McCulloch, Snook, 
Blackburn, Foster, Vt. McDermott, Southard, 
Boutell, Fox, McLain, e} ight, 
Bowie, Gaines, Tenn. McRae, Stark, 
Breazeale, L Maynard, Stewart, N. J. 
Bristow, Glenn, Metcalf, Stewart, N. ¥. 
Bromwell, Green, Pa. Meyer, La. Storm, 
Broussard, Griffith, Mondell, Sulzer, 
Brundidge, Griggs, Morgan, Swann, 
Bull, Grow, Moss, Talbert, 
Bur; Hanbury, Mutchler, Tawney, 
Burkett, Heatwole, Naphen, Tayler, Ohio 
Burnett, Henry, Miss. Neville, Taylor, Ala. 
Butler, Mo. Hildebrant, Nevin, yer, 
Cassingham, Hopkins, Newlands, Tompkins, N. Y,. 
Clark, Hughes, Norton, Underwood, 
Clayton, Jackson, Kans. Patterson, Tenn. Vandiver, 
Cochran, Jenkins, Pierce, Wheeler, 
Connell, com Poni we 
Conner, oy, ey, Viley, 
Conry, Kahn, Ransdell, La. Wilson, 
Cooney, Ketcham, Reeder, Wooten, 
Cooper, Tex Kleberg, Reid, Wright. 
Cooper, Wis. Knox, Rixey, 

Davey, La Lamb, Robertson, La. 

Davis, Fla. Lassiter, Robinson, Nebr. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced. 
For the session: 
Mr. McCatu with Mr. McClean, 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 


For the day: 
Mr. MANN with Mr. Jett. 
For the balance of the day. 


Mr. Bascock with Mr. SuLZER. 
Mr. APLIN with Mr. BAL of Texas. 


The question was taken: and there were—yeas 136, nays 58, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 20, not voting 137; as follows: 


YEAS—136. 
Adams, Darragh, Holliday, Patterson, Pa. 
Alexander, Davidson, Howell, Payne, 
Allen, Me. Dick, Hull, Pearre, 
Ball, Del, Dovener, Irwin, Perkins, 
Barney, Draper, Jack, Powers, Me. 
Bartholdt, Dwight, Jackson, Md. Powers, Mass. 
Bates, Eddy, Jones, Wash. Prince, 
Beidler, Emerson, Knapp, Reaves, 
Bishop, . Kyle, Roberts, 
Blakeney, Evans, Lacey, Shattuc, 
Boreing, Fletcher, Landis, Shelden, 
Bowersock, Fordney, Lawrence, Showalter, 
Brandegee, Foss, Lessler, Sibley, 
Brick, Fowler, Littauer, Smith, Iowa 
Brown, Gaines, W. Va. Littlefield, Smith, H. ©, 
Brownlow, Gardner, Mass. Long, Smith, 8. W. 
Burk, Pa. Gardner, Mich. Loudenslager, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gardner, N. J. Lovering, Southwick, 
Burleigh, Gibson, McLachlan, a y; 
Burton, Gill, Mahon, Steele, 
Butler, Pa. Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, Stevens, Minn. 
Calderhead, Gillett, Mass. Martin, Sulloway, 
Cannon, Graff, Mercer, Sutherland, 
Capron, Graham Miller, Thomas, Iowa 
Cassel, Greene, Mass Minor, Fe ae Ohio 
Coombs, Grosvenor, Moody Van Voorhis, 
Corliss, Hamilton, Morrell, Vreeland, 
Cousins, Haskins, Mudd, Wadsworth, 
Cromer, Haugen, Needham, Warner 
Crumpacker, Hedge, Olmsted, Warnock, 
Currier, Hemenway, Otjen, Watson, 
Cushman, Henry, Conn. Overstreet, Weeks, 
Dahle, —e Palmer, Woods, 
Dalzell, Hill, Parker, Young. 
NAYS—58. 
Bankhead, Gordon, Maddox, Sheppard, 
Bartlett, Hay, Mahoney, Sims, 
Brantley, Hooker Mickey, Slayden. 
Burleson, Howard, Miers, Ind. Smith, Ky. 
Caldwell, Johnson, Moon, Stephens, Tex. 
Candler. Jones, Va. Padgett, Swanson. 
Cowherd, Kehoe, Randell, Tex. Tate, 
Crowley, ern, Rhea, Thomas, N. C. 
De Armond, Kitchin, Clande Richardson, Ala. Thompson, 
Feely, Kitchin, Wm. W. Richardson, Tenn. Trimble, 
Fitzgerald, Kluttz, Robb, Williams, M1. 
Flood, Latimer, Robison, Ind Williams, Miss. 
Gilbert, Lester, Rucker, Zenor. 
Goldfogle, Lindsay, Russell, 
Gooch, Lloyd, Shallenberger, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—20. 

Acheson, Deemer, Mann, Snodgrass, 
Bellamy, Elliott, Morris, Sparkman, 
Creamer, Henry, Tex. Scott, irrell, 

Hitt Sherman, Wachter, 
Dayton, McClellan, Smith, Mil. Wanger. 





Mr. ConNER with Mr. CLayTon. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. DovGHERTY. 

Mr. Hansury with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. Hopxrys with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. MorGan with Mr. McCuL.oc#. 

Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. McANDREWs. 

Mr. Moss with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. Storm with Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. SNooK. 

Mr. KetcHam with Mr. BeLLamy. 

Mr. Grow with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. DinsMoRE. 

Mr. Stewart of New York with Mr. SNopGRass. 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. REEepEerR with Mr. BRovsSARD. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 15228) providing for the issue and circula- 
tion of national-bank notes, with Mr. LAWRENCE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill H. R: 15228, and the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
PRINCE] has thirty minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, section 9 of the proposed bill 
reads as follows: 

Sec. 9. That the bank notes taken out for issue in accordance with the 
provisions of this act shall be redeemed on demahd in gold coin over the 
counter of the bank issuing them, and if said bank is located outside of one 
of the redemption cities hereinafter established it shall then select a national 
bank as its agent in a redemption city, subject to the approval of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, which shall upon demand redeem said notes in gold 
com. 

Thus it appears that there is a provision made for the redemp- 
tion of these notes when issued. They are to be redeemed in 
gold over the counters of the banksissuing them, or at a bank se- 
lected in the eee city where, when the notes of the issue 
bank are presented, they will be paid or redeemed in gold coin. 
In other words, these notes become what are regarded as convert- 
ible notes into coin. We are nowin this country on a single gold 
standard. Our standard is gold. The other money is kept at a 
parity with gold. The burden is now placed upon the Govern- 
ment to maintain at a parity all ofits money, silver as well as the 
Treasury notes and certificates at a parity with gold. The bur- 
den entails upon the Government the necessity of keeping $150,- 
000,000 in gold in the Treasury, so as to meet any notes that may 
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comé and exchange them for gold. This bill, if enacted into law, 
will cast largely the burden upon the banks to get the gold them- 
selves and have it in readiness to convert their own issues into 
gold when required. The result will be that less gold will be re- 
quired by the Government to meet the demands of commerce 
and of trade, and the burden will be cast on the banks to meet 
these requirements. 

In addition to that it will give to us a form of currency which 
is equal to gold, and I might say that the students of finance look 
upon it as one of the best kinds of currency that it is possible for 
the country to have. As it isnow, we are confined largely, if we 
desire to increase our currency, either to the coinage of gold or 
the issuing of national-bank notes. We have stopped the coinage 
of silver; we are limited so far as the number of greenbacks are 
concerned to the issue of three hundred and forty-six millions. 
Our Treasury notes are being redeemed. I well remember when 
I came to Congress and was placed upon the Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee, the Treasury notes amounted to $90,000,000. I 
think there are now less than thirty millions—twenty-four mil- 
lions in round numbers. 

These have been gradually redeemed and taken out of circula- 
tion: and the public has hardly realized that there has been such 
a diminution, so far as the volume of currency is concerned. We 
have enlarged our subsidiary coinage to the extent of some mil- 
lions. The national-bank circulation has been enlarged about 
$126,000.000 within the last six or seven years. So that the 
sources by which the volume of money in the country can be 
added to are largely two only: One is the getting of gold, either 
from the mines and coining it, or from customs dues; the other is 
by increasing the national-bank note.circulation. 

According to my recollection, we have added to the volume of 
our gold currency since 1896 about $600,000.000. Thatis,in round 
numbers, the sum which has been added to the volume of gold in 
this country within the last six years—$100,000,000 a year. Then 
we have added about $126,000,000 to the volume of currency by 
reason of the increased circulation of national-bank notes. You 
might ask me, *‘ Why will not the national banks continue to in- 
crease the volume of currency in this country?”’ The answer is 
apparent: The banks, in order to issue circulation, must purchase 
bonds, which cost too much to make the business profitable. The 
bonds of the Government are at a premium. Some bonds sell for 
114, and they sell at various higher figures, some as high as 136.5. 
That is to say, if you wanted to issue $100 of currency, you would 
have to put up $136 in order to purchase the necessary bonds, and 
on the currency thus obtained you would not realize enough 
money as interest to warrant the issue of circulation based upon 
those bonds. If you should resort to cheaper bonds, they would 
cost $108 for each $100 bond. In other words, in order to issue 
circulation to the amount of $100,000 you would have to buy 
bonds that would cost from $108,000 to $136,000. 

Now, how much do the national banks make upon their circu- 
lation, as shown by the statement of the actuary of the Treasury 
Department? I have heard it stated that the profit is in the 
neighborhood of three-fourths of 1 per cent. You may ask, Will 
they go into this field for the purpose of making only that small 
amount of money? Yes; measurably so. Why? Because when 
people have notes or bills to collect, or drafts to send out upon 
people in the West or the East or the South. the very first thing 
they look at is their bank directories, and a bank may do consid- 
erable~business in the way of exchange and commerce by reason 
of the fact merely that it is ‘‘ the First National Bank,”’ or *‘ the 
Second National Bank.’’ People may do business with such a 
bank by reason of its name, when perhaps they might not do it 
with another bank; in other words, there may be collaterally 
some benefit from a bank being called ‘‘ the First National Bank ’”’ 
or *‘ the Second National Bank.’’ In the way of loans, however, 
it does not pay a bank to secure circulation by the purchase of 
bends in order to engage in this business. 

Then the bonds, being at so high a premium, become matters 
of speculation; and when this great Government of ours, having 
available cash to the amount of $220,000,000, wants to call in some 
of its bonds and pay out the currency, our friends who hold the 
bonds cease to think of patriotism, and they demand the full 
limit from those who want to buy bonds, and we have to pay, as 
the Secretary of the Treasury did within the last year or two, 
enormous sums in the shape of premium in order to get the bonds 
and put the money out in the hands of the — le. 

For more than forty years, during which the national banks 
have been in existence, the men who have held the bonds of the 
Government have been reaping — at the expense of the 

le. The time has now come when it seems to me we should leg- 
islate alorig lines which will be for the benefit of the people and 
not in the interest of the men who hold the bonds. 

How «an the necessary change be brought about? We can is- 
sue this currency based to the extent of aah ge cent upon assets. 

in his public report 


Tbe Secretary of the Treasury has decla 


that such a currency will be sound, that it can pass into universal 
circulation and will be redeemable over the counters of the banks 
in gold, the standard of value of the country in which we live. 
Not only will this currency be redeemable over the counter of 
the bank issuing it, but, besides, there is this touchstone—its re- 
demption in the redemption cities of the country, so that the 
money goes back to the bank issuing it and is there redeemed, 
As I understand the statements of gentlemen who have investi- 
gated this question, within seventy or ninety days these notes will 
come home to the bank that issued them for redemption. 

One gentleman on the other side has said that these banks, if 
they have this form of currency, will make some money. That 
is true; I concede it. They will make perhaps 3 per cent. They 
are making now less than 1 per cent. Suppose the banks do 
make 3 percent. This will encourage the banks to issue this 
kind of notes. Then what will be the effect of it? The rate of 
interest will be brought down, there will be a uniform rate of 
interest throughout the United States, there will be a lower rate 
of interest, and the bonds will come down in value, because they 
will cease to be of special character for the purpose of basing 
bank notes upon, and they will then be like other bonds in the 
country, governed by their actual value instead of their specula- 
tive value. No harm will come to the people. 

I remember distinctly how it was stated by some gentleman on 
the other side that if we went to a single gold standard on March 
4, 1900, gold would go higher, that interest rates would increase, 
that there was not enough gold in the country to meet the de- 
mand, that the world had gone to a single gold standard, and 
that there would be a shrinkage in value, and a financial crash, 
and destruction would come to this people. Nearly three years 
have gone by since that law was enacted in this House. The 
country has a redundance of credit and has a large amount of de- 
posits. We have been moving along at a tremendous rate. 

Jsing the language of my distinguished colleague, Mr. CANNON, 
when he speaks upon this floor, we have been going along by 
‘leaps and bounds.’’ We have added six hundred millions of 
dollars of gold to the volume of our currency in the last six years. 
Interest is at a lower rate than it ever has been in the history of 
the country. 

Prosperity is everywhere, but there is need in addition to that 
for this class of currency. It is perfectly safe and perfectly reli- 
able. But you may say to me in answer, perhaps, to the sugges- 
tions I have made, or at least those which may run in your minds, 
if we have added $600.000,000 of gold; if we have added $126,- 
000,000 of national-bank notes; if we have added in the neighbor- 
hood of $700,000,000 of money since 1897 to the volume of money 
in this country, is not that ample to meet the volume of trade? 
Is not that ample to meet the increase of yn panes in this coun- 
a Is not that ample to do the business of this country? 

n a measure, I may say, yes; and in another sense I say, decid- 
edly, no. We have increased the amount of our deposits. The 
amount has trebled. It required, in round numbers, in 1896, 
less than $400,000,000 in the reserve, as required by the national- 
bank act. To-day it requires nearly $800,000,000 in the reserve 
to meet the demands of the law in that respect. A large share 
of the volume of money that has been added in this country since 
1896 has been required to meet the demands of depositors under 
the law in the reserve banks of the United States. 

We have grown in volume, and I see it is stated currently in 
the papers that the internal trade of this great Republic of ours 
is $20,000,000,000. Think of it! The great free trade that flows 
back and forth from Maine to California and from the Lakes on 
the north to the Gulf on the south represents the enormous sum 
of $20,000,000,000—more than all the trade, perhaps, that crosses 
the ocean in all the international trade of the world. This great 
Government of ours, with its millions of people, with its great 
States and with its great interests, has a circulating trade of 
$20,000,000,000, and yet we have not increased the tools we need 
for the purpose of transacting the business of the country. Here 
is a means of doing this, and it is moving, as has been stated by 
others before me, along the lines of scientific financial progress. 
Let me read to you one statement: 

Redeemable bank notes are the printed promises of a bank to pay coin of 
the standard metal on demand to the full face value of the notes. Where 
such promises are always scrupulously fulfilled, without cost or difficulty for 
the holder of the notes, and with — rovision for the full payment of the 
notes in case of the failure of the bank, the redeemable bank note constitutes 
the most effective auxiliary of ceins of the standard metal for carrying on 
business. Itis a form of credit By which the use of coin is economized inthe 
same manner as by the use of checks, deposit accounts, and clearing-house 
settlements. 

Think of the billions of trade in this coun Think of the 
abrasion and loss to the gold itself by the handling of it in this 
country. Here is a better way of handling this great problem. 
Here is a better way for putting the burden of the handling and 
redeeming of these notes, not on the Government of the United 
States, whan, when they want to export gold, they can come to 
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the vaults of the United States and get it through the old endless- 
chain system as they used to do. What are we coming to in 
effect? We are coming to this, and this is the line upon which I 
am seeking to move in this bill. We have adopted a single gold 
standard. We have stopped the further coinage of silver. We 
are not going to issue any more notes in the form of fiat money 
like the greenback notes we have in this country. We have been 
calling in the Treasury notes of the United States, and they soon 
will be gone. 

The national banks will not continue to enlarge their circula- 
tion, because it does not pay. Then, what are we coming to? 
We are coming, then, to a single gold standard, and no other way 
to enlarge the volume of money in this country except as we pro- 
ceed along the lines of a currency of this kind, based upon the 
assets of the banks, and these assets are good. They are reliable, 
and then the notes, when issued, are redeemable over their own 
counters in coin. Itmakes them absolutely as good as gold, and 
they are gold-bearing notes. Do other countries do what we are 
seeking to do by this bill? 

The issue of redeemable bank notes has been restricted in most European 
countries by recent laws to a single institution with large capital, like the 
Bank of France, the Imperial Bank of Germany, the Bank of England, the 
Bank of Russia, and the Austro-Hungarian Bank: but the power of issue is 


distributed among a gary of smaller institutions in Scotland, Switzer- 
the United States. 


Mr. Conant in his article says this: 


The ideal currency system, from the standpoint of most scientific students 
of the subject, is that which combines the single metallic standard with the 
issue of convertible bank notes. Under such a system, where the standard 
metal is coined freely and without charge, or with ey a nominal charge, 
upon de t of the bullion at the mints by any holder of it. the metallic cur- 
rency of the country is responsive to the influences of the demand for stand- 
ard metal throughout the world. The money of the standard metal comes 
and goes according to the state of prices and the rates of interest for capital. 


That, in brief, is what we are seeking to do by this legislation, 
and I am pleased to say that I find my friends upon the other side 
in their minority report agreeing with the ideas that we seek to 
convey in this measure. 

I have watched with pleasure the tendency of the two sides of 
this Chamber to get together on great questions. When I first 
came to this body it took two or three days to discuss the ordinary 
pension appropriation bill.. I remember a great ae nights 
that we used to put in in trying to pass private pension bills. It 
was a great struggle to get anything done that looked toward 
pension legislation, special or general. I remember how the 
giants on each side of this House contended over political ques- 
tions. But finally Isaw a change come over this House. It was 
on the 8th of March, 1898. I was sitting in my seat. The House 
was fairly well crowded on that day. I saw my distinguished 
colleague [Mr. CANNON], soon to be the Speaker of this House 
{applause}, when he came in from his room and addressed the 
then Speaker of the House, to ask in timely and well-chosen words 
for the present consideration of an appropriation measure. He 
asked the House at that time to place in the hands of one man, 
President McKinley, without ever asking that man to report by 
vouchers or otherwise to Congress, the sum of $50,000,000 to pre- 
pare for the war with Spain. 

When he had ceased speaking, I looked upon the other side of 
this Chamber to see what, if anything, would be done with refer- 
ence tothat measure. Isawa very distinguished man, Mr. Sayers, 
of Texas, whose hair was iron gray, who showed some of the 
marks of age, who had been a very distinguished leader in the 
Confederate cause in that great fratricidal contest between our 
people. As that big-brained, splendid man rose in his seat, he 
addressed the Speaker in well-timed words, asking that that 
measure be sed, and said that he spoke for his side of the 
nome in giving the assurance that there would be no opposi- 

ion. 

I thought a that was the end of it; but I turned in my 
seat and looked at a distinguished leader on this side of the 
Chamber, Mr. Grosvenor, of Ohio, a man who had fought and 
won his spurs upon the field of battle, who had won distinction 
fighting against the other distinguished gentleman in the war 
from 1861 to 1865. His hair was white. His beard was long and 
flowing, and as he turned and looked at the gentlemen on the 
other side, he said: *‘ Thank God I have lived to see this day. I 
have contended with you gentlemen here in this forum, and with 
some of you I have contended upon the field of battle. But, thank 
God, thy servant, like Samuel of old, is ready to depart in peace, 
for he has seen his country come together, and we have one Pres- 
ident, one country, one flag.’ [Applause. 

From that day to this, Mr. Chairman, I have seen the coming 
together of these forces. I have seen them come together until 
it takes only ten or twenty minutes now to pass the pension ap- 
cg me bill. I haveseen my friend the distinguished leader 

m New Hampshire [Mr. SULLOWAY] rise here in his seat and 
in one short afternoon pass 325 pension bills, and my good friend 
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and colleague the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Capron] 
as fast as his tongue could rattle off the words would announce 
their favorable consideration, which would be approved by the 
House and they would become, so far as this House was con- 
cerned, the law of the land. 

I have seen the military bill of this House discussed for hours 
and hours along the Philippine policy, but that is now a thing 
of the t,and the chairman of the committee [Mr.- HuLi} 
can, within ten or twenty minutes, pass the military appropria- 
tion bill through this House, appropriating from seventy to 
ninety million dollars, without any opposition on the part of any- 
one in this body. 

So I might go on and enumerate how these forces have been 
coming together. And it is a splendid thing, because we, my 
fellow-members, are the representatives of a great people. We 
ought not to inject our politics into all of these questions. We 
have moved along splendidly in this Congress, and there is only 
here and there a little ripple, enough to give a little zest and a 
little vim to the discussions in this House. As I said before, we 
have been coming together upon this measure. 

It may not meet with the approval of everyone in this House, 
but let me say to you, using the substance if not the words of 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency [Mr. FowLer], legislation is compromise. This bill 
that we have presented to you is the average intelligence, the 
average judgment, the average sense of the men who compose the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. We are not wedded to 
this bill to the extent that we can not see any good in anything 
else. If there is a gentleman in this House who can present an 
amendment which will make this bill better, we are ready to 
receive it. We want to do something for this country. We are 
not here tenaciously clinging to this measure. We believe that 
it is the best that can be brought forward, or else we would not 
have brought it here. Some of us have been studying this ques- 
tion four and six years, and some have been studying it longer. 

I confess to my colleagues here in this House that I have 
changed my views along these lines. When I first entered that 
committee I would not have thought for a moment that I would 
ever stand up here and favor an asset currency in the slightest 
degree; but I have been looking down the line to see what kind 
of currency we must eventually have in thiscountry. The bonds 
are being paid off. The bonds are too high in price to issue a cir- 
culation upon. There is a demand for something; this is some- 
thing we offer to you gentlemen of the committee. If you have 
anything better, do not sit in your seats and refuse to give it to 
us, because you are individually responsible as well as we are for 
legislation in this House. No man can shirk his duty by saying 
he does not like this bill. 

If you do not like the bill, improve it. You represent Ameri- 
can constituencies, as we do. You represent people who want 
better currency, and you should join with us and make it bet- 
ter. We call upon you to do that; we ask you to act with us 
on the lines we are moving on. Weare doing the best we know. 
It is the best light we have. We offer it to you, believing it to be 
the best, and we trust and hope that gentlemen on the other side 
who have agreed with us on the lines we are pursuing will vote 
with us and this bill through this House. [Loud applause. |] 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 16228, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. . 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. TayLor of Alabama, for one day, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. SUTHERLAND, for four days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Lever, for one day, on account of important business. 


NEW DIVISION-OF EASTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TEXAS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 17088) to 
create a new division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, and 
to provide for terms of court at Texarkana, Tex., and for a clerk 
for said court, and for other purposes, with a Senate amendment, 
which was read. 

Mr.SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, I move to take up the bill and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves concur- 
rence in the amendments of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTION REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following resolution and bill 
of the following title were taken from the 5 er’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 70: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives ere there 
be printed and bound 1,500 copies of Senate DocumentNo. 452, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, first session, entitled “Treaties, Laws, Executive Orders, etc., re- 
lating to Indian Affairs,” 50 of which shall be for the use of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 50 for the use of the House Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 100 for the use of the Senate, 400 for the House of Representatives, 100 
for the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the remaining 800 shall be sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents. 


—to the Committee on Printing. 

S. 7307. An act to provide certain souvenir medallions for the 
benefit of the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association of the 
United States—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


—— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

a were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
OLIOWS: 

Memorandum from the Secretary of War, transmitting petition 
of Army officers for passage of bill (H. R. 6648) conferring juris- 
diction upon the Court of Claims over claims of certain officers 
for arrearages of longevity pay—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
report of the commission authorized to secure a grant for the 
erection of a post-office building in the city of New York—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
oa and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 13500) for the establishment of a light-house and a fog 
signal at Isle an Haut, Maine, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3853); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the joint 
resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 266) providing for a joint 
commission to investigate the policy of international navigation, 
reported the same vith amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2854): which said joint resolution and report were referred 
to the House Caiendar. 

Mr. WARNER. from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 


term of United States district court in Lewisburg, Va., re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
8856): which said bill and report were, referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. OLMSTED, from the Committee on Elections No. 2, to 
which was referred the contested-election case of George C. R. 
Wagoner v. James J. Butler, from the Twelfth Congressional 
district of Missouri, reported the same, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3857); which ans report was referred to the House Cal- 
endar. S 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DEEMER, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the 
Senate (S. 3239) granting a pension to John Q. Lane, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
one, mene said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 





was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5732) cotablishing « regular | Kansas City, Mo., 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 

ollows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 17503) authoriz- 
ing and empowering the Secretary of War to locate a right of 
way for and — the same, and a right to operate and main- 
tain a line of railroad through the Vancouver Barracks and Mili- 
tary Reservation, in the State of Washington, to the Northern 
Pacific Railway Company—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 17504) to appropriate the sum 
of $50,000 to erect a public building at Enid, Okla.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 278) au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey 
and examination to be made of the embankment on the west 
— Lake Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A resolution (H. Res. 464) authorizing the 
employment of four bicycle messengers during the last ten days 
of this session—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FLANAGAN: A resolution (H. Res. 465) to pay Nor- 
wood G. Salmon as clerk to the late Representative J.8. galmo 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A resolution (H. Res. 467) for the further 
consideration of H. R. 16228—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A resolution of the legislature of Montana, 
a to certain forest reserves—to the Committee on the Pub- 
ic Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 17505) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles C. Hardy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 17506) granting an 
increase of pension to James Duffy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of the convention of Western Re- 
tail Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, in Kansas City, 
Mo., favoring the extension of reciprocity—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Brown & Sharpe Manufacturing 
Company, Providence, R. I., in favor of House bill 15368, amend- 
ing the customs-drawback law—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Pawnee County, 
Nebr., for the purchase by the Government of the birthplace of 
Abraham Lincoln—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Dr. C. 8S. Barnes, of Burr, Nebr., urging the 
passage of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolutions of the convention of the 
Western Retail os and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, in 

or the extension of reciprocal trade arrange- 
— with other countries—to the Committee on Ways and 
Jeans. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolutions of the convention of the Western 
Retail Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, in Kansas 
City, Mo., for the extension of reciprocal trade relations with 
other countries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Resolutions of Licensed Tugmen’s Associa- 
tion, No. 10 Charlevoix, Mich., favoring the repeal of sections 
44 and 49, Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Democratic central 
committee of New Mexico, urging the passage of the so-called 
** omnibus statehood bill ’’—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FLANAGAN: Petition of citizens of Blairstown, N.J., 
against repeal of the anticanteen law—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary rs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of leading tobacco dealers in 
the principal cities of the United States protesting against the 
passage of House bill 16457, relating to gifts in connection with 
= e of tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 
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By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of soldiers of Gobleville, Mich., 
in support of House bill 17103, relative to homestead rights to 
public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. | 

By Mr. JENKINS: Remonstrance of Kate Scritsmier and 21 
others, of Apollonia, Wis., against the passage of House bill No. 
12002, amending section 4386 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. LONG: Resolutions of the convention of Western Re- 
tail Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, of Kansas City, 
Mo., in support of the extension of reciprocity—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. F 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 17350, granting a pension 
to Lottie Bry ant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Resolutions of Packer Lodge, No. 85, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen; Division No. 147, Order of 
Railway Conductors; Onoka Lodge, No. 211, Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Firemen, all of Easton, Pa., in favor of the —— of 
the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Grand Council, Royal Arcanum, of Pennsyl- 
vania, favoring an amendment to the Post-Office appropriation 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 466, of Easton, 
Pa., favoring House bill 16457, relating to gifts in connection with 
= sale of tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Resolution of Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Engineers, Division No. 88, of North Platte, Nebr., 
favoring Senate bill 3560, known as the Foraker safety-appliance 
bill—to the Committee on. Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to James Duffy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Jesse Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Petition of Wallace Post, No. 95, 
Department of Michigan,Grand Army of the Republic, favoring 
the Hamilton bill relating to homestead rights to public lands— 
to the Committee’on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the Democratic central com- 
mittee of New Mexico, held at Santa Fe, urging the Lpeaee of 
the a statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the Department of New York, Grand Army 
of the Republic, urging the passage of House bill 14105, giving 
preference to honorably discharged war veterans in appoint- 
ments—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 25, 1908. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded toread the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous con- 
seut, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATION. 

The PRESIDENT te tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting addi- 
tional supplemental estimates of appropriation required for the 
several departments of the Government to complete the service 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903, and for prior years, for 
the postal service, amounting to $59,648.81, and for the postal serv- 
ice payable from the postal revenues, amounting to $4,696.70; 
which, on motion of Mr. ALLISON, was, with the accompanyin, 
pa ers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and codared 

printed. 
CHIEF OF DIVISION, GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate 
of appropriation for one additional chief of division in the General 
Land Office from March 1, 1903, to June 30, 1904, at $2,000 per an- 
num. $2,672.20; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF CONFEDERATE OFFICERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of War submitting an estimate of addi- 
tional appropriation of $50,000 for claims for property taken from 
Confederate officers and soldiers after surrender, under the act of 
February 27, 1902, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 
PRIZE MONEY, BATTLE OF MANILA BAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu. 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Attorney-General submitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion to satisfy the decree ordered by the Supreme Court of the 
United States to be entered in accordance with the opinion of 
February 23, 1903, by the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia in the case of George Dewey, Admiral, United States 
Navy, v. the Don Juan de Austria, No. 559, $946,083.89; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SECURITIES OF INTERSTATE RAILROAD COMPANIES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmit- 
ting, in response to a resolution of February 28, 1901, certain 
information relative to the stock, bonds, car-trust certificates, etc., 
of each rai company subject to the provisions of the act to 
regulate commerce; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH A. SMITH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of Joseph A. Smith v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALBERT C, ENGARD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Albert C. Engard v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ANNIE A, HAXTUN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Annie A. Haxtun, executrix of Milton Haxtun, deceased, 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE A, LYON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of George A. Lyon v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper: was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN GASKINS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commn- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of John Gaskins v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, aud 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH M. BENNETT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Sarah M. Bennett v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed 

CONWAY H. ARNOLD, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commn- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Conway H. Arnold v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM A. WINDSOR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of William A. Windsor v. The United States: which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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CHARLES E. TALLMAN, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Charles E. Tallman v. The United States: which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH SMITH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Joseph Smith v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I rise now, probably a little out | 


of my order, to make my usual request, that the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate be given for a vote, this afternoon at 2 o’clock. 
upon the final passage of the bill known as the omnibus statehood 
bill, and all amendments heretofore offered or that then may be 
pending, without further debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that this afternoon at 2 o’clock the 
final vote be taken on the bill known as the omnibus statehood 
bill, on all amendments then pending and at that time offered, 
without further debate. Is there objection? . 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President,in the absence of the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] and of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. DEPEW], whose speech is not concluded, I shall have to ob- 


ject. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17088) to cre- 
ate a new division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, and 
to provide for terms of court at Texarkana, Tex., and for a clerk 
for said court, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15520) to establish a 
standard of value and to provide for a coinage system in the Philip- 
pine Islands, with amendments; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 6515) to exempt from taxation certain property of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution in Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (S. 6525) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Masonic Mutual Relief Association of the District of Colum- 
bia; 

A bill (S. 7223) providing for the interment of the remains of 
Marie Irene Donaldson and her daughter, Marie Irene Donaldson; 

A bill (H. R. 16) to provide for the erection at Washington, 
D. C., of statues to the memory of Brigadier-General Count Pu- 
laski and Major-General Baron Von Steuben, of the Continental 
Army; 

A bil (H. R. 1027) granting a pension to Lavinia Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 3510) for the relief of the executors of James P. 
Willett, deceased, late postmaster of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 4178) for the relief of Austin A. Yates; 

A bill (H. R. 14051) granting the consent of Congress to N. F. 
Thompson and associates to erect a dam and construct a power 
station at Muscle Shoals, Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 15595) confirming and ceding jurisdiction to the 
State of Arkansas over certain lands formeriy in the Fort Smith 
Reservation in said State, and asserting and retaining Federal 
jurisdiction over certain other lands in said reservation; 

A bill (H. R. 16509) to authorize the Pearl and Leaf Rivers 
Railroad Company to bridge Pearl River in the State of Missis- 
sippi; 

= bill (H. R. 16522) granting an increase of pension to Caleb C. 
Van Sickell; 

A bill (H. R. 16909) to amend an act entitled “An act author- 
izing the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland River 
at or near Carthage, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 17204) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in the State of 
Arkansas. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada presented the credentials of Francis 
GKLFFITH NEWLANDS, chosen by the legislature of the State of Ne- 


vada a Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 
1903; which were read and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the De- 
| partment of Rhode Island, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
| Providence, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation giving 
preference in the civil service to war veterans; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. LODGE. I present resolutions adopted by the legislature 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, favoring the enactment 
of legislation providing pensions in the Life-Service Service. I 
ask that the resolutions may be printed in the Recorp, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Rx- 
CORD, as follows: 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the int 1903. Resolutions in sup- 


port of a bill pending in the Congress of the United States providing for 
pensions in the Life-Saving Service. 


Whereas there.is pending in Congress a bill granting pensions to certain 
officers and enlisted men in the Life-Saving Service, and to their widows and 
minor children; and 

Whereas this bill was recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
his last report, and by a majority of the House Commitvee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the general court favors the above-mentioned bill, and fe- 
quests the Senators and Representatives in Congress from Massachusetts to 
vote for the measure. 


Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each member of Con- 
gress from the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 5, 1903. 


Adopted: Sent up for concurrence. 
JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 
SENATE, February 10, 1908. 


HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 9 citizens of Westport, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation granting to the 
| States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be 
| ship into their territory from other States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Blackstone, Mass., and a petition of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Blackstone, Mass., 

| praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Hancock Lodge, No. 183, 
Order of B’rith Abraham, of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of 
Keystone Lodge, No. 57, Order of B’rith Abraham, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to modify the 
methods and practice pursued by the immigration officers at the 

rt of New York; which were referred to the Committee on 

| Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of 74 citizens of Tunkhannock, of 
14 citizens of Gladerun, of 65 citizens of Washington, and of 49 
citizens of Laceyville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in Government buildings; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 
150, of Newcastle; of Local Union No. 140, of Williamsport; of 
Local Union No. 422, of Bradford, all of the American Federation 
of Labor, and of 18 machinists of Williamsport, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the ge of the so-called eight- 
hour bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Warren County; of 46 citizens of Concordia; of 
the congregations of the United Presbyterian, German Reformed, 
and Presbyterian churches of Grove City; of the Christian En- 
deavor Society, superintendents of the Presbyterian and Metho- 
dist Episcopal Sunday schools, and of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church, all of Christiana, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 184 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
which was ordered to lie‘on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented sundry papers in support of a bill 
granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Hamell; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I presenta joint memorial of the legislature 
of Oregon relative to the enactment of legislation for the relief of 
settlers on lands in Sherman County, in that State. I ask that 
the joint memorial be — in the Recorp, and referred to the 
Committee on Public ds. 





Adopted in concurrence. 
A true copy. Attest: 


—— 
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There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the 
REcORD, as follows: 


STATE OF OREGON, HALL OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
, January 2%, 1903. 
Hon. Joun H. MITcHELL ‘ 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Str: Please find inclosed a certified cong 6 house joint memorial 
No. 1, relating to-the relief of settlers on certain ds in Sherman County, 
Oreg., which I trust may prove of value to you in securing the enactment 
into law of Senate bill No. 4530, introduced by yourself March 14, 1902. 


Very truly, yours, 
ee A. ©. JENNINGS, Chief Clerk. 


House joint memorial No. 1. 


Whereas Jonn H. MitcHe.t on March 14, 1902, introduced into the Senate 
of the United States bill S. 4530, entitled “A bill for the relief of settlers on 
lands in Sherman wauney ie the State of Oregon,” which bill reads as follows: 

** Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
autho and directed to investigate and ascertain the reasonable value, 
respectively, of the lands settled upon and heretofore claimed by the respec- 
tive persons whose names are set out in full in Senate Document No. 8, sec- 
ond session Fifty-sixth Congress, and in Senate Document No. 240, first 
session Fifty-seventh Congress, and in which documents are also — cally 
stated an accurate description of the lands claimed by each of such persons, 
respectively er with the value of the improvements thereon, respec- 
tively, all of said lands and improvements to be determined, in all cases 
where such settlers have been ssed of their lands, as of the date of 
the ouster of such settlers, respectively, from said lands by either The Dalles 
Military Wagon Company or the Eastern Oregon Land Company, suc- 
cessor in interest of The Dalles Military Road Company, in pursuance of the 
judgment and decree of the Supreme Court of the United States aftecting 
the title to said lands; «nd it is hereby made the duty of the Secretary of the 
Interior to ascertain the dates, respectively, when such settlers or any of 
them were, tively, Cippceneaned of such lands; and in all cases where 
any of such settlers are still in possession of the lands so claimed by them 
respectively, the value of the same and of the improvements thereon shall 
be determined at the date of the passage of this act, 

“Sc. 2. That upon the ascertainment of such values of said lands and im- 
den r tively, as hereinbefore provided in section 1 of this act, 

e Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to issue to 
said poatensy severally and venpectively, a certificate of indebtedness, in 
which shall stated the exact amount each of such settlers is entitled to 
in accordance with the ascertained value of such lands and improvements as 
provided for by the first section of this act, and on the presentation of such 
certificates by such settlers, respectively, to the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the Uni States warrants shall be drawn in favor ~ Pk, settlers, re- 
een) for the amounts, respectively, so ascertained, to be due by the 

ecretary of the Interior as aforesaid, which warrants shall be paid out of 
any money is the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; and there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appr: spriated, 
= ones sufficient to meet the payment of all such warrants so drawn a; 

0 . 

“Sec. 3. That in the event of the death of any such settlers the Secretary 
of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to ascertain and certify the 
value of such lands and improvements in the name of the legal representa- 
tives of such settler so d , and payments shall be made to such legal 
representatives in like manneras above: Provided, however, That noass'gned 
ae of any settler shall have any recognition under the provisions of this 
act.” 

Therefore, 

Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), That the Co of the 
United States be, and is navely memorialized to enact said bill into law at 
the earliest practicable moment, as the same is a most meritorious bill, in the 
interest of a class of settlers on the public lands in eastern Oregon, which 
lands were at the time entered and settled upon by the several parties re- 
ferred to in the bill declared by the Department of the Interior to be public 
lands of the United States and open to settlement, and which were subse- 
quently, after homes had been established thereon, and large amounts of 
money expended respectively by said settlers, declared by the Supreme Court 
of the United States to belong to The Dalles Military Wagon Road Company, 
or its successor, the Eastern Sregon Land Company. 

Adopted by the house January 13, 1908. 


L. T. HARRIS, 
Speaker of the House. 
Concurred in by the senate January 15, 19038. 
GEORGE C. BROWNELL, 
President of the Senate. 


I hereby coeity that the foregoing isa full, true, and correct copy of house 
joint memorial No. 1, the enrolled memorial being now on file in the office 
of the secretary of state, Salem, Oreg. 

A. C. JENNINGS, 


Chief Clerk of the House. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I present a joint memorial of the legislature 
of the State of Oregon, relative to the enactment of legislation 
providing for the completion of a canal and locks at The Dalles of 
the Columbia River in that State. I ask that the joint memorial 
be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial No. 1. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


We, your memorialists, the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, 
respectfully scpeseens that the Columbia River, with the exception of a very 
short distance ween The Dalles and Celilo, in the State of m,is navi- 
gable all the re for boats of avera Wey ~ bee, the c¢ Ocean to 

ettle Falls, in the State of Washington, a of more than 700 miles; 
that owing to the secgeeks of the country through which the said river 
flows the producers of vast region known as the Columbia basin, which 
comprises an area of not less than 2,300,000 acres, mostly arable land, can 
cheaply reach the markets of the world with their products only by means 
of the channel of the Columbia River, and for that reason the removal of all 
obstructions to tion therein and the uent reduction of trans- 


na 
| paphen s rates isa matter of most urgent necessity; that the obstructions 
navigation alluded to can be overcome by the construction of properly 
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equip canal and locks between the points named; that a careful survey 
and plans for such canal and locks, with detail drawings and estimates, have 
been made under the direction of Capt. W.A. Harts, Engineer Corps, United 
States Army, which shows that the probable cost of such improvement would 
not exceed $3,960,000. a ; 

Your memorialists, therefore, pray that said improvement be speedily 
commenced and vigorously prosecu to an early completion. 


Adopted by th te Jan 1908. 
opted by the sena ie GEORGE C. BROWNELL, 


President of the Senate. 
Concurred in by the house January 14, 1903. 
L. T. HARRIS, 
Speaker of the House. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I present a joint memorial of the legisla-. 
ture of the State of Oregon, relative to the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for a convention for the purpose of amending the 
Constitution so as to elect United States Senators bya direct vote 
of the peeple. I ask that the joint memorial be printed in the 
RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Oregon legislature. Smee een) ane session. Senate joint memorial 
oO. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America: 


Your memorialist, the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, most 
respectfully represents: 

That thereis a strong and growing demand upon the part of the citizens of 
the.several States of the Union that the United States Senators should be 
elected by a direct vote of the people. 

Wherefore your memorialist most earnestly and wespeseney asks that 
Congress an act calling fora convention for the purpose of amending 
the Const: tution so as to elect United States Senators by a direct vote of the 


yple. 
Perhat this memorial be forwarded to our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress, with the request that they present the same and urge the immedi- 
ate passage of a law in accordance arewith. and that the governor forward 
a copy of this resolution to the governors of the several States. 

Adopted by the Senate January 25, 1903. 


GEORGE C. BROWNELL, President. 
Concurred in by the House January 27, 1908. 
L. T. HARRIS, Speaker. 
I, 8. L. Moorhead, chief clerk of the senate, hereby certify that the above 
is a true and correct copy of the original. 
S. L. MOORHEAD, Chief Clerk. 


PRODUCTION OF SUGAR. 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to have printed a letter addressed to me by Mr. Truman 
G. Palmer on the question of sugar. It isastatement that ought 
to be before the Senate when the questions that are now liable to 
come up shall be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent for the printing as a Senate document of 
the paper which he sends to the desk. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. Does the Senator desire any reference of the 

rt 
an TELLER. I do not care to have it referred. I wish to 
have it printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed, and will lie 
on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6679) granting to rail- 
roads and water companies the right of way through public lands 
and reservations of the United States for reservoirs and pipe lines, 
reported it without amendment. 

r. BEVERIDGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9865) providing for 
the election of a Delegate from the Territory of Alaska for the 
House of Representatives of the United States, defining citizen- 
ship and the qualifications of electors in said Territory, to report 
it with an amendment striking out all after the enacting clause 
and inserting a substitute; also reporting an amendment to the 
title of the bill, with the recommendation that when the bill has 
been thus amended it shall pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


AMERICAN NATIONAL INSTITUTE AT PARIS, FRANCE, 


Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I am directed by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7368) to 
incorporate the American National Institute (Prix de Paris) at 
Paris, France, to report it favorably with amendments, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The Secre read the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire what the bill is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. K bill to incorporate the American National 
Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France. 

Mr. TELLER. From what committee does it come? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 
. TELLER. Where do we get authority to create corpora- 


tions in France? 

Mr. KEAN. I will say to the Senator from Colorado that it is 
an incorporation in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER. That may be, but the title would indicate that 
we are creating a corporation in France. I think the title had 
better be changed. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jer- 
sey what is the purpose of this incorporation? What kind of a 
corporation is it? 

Mr. KEAN.. It is an art society, very similar to the incorpora- 
tion that was made of a society at Rome. It requires no appro- 
priation of money from the Treasury. It will simply take over 
gifts and grants to this art society in Paris. 

Mr. BERRY. Is it the same bill that was here at the last ses- 
sion, proposing to make an appropriation to build a home for stu- 
dents in Paris, and all that kind of thing? 

Mr. KEAN. There is no appropriation in it whatever. 

Mr. BERRY. Does it contemplate one hereafter by the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. KEAN. The bill contemplates no appropriation whatever 
by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. BERRY. There was a bill, I rembember, before us last 
year which authorized the building of a home for art students in 

aris. 

Mr. KEAN. There was such a bill before the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. but this is not that bill. 

Mr. BERRY. This is not that bill? 

Mr. KEAN. This is another bill. 
in it whatever. 

Mr. BERRY. It does notcontemplate any appropriation here- 
after by the Government in any way? 

Mr. KEAN. This bill does not. I can not say what people 
may do hereafter. 

Mr. BERRY. I mean, was the bill framed with that in view? 

Mr. KEAN. It was not. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the title ought to be changed. I do 
not want to object to the consideration of the bill, but the title 
should be changed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is a matter to be con- 
sidered after the bill has been passed. 

Mr. KEAN. I have no objection to any amendment to the 
title the Senator chooses to suggest. 

Mr. TELLER. We can not create a corporation in France, 
and we ought not to indicate in the title of the bill that we are 
undertaking to do such a thing. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to have the bill goover. It has 
been read and it can be called up to-morrow morning. I want to 
I object to its consideration to-day, 


look at it a little further. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I think he will 
not object +o the bill. I objected to it when it was before the 
Senate on a former occasion because Congress, it is admitted, has 
no inherent power to create corporations. It is limited, as a 
rule, in creating corporations to those which are to be Federal 
instrumentalities. e have the right to create corporations in 
the District of Columbia and in the Territories, and nowhere 
else. This is a bill which creates a corporation in the District of 
Columbia, and the corporation is organized to do certain things 
in Paris. 

Mr. BERRY. I withdraw the objection on the statement of 
the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HALE. The ordinary course of these matters is that after 
we have incorporated a company for work or exhibition or any 
kind of exploitation abroad, the next thing is a request that the 
Government shall contribute, because it has authorized the in- 
corporation and has given it the sanction of the Government. 
As it is an institution abroad we shall be asked to contribute 
something to it, as was done on another occasion of the kind, 
where we incorporated an art company to be located at Rome, and 
the next thing the Government was asked to do was to help it. 

Mr. SPOONER. We did not do it. 

-. HALE. No, we did not do it; but some of us had to 
fight it. 

Mr. SPOONER. We will keep on fighting it. 

Mr. HALE. Naturally we pass these measures because some 
individual interested in such an institution besieges some member 
of the committee and wants the Government to interfere and to in- 
corporate it, and the committee yields to it and allows the member 
to report the bill. It gets through, and after it has gone through 
we are asked to give Government sanction to it. I should like in 
this case to have just as fulla disclaimer of anything of that kind 
as the Senator from Wisconsin can make, and he is in 
language. I should like to have a full disclaimer shut 
off what is otherwise inevitable, the request of this corporation, 


There is no appropriation 





whatever it is, that the Government shall help it, because such 
aid would be for the benefit of our peogse abroad. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Maine calls upon me as an 
expert in the use of language # make a disclaimer. I only claim 
to be able so far to use language as to sometimes express exactly 
what is in my mind. 

Mr. HALE. Not to conceal it? 

Mr. SPOONER. Not to conceal it. I have not the slightest 
hesitation in saying to the Senator from Maine that I would 
never vote for, but, on the contrary, I would oppose to the utter- 
most of my power,any proposition to make out of the public 
Treasury a contribution of any kind to forward the purpose of 
the bill. I will say the same thing as to the proposition to create 
a corporation and maintain a certain establishment in Rome. 

But there is a real good purpose, Mr. President, in this bill. 
We create corporations constantly in the Territories and con- 
stantly in the District of Columbia without the slightest thought 
or purpose ever to make them beneficiaries, in a financial way, of 
the public Treasury. All over the United States, and it can not 
be helped, are sent out from home to Paris young men and young 
women to study music and to study art, just as they are sent to 
Rome. The purpose of this bill is to create a corporation of the 
District of Columbia which can receive from public-spirited peo- 
ple who understand and sepeectese the situation donations, with 
which it expects to establish in Paris a home which shall be an 
American home for the students of art and music, where they 
can assemble, where they can keep in touch with people at home, 
where they can be gathered in from the Latin Quarter, and where 
they can be shielded in a measure from the snares, and they are 
innumerable, which have been found to surround them, without 
such a central American home in Paris with always an open door. 

It is not intended to cost the Government a cent. we give 
them is the power to become a corporation of the District of Co- 
lumbia. It is my own opinion, and I think it will be-the opinion 
of the Senate, that the pu is a wise one, and that there is 
nothing whatever of danger in it. As to appropriating money to 
maintain a home for students of art and music out of the public 
Treasury, in Paris or Rome or in any foreign country, I think 
there is no Senator here who would support it fora moment. I 
would not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not hear all of the explanation, but I 
have heard enough to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator always hears enough for that 


urpose. 

7 Mr. TILLMAN. If these people desire to go to Paris and to 
have a building and provide a home and surroundings for Amer- 
icans there studying music and art, I want to know why they can 
not get it without our bothering with an incorporation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Because that would be purely an individual 
matter; the accountability and responsibility would rest entirely 
upon individuals. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Could they not have a joint stock association 
under the French law? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator asked mea question and he ought 
to permit me to answer it. There are a great many people who 
would be willing to subscribe money for such a purpose to a cor- 
poration created in the United States, subject to the visitorial 

wer of Congress, subject to amendment here as time might in- 

icate the necessity for amendment, who would not be willing to 
contribute large sums of money to a voluntary association in 
France, an unorganized and informal association of individuals. 
Individuals die. A corporation does not die. The whole purpose 
of this measure, and there is not the slightest element of danger 
in it, is to create a corporation of the District of Columbia which 
shall be authorized, of course with the permission of France, and 
that they will obtain—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ifa corporation composed of American citi- 
pas ig organized and created in France, would not the same end 

reac 

Mr. SPOONER. That would be subject to the visitorial power 
and regulation of France. A great many Americans who are 
there—— 

——e TILLMAN. How would we exercise visitorial power in 


Mr. SPOONER. We exercise visitorial power here. It is a 
corporation of the District of Columbia, authorized by Congress, 
whose powers are limited entirely by an act of Congress, which 
can be dissolved entirely by an act of Congress, from which re- 

can be called by Congress, all whose transactions can be 
nvestigated by Congress; and we would have no jurisdiction 
whatever over a corporation organized in France. 
That is an important point. Is it intended that 
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in addition to our incorporating this institution the Government 
is to have the power of inspection and visitation and the control 
of its funds or the scrutiny of its funds? If that is the case, cer- 
tainly the Government will be called upon hereafter. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not the control of its funds at all. 

Mr. HALE. Is it that the Government will have any sort of 
jurisdiction over it in the way of control? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Government would have jurisdiction 
over it, just as it has jurisdiction over the corporation created by 
the bill which was passed for the Daughters of the Revolution. 
It has never been proposed that Congress should appropriate 
money for that organization or that Congress should be responsi- 
ble for the expenditure of its fund. 

Mr. HALE. Is Congress to have anything to do with this 
company in the way of its management? 

Mr. 8 NER. Not at all. 

Mr. HALE. Or scrutiny over what it does? 

Mr. SPOONER. Not at all, except this: Congress has the 
power to re it if its function is being abused. 

Mr. HALE. I donot want Congress to have anything to do 
with it at all. I donot object to its bare charter, setting it forth. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. HALE. But whatthe Senator said about Congress having 
power to scrutinize and examine into its conduct is connected 
with the Government's responsibility. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator knows that Congress can not 
create a corporation which it has not the power to control. 

Mr. HALE. It may repeal the act. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. But I do not understand that when we barely in- 
corporate a company and send it out on a private mission, no 
matter what it may be, we have any control over it afterwards, 
except that we can repeal the act. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is mistaken. There is not a 
State in this Union and there is not any government that creates 
a corporation which has not visitorial power over it, if it chooses 
to exercise it. No sovereignty creates corporations to stand for- 
ever beyond the reach of its power. In every State, if the cor- 
— abuses the franchise given, if it violates the law of its 

ing, the State by quo warranto can put an end to it. It isdone 
by quo warranto instead of repeal, but it can do both ordinarily. 
It is done by quo warranto in order to give the corporation its 
day in court upon the question of fact or law, or mixed law and 
fact—to show whether it has violated its charter or not. 

There is no harm that can come to Congress growing ont of 
the mere fact that it has power over a corporation which it cre- 
ates. We have created corporations that were not intended to 
operate in the District of Columbia at all, and we have power 
over them because we are their creator, and no harm or incon- 
venience has ever flowed from that fact, so far as I know. The 
Senator certainly would not claim for a moment that we should 
create a corporation in the District of Columbia and then leave it 
entirely independent of the Government. 

Mr. HALE. A corporation that deals with affairs in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is a part of our responsibility, because the 
District of Columbia is under the Government; we do everything 
for it; but when we create a corporation that is to go abroad and 
establish a home in Paris for American students, travelers, 
pupils, all to be done there, none to be done here, if it is to be 
understood that we are to have anything to do with the manage- 
ment of that concern, with the scrutiny of it, the moment that 
the concern gets into trouble and is threatened with bankruptcy, 
we will find the people who put money in it will come in and ask 
the Government to exercise its power of scrutiny which the Sena- 
tor invokes, and to exercise the management, and wind it up, if 
necessary, and next, make the losers good. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. There is nothing before the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I object to the bill, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill goes over. 

MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 7407) to authorize the Donora 
Southern Railroad Company, a corporation organized and exist- 
ing under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River in 
the State of Pennsylvania, to report it with amendments and to 
submit a report thereon. I observe that the junior Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PznRosE] has stepped out of the Chamber. 
He intended to ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill, but as he is absent at this moment I ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

The Secretary the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
— as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 

on, 


The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in 
section 1, page 1, line 12, after the word “county,” to strike out 
the following: 

The said bridge, when built im accordance with the requirements of this 
act, shall bea structure for the use of the Donora Southern Railroad 
Company, its successors and assigns, for railroad purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

Suc. 2. That any bridge constructed under this act shall be a lawful struc- 
ture and shall be known as a post-road, over which no higher charge shall be 
made for the transportation of mails, troops, and munitions of war or other 

roperty of the vernment of the United States, or for passengers or 
reight passing over the same, than the rate per mile charged for their trans- 
pores over the railways or ee highways leading to said bridge. The 
nited States shall also have the right of way over said bridge for postal 
telegraph purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 5. That all railroad companies desiring the use of the bridge author- 
ized by this act shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges rela- 
tive to the passage of railway trains or cars over the same and over the 
approaches thereto upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such 
use; and in case the owner or owners of said bridge and the several railroad 
companies, or any one of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree npon the 
sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and conditions to which each shall 
conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be de- 
cided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proof 
of the parties; and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted 
to all telegraph and telephone companies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution reported yesterday by Mr. ALDRICH from the Commit- 
tee on Finance, reported it without amendment, and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and it was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Fimance be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to make an investigation 
of internal revenue, customs, currency and coinage matters, and to report 
from time to time tothe Senate the result thereof; and for this purpose they 
are authorized to sit, by subcommittee or otherwise, during the recess or 
sessions of the Senate, at such times and places as they may deem advisable, 
to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and toemploy such steno- 
graphic, clerical, and other assistance as may be necessary, the expense of 
such investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7428) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act in relation to the sale, use, and disposition of butts. 
hogsheads, barrels, casks, or kegs used by the manufacturers of 
malt liquors,’’ approved the 4th day of April, A. D. 1865; and ex- 
tending the provisions thereof to the sale, use, and disposition of 
milk cans, butter boxes, ice-cream cans, and ice-cream tubs; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7429) to prevent trespassing upon, 
and providing for the protection of, the Chickamauga and Chat- 
tanooga National Military Park and Antietam battlefield; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 7430) authorizing 
the recorder of the General Land Office to issue certified copies of 
patents, records, books, and papers; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying letter from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 7431) for the relief of the 
owners of the British steamship Mogul; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 7432) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George O. Miller; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

MARCH’S THESAURUS. 

Mr. PENROSE. On January 291 introduced a bill (S. 7169) 
authorizing the purchase of 5,000 copies of March’s Thesaurus, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. I now 
move that that committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment providing for the 
settlement of the claims of the States of California and Oregon 
for costs, charges, and expenses properly incurred by the States 








of California and Oregon, respectively, for enrolling, subsisting, 
clothing, supplying, arming, paying, and transporting their 
troops employed in aiding to suppress the insurrection against 
the United States in the war of 1861, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
srinted. 

' Mr. MASON submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $282,943.88 to pay the amounts found by the commissioner of 
the Court of Claims to be due letter carriers under the act of May 
24, 1888, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the general de- 
ficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment relative to the allowance 
and payment upon proper proof of claims for rebates on tobacco 
and snuff, as set out in section 4 of the act nape April 4, 1902, 
which were presented after sixty days’ limit therein specified, etc.., 
intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $50,000 to pay the expenses on the part of the United 
States of the joint commission appointed for the adjustment of 
differences between the United States and Great Britain in re- 
spect to the Dominion of Canada, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. and ordered to be printed. 

Subsequently Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the foregoing amendment, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment proposing that in ad- 
justing the accounts of claims between the State of South Caro- 
lina and the United States provided for by the act of Congress 
approved May 27, 1902, any bonds of that State held by the 

nited States shall be credited as offsets to the United States as 
of date of the maturity of any such bonds, etc., interded to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $2,137.90 for extra compensation to certain employees of the 
Treasury, War, and Navy Departments, intended to be oe geo 
by him to the _— deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
= to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $5.000 for the maintenance of a wagon road through the 
Cascade Forest Reserve, in the State of Oregon, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
riate $3,000 to enable the Secretary of War to reimburse George 
V. Dant, of the District of Columbia. for such losses and ex- 

penses, including counsel fees, incurred by him growing out of 
the Ford’s Theater disaster, on June 9, 1893, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment authorizing the Secre- 
taries of the Treasury, War, and Navy departments to pay cer- 
tain permanent and tempo: employees of their respective de- 
partments for work performed by them in excess of the regular 
working hours during the period of the war with Spain, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $168 to pay John L. Stevens, ial commissioner to adjust 
the Des Moines River land-grant claims, for services rendered and 
expenses incurred since February 4, 1901, intended tobe ae 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment propemns to appro- 
priate $1,300 for the employment of additional clerks in the office 
of the assistant treasurer, Baltimore, Md., intended to be proposed 
by him to the eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
. Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
riate $200 to pay C. A. Norcross for extra services before the 
mmittee on Indian Affairs, intended to be proposed by bim to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Commnities on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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LIST OF CLAIMS, 


_ Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate a schedule of all claims allowed by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury under appropriations the balances of which haye 
been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of section 
5 of the act of June 20, 1874, since the allowance of those heretofore reported 
to Congress at the — session; also a list of judgments rendered the 
Court of Claims not heretofore reported to Congress. 


LIST OF COURT JUDGMENTS. 


_ Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Senate 

a list of judgments rendered against the United States by the circuit and 

district courts of the United States under the provisions of the act to provide 


for bringing suits against the Government of the United States, approved 
March 38, 1887. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved. That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Sen- 


ate a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of claimants 
in Indian dep tion cases requ an appropriation by Congress. 


ELMER E. FORSHAY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate 2 resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. DuBois on 
the 16th instant, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America in Congress assembled 
That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to furnish to the United 
States Senate a statement of the charges and evidence on account of which 
Elmer E. Forshay was dismissed from the surveyor-general’s office of Idaho. 

Also, whether under the ruling of the civil service he is eligible to any 
other position in the Government service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. This is the resolution the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER] asked should go over. 

Mr. DUBOIS. It has gone over for anumber of times. It ought 
not to take long to di of it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I simply called the attention of the Senator 
from Wisconsin to the fact that the resolution is before the Sen- 
ate. I make no objection to its consideration. 

Mr. DUBOIS. . Oh! 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood that the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin desired to be heard upon it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Yes; the Senator from Wisconsin will take the 
floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iasked yesterday when this resolution came 
up that it should go over until to-day, stating that I had hada 
letter from the Civil Service Commission upon the subject, which 
was at my house. That letter is still at my house—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. I would say to the Senator—— 

Mr. SPOONER. But I have a copy, I think, of it here, andI 
send it to the desk that it may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the letter. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I was temporarily absent from 
the Chamber. The Secretary is reading a communication in 
which the word ‘‘ Senator ”’ is constantly occurring. Whois the 
Senator thus spoken of? 

The ot T pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Dvusols]. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the letter, 
which was subsequently withdrawn by Mr. SPoonER. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Does the Senator from Wisconsin desire to say 
anything? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not at this time. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he 

uested this letter from the Civil Service Commission? 
r. SPOONER. I did not. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Well, Mr. President, I am very much surprised 
that the Senator from Wisconsin should have this letter read. I 
wish to call attention to the fact, and I will confess my ignorance 
in this. I do not know whether it is a law or whether it is a rul- 
ing simply of the Civil Service Commission, but they do not allow 
clerks in theirown behalf to solicit the aid or support of Senators, 

et the Civil Service Commission write an ex letter to 

tors in response to an inquiry from another Senator in the 
form of a resolution calling on them for information, and in this 
ex parte letter to the Senators they call the aid and assistance of 
Senators to the Commission. : 

I have not received any such letter, except (and I am very glad 
to note the exception) through the courtesy of the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], who in all my dealings and 
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relations with him has been extremely courteous. We do not | ble for reinstatement. to the position from which he was removed under the 


agree on very many questions, and sometimes I have occasion to 
express my opinion pretty forcibly, or as forcibly as I can, in op- 
position to him; but the junior Senator from Massachusetts handed 
me a letter precisely the same as the one which has been sent to 
the desk by the Senator from Wisconsin, and I am utterly amazed 
that the Civil Service Commission should write such a letter to I 
do not know how many Senators in this body, when I am direct- 
ing my inquiry through a resolution of the Senate to them for 
some information. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. You will excuse me just a moment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to ask a question. | 

Mr. DUBOIS. Excuse me until I get through with my state- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Now, Mr. President, I should like to dissect this 
letter a little bit. The Civil Service Commission say: 

In the statement of the Senator from Idaho appear a number of inaccura- 
cies, to which I would like to call your attention: 

(1) The Senator states that the clerk Forshay was ordered by the surveyor- 

neral to receive contributions for campaign purposes, and for that he was 

ismissed. He was dismissed, in fact, for soliciting as well as receiving, and 
there was no evidence before the Commission to show that he was orde 
either to solicit or receive such contributions. On the contrary, he stated, 
in his testimony before Inspector Greene (p. 182): 

“Q. Have you ever been asked or directed by General Perrault to solicit 
contributions for political purposes? 

“A. No, sir.” 

Mr. President, I wanted some information. The Civil Service 
Commission say Mr. Forshay was dismissed, in fact, for solicit- 
ing as well as receiving. 

I state here that Mr. Forshay is as honorable a gentleman as 
any who sit on the Civil Service Commission, and no one has ever 
attacked his character. As I stated the other day,I do not know 
Mr. Forshay personally. I have never seen him. But I know 
many people who do know him intimately, and I know what his 
reputation is. He did not ask me to do this, and had no idea that 
I was going to doit. Some reference, however, to my resolution 
was sent out through the Associated Press. My resolution was 
offered in order to get some facts. 

As I have stated, the Civil-Service Commission say that Mr. 
Forshay was dismissed, in fact, for soliciting as well as receiving. 
Here is a telegram from Mr. Forshay, which came after my reso- 
lution was introduced: 

Boisz, Ipano, February 12, 1903. 


FreED E. Dupols, 
Senator from Idaho, Washington, D. C.: 


Civil Service Commission charged me with soliciting and receiving cam- 
ign contributions from draftsman in myroom. I denied the charge. On 
ebruary 6 requested reinstatement in classified service. 
E. E. FORSHAY. 


The Commission state that Forshay received and contributed 
money for campaign purposes. Forshay denied the charge. I 
want the evidence and facts. 

The Commission quote me as saying: 

All I could get from the Civil Service Commission was a reference to the 
statutes, which provide that if anyone contributes money for campaign pur- 
poses or receives contributions for that purpose he shall be dismissed. 

Then they quote my letter, which proves that that was all I got 
from them. I got no explanation whatever, and their letter is 
made a part of this letter. They inclose here a copy of their rule, 
and they further say that I stated: 

I asked and recommended to the Civil Service Commission that he be re- 
instated in the service somewhere, and received a very curt reply, which 
conveyed to me no information at all. 

They then continue: 

In this the Senator is mistaken. He could get, upon application to the 
Commission, any information in regard to this case which he desired. 

They also quote that letter. I will read their answer, which 
they ahs printed. Here is a copy of my letter. 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., February 11, 1908. 
Honorable CrviL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Str: I take pleasure in recommending for reinstatement Mr. Elmer 
E. Foreshay, of Boise, Idaho, who was from the service last year 
on a charge of receiving campaign contributions. 

I know Mr. Foreshay to be a gentleman of high standing and superior 


attainments. 
‘ Yours, truly, FRED T. DUBOIS. 


I could not have made it much more courteous. Here is their 
answer: 
UNITED ovary or = a 
" . C. 13, 1908. 
Hon. Frep T. Dunors, oe ; “y 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Str: In reply to your communication of February 11, you are informed 
that the f office show that Mr. Elmer E. Fo y was dismissed 
from the service for violation of the civil-serviceact. He would not be eligi- 


reinstatement rule, which was promulgated by the President under the same 


act. 
JOHN R. PROCTER. 
President. 


In reply to my courteous request that this man be reinstated, 
they simply say that under the law he could not be reinstated in 
his old he giving to me no sort of information as to whether 
he could be reinstated anywhere at all. If that is not a curt let- 
ter, I do not understand what curtness is. 

The Civil Service Commission further state: 

The Senator states, in answer to the question: ‘‘ Who dismissed this man?” 
“The Civil Service Commission.” 

And they say: 

This also is inaccurate. 


I did not say anything of the sort. The Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HaLe] will very well recall. that I did not intend to make 
that statement. The Commission then say: 

a The Civil Service Commission did not dismiss him, and had no power to 
0 80. 

To which I agree, finally coming back to the proposition that 
it was through the efforts of the Civil Service Commission. The 
Senator from Maine made that suggestion, in which I acquiesced. 
The Civil Service Commission ought to know enough to know 
that I am aware of the fact that they could not dismiss Mr. Fore- 
shay; and in the statement made by the Senator from Maine that 
the dismissal must have come from the Secretary of the Interior 
I acquiesced; which makes the point only that the effort to have 
him dismissed originated and came from the Civil Service Com- 
mission. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to inter- 
oe at that point? 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I do. 

Mr. HALE. I think it was made entirely clear in the discus- 
sion that the act of removal must have been made, and undoubt- 
edly was made, by the head of the Department, and that the in- 
tervention of the Civil Service Commission was only in the direc- 
tion of informing the Department and perhaps urging the re- 
moval—that I do not know—of conveying the knowledge of the 
situation to the head of the Department by the Civil Service 
Commission. The Senator from Idaho accepted the suggestion I 
made that technically the power of removal was not in the Civil 
Service Commission. ® 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I am discussing the great Civil 
Service Commission, which has seen fit to write letters to several 
Senators giving their ex parte side of this case and trying to in- 
fluence Senators to take their side of a controversy brought up by 
a resolution of mine to investigate the reasons why they dis- 
charged some men from the service. 

Here is one of their dignified objections to the resolution of the 
Senator from Idaho, and to him they say: 


The Senator states: 

* Now, thesurveyor-generalwas removed afteran investigation extending 
over quite a long time, I think, and-through the intense activity of the Civil 
Serv od aan, and he was the bestsurveyor-general the State of idaho 
ever had.’ 


Then the Commission proceed to say: 


And yet the Senator states that this surveyor-general ordered one of his 
subordinates, Sener to the opposite party, to violate the penal laws of 
the United States by receiving contributions for campaign expenses, and 
that the subordinate collected such contributions under duress, and would 
have been dismissed if he had not done so. It is sincerely to be hoped that 
this is not the best , of surveyor-general which the Government has ever 

ven to the State o faaho. The Senator states that he is satisfied that the 

dent regarded this man as one of the most competent surveyors-general 
in the service. the Senator think that the President should have re- 
appointed a surveyor-general who compels his Democratic clerks, in viola- 
tion of law, to solicit contributions for Republican campaign funds? 


Why, Mr. President, I was not arguing that the surveyor- 
general of Idaho was the best surveyor-general in understanding 
and obeying the technical or - other rules of the Civil Service 
Commission. I was speaking of the surveyor-general of Idaho 
in regard to his equipment for the performance of his duties as 
surveyor-general of Idaho, and anyone (except people very touchy 
as to criticism of the use of their power) would have understood 
that I referred to the capacity of the surveyor-general for dis- 
charging the duties which appertain to his office, not for his 
ability and disposition to follow the technical rules of the Civil 
Service Commission. 

The Commission then say: 


The Senator states that he directed all his inquiries to the Civil Service 
Commission, and received from the Civil Service Commission all his replies 
stating why this man was removed. 


Then they say: 


I am not aware of any inquiries whatever directed to the Civil Servico 
on, except as to the question whether Foreshay was eligible for 
reinstatement. 


Very respectfully, 
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In this same document they publish another letter of mine di- 
rected to them, but not referring in the slightest degree to Fore- 


shay’s reinstatement. Again, the Commission say that the Sen- 
ator from Idaho says that— 

The representative of the Saewetery of the Interior held_ his meetings 
openly, and the surveyor-general and the clerks came before him and they 
had their inquiry and hearing. The representative of the Civil Service Com- 
mission held his secretly, and nobody knew what was going on. 

They admit that. They say: * 

The only reason why the investigation by the Commission was not an open 
one was because the subordinates of the surveyor-general had to be examined 
and protected against dismissal for testifying to the facts. If the surveyor- 
general was present at this investigation, they would naturally fear to 
testify. 

Why should they fear to testify if the surveyor-general was 
present? Were not all these clerks to be protected by the Civil 
Service Commission? But, at any rate, the only charge I made 
was that they held a secret, not an open, investigation; and they 
gave a flimsy reason for holding a secret investigation. 

My resolution was directed to finding out why they did these 
things; and in response the Senate gets not the passage of the res- 
olution, but a letter from the Civil Service Commission to indi- 
vidual Senators attacking the statement made by me, when every 
statement I made was fairly made. 

If no other reason had been assigned why there should be some 
investigation of the Civil Service Commission and their methods. 
they themselves have furnished it in this small controversy. I 
doubt if there is a Senator on this floor who does not believe that 
the Commission ought to be investigated, or that the proceedings 
in regard to this case at any rate ought to be made public. 

Then the Commission criticises me because I said that they had 
not been anxious, at any rate, to let the facts be known. As I 
said to the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] the 
other day, I was not compelled to beg and beseech them to give 
me information which rightly belonged to me when I was mak- 
ing inquiries in regard to citizens of my own State, my constitu- 
ents, who had been discharged from office, when they themselves 
said those citizens ought not to have been discharged. I hada 
right to know without begging the Civil Service Commission for 
the information, and I addressed them courteous notes and re- 
ceived curt replies. 

This letter which the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGeE] has sent me would not have been made public by me. I 
am as much ashamed of the Civil Service Commission for the 
course they have taken in this matter as any Senator on this floor, 
and I would not have been the one to have made it public. 

The Commission also refer to what was said by the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], but I have no doubt he can take care 
of himself. 

Mr. BACON. I shall have something to say about that pres- 


tly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will state that I was in error in regard to one 
statement only which I made the other day. I said that the 
surveyor-general had ordered this clerk to receive contributions. 
That was a natural mistake, because I was of the opinion that the 
clerk was of a different political party from the surveyor-general, 
and that voluntarily this clerk would not have received contribu- 
tions, or would not have contributed, unless he had been requested 
to do so by the surveyor-general. I fell into that error. I find 
now, from the testimony, that the surveyor-general did not ask 
the clerk to contribute. The surveyor-general testifies to that, 
and the clerk himself makes the statement that the surveyor- 
general did not ask him to contribute. In addition to that, the 
clerk says that he did not contribute. 

I the statement the other day that this clerk was dis- 
missed and could not get back, and that the surveyor-general had 
dismissed several other clerks; but, so far as I am informed, none 
of them has got back, although the Civil Service Commission 
mpneorhen against the surveyor-general for dismissing these other 
clerks. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the matter which is most impor- 
tant in connection with this most remarkable development and 
presentation in the Senate does not seem to me to be a question as 
to the right in the particular controversy arising out of this reso- 
lution, but it is a question as to the propriety of this matter being 
brought to the attention of the Senate in this way. 

What are the facts? There is a debate in the Senate involving 
one of the subordinate se momen of the Government. The offi- 
cials of that subordinate department are to a certain extent under 
investigation in that debate, at least the debate looks to their in- 
vestigation; the debate looks to getting from them a report; and 
while that resolution is pending in the Senate, and before any ac- 
tion has been taken by the Senate, these subordinate officials write 
to a number of Senators, as I am informed. a sort of circular let- 
ter, in which they not only proceed to state what they allege to 
be facts, but quote utterances of Senators, and enter into an argu- 
ment as to the correctness of those utterances. 


I think this a very important matter, and I ask the attention of 
Senators to it. Iam not going to dignify these subordinate offi- 
cials by entering into a controversy with them on this floor as to 
whether or not what I said was correct or what they say in reply 
is correct. I think it a matter of supreme effrontery on the part 
of these subordinates that they should assume to enter into the 
debates of the Senate in yf such way. It is a gross, inexcusable 
breach of the privilege of the Senate. 

What is the effect of it, Mr. President? A debate progressing 
in the Senate, that debate published in the Recorp, and these 
subordinate officials assuming practically to enter into that debate 
in the Senate pending the consideration of the resolution. Mr. 
President, if this is to be recognized as permissible, possibly we 
had better appoint a committee to ask these distinguished gentle- 
men to come into the Senate to controvert what has been said by 
Senators upon the floor, and give them a distinguished audience, 
while all keep silence, in order that they may be heard in response 
to what Senators say in their places. What is the difference? If 
it can be done in this instance and through such means, if this is 
to be a precedent, what is to be the consequence? Whenever one 
of these Departments or any subordinate subdivision of a Depart- 
ment shall be the subject of a matter of inquiry it is to write a letter 
to a Senator, not simply giving the information which is sought to 
be obtained by the resolution—and that would be a gross impro- 
priety, if it was intended thereby to get it before the Senate oth- 
erwise than by its use by a Senator in debate—but to enter abso- 
lutely into an argument, to quote Senators, to say their state- 
ments are not correct, and to proceed to argue in refutation of 
their arguments. If it is to be done in this way in one instance, 
is it not to be done in all? 

Mr. President. do I speak too strongly when I say that this let- 
ter is unspeakable effrontery? I think it is an indignity to the 
whole Senate, and I certainly would not dignify one of these 
subordinates by reading anything he might say in a letter of this 
kind, or in any manner replying to it, and I do not propose to do so, 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], than whom none 
is habitually more careful and pet Ican but think, did not 
duly reflect upon the question of the. propriety of spreading this 
communication upon the records of this Senate, and I shall be 
more than glad if he himself will ask that it be withdrawn from 
the records. Where can a precedent be found for this action of 
these officials? Where, since the foundation of the Government, 
can it be found that pending a debate in Congress the parties the 
subject of the debate, subordinate officials of the Government, 
have sought to enter into that debate by the introduction before 
the Senate of a letter in which they proceed to argue the ve 
questions which are at issue, quote Senators and reply to their 
statements. 

I repeat, Mr. President, I do not propose to dignify these sub- 
ordinates by answering anything they say. I simply repel the 
effrontery of their assuming to bring this to the attention of the 
Senate in any such way. 

Mr. Spooner and Mr. TELLER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] is recognized. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I should like to say a word be- 
fore the Senator from Wisconsin begins, because I think, perhaps, 
he might want to ee to some things I may say. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have no direct connection with 
this controversy, but I want to say that I think it is an umheard 
of performance on the part of these public officers. I do nct re- 
call in my experience in the Senate es ey that I regard as so 
gross a breach of ee as this. do not believe that any 
Cabinet officer ever has had the audacity to do what these men have 
done. Concerning a matter being before the Senate—it does not 
make any difference whether it concerns them or whether it does 
not—a matter with which we are dealing, they address letters to 
the Senate touching that controversy. 

Suppose I should introduce a resolution concerning something 


in the War Department. Would anybody expect the Secretary 
of War to send a letter to some of the members of this bod - 
ou 


pe his side of the case before the resolution passed? 
e not wait and answer the resolution? Is it not the purpose of 
the resolution to get the facts? Is the case to be tried.on the 
statement of a department official when we are considering the 
resolution? 

I do not have the pleasure of being acquainted with the Civil 
Service Commissioners, except that 1 know one member by sight 
and only one member. I do not mean to say anything harsh 
about the Commission, but I believe the Commissioners have 
dropped into this without due thought or consideration. I think 
there is one thing the Senate should indicate, and that is, that we 
are to maintain the traditions of the Senate, and that when we 
are conside a subject né executive officer shall interfere, 
whether it be the President or any of his subordinates. We have 
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had enough of this indirectly for some few years, but, I , 80 
gross a breach of the privilege of the Senate I have never wn 
before. 


I think perhaps I had better not say anything further, for fear 

I might say more than I ought to eay; but I will add that I h 

in some way we shall indicate to the officials connected with the 

Executive rtments of the Government that they have one 
rovince and we have another, and that they shall not in the future 

interfere with our province. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, Iam not able to say that the 
Civil Service Commission committed any act of effrontery in 
sending this communication to me or to other members of the 
Senate. It has happened often when a matter was under discus- 


sion in the Senate, dependent for its solution u facts as to 
which there seemed to be doubt or controversy, the facts as 
by the Department—whether it be Interior Depart- 


ment or any other Department—were communicated to the Sena- 
tors who had participated or might desire to participate in the 
debate. 

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator recall at any time in his 
experience in the Senate that any member of the Cabinet has 
ever volunteered to send to the Senate information concerning a 
Se ee ne 08 a aoe te 

80? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not said that. What I said was that 
there was no effrontery, in my opinion, in the Civil Service Com- 
mission this communication to a Senator or to Senators. 
If I made a charge in the Senate, inferentially or directly based 
upon a statement of facts, upon executive officers of the Govern- 
ment, whether they were subordinate or not subordinate, I 
should not consider it effrontery on their part, or a thing to be 
resented by me, if they communicated to me the facts. If they 
sent acommunication to the Senate, that would be another matter. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me toask him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator understand that when these 
officials sent him this letter they expected it to be laid before the 
Senate? 

Mr, SPOONER. I did not think anything aboutit. I hardly 


read it.” 

Mr. BACON, Does the Senator think now that they had that 
intention? 

Mr. SPOONER, I do not have any reason to suppose they did. 
I had icipated in the debate. It had been suggested as to 
them that they had prosecuted and removed this young man 
Foreshay—I suppose he is a young man—for violating the civil- 
service law in soliciting or accepting contributions, when they 
were aware that he had done it by command of his superior, and 
that they had not proceeded against the superior who had violated 
the civil-service law, a statement which, if true, would be not 
only a violation of law upon their part, but I think a cowardly 
violation, an indefensible violation of law. 

I opposed the adoption of the resolution knowing nothing about 
the facts except as they were stated by the Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. Dupots] solely upon the ground that I thought it a bad 
practice for the Senate to inaugurate, to investigate these indi- 
vidual cases or this case, because I thought it would lead to end- 
less repetition of such cases, and turn the Senate into a court of 
appeal im all cases of removal where there was suflicient influ- 
ence the part of the employee removed to invoke the assist- 
ance of a Senator. 

If there is any breach of the traditions of the Senate in this 
matter, or any effrontery to the Senate in this matter, I think I 
am the chargeable with it, because I was not requested -—— 

Mr. US. I should like to ask the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin a question at this point. 

Mr. SPOONER. rtainly.- 

Mr. PETTUS. Does the Senator really think that a communi- 
cation of this sort and of this style, criticising a Senator, is a fit 
sobioct to be introduced from one of the departments into the 

mate? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is asking me whether I was guilty of 
effrontery in having it sent to the Clerk’s desk and read. That is 
the purport of the Senator’s question. I did not read all of the 
communication. I read but little of it. I assumed that it was a 
statement of the facts. I did not for one moment conceive it 
— knowing the gentleman whose name is signed to it, as I 

ave known and met him, that there could be anything in it dis- 
repectful to any Senator at all. We are blockaded here and are 
working toward the end of the session in great haste, and I 

—_ it proper to send to the Clerk’s desk the statement of 


There have been precedents for it. I remember that the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut made a speech here one day reflecting upon 


an Assistant Attorney-General, a gentleman from my State, in con- 
nection with the prosecution of certain cases in the Court of 


and defenses interposed by the Government, which rather 
imputed laxity in management of the interests of the United 
States. That was put upon the permanent record of the Govern- 
ment, That gentleman sent me a letter explaining the status of 
the case. Isent it to the Clerk’s desk and had it read. It was 
respectful, but it stated the facts. It did not occur to me that it 
was disrespectful to the Senate, and I know it did not occur to 
the Senator from Connecticut that it was disrespectful to him. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator that 
there is a very great difference between thatcase and this. That 
was a case where I can see no attempt to influence the Senate in 
its action. It was a mere defense of the writer. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no attempt here to influence the 
Senate in its action. 

Mr. TELLER. Probably they did not sointend, but that would 
be the result of this kind of correspondence with Senators. If 

did desire todo that, that was the proper way, I suppose, from 
their standpoint, to do it—to write a letter to a Senator. They 
have no business to do that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, that is a question of opinion. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator it is not a ques- 
tion of opinion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator—— 

Mr. TELLER. Itisa qoute settled by the English-speaking 
people that the executive department must not interfere with the 
legislative department. The King of Great Britain would no 
more think of writing to Parliament a note about anything pend- 
ing before it than he would of resigning his crown—not a bit. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, I do not know whether he would not 
think about it, not to Parliament, although possibly to a member 
of Parliament. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to say to the Senator that the history 
of the English Parliament in former times is full of rebukes on 
account of aoe by the King. They have become entirely dis- 
used in these days. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, yes; of course an appeal of the King. 
That is one thing. The relation is entirely different. 

Mr. TELLER, Not much. 

Mr. SPOONER. Absolutely different. The argument is en- 
tirely different. How many times in the experience of Senators, 
when some matter is under investigation in the Senate as to 
which the Executive Department, having it entirely in charge, 
and being fully cognizant of the facts, finds it to be inaccurately 
understood by the Senate, or to be based upon an inaccurate state- 
ment or knowledge of the fact, is it brought personally or by letter 
to the attention of some Senator who participated in the debate? 
I have known it many times. 

There was no effort at all in this letter to prevent the passage of 
the resolution. I had opposed the passage of the resolution, and 
this letter asks me practically and gives reasons for it, to with- 
draw any opposition to the resolution. It was notintended to in- 
fluence the action of the Senate. I would be as slow, I think, to 

ut any affront upon the Senate as any other member of this body. 

erhaps if I had read the communication through I would not have 
sent it to the desk. I have not now read it through. I heard 
only a part of it read, because I was engaged. But the letter 
expresses the hope that the resolution will pass, and I have no 
idea of 0 posing it further. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator that 
from his own statement this is a clear case of an attempt to in- 
fluence the Senate. Have they any more right to ask that the 
resolution be passed than that it be not passed? Is it not their 
business to let us alone? 

Mr. SPOONER. That isveryrefined. I suspect that the Sena- 
tor from Colorado, as Secretary of the Interior, when matters 
were pending in Congress affecting his Department, expressed 
his opinion to Senators. 

Mr. TELLER. I never expressed my opinion to a Senator un- 
less he came and asked me about it. Then I did it always with 
reluctance. I have been one of those who have maintained all of 
the time in my service in the Senate that the Executive Depart- 
ments had no business to address the Senate, directly or indirectly, 
unless asked, except as the statutes require them to do. I apply 
that to the President of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that I need to say it, but if the 
President should send for me, which he does not do, and should 
any Se was certain legislation he wanted passed I would con- 
sider it a breach of privilege and one of which he ought not to be 
guilty. As an executive officer I never have been guilty of that 
breach of manners, or morals, or law, Mr. President. 

_ Mr. SPOONER. _I supposeif the Senator should be sent for and 
inquired of by the President whether he thought certain legisla- 
tion would be wise or not it would be no breach. 
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Mr. TELLER. It would not be a breach, but we hear in these 
days that the President says, ‘‘ This must be done.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think it is disrespectful to say that 
a statement is inaccurate or that a Senator is mistaken in a state- 
ment of fact. For that it is not to be imputed that the Commis- 
sion is guilty of effrontery. I should be disciplined for presenting 
the letter to the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Not if they had a right to write the letter. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to ask the Senator what would be our 
condition here if the Attorney-General or the Postmaster-General, 
because of some criticism, should write a letter and make that 
letter a subject of discussion in the Senate? Could we maintain 
the relation that ought to exist between the executive branch of 
the Government and the legislative branch if we allowed that 
for any length of time? 

Mr. SPOONER. If a Senator makes a mistake in his state- 
ment about something that he assumes the Attorney-General 
has done, I never thought it would be any great breach or any 
breach of proper respect for the Senate for the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to state either by note or orally to a Senator the fact. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not discuss that with the Senator. He 
does not agree with me. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the way it has seemed to me. 

I have no objection to the passage of the resolution; but I was 
not requested to lay this letter before the Senate. Probably if I 
had read it I would not have done so. I certainly should not if 
there is anything in it disrespectful to the Senate. 

I wish to say one word more. I received a telegram from Mr. 
Perrault. who was the surveyor-general, in which he states to 
me, and I want to make the statement publicly, that he was en- 
tirely exonerated before the Secretary of the Interior by Mr. Fore- 
shay from the charge of having instructed him to solicit or re- 
ceive subscriptions. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not care anything specially 
about this resolution. I think it is entirely a minor matter com- 
pe with that which has grown out of it. The Senator from 

isconsin |Mr. SPOONER] does not draw, as I think, a correct 
distinction between occurrences of the past and this one. If it 
had been simply a communication to a Senator stating in a con- 
cise way the facts which he himself might wish to use in debate, 
I am not prepared to say that there would be any impropriety in 
it. But this is a very different communication, and I think the 
Senator will search the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in vain to find 
anything which approaches it. 

Mr. President, if we had adopted the course suggested by me 
when I was on the floor before and had asked these officials to 
appear before the Senate and argue their case, would they not 
have said exactly what has been said by them in this letter? 
They do not confine themselves simply to a communication of the 
facts. They make-an argument in exactly the same terms as if 
they were present to make the argument to the Senate, quoting 
the utterances of Senators and replying thereto. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that he has no reason to be- 
lieve that the intention was that the communication should be 
laid before the Senate. Mr. President, I think that anybody who 
will read the communication will come to a very clear conclusion 
that it was the intention that it should be laid before the Senate. 
The Senator will perceive to what extent this, in its natural de- 
velopment, would lead if any officer of an Executive De ent, 
when a matter connected with his department was under discus- 
sion, could indirectly in this way introduce into the Senate not 
simply information, but an argument, quoting the sentences of 
Senators as they appear in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and then 
replying thereto. 

r. President, I am very glad to know what the Senator from 
Wisconsin has stated; that he had not read through this remark- 
able communication when he sent it to the desk. If he had read 
it through I could only repeat what I said before, that the Senator 
must, on reflection, recognize the fact that his action in this in- 
stance had not been characterized by the prudence and judg- 
ment which uniformly characterize all his actions in the Senate. 
And I submit to the Senator the suggestion, in view of his state- 
ment that he had not read the letter, in view of the manifest im- 
propriety of it, in view of the gross effrontery of it, and in view 
Pf the assumption of a right to attempt, on the part of these offi- 
cials, to participate in the debates of the Senate, that he himself 
ask that the letter be taken out of the Recorp. I am unwilling 
that the Recorp should carry with it for all time this remarkable 
communication. If it was not intended for the Senate, then the 
Senator has an additional reason for not having it in the Recorp; 
and if it was intended for the Senate, words are inadequate to ex- 
press what my estimate would be as to the gross impropriety and 
the effrontery of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I think this is a good deal of 
a tempest in a teapot. But not having read the communication, 


ee ——————————————————————— 


except a few lines of it, I ask leave to withdraw it. I will read 
it, and if it seems to me a disrespectful communication, a commu- 
nication which ought not to be spread upon the records of the 
Senate, I shall not reoffer it. If I come to a different conclusion, 
I shall reoffer it and let the Senate deal with it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator from Wisconsin with- 
draws the letter, I suggest to him that he can not withdraw the 
debate. The RecorD will show that a letter has been discussed 
and reference has been made to it. Will not the presence of the 
letter in the Recorp be necessary in order to make the debate 
intelligible? , 

Mr. BACON. I do not think so. 

Mr. FORAKER. The letter speaks foritself. Itis immaterial 
to me whether it is out or in the Recorp. I with the Sen- 
ators who have criticised the letter as to its chonniler and as to 
the impropriety of it; but it is in the Recorp, at least the debate 
is there, and I do not see how it can go out. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will carry 
out his intention. Let him examine the letter and determine 
what he will do about it. 

_ Mr. SPOONER. I will examine the letter. 

Mr. FORAKER. : Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

Mr. DUBOIS. After the debate that has gone on, I think it 
but fair to the Civil Service Commission that all the facts shall 
be brought out, and if there is no objection I offer an amendment 
to the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Idaho offers 
an amendment to the resolution. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the 
resolution the following: 

Also the evidence and testimony in regard to the conduct of the surveyor- 
general's office by Mr. Perrault, agai the testimony taken both before 


a representative of the Secretary of the Interior and a representative of the 
Civil Service Commission. 


The amendment Was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ALLOTMENTS OF SEAMEN’S WAGES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is closed. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 7337) to amend the act of December 
21,1898, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the laws relating to American 
seamen, and to promote commerce,”’ in respect to allotments. 

Mr. MASON. I gave notice that to-day, after the conclusion 
of the — business, I would call up the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Illinois 
suspend fora moment? The Chair has recognized the Senator 
from Florida, who now has the floor, and will recognize the Sen- 
ator from Illinois later. 

Mr. MASON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Florida? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that paragraph 
(b) of section 24 of the act referred to be amended to read as fol- 

ows: 

(b) That it shall be lawful for any seaman to stipulate in his shipping 
agreement for an allotment of any portion of the wages which he may earn 


to his grand parents, parents, wife, sister, or children. It shall be for 


any seama in a vessel in the trade between the oe e United 


n, engaged of 

States, or in trade between ports of the United States and the Dominion of 
Canada, Newfoundland, the West Indies, and Mexico, to sti te in his 
shipping agreement for an allotment of an amount, to be fixed 7 ee 
of The mmissioner of Navigation, with the approval of the of 
Commerce and Labor, not ex one month's to an original cred- 
itor, in — of any just debt for board or clothing which he may have 
contrac rior to ment; and so much ot paregrery (c) of section 24 
of the act of December 21, 1898, as conflicts herewith is hereby repealed. 


Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask whether the bill has been 
reported from the Committee on Commerce? 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was reported unanimously 
from the Committee on Commerce, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President —— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair stated that he would 
recognize the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] to call up the 
Post-Office a) riation bill. 

Mr. MASON. I yield to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate resume the considera- 
tion of the Agricultural appropriation bill. 

The motion was to; and the Senate resumed the consid- 


eration of the bill (H. R. 16910) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1904, 
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Mr. PROCTOR. 
mittee to withdraw the first amendment. oe 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment is with- 


drawn. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Next, on page 65 I move to insert, in line 10, 
after the word “ sixty,’’ the word “ five;’’ so as te read “‘sixty-five.”’ 
That was the action of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
offers an amendment which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On e 65, line 10, it is proposed to amend 
by adding, after the word ‘* sixty,”’ the word “‘ five;’’ so as to read 
** $65,000.”” 

on PROCTOR. That was the action of the committee and 
the copy was so sent, but it was a misprint. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Again, on page 89, line 4, I move to strike 
out the word “‘ Division’’ and insert ‘‘ Bureau,’’ to conform to 
other parts of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. As to the amendment on the last page, be- 
ginning in line 4 and including the balance of the bill, the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture is very anxious to change the amendment, 
pe! move that the vote by which it was concurred in be recon- 
sidered. 

The motion was a: to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask that the amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PROCTOR. And in lieu of it I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 
following: 


Mr. President, Iam authorized by the com- 


EMERGENCY APPROPRIATION. 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to stamp out and eradicate the 
foot-and-mouth disease and other contagious diseases of animals, to be used 
for no other purpose, $500,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


* CURRENCY OF PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives, agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15520) to establish a standard of 
value and to. provide for a coinage system in the Philippine Is- 
lands, with the following amendments: 

Page 2, line 9, of the Senate amendment, after ‘“‘contract,’’ in- 
sert: 

] That debts contracted prior to the 3lst day of December, 1903, 
ey by paid in the legal-tender currency of said islands existing at the time 
pad. _ making of said contracts, unless otherwise expressly provided by con- 

— 7 and 8 of the Senate amendment, strike out all of sec- 
tion 14. 

Mr. LODGE. I would move to concur in the House amend- 
ments, but I ask the attention of the Senator from Colorado to 
one of them. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I understand that section 
14, which has been stricken out in the House, is the amendment 
I offered to the Philippine currency bill and which was adopted 
in the Senate. I saw yesterday in an evening newspaper a state- 
ment that the Senate Committee on Finance had unanimously 
agreed to report an amendment to the sundry civil bill to attain 
the same object and makingan appropriation for the purpose. 
Will the Senator from Massachusetts state what he knows upon 
the subject? 

Mr. LODGE. The Committee on Finance has unanimously re- 
ported an amendment covering the provision embodied in section 
14, but carrying an appropriation, and it is proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to move it as an amendment to the sundry 
civil bill. I think there will be no doubt whatever of its accept- 
ance. That makes section 14 in this bill unnecessary. For that 
reason, if the Senator from Colorado has no objection, I will move 
to cencur in the amendments of the House and dispose of the bill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that the bill as proposed to be amended be printed and lie over. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator will not delay the bill at this 
stage of the session. This Philippine legislation is of great im- 

rtance. The amendment is one moved by the Senator from 

Jolorado [Mr. ie we are going to put it on the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. We have made no change in the 
Senate bill a that. 

Mr. RAW . That is the very question I wanted to inquire 
of the Senator. Perhaps he can give the necessary information 
upon that subject. I notice that the House has adopted an 
amendment g this currency a legal tender in payment of 


debts contracted prior to a certain date. That is a provision 


which I do not quite understand. Perhaps the Senator can ex- 
plain the provision. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it is simply a proviso that debts 
contracted prior to the 3ist day of December, 1903, which is the 
earliest date at which the Mexican dollar can be withdrawn, may 
be paid in the legal-tender currency of the islands existing at this 
time. It is a very simple amendment and a very proper one. It 
simply provides that existing contracts shall be paid in the legal- 
poem currency in which they were made. 

Mr. RAWLINS. There is one other question which I should 
like to ask the Senator, if I can have his attention. I should like 
to know if the bill in its present form prohibits the circulation as 
money of the Mexican currency now in the islands? Is there any- 
thing in the bill prohibiting its continued circulation as money? 

Mr. LODGE. There is nothing prohibiting its circulation as 
money except the fact that the legal-tender quality is withdrawn 
from it after a certain date and it will circulate only as bullion or 
as foreign coincirculatesin any country. Thereis nothing to pro- 
hibit the introduction of Mexican coin or the coin of any other 
country. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Is there we in the bill to encourage the 
circulation of the money which the bill provides for other than 
that such money is made a legal tender in payment of debts where 
the contract does not otherwise provide? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not see how you can give any encourage- 
ment to any money greater than to make it the only legal tender. 
The new silver peso is made the only legal tender for debts, except 
gold currency of the United States. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I do not desire to delay action on this bill, 
but I wish to call attention to the fact that the bill, while pro- 
viding for a currency, does not give it control of the field for cir- 
culation in the Pine Islands. 

When the nati paper currency was provided for the circu- 
lation of all other forms of money was prohibited, being taxed out 
of existence in the United States or otherwise discouraged. 

It seems to me that the effect of this bill will be to provide at 
least three different and distinct kinds of money for the Philip- 
pine Islands: A gold currency, which perhaps will not circulate; 
the silver currency which is to be coined under the provisions of 
the act, which is to constitute a legal tender in the payment of 
debts where the contract does not otherwise provide, and the mass 
= Saereee money which is now in circulation throughout the 

ands. 

This latter money is that with which the people of the islands 
are familiar. It will continue to circulate. It will doubtless 

rform most of the functions of money in the transaction of 

winess in the islands. Its condition as a currency will be the 
same as it is now in relation to gold. It will fluctuate, perhaps, 
to a greater extent in its relation to other forms of money than it 
does now, and the same embarrassment which now prevails by 
reason of the uncertain relation of the currency of the islands to 
that of other countries will exist. 

It appears to me that the bill will not be a cure for the evils 
against which it is intended to be directed. It differs from the 
currency which is provided by Great Britain in India, because 
there the circulation of the rupee as currency is forbidden by law, 
and the Government coinage of Great Britain is given the ex- 
clusive field for circulation throughout that country. This bill 
does not make the currency which it provides the exclusive cur- 
rency of the islands, but leaves the Mexican money now in circu- 
lation there to continue in circulation. 

Mr. President, I wish to make one other observation. Those 
who desire this bill, I think, are mainly persons in the official serv- 
ice of the United States and not the inhabitants of the islands. 
Persons in the islands who have fixed incomes, whose salaries are 
provided by law, and which at present are payable in the Mexi- 
can coinage in circulation in the islands, find the real value of 
their salaries constantly diminishing on account of the deprecia- 
tion in the value of silver. 

One year ago silver was worth about 64 cents anounce. At 
this time it is worth about 48 cents an ounce. That represents 
the oo in the real value of the salaries which are pro- 
vided by law and paid to our Government officials in the Philip- 
pine Islands. 

On account of this great depreciation in the value of silver there 
has arisen a very urgent demand on the part of these employees 
of ours in the islands that the United States should provide a 
more stable currency, so that the salaries which are provided for 
them now by law may have some degree of stability; that they 
may know to-day what will be the purchasing power of money 


~ they will derive as compensation for their services in the 
ure. 

This bill, in my judgment, is not designed and will not have 
the effect of relieving the situation of the native inhabitants of 
the Philippine Islands. It will afford relief to the officials of the 
United States exercising the powers of government in the islands. 
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It is complained by the Commission that the present uncertain 
value of the money of the islands, measured by the gold standard 
in other countries, is of great advantage to the Bank of Hongkong 


and other banks that are carrying on business in the islands. If 
that were so, these banks would undoubtedly be hostile to the 
passage of this legislation. On the contrary, they are very desir- 
ous that it shall become a law. 

Mr. President, the effect of the legislation, in my opinion, will 
be this: Our officials and foreigners doing business in the islands 
will demand, as they have a right to do, the payment of all their 
debts in the money of the highest purchasing power; that is, in 
gold, or in ae at the ratio of 32 to 1 as compared with gold; 
that is, with silver having a value of 64 cents. The native in- 
habitants who are not familiar with this new kind of currency 
and who have claims against Americans or foreigners or others 
doing business in the islands will be paid in the cheapest money; 
that is, in silver having a purchasing power at the rate of 48 cents 
an ounce. 

The effect of this, Mr. President. is going to work great hard- 
ship upon the native inhabitants of the islands, just as the ado 
tion of Government coinage in Great Britain had upon the people 
of India, depreciating the value and purchasing power of the cur- 
rency in the hands of the people to such an extent that they were 
unable longer to use it to supply themselves with food and other 
things necessary to their existence. 

It is well understoed that in India, in consequence of the 
adoption of that monetary policy on the part of Great Britain, 
the utmost distress prevailed and many thousands of people 
starved to death. In the Philippine Islands, unless I am mis- 
taken in the effect of this legislation, we will have similar 
troubies. We will have one stable a for foreigners and 
Government officials, and they will invariably demand payment 
of their salaries and of their debts in that valuable currency. 

Another currency, namely, the Mexican peso, or dollar in gen- 
eral circulation among the people, being the only money with 
which the native inhabitants are familiar, they will be called 
upon to accept payment of their obligations in that money, and 
being the money with which they are familiar they will accept 
it, and thus the native inhabitants will be put to the disadvantage 
of receiving all their pay in a depreciated, fluctuating currency, 
while the foreigners, the banks, and the Government officials of 
the United States will receive their pay in the stable currency of 
greater purchasing power. 

So, Mr. President, this legislation, it seems to me, is inadequate. 
It ought to provide a uniform currency for the islands. It ought 
to provide for the redemption of the Mexican money now in cir- 
pa art in the islands in the money which this bill is intended to 
provide. There ought to be a period fixed within which all this 
money should be brought in and exchanged upon some basis for 
the money which is intended to be provided by the bill, so that 
when the legislation takes effect there will be but one currency 
in the islands, the currency which is intended by this legislation. 
You will only havea stable currency in the islands when that is ac- 
complished. There will be no other currency to compete with it. 
The native will get the same benefit as the foreigners and the 
Americans under such a uniform currency. But under the 
scheme which this bill provides the natives will have the unstable 
currency and the Americans and foreigners the stable currency of 
higher value, with the unlimited opportunity on the part of the 
latter to speculate to the disadvantage of the former. 

I deemed it proper, Mr. President, while we on this side are not 
responsible for this legislation, to call attention to this feature of 


the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah will 
nd for one moment. Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SroretTary. A bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the le of 
Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and 
State governments and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope that may be temporarily laid aside, so as 
to allow us to dis of the pending motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem : ¢ Senator from Massachn- 
setts asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside 
and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of this bill. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I have said all I care to say 
on this question. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask for a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I think it would be well 
enough that something be said in behalf of those u this side 
of the Chamber who do not entirely concur with the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. Raw inxs] in his objections to the bill. 





His chief objection, as I understand it, is that when the Senate 
measure becomes a law there will be two kinds of currency; that 
the present silver money of the islands will continue in circula- 
tion while the new money will also be in circulation, the latter 
for one class of people and the old currency for another. 

So far as I am concerned, I am glad that the present currency 
in the islands is not peremptorily retired nor called in, because 
it will take a very considerable e before any new system can 
adjust itself or be adjusted to the financial necessities of those 

ple. There would be a stress in the money market in the 
islands if the present circulating medium was to be suddenly re- 
tired and the new and the dearer money required to take its place 
I believe that the differences will settle themselves automatically. 
Ican see no obstacle in the way of the Philippine Commission 
from time to time fixing the exchange value of the present Span- 
ish or Mexican dollar. By that means both systems of mone 
will have the same relation to the necessities of commerce an 
labor. It will give to the people of the islands a greater amount 
of money while the process of adjustment is automatically pro- 
ceeding. 

So far as the Senate is concerned, it could take but one of two 
systems of money for the islands. The House adopted a measure 
which gave to the islands the American system, the American 
dollar, half dollar, and dime, together with such paper money 
as might be circulated. I looked upon that, if it should be 


| adopted, as a calamity; why, it is unnecessary at this time to 


state. But those who have discussed financial questions and 
given thought to financial subjects should, it seems to me, com- 
prehend in a moment why the sudden introduction of this im- 
mensely dearer quality of money—American money—would create 
very serious distress in the islands. 

There is no law upon the statute books which forbids the cir- 
culation of foreign metal money in the United States, and yet 
we have none in circulation. The difficulties of two systems of 
money, the fact that the Mexican dollar must circulate at less 
than its bullion value if its use is continued in the islands, the 
fact that it is constantly changing its value in relation to labor 
and the commodities, will, in my opinion, cause it to disappear al- 
together as the volume of the new money is increased, as million 
after million of the 75,000,000 pesos which are provided for are 


| put in circulation in the islands. 


It is for that reason that I prefer the bill of the Senate Commit- 
tee on the Philippines rather than the bill of the House. I really 
believe that it is a genuine benefit to the people of the islands 
that for the time being their present system of money is not seri- 
ously disturbed, except in so far that after the period stated it 
will not be a legal tender for any purpose. 

It is for that reason, Mr. President, that several of us on this 
side of the Chamber have approved of the committee bill, thinking 
it far better for the people of the islands than the bill which was 
passed by the House. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I do not wish to be misunder- 
stood in relation to this bill, and I might be if I did not make 
some se to the remarks made by the Senator from Colorado. 

I think that the present bill is preferable to the bill which was 
passed by the House of Representatives. I agree with the Sena- 
tor from Colorado in that respect. My criticism of this legisla- 
tion is not that the House bill or the extension of the American 
currency to the islands is preferable to the currency which this 
bill is designed to provide. ; 

At the last session of Congress the Senate Committee on the 
Philippines agreed unanimously upon a system of currency for 
the islands, and I am still of the opinion that the method of sup- 
plying money to the islands provided for in that bill will be far 
superior to that provided by either the House bill or the bill 
which is now offered as a substitute for it. 

I wish merely to point ont the difficulty of putting into effect 
the present 1 tion. The Senator from Colorado is undoubt- 
edly right in saying that = can not at once instantaneously 
take from the people of the islands the money which is now in cir- 
culation there. It is impracticable, it is impossible, to put into 
circulation to the extent necessary to transact the business of the 
islands the money which is provided in this bill. There must of 
necessity elapse some time which there will be a substi- 
tution of the money now in circhlation for that which it is pro- 
posed to put into circulation. 

It is not to that that my objection to this bill lies. The objec- 
tion Ihave to the bill is that it leaves the Mexican money now in 
circulation to continue in circulation. There is no method in the 
bill by which the money which is provided is to be substituted 
for the money now in circulation in the islands but the provision 
that after a certain time the Mexican money will no longer be a 
legal tender in the payment of debts, while the money provided 
by the bill will be such legal tender except as otherwise provided 
by the contract of the parties. 

We shall then have the Mexican money now in circulation 
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and the money provided by this bill, the former the only money 
with which the native inhabitants are familiar. The present cur- 
rency, of ter stability and value in its purchasing power, will 
be demanded by the forei and by the Americans. There isa 
rule that cheap money drives out good money; but it is very 
questionable whether the Mexican currency in the Philippine 
Islands will ever be driven out by the currency which this bill is 
intended to provide. 

The Senator from Colorado says that in the United States we 
have no foreign coins in circulation. We have no currency ex- 
cept that which is recognized by law in the United States; but I 
would like to invite the attention of Senators to the fact that 
there is a very excellent reason why that isso. Formerly in this 
country foreign coins did circulate as money to a very consider- 
able extent. e have a law upon our statute books which taxes 
out of existence all circulation coming in competition with the 
lawful money of the United States. 

Mr. PATTERSON. There is no taxation on silver. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Allpapermoney. All attempts to imitate the 
coins of the United States are punished by fine and imprisonment, 
and the silver coinage of the United States is token money in ef- 
fect. It hasa fictitious monetary value which far exceeds the 
bullion value. Of course, no citizen of the United States is going 
to accept a commodity and use it as money when other forms of 
currency are available. 

But that is not the case, and it will not be the case, in the Phil- 
ippine Islands for a great many years, in my judgment. The na- 
tivé inhabitants are ignorant; they do not know anything about 
the new currency; they are only familiar with the Mexican cur- 
rency now in circulation there, and the Americans will use stable 
money to their own advantage. The Philippine Commission may 
fix the relation between the money now in circulation in the 
islands and the new form of money, but the Philippine Commis- 
sion can not fix the commercial relation of these two kinds of 
money. The value of silver will be regulated and fixed by the 
commercial value of silver bullion. The value of the new money 
will be fixed by law. It will have a value attached to it by rea- 
son of the legislation which we are proposing to enact; and Amer- 
icans and others familiar with this money will take advantage of 
that. They will be enabled, in my judgment, to use that advan- 
tage, and, under the provisions of this bill, detrimentally to the 
native inhabitants of the islands. 

If this bill provided that on or before a certain date the Mexi- 
can money of the islands should be surrendered and new money 
issued in lieu of it with some fixed relation of value, and after 
that date it should be unlawful for other money than that pro- 
vided by this bill to circulate, and some penalty be attached ‘to 
its circulation, you might have a uniformity of currency. The 
change will entail great hardship and undoubtedly great distress, 
because any change of the money of a people will necessarily lead 
to such distress. 

It is the opinion of men, familiar with this subject, who testi- 
fied before the Committee on the Philippines at the last session of 
Congress, that it would be ety to introduce the system 
which is now proposed by this bill and that it would lead to 
great distress and hardship in the islands. I simply desired to call 
attention to these facts without wishing to delay the final pas- 


of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts to concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16567) making ropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal 1 — June 30, 1904, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free erence have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 20, 23, 27, 28, 33, 39, 


from its te na to the amendments of the 
Senate Bumbered } aos 47, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17,18, 21, 22, 24, 25, 28, 


29, 31, 32, Bt, 3, 36, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, and and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate num 9, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 


bered agree 
line 3 of said amendment strike out the word “appointed ” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ enlisted;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 19, and agree to same with an amendment as follows: In 
lines 6 and 7 of said amendment strike out the following: ‘“‘as military at- 
tachés at the United States embassies and legations abroad; and; and the 
Senate to the same. 

That House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 

30, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At 
the end of said amendment insert the following proviso: ‘*: Provided, That 
all volunteer officers now in the Porto Rico Provisional Regiment 1 be 
mustered out on June 30, 1904, and their places be filled by detail from the 
line of the Army: Provided 


y: A any vacancy now existing or 
which may occur between now and June 30, 1 shall 


filled by detail 
from the of the Army;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 38, and 
Strike out lines 1 to 11, inclusive, of said amendment, and at the end of said 
amendment insert the following: “: Provided further, That not more than 
$40,000 of the above appropriation shall be expended at any one post or sta- 


ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 


tion;” and the Senate to the same. 

That the House 6 from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the words inserted by said amendment and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “fifteen;” and after the word “ million,” in line 20, page 29 of the 
bill, insert the words “ five hundred thousand;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 
weal committee of conference report a disagreement on amendment num- 

red 3. 


REDFIELD PROCTOR, 

J. V. QUARLES, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. A. T. HULL, 
A. B. CAPRON, 
JAMES HAY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RUMPLE. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to give notice that on Saturday 
next, at a convenient hour to the Senate, I shall call up the reso- 
lutions of the House of Representatives on the death of the late 
Representative JoHN N. W. Rump sz, of Iowa. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE TONGUE. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to give notice that on Saturday, the 
28th instant, I shall ask the Senate to suspend business at some 
convenient hour forthe consideration of the House resolutions on 
the death of my late colleague in that body, Hon. THomas H. 
Tonaue, in order that fitting tributes may be paid to his memory. 


HAWAIIAN DITCH COMPANY. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11997) granting to 
the Hawaiian Ditch Company, Limited, the right of way over 
public lands in the districts of North and South Kohala, in the 
island of Hawaii, for the purpose of constructing and maintaining 
ditches or canals and the necessary reservoirs, dams, and the like, 
for irrigation and domestic purposes in said districts. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rito by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Burton]. I do 
not think it will lead to debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Oregon that note was made at the desk of the fact 
that there are two or three Senators who desire to be present 
when this bill is taken up. 

Mr. LODGE. That bill can not go through by unanimous con- 
sent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill retains its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I give notice that I shall move at some 
proper time, and at no distant hour, that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of what is known as the sundry civil 
a bill, and that the regular order may be laid aside 
informally for that purpose. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The billis before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I was addressing the Chair when 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was making his request, and 
I addressed the Chair three or four times before that request was 
put. I wanted to say that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] 
gave notice that he would call up and ask for the disposition of 
the Post-Office appropriation bill to-day. It will only take a few 
moments; and it seems to me it is in the interest of the public 
business to dispose of that bill, 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield for that purpose, if it will take 
but a few minutes. I understand that the sundry civil bill is be- 
fore the Senate, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The sundry civil bill is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Iowa will yield for that 
purpose, I will ask that the sundry civil bill be temporarily laid 
aside, so that the Post-Office appropriation bill may be taken up. 

Mr. ALLISON, I yield; but I shall reserve the right to call 


Objection is made, and the 





Is there objection? The 
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up the sundry civil appropriation bill if the debate on the Post- 
Office appropriation bill is prolonged. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent that the pending bill 
may be informally laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, do I understand that the Post- 
Office appropriation bill is before the Senate? 

Mr. LODGE. The sundry civil appropriation bill has been 
taken up, and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] has agreed 
to yield for a time, so that the Post-Office appropriation bill may 
be disposed of, with the understanding that it will not take too 
long. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts | Mr. LopGE] asks unanimous consert that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill, the 
unfinished business being temporarily laid aside for that purpose. 
Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 16990) mak- 
ing appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to offer an amendment as a new section 
to the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois would it 
not be well first to dispose of the committee amendments? 

Mr. MASON. Have not all the committee amendments* been 
disposed of? 

vo LODGE. No; the statehood amendment has not been dis- 

sed of. 
eer. MASON. Mr. President, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to withdraw the first com- 
mittee amendment known as the omnibus statehood bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me, I wish 


to perfect a committee amendment already adopted, on page 64, 


which we discussed this morning in committee. 

Mr. MASON. Very well. 

Mr. LODGE. On e 64, at the end of line 25,1 move the 
adoption of the amendment which I send to the desk. 

T . PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. In the clause making appropriations “ for 
inland transportation by railroad routes,’’ on page 64, line 25, af- 
ter the word “ dollars,”’ it is proposed to insert *‘and no defici- 
ency shall be created in this appropriation.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have an amendment to offer as 
an additional section. The amendment which I offer has been 
known before the committee, and has been somewhat discussed 
here, as the Burrows amendment, having been offered by the 
Senator from Michigan. 

The Acting Postmaster-General has sent me a communication 
in reference to the amendment, which I will send to the desk and 
ask to have read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Illinois will first be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of the bill it is proposed to insert 
the following as a new section: 

Provided, That hereafter all periodical publications entered to the second 
class of mail matter, when deposited for local delivery by letter carriers, 
shali be ouhgest only to the pound rate of postage, to be prepaid, as that rate 
” ‘All acts or parts of acts in cunflict with this provision are hereby repealed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will now read 
the letter of the Acting Postmaster-General. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 16, 1903. 
Hon. W. E. MAson, 


Chairman Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Sir: Iam in receipt of your letter of the 18th instant, i a provision 
of law proposed to enacted, whereby periodical publications entered to 
the second class of mail matter and deposited for local delivery by carriers 
in any post-office shall be subject ae the pound rate of postage, to be 
prepaid as that rate is now ~~ id, ete. You say that your committee has 
already — in favor of it, but you ask if 
approval. 

‘ n reply, I have the honor to say that under the existing statutes weekly 
publications have this favored rate, that is to say, the pu er of a weekly 
ublication is entitled to mail at the pound rate of pos — of his pub- 

ication addressed for local delivery by letter carrier. No publication of any 
other period of issue has this exceptional privilege which is now proposed to 
be extended toall. Under existing law, all copies of publications, excepting 
weeklies when addressed for local delivery by carrier, are sub to pos 
of 1 cent each on all ne and periodicals not exceed 2 ounces in 
weight, and 2 cents on icals exceeding 2 ounces in weight, and these 
rates must be prepaid with anaes affixed. 

It is my opinion that it is u r to single out publications of one period of 
issue and discriminate in favor of them as against all others, as does the 
present law in favor of weeklies. However, in the short space of time given 


e amendment meets my 


me, I am unable to estimate what effect the proposed change of rate will 
have upon the postal revenues, and upon the service in general; but from 
such investigation as I have been able to make I am convinced that the effect 
will be far-reaching and much greater than Sea e that account I 
can not at this time recommend that the pro provision be enacted into 


w. 
I have the honor to be, respectfully, : 
_ ers R. J. WYNNE, 
Acting Postmaster-General. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois is clearly a matter of general legislation and very 
important legislation. So I make that point of order on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. MASON. Ihope the Senator from Iowa will not interfere 
with this matter and that he will give us an opportunity to secure 
a full and fair hearing. I hope the Senator will let me state the 
circumstances of the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MASON. The situation, Mr. President, is this: A large 
class of periodicals ep in this country are unfairly dealt 
with by the law which compels their publishers to prepay the 

tage when they mail their periodicals for delivery in a town 
raving letter carriers, unless it be a weekly publication. If it is 
published once a week or once a month, as nearly all the fraternal 
papers are published, it has not the same advantage that the 
weekly paper has, and the eaeeeae powers in this country repre- 
senting the different societies—the Masons, the Odd Fellows, the 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, the Knights of ias, and 
num berless orders of that kind—publish their periodicals monthly, 
and some of them once in three months. The United Fraternal 
Associations met here in Washington some few weeks ago, visited 
the Postmaster-General, and came with a Senator and Repre- 
sentative to me, as the chairman of the Post-Office Committee, 
saying in substance what is contained in the letter of the Acting 
Postmaster-General, that the law as it stands is very unfair, and 
that they would recommend this change. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Ilinois 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have had, Mr. President, a large number 
of letters concerning this matter, and I have some knowledge of 
the fraternal societies of this country. I want to ask the Senator 
at this point—because I may have to leave the Chamber—why 
the Postmaster-General has discriminated against these publica- 
tions and has permitted the weekly publications to be admitted 
to the mails on more favorable terms? 

Mr. MASON. Itisa matter of law and not of the discretion 
of the Postmaster-General. We are seeking to amend the law 
upon the recommendation of the Postmaster-General, except that 
in the last communication which I have had read, the Postmaster- 
General reiterated the proposition that the law was unfair and 
that it ought to be amended; but he said at the same time that 
by reason of the fact that he had not been able to make an ésti- 
mate as to the effect it would have upon the revenues of the Post- 
Office Department he did not recommend the passage of the 
amendment at this time. 

Since that meeting of the committee the Senate has passed a 
resolution asking for an estimate by the Department, to be fur- 
nished as soon as and as accurately as may be, stating. the effect 
upon the revenues of the Post-Office Department provided these 
biweekly and monthly papers should be admit on the same 
terms as the weekly publications. The Postmaster-General has 
not had time to make the estimate, as the resolution only passed 
the Senate a day or two ago. 

My thought was this: I do not desire to delay this bill, I am 
anxious that it shall get through so as to make way for other appro- 
priation bills, but I do not wish to abandon that principle until 
after we have the estimate of the Postmaster-General. I will state 
to the committee and to the Senate that this amendment can 
upon the bill, and if the Postmaster-General reports to us within 
the next two or three days, or at any time before Congress ad- 
journs, that he thinks it unwise to the legislation for the 
reason that it would create a deficiency, then, if it becomes abso- 
lutely necessary, I shall be willing to join with the conferees on 
the bill and abandon the amendment in committee of conference 
so as to secure the passage of the bill. 

I hope, therefore, the Senator from Iowa will withdraw the 
a of order, justsimply that we may receive the estimate be- 

ore we finally act upon this very important matter. There are 
6,000,000 readers of these fraternal papers in the country who are 
greatly prejudiced by the present law—not by the Postmaster- 
General, for the matter is absolutely outside of his discretion so 
far as this particular point is concerned. 

I will state to the Senator from Iowa that I will move in con- 
ference to take the amendment off the bill if the Postmaster- 
General finds that it will create such a deficiency in revenues as 











to constrain him not to recommend it at this time. Otherwise, I 
should like to keep the bill open for amendment until I can get 
an answer to the resolution,which has been sent to the Depart- 
ment. I do this because I feel an interest in it on account of the 
great number of people who have asked for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I regret very much that I can 
not withdraw the point of order. This is a very important ques- 
tion, respecting what printed matter shall go into the mails at the 
1-pound rate, 50 ed. I was a member of the committee 
when it considered that question very carefully some years ago. 
This second-class matter is a very great expense to the Govern- 
ment, and when the rates are modified they should be modified 
by the most careful legislation. As this has been the rule for 
many years, the matter can certainly go over until the next ses- 
sion, when the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads will 
have two years in which to consider this legislation. 1 therefore 
insist on the int of order, Mr. President. : 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I suppose the amendment is sub- 
ject to the point of order, inasmuch as it has not been recom- 
mended by the De ent for the reason the communication states. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The present occupant of the chair understands the President pro 
tempore to have sustained the point of order. 

Mr. MASON. I may ask to have the bill continued until we 
can hear from the Postmaster-General, for I think it is only fair 
that we should have all the facts in the case. 

I next ask to add to the bill as a new section the amendment 
which I send to the desk. I will state briefly the pu of the 
amendment. It is what was originally known as the Nelson bill, 
and provides that the Postmaster-General, in his discretion, may 
have letter carriers appointed in towns and cities of 5,000 inhab- 
itants where the postal income amounts to $5,000. It leaves it in 
the discretion of the Postmaster-General, and changes the limit 
from 10,000, as at present, to 5,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Dlinois will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

That letter carriers shall be employed for the free delivery of mail matter, 
as frequently as the public business ae romans. at every incorporated city, 


village, or borough containing a population of 60,000 within its corpora’ 


limits, and may be so employed at every place containing a population of not 


less than 5,000 within its corporate limits, according to the t general cen- 
sus, taken by authority of State or United States law, or at any post-office 
which produced a gross revenue for the preceding } year of not less than 


a ovided, t this act shall not affect the existence of the free 
elivery in places where it is now established: And provided further, That in 
offices where the f delivery shall be established under the provisions of 
this act such free de nes not be abolished by reason of decrease below 
5,000 in_population or $5,000 in gross postal revenue, except in the discretion 
of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this matter was referred to the 
Postmaster-General, and he reported that the proposed amend- 
ment was meritorious in every particular. He also furnished an 
estimate, which showed that there would be 919 offices to be served 
if this amendment were adopted, and that the cost the first 
— would be $1,378,000, and the cost the second year $2,000,000. 

he rural free delivery covers everything below these cities and 
towns, and the city free delivery practically covers everything 
above them. This amendment proposes to c the limitation 
of the present law from 10,000 to 5,000. 

I think, Mr. President, that it is a wise thing to do; I think it 
is a judicious thing todo. The committee was divided in opinion 
about it. It is a mere question of expense. There is no doubt 
that it would give a service where it is reasonable that there 
should be one, and where such service is not now supplied either 
by what is known as city delivery or by the rural free delivery. 
It is a mere question of whether the Senate at this time thinks it 
advisable to enter on the increased expenditure. I think myself 
that it is a proper amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I originally introduced the bill 
from which this amendment is taken, and my impression is that 
the re Department at that time was favorable to the 
pro on. 

The present law provides that the Postmaster-General may, in 
his discretion, give letter-carrier service in towns having a popu- 
lation of 10,000 or a gross income from post-office receipts of 
$10,000. This amendment proposes to change that, so that they 
can have free carrier service in towns with a population of 5,000 
and with a gross postal income of $5,000. It leaves it wholly dis- 
cretionary with the Postmaster-General to apply it. The pro- 
vision is not mandatory at all. 

We have extended the rural free delivery to the people of the 
country so that in the older settled portions of the country they 
practically have, or will have in the near future, free carrier serv- 
ice almost at the door of every citizen. There isa gap unfilled 
in this matter of mail-carrier service between the towns of 10,000 
inhabitants and the little fourth-class from which free 
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rural delivery routes emanate. There is no reason why the peo- 
ple of these smaller towns, towns with 5,000 population or with 
& gross postal income of $5,000, should not have the same facili- 
ties for getting their mail that they have in the country. 

I think the principle is eminently just; and when it comes toa 
matter of this kind the question of expense onght not to cut any 
more figure in cases of the smaller towns than in the case of the 
free rural delivery. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I do not care to debate this ques- 
tion, as in my judgment it is not necessary to do so; but the fig- 
ures which I have received do not correspond with those given by 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe]. I am in- 
formed that 1,000 new offices will be established at once: that 
each office will require an average of two and one-half mail car- 
riers; that the second year the carriers will get $860. or about 
$2,000,000 in all, and that every year thereafter they will receive 
an additional hundred dollars. The committee considered this 
proposition and rejected it. Iraise the point of order that the 
amendment is legislation on an appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MASON. This amendment is taken from a bill which hag 
been favorably reported to the Senate by the Committee on Post: 
Offices and Post-Roads. The amendment is a verbatim copy of 
the bill as reported by the committee. SoIdonot think the point 
of order will lie. The amendment exactly as it has been offered 
here has been passed by the Senate in the form of a bill at this ses- 
sion of Congress. : ; 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, this amendment is inthe nature 
of an amendment that has been recommended by a standing com- 
mittee of the Senate. It has always been the practice here in the 
Senate when an amendment on a given subject is offered, em- 
bodying a bill which has heretofore passed this body, to treat it as 
if the amendment had been moved or recommended by some one 
of its committees. For that reason the amendment is not sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the amendment is subject to a 
point of order on the ground that it is general legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I desire to say to the Senator in 
charge of this bill that I wish to submit some remarks and that 
I shall not take more than ten or fifteen minutes of the time of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. MASON. I yield to the Senator for his remarks, but the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas] has asked the privilege 
of offering an amendment, and I want the Senator from Mary- 
land to understand that after the Senator from Georgia has 
finished he may offer it. — 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, an examination of the Conares- 
SIONAL RecorD of February 17, 1893, shows that the Post-Office 
appropriation bill was pending in the House of Representatives, 
and when an item for free-delivery service, including existing 
experimental free-delivery offices, of $11,254,943 was reached, 
Hon. T. E. Watson, who was then a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives from Georgia, introduced the following amendment: 

For free-delivery service, including existing experimental free-delivery 
offices, $11,254,943, of which sum $10,000 shall be applied, under the direction of 
the Postmaster-General, to experimental free delivery in rural communities 
other than towns and villages. 

Further examination of the ConGRESSIONAL RECORD shows the 
following colloquy to have taken place between members: 

Mr. HoLMAN. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. Watson. This reduces the expenditure provided for in the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I desire to reserve a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order has already been reserved. 

Mr. Watson. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph under consideration provides 
for the expenditure of $11,254,943 for free-delivery service. My amendment 
reduces the amount of that expenditure and simply directs that the Post- 
master-General shall apply $10,000 of the appropriation to experimental free 
delivery in rural communities. 

Mr. Loup. That is already provided for; the gentleman will accomplish 
nothing by his amendment. 

Mr. Watson, It is not provided for in rural districts other than townsand 
villages. There is no experimental service in rural communities other than 
towns and villages. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. You mean “truly rural.” 

Mr. WaTsoN. Yes, sir; the real country. 

Mr. HoLMAN. I think there is some misapprehension as to the lew on this 
subject. I would like to ask the gentleman from North Carolinaincharge of 
this bill what the existing law is? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. There is no law on the subject provid- 
ing Soe rural free delivery or experiments in that direction. There is a law 
which provides for experiments in small towns and villages, and 48 of these 


now have free delivery. That conditicn is preserved in this bill, but no pro- 
vision is made for rural free delivery. 

Mr. Watson. The present law provides for an experimental delivery in 
rural communities; but as I understand it—and the chairmen of the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], makes the 
same statement to the House—the law has been construed to mean cities, 
towns, and vil and there are now in operation experimental free de- 


liveries in certain towns and villages. 
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The law expressly provides for rural communities, and it seems to me 
where the general laws make such provision there is no in taking 
@ smal] amount from the appropriation, only $10,000, and pporoges ting it for 
experimental free delivery in absolutely rural communities; t is to say, 
in the country pure and simple, amongst the far in those neighbor- 
hoods where they do not get their mail more than once in every two weeks 
and where these deserving people have settled in communities one hundred 

ears old and do not receive a newspaper that is not two weeks behind the 

mes. 

The amendment was adopted by a vote of 79 yeas to 41 nays. 
Mr. Watson introduced his amendment to e iment in the 
free rural delivery service, carrying $10,000 for this purpose, less 
than ten years ago, which, from the best information I have been 
able to obtain, carried the first appropriation ever made by Con- 
gress for rural free delivery. 

Mr. Wanamaker had tried what he called free delivery in 
towns and villages, but the experiment had not been made for 
free delivery of country mails. Who would have thought that 
the good work begun by this distinguished Georgian ten years 
ago would have grown to such magnitude in so short a period of 
time? When this amendment was introduced the public mind 
had not grasped the importance of this subject, and few compre- 
hended the great good that would flow from this humble begin- 
ning in so short a period. 

In 1897 the appropriation grew to $40,000, and only 44 routes 
were in operation. In 1898 the appropriation was increased to 
$50,000, and 148 routes were established. In 1899 the appropria- 
tion was increased to $150,000, and the routes had grown to 391. 
In 1900 $450,000 was appropriated for this purpose, and the num- 
ber of routes increased to 1,276. In 1901 $1,750,000 was appropri- 
ated, and the routes had increased to 4,301. And in 1902 $3,993,740 
was appropriated forthe same purpose, and the routes laid off and 
put in operation had increased to 8,476. 

On November 1 11,650 routes had been established, and the 
carriers engaged in taking the mails to the farmers traveled 
275,000 miles of country roads to serve about 7,000,000 of the 
strictly rural population of the United States. The areacovered 
by these routes is fully 300,000 square miles. The popular de- 
mand for the further extension of this service has been so great 
as to force Congress to appropriate $12,000,000 during the present 
session to further extend this service. There is no reason to ex- 
pect a decrease in thjs popular demand for rural free delivery un- 
til all available sections of the country have been covered by the 
service. 

Wherever this service has been established there has been a 
sturdy and healthy increase in the -gross receipts of the post- 
offices in the locality in which free delivery has been put in opera- 
tion, and there has also been large increase in the revenues, and 
in all probability when the system is thoroughly established the 
increased receipts will more than meet the increased expenditures. 

The popular demand and the marvelous growth of this great 
work demonstrate that the farmers are benefited by the service. 
On July 1, 1901, 4,301 free-delivery routes were in operation, and 
during the year 4,165 routes were established, an average of 347 a 
month. The service practically doubled in twelve months. On 
July 1, 1901, 10,243 petitions had been filed with the Post-Office 
Department. asking for free rural-deli routes. During the 
year 1902, 12,403 additional petitions were filed. 

Thus it will be seen that the number of petitions received dur- 
ing this last year exceeded by over 2,000 the total number filed 
heretofore. This is the highest evidence of the increasing popu- 
larity of rural free delivery and shows a universal desire from the 
—_ for the completion of the service throughout the country. 

e report of the Postmaster-General shows that from the begin- 
ning the demand for the service has far exceeded the ability of the 
Department to establish it, and that since July 1, 1902, about 2,400 
petitions have been received—about 600 permonth. The demands 
are growing every day for the completion of the service. 

The Postmaster-General informs us that the requests for this 
service are usually accompanied by the expressed expectation of 
the petitioners that the routes will be established atonce. Nothing 
short of immediate action by the t satisfies them. 
They know their neighbors are enjoying the service, and can not 
understand why it is not extended to them at once. He further 
tells us in his report that every part of the country is clamorous 
for this service; and from those sections where the least interest 
was formerly manifested, and the people, from a lack of proper 
understanding of the matter, seemed loath to the benefits 
of free rural delivery, and were even antagonistic to it, the de- 
mands for the service and importunity for prompt action are now 
perhaps the greatest. 

Well has the Postmaster-General said that free rural delivery 
is no longer in the experimental stage, but has become an estab- 
lished fact. Experiments thus far made have been most satis- 
factory, and its adoption as a permanent feature of postal ad- 
ministration is assured. Reports show conclusively that the 
value of isolated farms have been 


enhanced because of the serv- 
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ice. Farmers have been brought in close touch with the markets 
by receiving their mails daily. 

The social and educational benefits conferred by the mail being 
brought daily to the farmer’s home are incalculable. The city 
and the country are brought into close connection and the farmer 
is somewhat relieved from the monotony of rural lifeand given 
an equal opportunity to keep abreast with his ye mgd in the city. 

It been estimated that the territory of the United States 
available for rural free delivery embraces about a million square 
miles, or about one-third of the country’s area, excluding Alaska. 
The routes now in operation cover a little more than 300,000 
square miles, so that almost one-third of the available territory 
has already heen provided with the service. Within the next 
three years the service can be completed, and there should be no 
halt in this work, for the people are demanding it with earnestness, 
and the sooner the service is completed the more quickly will the 
effect of its gnfluence be felt upon the postal revenue. 

Should the extension of the service hereafter be made at the 
rate of 12,000 routes per year until it becomes universal, within 
the next three years the work will be completed. Then nearly 
20,000,000 farmers who heretofore have been given little oppor- 
tunity to enjoy the benefits of daily mail facilities will receive 
their mails daily and country life will be relieved of isolation, 
and the farmer will be put upon an equal footing with ‘his city 
neighbor. 

The farmer will receive more direct benefit from the $24,000,000 
annually appropriated to carry on the system after completed 
than he has received heretofore from the vast sums appropriated 
annually to defray the expenses of the Government. Country 
life will become more attractive, the farmers will keep in daily 
touch with the events of importance transpiring, daily newspa- 
= will find their way into the country homes, all classes will 

brought into close touch with each other, the farmer will be 
quick to avail himself of every opportunity to improve his condi- 
tion, to take advantage of the new and improved methods of the 
cultivation of the farm, to make home life interesting and at- 
tractive, and such methods will tend to make our sons content 
with rural farm life. Mr. Jefferson said: 

The cultivators of the earth are the most valuable citizens. They are the 


most vigorous, the most independent, the most virtuous,and they aretied to 
— country and wedded to its liberty and interests by the most lasting 
nds. 


The distinguished Georgian who introduced the first resolution 
which was — providing for an appropriation of $10,000 to 
experiment looking forward to this great work, had spent his 
boyhood days upon a farm; he knew the disadvantages under 
which the farmer labored in regard to his mail facilities. 

He not only knew of the disadvantages under which the farmer 
labored, but sought most diligently to inaugurate a system that 
would bring to the farmer the relief he so much sought and 
deserved. © amendment, though small, was bitterly opposed, 
and at one time was ae to meet with defeat, but through the 
energy and well-direc efforts of the author it was finall 
adopted. ‘Thus was laid the foundation for the great work, whi 
will, when completed, be the greatest blessing the American farmér 
has ever received at the hands of Congress from the public Treas- 
ury. Itisa source of gratification to me, and to the people of 
Georgia, to give proper credit to this distinguished Georgian for 
the work he ormed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Georgia before he leaves the floor if he can inform the Senate 
how ao self-supporting is the present rural free-delivery 
service’ 

Mr. CLAY. I do not think the report of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral gives any accurate information which would authorize me-to 
answer the question. The Postmaster-General assures us in his 
report that where the service has been established and ‘put in 
thorough operation the revenues have increased from 20 to 25 
cent, and says that in a few years after the ser Aaiain Santee in 
all probability it will be self-sustaining. There are not sufficient 
facts and figures in the report of the Postmaster-General up to 
_ time to answer accurately the question asked by the Senator 

rom . 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I have been much inter- 
ested in the Senator’s statement of the development of the rural 
free-delivery service, because it is a service in which I have taken 
considerable interest from its early ental days. As the 
honorable Senator has shown, if has justified in the fullest degree 
the h and expectations of its authors. It has occurred to me 
that there is reasonable opportunity for increasing its efficiency 
and without any additional burden upon the Government. 

Every recognizes the very great convenience and benefit of 
the special very service in many cities throughout the coun- 
try. That service has ee oe itself. It is nota 
burden upon the Government. fact, it annually yields the 
Government a considerable profit. 








peers 


ee Pie ns 


It will be instructive to observe the result of the special-delivery 
business as set forth in the report of the Postmaster-General for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1901. The Postmaster-General 


says: 

rhe value of the special-delivery stamps used on this— 

Special-delivery— 

was 826.30, and the amount paid for making deliveries was - 

eon low i atte the Government on the Soat'p buanens of got ter 7 
after ded 657.37 expended for car fare of page’ Soe] mapateers 

emergent cases, under authority of the act of Congress of March 1, 1899, 
and 1319, the cost of manufactu stam: 


ps. 
oviding 
nate Bin fond ot $10,000 « year out of the fevenue arising trom epecial-de. 
oy elas ddaeee oe the eat is imatosticabhn, ¢ ances 
SS aaee were made Curie, the year to the amount of $2,852.75, of which 
$2,657.37 was actually expended. 

The profit to the Government from last rors special-deliv: business 
was $147,820.95, and from this year’s special-delivery business $167,727.78; an 
increase of $19,906.78, or 13.46 per cent. 

It has seemed to me and to others also that the farmers of the 
country should enjoy the benefits of that service quite as fully as 
those who are in more thickly settled communities. The tele- 
phone affords a medium through which it would seem that the 
service can be largely and properly extended. It has been so 
thoroughly established in many sections of the country that it 
can be employed readily for delivering the contents of emergent 
letters or letters of special importance and under such conditions 
as to impose no additional expense whatever upon the Govern- 
ment. 

In many communities the farmers have their own telephones, 
and there would be little or no expense to the Government in the 
transmission of the contents of letters requiring quick delivery 
by telephone. Where the telephones are not open to the use of 
the Government without the payment of special toll, arrange- 
ment could be made by the Postmaster-General for the limited 
service required in the transmission of the contents of special- 
delivery letters upon reasonable terms. The Government should 
be fully reimbursed by special-delivery stamps for the particular 
service rendered. 

The subject is of such importance that we should request the 
Postmaster-General to make report upon it and advise the Senate 
whether in his opinion any measure of rural telephone service in 
connection with the postal service is desirable and feasible. 

It may be more accurate to designate the particular service 
contemplated as ‘‘ special rural telephone delivery of mail mat- 
ter’? or “rural telephone delivery of special mail matter,’’ a 
service analogous to that of special delivery in cities. In the cities 
messenger boys are employed to make delivery. The question 
arises whether similar service may not be instituted in the coun- 
try, and instead of making use of messenger boys we may not 
make use of the telephone. 

The subject is a comparatively new one; the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral can no doubt give a valuable opinion as to whether the sub- 
ject is worthy of further consideration. Idonot pretend to know 
whether it is or not; I am strongly inclined, however, to think 
that it is. The whole matter obviously is in the fullest sense 
experimental. 

observe by the report of the Postmaster-General for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1901, that, responsive to the public necessi- 
ties, the telephone has been and is being used to expedite the col- 
lection and Selivery of special-delivery mail matter. The Post- 
master-General says: 


During the fiscal year permission was granted a number of postmasters 
to inaugurate at their eS tive offices, under certain conditions, a system 
of collection and delivery of special-delivery mail matter in response to tele- 


t cases 


phone or other calls. The plan, which was inaugurated duri last fiscal 
year, is thought to be a good one, and this office will sanction adoption at 
ther postofiices where suitable conditions obtain and where the postmasters 


oO 
desire its institution. 

There is in the proposition we are now considering no departure 
from the ral principles Ve which the entire postal system 
is founded. It is not paternalistic in its scope and purpose, unless 
the postal system itself is regarded as paternalistic. 

It appears to me that there is a reasonable possibility to extend 
in a new direction a branch of the public service which verges 
almost upon the marvelous. Our vast and highly organized 
postal —_ is unexcelled and I doubt if it is equaled. 

I shall offer a resolution, which I hope may now be considered, 
to obtain more light and a better (oes upon the matter than I 
profess to As I have said before, the proposed extension 
of the service may be highly impracticable, and it may be that 
it should not be thought of further, but let us have upon the sub- 
ject all attainable facts and the mature opinion of a wise and 
capable officer of the Government—the Postmaster-General. 

do not desire to amend the pending bill, but should like to 
— for the consideration of the Senate an independent resolu- 
on. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, It is only a very brief one. 
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Mr. MASON. I understand; but I should like to finish the bill. 
The resolution may lead to some discussion. We have practi- 
cally finished the bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If it leads to any discussion I shall not 
press it, but will ask that it come up after the bill is passed. 

Mr. MASON. All sigs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think everybody will agree to the reason- 
ableness of it. However, I will not press the resolution now, but 
will ask that it may be considered later. 

Mr.MASON. Attheconclusion of the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; at theconclusion of the consideration 
of the pending bill. 

Mr. SON. I understand the Senator does not wish to offer 
it as an amendment to the bill? 

‘ a FAIRBANKS. No; I expressly disclaimed any desire to 
o that. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MASON. I yield to the Senator from Maryland, who has 
an amendment which he desires to offer. 

Mr. McCOMAS. On page 61, after line 16,1 move to insert 
what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
offers an amendment which will be stated. 

The SecrRETaRY. On page 61, after line 16, it is proposed to 
insert: 

The Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, provide for the payment of 
tolis on toll roads incurred by rural free-delivery carriers wherever in his 
opinion necessary to establish or continue the service. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is the amendment accepted by the chairman 
of the committee? 

Mr. MASON. Iam entirely satisfied with it, so far as I am 
concerned. I think it is only fair. It is impossible to establish 
rural free-delivery service upon toll roads where parties have cer- 
tain rights without paying them therefor. The owner of the toll 
road naturally objects to giving free transit, for the reason that 
while the carrier is delivering the mail to perhaps a hundred per- 
sons he is thereby depriving the road of the receipts from per- 
haps 50 people who would ride over the road. A practice has 
grown up in some communities whereby the people, by voluntary 
contributions, donate the small amount necessary to pay the toll. 
But I do not think that is fair. I think the Department is will- 
ing that this should be done; and I should judge from the state- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas] that the 
Department approves it. It certainly strikes me as fair that 
where such payment is necessary, in order to continue a route or 
to establish one, the Government should pay the toll instead of 
asking those who receive the mail to pay it. I have no objection 
to the amendment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, I wish to say a word. I do 
not know anything about the opinion of the Department with 
respect to the amendment. I did not mean to say that they ap- 
proved it. In many States toll roads still exist, and the purpose 
will be to get transit over them for nothing if the Department 
can. If they can not get it, then, as the chairman has well said, 
the fact that the company owning the turnpike will be hostile to 


. free delivery ought not to exclude States or parts of States from 


the benefit of the rural delivery, and the Postmaster-General 
ought to have the power, where he can not get the service for 
nothing, to get it the best he can, that the communities may have 
the advantages of rural free delivery and not be excluded simply 
because they have turnpike roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I wish to say a word in refer- 
ence to the presentation which has been made by my colleague on 
the origin and authorship, if I may so term it, of the free rural- 
delivery system. Iam very much gratified that my colleague has 
brought forward and had reinserted in the Recorp the history of 
the origin and authorship of this important part of the postal 
system. It is true that inall great discoveries and inventions and 
reforms in the beginning they are in the public estimation com- 
paratively insignificant and their importance is not then appre- 
ciated, and so while it is true that this narrative was already in 
the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD, yet at the time of the occurrence 
there was not an appreciation of the very great importance of the 
inauguration of this which has already developed into such mag- 
nitude and which promises so much for this country. 

When there have been developments in these great discoveries, 
inventions, and reforms, after they have become the agents for 
great growth and development, after they have become interwoven 
in the business and life of the country, then it isa matter of great im- 

rtance to know whoit wasthat originatedthem. HenceI think 
it is a matter of justice to Mr. Watson that there should be now, 
in this day of its development and success, the recognition of the 
fact that the first appropriation ever made for the purpose of 
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inaugurating the free delivery of mail in the rural districts was 
inserted in the House of Representatives upon the motion of this 
distinguished Georgian in the year 1893. It is due to him that 
this honor should be accorded to him, and for all time it will be 
to him an enduring honor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MASON. There are no further amendments to the bill, I 
understand, but I wish to say a word to explain why I have not 
presented what is known as the amendment increasing the salaries 
of clerks. 

While I have the floor, having taken no time except that which 
was necessary for the transaction of business, I wish to make a 
statement. In my opinion the people who do the hewing of the 
wood and the carrying of the water in this great postal service of 
ours are underpaid. There is a very large class of persons draw- 
ing salaries as postmasters who possibly may be fully paid or 
overpaid, but the railway clerks, who stand in danger almost 
every minute of their lives, and many of whom go down te death 
in wrecks without, until within the last year, any arrangement, 
are underpaid. If a railway mail clerk, up to a year ago, was 
killed in a wreck at 12 o’clock midnight, at 12 o’clock and 1 min- 
ute his pay stopped. 

I wish to express the hope that those who come after me upon 
the committee will be able to give to the railway mail clerks and 
the letter carriers, and especially the post-office clerks, proper 
and reasonable compensation. e have had in the service in the 
great city of Chicago, where expensive living is the order of the 
day, men who have been rearing families upon $600 a year; men 
who must be competent to pass the civil-service examination; 
men who sometimes have served as substitutes for two years, 
drawing sometimes as low as two or three dollars a month, and 
who yet must keep in touch with the Department. The result 
was that a few years ago in the city of Chicago, when business 


Are there further amendments 


became and times prosperous, it was hard to fill the posi- 
tions - , rst-class clerks in the post-office because of the small- 
ness of the 


y. 

In my effort here to increase the pay of the clerks in those 
offices I have been met with this proposition: It has been stated 
in other bodies besides this that our ee was to increase 
salaries forcefully and by law, regardless of a man’s merit. I 
deny the proposition. Our proposition has been simply that inas- 
much as these men must start in in the first-class offices, as first- 
class clerks, must be able to fill the place, and under the law start 
in as low as $600 a year, their salaries ought to be increased until 
they reach the maximum of at least a thousand dollarsa year. If 
under the law you would start those men where they should be 
started, at nine hundred or a thousand dollars a year, then possi- 
bly there might be some ground for the objection made by some 
upon the committee and upon this floor. But in these first-class 
offices in the large cities we start in a first-class clerk—competent, 
as is demonstrated by his examination—at a salary which does not 
support the man and his family. 

r deny the truth of the statement that it is a forceful promo- 
tion. The contention upon the other side is that it promotes a 
man a hundred dollars a year whether he deserves it or not. The 
answer to that is that no first-class clerk living in one of the large 
cities of this country should be compelled to go in, pass the exami- 
nation necessary to show his qualifications, and start in at five 
hundred or six hundred dollars a year. 

Mr. President, I have done what I could fairly as chairman of 
this committee to secure proper compensation for the men who, 
as I say, bear the burden in the storm and in the hot sun day 
after day. 

I refer to the letter carriers of the country and the rural free-de- 
livery carriers at $500 a year or $600a year. h of the latter must 
own or control two horses and must give his own time and the 
time of the team for $50a month. The result has been that many 
men have had to quit the service. Many men have had to receive 
contributions, for it has been the usual and customary thing for 
the farmers of the country to say to the carrier, ‘‘ We know that 

ou do not receive enough to feed your team.’’ Yet every at- 

oa made to advance the pay of the men who stand behind the 

that is, the men who do the labor, like the carriers—is met 

y the proposition that they ought to be under the civil service, 

and that there ought to be no promotion until it is recommended 
by some superior officer. 

My proposition is that no man should be employed by this Gov- 
ernment to do responsible labor unless he is given a fair salary 
that will equip him sufficiently in the neighborhood where he re- 
sides and where his family must be educated. 

I will say, Mr. President, at the close of the consideration of 
this bill I hope that those who succeed me will be more success- 
ful—I do not believe they can be more faithful—in making an 
endeavor to equalize the money spent by the Government of the 
United States in the transmission of the mails; and that the postal 
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clerks and the letter carriers, and especially the rural free-delivery 
carriers, should be taken care of in the next appropriation bill by 
some fixed law better than they have been taken care of for the 
past few years. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I had intended to offer an 
objection to the amendment which commences on page 75 of the 
bill. The ostensible purpose of the amendment is to punish train 
robberies and attempted train robberies. Has that amendment 
been before the Senate, I will ask the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. MASON. It has been before the Senate. It is a matter 
which was referred to a subcommittee of lawyers on the Post- 
Office Committée, but I shall be glad to hear any suggestion the 
Senator has to make which will more nearly perfect the bill. Of 
course the purpose is to protect the people against the robbing of 
mail trains. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In the loose language of the section it is 
Hae apparent to me that it may be made the subject of great 

ardship and injustice to men who have no idea of committing 
crime. 

Mr. MASON. Wehad the matter under discussion and thought 
we had perfected the amendment. It was only intended to cover 
those who are ae to interfere with the mails. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think if the Senator from Illinois will 
pay attention to the language he will realize that the dangers 
they attempted to avoid have not been avoided. It is an amend- 
ment to an act for the suppression of train robbery, approved 
J 7s 1902. That act related simply to the suppression of train 
robbery in the Territories of the United States and, I think, the 
District of Columbia. This amendment makes it applicable to 
every section of the United States. That is the understanding of 
the Senator from Illinois, is it not? 

Mr. MASON. Oh, yes; it is intended to cover every section of 
the country. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The language of the amendment, in my 
opinion, makes it quite possible that any person who will inter- 
fere with a train carrying the mail, whatever his purpose might 
be, shall be punished by imprisonment for twenty years in the 
penitentiary and a very heavy fine... I call the attention of the 
Senator from Illinois to the language. 

That ifany person shall willfully and maliciously arrest the passage— 


“Arrest the passage.’’ Now, passing over the language that in- 
tervenes— 


with the intent to interfere with or rob the mails on said train. 


By way of illustration, in a time of labor troubles, if some per- 
son should arrest ee of a train that happened to carry 
the United States il, he might be indicted and tried and pun- 
ished and sentenced to twenty years’ imprisonment in the peni= 
tentiary for having done that single act. 

Mr. MASON. ill the Senator pardon me just a moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I can not see how that construction can be pos- 
sibly placed upon it, for any such trouble as that would not be 
an attempt to “ arrest the —- or enter upon any railroad 
train, railroad car, or railroad locomotive carrying the mails 
within _ United States with the intent to interfere with or rob 
the mails.”’ 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; ‘‘ with the intent tointerfere.”’ Let 
me make a suggestion to the Senator from Illinois. The intent 
with which a thing is done is to be determined from the act itself, 
and in case of an indictment I think a jury would be so instructed. 
If a person willfully and deliberately arrests a train carrying 
United States mail then a court or jury would be permitted to 
conclude that it was so arrested with intent to interfere with the 
mail—that is, with intent to stop the e of the mail to its 
destination. There is no question about that in the world. I 
have no objection to saying that where a man or a body of men, 
whether it was in the course of a labor strike or not—— 

Mr. MASON. I call the Senator’s attention to the words in 
the first line which he read. A change was made in the first line 
so that it reads now ‘“‘any person who shall.” I call the Senator's 
attention to the words “ willfully and maliciously.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly, if any person shall arrest the 
passage of a train carrying the mail he does it willfully. 

Mr. MASON. Not ne . 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; he does it willfully. He stops the 


train. 

Mr. MASON. Not with malice. 

Mr. PATTERSON. J do not know; that is always a question. 
You can not determine whether a thing is done maliciously or 
not except as you determine it from the act itself. The word 
“maliciously ’’ is applied to interference with the mail. If any- 
one will y and maliciously arrest the na a pl yg is, 
stop the movement—of a train carrying United States mail, with 
the intent to interfere with that , then he has committed 


the offense. When he stops the train he has interfered with the 











1903. 





If he has stopped the train deliberately, he has stopped the 
train willfully with intent to interfere with the mail, because the 
train is carrying the mail, and he intended to stop the train and 
therefore he intended to interfere with the mail. 


mail. 


Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PATTERSON. In just one moment. I am inclined to 
think, Mr. President, that some person, other than Senators, has 
cunningly caused this language to be inserted in this section. It 
should not pass. It should not be adopted by the Senate in this 
form. I have suggested language which will cure the evil, and 
if my suggestions are accepted I-will not make the point of order 
against the amendment; but unless they are I will make the point 
of order that I imagine will strike it out of the bill. 

This is the amendment I would like to have made. In the 
twenty-third-line strike out the words ‘‘interfere with or;’’ so 
that the paragraph will read 

Any person whoshall willfully and maliciously arrest the passage or enter 
upon any railroad train, railroad car, or ocomotive carrying the 
mails within the United States, with the intent to rob the mails on said train 
or who in pursuance of such intent attempts to commit murder, robbery, or 
any unlawful violence upon or against any passenger on said train or car, etc. 

Then, in addition to that, I move to strike out, on page 76, in 
lines 5, 6, and 7, the words *‘ or who in pursuance of such intent 
attempts to commit any crime or offense.’’ 

That, it seems to me, improves the section, and will make it 

rfectly clear that it is intended to affect those who stop trains 

or felonious purposes, and will prevent it from being distorted 
so that it will be made to apply to those whom I am satisfied the 
committee never intended should it apply to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Iam sure that the purpose of the committee 
in adopting this provision of the bill was to carry out only the 
object which the Senator says will be satisfactory to him. This 
section, if the Senator will permit me, was discussed at consid- 


erable length in the committee, and it was the desire of the com- | > c 
| moves that the vote by which this amendment was agreed to be 
| reconsidered. 
| Senator from Colorado offers an amendment, which will be stated. 


mittee to so word the section that it would confine its operation 
entirely to attempts to rob or otherwise interfere with the mail. 

I concede that the contention of the Senator has considerable 
force in it. I understand that ordinarily in the interpretation of 
criminal statutes the intent will be inferred fromthe act. It was 
the purpose and desire of the committee to avoid any such lan- 
guage and to make it so strong and explicit that the intent of the 
violator of the law would be the essence of the offense. 


inarl hink that langurge would cover it, but for the | 
Carnes See oe, maere a that, after the word ‘“ passage,’’ 


purpose of making it entirely explicit, and to preclude the idea 
that the statute was meant to describe an offense without the 
element of intent, I think the amendment suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Colorado ought to be accepted, and 1 hope the chairman 
will accept it. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator from North Carolina who has just 
spoken was on the subcommittee that prepared this amendment, 
and I feel like yielding to his judgment and accepting the amend- 
ment. Iam perfectly clear as to the first amendment, but I ask 
the Senator kindly to read the second amendment on page 76. I 
call the attention of the Senator from North Carolina to it. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I will read the amendment and then call 
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or any officer or employee connected with said locomotive, train, or car, or 
upon or against any mail agent or express messenger on said train, or inany 
such car thereof, such person shall be punished by imprisonment not exceed- 
ing twenty years, or by fine not exceeding $5,000, or both, at the discretion of 
the court. 

In addition to the words I have mentioned on page 76, you 
want to strike out also the Words ‘‘ against any person or prop- 
erty thereon.’ 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understand the Senator desires to shift the 
burden. As the bill now stands the Senator thinks that upon 
proving the act of arresting the train or entering upon the train 
the law would infer the intent. That is my understanding. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, it might. It depends altogether on 
the circumstances. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If that were true, then the defendant might 
exonerate hiinself by showing that he did not have that intent. 
Now, the Senator’s purpose, as I understand it, is to shift the 
burden and require the State to prove an intent as an element of 
the offense. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No, I do not want to say that that is my: 
purpose. I believe the provision will be all right if it makes 
criminal the willfully and maliciously arresting the passage of a 
train with the intent to rob the mails of said train, or to commit 
murder, robbery, or any unlawful violence upon or against any 
passenger or other person. 

Now, that ought to be an offense; but the language of the first 
part of the section and the language near the close of the section 
makes it entirely possible for persons to be punished with this 
very severe punishment who in reality had no intent to rob the 
mail or interfere with the mail beyond the extent of, for the time 
being, interfering with its free passage. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think I understand the position of the Sen- 
ator. It was the will of the committee with reference to it to 
ay this offense entirely to attempts to rob or interfere with the 
mail. 

Mr. MASON. I am entirely satisfied with the amendment, if 
it meets the views of my colleague on the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 





Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 

The SECRETARY. On page 75, line 23, after the words “ intent 
to,”’ strike out *‘ interfere with or; *’ and after the word ‘‘thereof,’”’ 
on page 76, line 5, strike out ‘“‘or whoin pursuance of such in- 
tent attempts to commit any crime or offense against any person 
or property thereon.’’ 

Mr. MALLORY. I suggest to the chairman of the committee 
in line 21, page 75, the word 
‘* of’? ought to be inserted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. So as to read: 

Arrest the passage of or enter upon. 

Mr. MASON. I will accept that modification. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment tothe amend- 
ment will be so modified. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. That closes the bill, Mr. President. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


the attention of the Senator to almost identical language in a | ments were concurred in. 


iy ter part of the section, and if it means less it ought not to 
e in the section. The anges I want to strike out on page 76 
is in lines 5, 6, and 7, and is as follows—— 

Mr. MASON. ‘Or who’’—— 

Mr. PATTERSON (reading)— 

Or who in pursuance of such intent attempts to commit any crime or 
offense. 

That is as far as it is necessary to strike out in order to make 
the meaning complete. 

Now, there is almost identical language on page 75 with that 
I have just read, as follows: 

Or who in pursuance of such intent attempts tocommit murder, robbery, 
or any unlawful violence. 

Now, that ought to remain, but the language given, ‘‘ or who 
in pursuance of such intent attempts to commit any crime or of- 
fense,”’ ought to go out, because, unless the intent is to commit 
murder, robbery. or unlawful violence, there ought to be no of- 
fense cognizable Mere Federal courts. 

Mr. MASON. at is right. Now read the paragraph just as 
it will read when amended. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will read it just as it will read with the 
amendments I propose: 

That if any person shall willfully and maliciously arrest the or 
or enter upon any railroad train, ra car, or railroad locomotive carry- 

the mails within the United States, with the intent to rob the mails on 
said train or who in pursuance of such intent attempts to commit murder 


robbery, or any unlawful violence upon or against any passen: on sai 
train or car, or upon or against any engineer, conductor, firemen, brakemen, 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MASON. Iask that the bill may be printed as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill will be printed in the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is always printed in 
the House when sent over. 

Mr. MASON. Very well; I withdtaw the request. 


POSTAL TELEPHONE SERVICE. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I offer a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to the Senator from Indiana if his 
resolution does not give rise to debate. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think it will not. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it does, I shall reserve the right to ask that 
it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read to 
the Senate. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate, That the Postmaster-General is hereby directed 
to inform the Senate to what extent and in what manner the telephone is 
used in the collection and delivery of specia!-delivery mail matter; and 
whether in his opinivn special rural] telephone delivery of mail matter is de- 
sirable and feasible. 


Does the Senator from Iowa 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brown1inG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of 
the House accepting the invitation of the committee of the Louis- 
jana Purchase Exposition, to be held at St. Louis in 1903. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
second report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House num- 
bered 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8 to the bill (S. 4850) to increase the pensions 
of those who have lost limbs in the military or naval service of 
the United States or are totally disabled in the same. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the second report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
_ ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 16567) making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, recedes from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3 to 
the bill upon which the committee of conference were unable to 
agree, and agrees to the same. 

The message also announced that the House recedes from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 39 and 
41, and so much of amendment numbered 57 as relates to the 
striking out of section 13 of the bill and substituting matter in 
lien thereof to the bill (S. 4825) to provide for a union railroad 
station in the District of Columbia. and for other purposes, upon 
which the committee of conference have been able to agree. 

The message further returned to the Senate. in compliance with 
its request, the enrolled bill (S. 5718) providing for the sale of 
sites for manufacturing or industrial plants in the Indian Terri- 
tory, from which the signature of the Speaker has been canceled, 
together with the message of the Senate agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 17088) to create a new division of the eastern 
judicial district of Texas; and to provide for terms of court at 

exarkana, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, and for other 
purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 159) granting to the New York and 
Jersey Railroad Company the right to construct and operate an 
underground railway under land owned by the United States in 
the city of New York. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the sundry civil appropriation bill 
be now proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 17202) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1904, and for other purposes, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, and that the amendments of the committee be 
considered as they are reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that the 
bill be read for amendment, and that the committee amendments 
shall first receive consideration. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of *‘ Under the Treasury Department,”’ on page 3, 
after line 3, to insert: 

For the erection of an addition to the quarters now occupied by the sub- 
treasury at Baltimore, Md.,in the space between the present old court-house 
and the t-office and court-house building, and for in connection 
Ghevewtin, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 15, to increase the ap- 
a, for rent of buildings at Cleveland, Ohio, from $49,279 
to $52,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 2, to insert: 


For extending the two wings at the east and west ends of the present main 
building, connecting such wings across the north side by a steel, glass, and 
copper construction (similar in design to the cover of porch at present on 
the south side of the building), and rebuilding asa amay pa building the 
temporary building now being constructed as an addition to one of the wait- 
ing rooms, all substantially in_ accordance with the plans submitted by the 
Supervising Architect to the Commissioner-General of Im tion, under 
date of November 24, 1902, the extensions of such wings to be of substantially 
the same construction as the present wings, $350,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, line 24, before the word 


‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ three hundred and eighty ’’ and insert 
“seven hundred and thirty;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

For construction of a new island near Ellis Island, $150,500; in all, $730,500, 
which sum shall be paid out of the immigrant fund. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls attention to 
the provision in line 22, on page 7, ‘‘for construction of a new 
island near Ellis Island.’’ Is it the intention of the committee to 
have the language stand in that way? 

Mr. KEAN. I have no objection to constructing a new island 
rovided jurisdiction over it shall be given to New Jersey. 
Laughter. | 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the phraseology employed by the 
House of Representatives, and I think it is intended to add a new 
island in New York Harbor. So farasI know that is the purpose. 
I will, however, look into the matter a little further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senate should strike out 
one word, the clause would then be open for action in the confer- 
ence committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will move to strike out the words “a new”’ 
— the word “island’’ and insert the word “‘an;’’ so as to 
read: 

For the construction of an island near Ellis Island, etc. 


I will say, however, that the entire clause will be in conference 
by the amendment already agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
= Senator from Iowa will be agreed to, in the absence of objec- 

ion. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 22, after line 20, 
to insert: 

Wilmington, N. C.: For repairs to the wharf purchased under the pro- 
visions of the act ss June 28, 1902, for revenne and customs paspous, 
the sum of $2,000 of the unexpended balance of the appropriation for 
such purchase is authorized to be used by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 5, to insert: 

For additional amount moceuntey to complete the buildings for laboratory 
for the Marine-Hospital Service, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Quarantine 
stations,’’ on page 26, after line 4, to insert: 

Portland, Me., quarantine station: For purchase of site, erection of build- 
ings, and equipment of station, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 7, to insert: 


Reedy Island, Delaware River, quarantine station: For coal bunkers for 
boarding steamer, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 27, to insert: 


Gulf quarantine station: For repairs and alterations to steamer Welch, 
$7,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 2, to insert: 


San Diego, Cal., quarantine station: For quarters and bath house and im- 
provements to station, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Light-houses, 
beacons, and fog signals,’’ on page 27, after line 10, to insert: 


Boon Island light and fog-signal station, Maine: For establishing a fog sig- 
nal at Boon Island light station, Maine, $10,000. =e 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 13, to insert: 


State Ledge light and fog-signal station, Massachusetts: For establishing 
a light and fog-signal station at or near State Ledge, Boston Harbor, Massa- 
chusetts, $52,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 17, to insert: 


Broad Sound Channel light station, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts: The 
rovision in the sundry civ onpreniat act for the fiscal year 1908 for a 
Rrst-order light and fog signal at the Northeast_Grave, Boston Harbor, is 
hereby amended by striking out the words “the Northeast Grave” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words “The Graves;"’ so as to read as follows: 
Broad Sound Channel light station, Boston Harbor. Massachusetts: For con- 
structing a first-order light and fog signal at The Graves ona nite tower, 
to mark the entrance to the new Broad Sound Channel in m Harbor, 
$75,000; and the Secretary of the re is hereby authorized toenter into 
a contract for the construction of said light station at a total cost not exceed- 
ing $188,000. : 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 7, to insert: 
Relief light vessel for the Third light-house district: For ements pe | i 
equipping, and outfitting complete for service a first-class light vessel, wi 
m fog signal, for the Third light-house district, $90,000; and the —_ 
House Board is authorized to employ temporarily at Washi 
draftsmen, to be paid at current rates, to prepare the plans for said vessol 
when this appropriation is made, and to be paid therefrom, such employ- 
ment tocease on or before the date when, the pase for such vessel being fin- 
ished, proposals for building same are invited by advertisement. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 18, to insert: 


ks L tand fi station, Connecticut: For establishing a 
Light and pee laine wnt eR ke Ledge, Norwalk Harbor, Connecticut, 
000. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 22, to insert: 


hinnecock Bay light station, New York: For establishingan electric light 
at fae Bay, cuaieab of Long Island, New York, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 29, to strike out: 


Mukilteo Point, near the city of Everett, Wash.: For the construction of 
a light-house and aetem station at Mukilteo Point, near the city of 
Everett, Wash., $22, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 8, to insert: 


Five Fathom Bank light vessel, New poner: Ber constructing, equipping. 
and outfitting, complete for service, a first-c steam light vessel, with a 
steam fog signal; and the Light-House Board is authorized to employ tem- 
rarily at n 3draftsmen, to be paid at current rates, to prepare 
he plans for the light vessel for which appropriation may be made; such 
draftsmen to be paid from the appropriation for building said vessel; such 
employment to cease and determine on or before the date when, the plans 
for such vessel being finished, proposals for building said vessel are invited 
by advertisement, $90,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 19, to insert: 


Cape Lookout Shoals light vessel, North Carolina: For constructing, 
uipping, and outfitting, complete for service, a first-class steam light ves- 
sel with a steam fog signal; and the Light-House Board is auth to em- 
loy a Washington three draftsmen, to be paid at current rates, 
to prepare the pi ns for the light-house vessel for whic — riation may 
be made; such draftsmen to be paid from the appropriation for building said 
vessel; such employment to cease and determine on or before the date when, 
the plans for such vessel being finished, proposals for building said vessel are 
invited by advertisement, $90,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 8, to insert: 


Mount Cornelia light station, Florida: For estabiishment of a first-order 
light station on or near Mount Cornelia, north side of the mouth of St. Johns 
River, Florida, $105,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 12, to insert: 

Cape Romano light:station, Florida: For establishing a second-order light at 
Cape Romano, Florida, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 18, to insert: 


Heald Bank light vessel, Texas: For constructing, equipping, and outtfit- 
ting, complete for service, a first-class steel steam light vessel with a steam 
fog signal; and the Light-House Board is authorized to employ temporarily 
at i three draftsmen, to be paid at current rates, to prepare the 

lans for the light-house vessel for which appropriation may be made; such 
men to be paid from the appropriation for building said vessel; such 
employment to cease and determine on or before the date when, the plans for 
such vessel being finished, proposals for building said vessel are invited by 
advertisement, $90,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 4, to insert: 


Milwaukee breakwater and harbor of refuge, Wisconsin: For establish- 
ing a light and fog signal on the Milwaukee breakwater, Lake Michigan, 
Wisconsin, $75,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 8, to insert: 
Pointe aux Barques light and fog-signal station, Michigan: For establish- 


ing a light and fog-si station at or near Pointe aux Barques, near Manis- 
tique, Mich., $32,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 12, to insert: 

Racine Reef light and fog-signal station, Wisconsin: For establishing a 
light tower and fog-signal winter quarters for keepers on Racine Reef, en- 
trance to Racine Harbor, Wisconsin, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 16, to insert: 

Relief light vessel for the Ninth and Eleventh light-house districts: For 
establishing a steel steam relief light vessel to be stationed at the Charlevoix, 
Mich.. light-honse depot, and used as needed for a relief light vessel for both 
the Ninth light-house district and the Eleventh light-house district, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 22, to insert: 

Martins Reef — vessel: For establishing a stee!. steam light vessel off 
Martins Reef, northwestern end of Lake Huron, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 32, to insert: 

Isle aux Peches range, 20-foot channel, Michigan: For the establishment 
of additional lights in the 20-foot cut, $18,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 2, to insert: 


Spectacle Reef light station, Michigan: For reconstructing the foundation 
Sa a and fog-signal station on cle Reef, Lake Huron, Michigan, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 7, to insert: 


Middle Island, Michi , light and fog- 1 station: For establishing a 
light and fog-signal station on Middle Island, Lake Huron, Michigan, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 10, to insert: 


Tender for St. Marys River, Michigan: Construction of a steam tender 
for use in St. Marys River and adjacent waters, Michigan, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 : 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 23, to insert: 

Piedras Blancas light station, California: To establish a fog signal and 
dwelling for its keeper at Piedras Blancas light station, California, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ? 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 2, to insert: 

Blunts Reef light vessel, Pacific Ocean, off Cape Mendocino, California: 
For constructing, equipping, and outfitting complete for service a first-class 
steam light vessel, with steam fog signal, $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘“‘ Light-House 
Establishment,’’ on page 35, line 12, to increase the appropriation 
for expenses of feg signals from $190,000 to $225,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Life Saving 
Service,’’ on page 40, after line 21, to insert: 

For constructing and establishing, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, a telephone, cable, or telegraph line or lines from the mainland 
forming the eastern side of Green Bay, Wisconsin, across Deaths Door to 
the Plum Island life-saving station, and from the said Plum Island life-saving 
station across Washington Island, Wisconsin, thence to Rock Island, termi- 
nating at the light-house on said island, said line or lines to be operated under 
the @ ion of the Secretary of the Treasury for the use of the Life-Savi 
Service, $3,000; and the Weather Bureau shall be entitled to the use of sai 
line or lines under such regulations as may be agreed upon by the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the Secretary of Agriculture. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Revenue-Cutter 
Service,”’ on page 42, after line 15, to insert: 

For the construction, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
of a sailing vessel with auxiliary steam power, for the Revenue-Cutter 
Service, to be immediately available, $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 19, to insert: 

For the construction, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
of a steam revenue cutter of the first class, for service on the coast of Maine, 
$200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 23, to insert: 

For additional amount for the construction, under the direction of the 
eT the Treasury, of a steam revenue cutter for service at the port 
of Philadelphia, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendmeni was, on page 43, after line 2, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire a suitable site upon 
which to establish a depot for the Revenue-Cutter Service, $30,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I offer an amendment to come in after the 
amendment which has just been adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not in order, as only 
the amendments proposed by the Committee on Appropriations 
are now being considered. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Very well; then I will withhold the amend- 
ment. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 43, after line 6, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to establish a depot for the Rev- 
enue-Cutter Service, on a site to be acquired by donation, in the harbor of 
Oakland, Cal., and for construction of a wharf, dredging of a slip, and the 
erection of suitable buildings, $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Under Smith- 
sonian Institution,’’ on page 56, after line 9, to insert: 

For printing and publishing the contributions from the United States Na- 
tional Herbarium, the editions of which sha]! not be less than 3,000 copies, in- 
cluding the preparation of necessary illustrations, proof reading, biblio- 
graphical work, and special editorial work, $7,000: Provided, That one-half 
of — copies shall be placed on sale at an advance of 10 per cent over their 
cost. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 16, to insert: 

Building for National Museum: To enable the Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution to commence the erection of a suitable fireproof building, with 
granite fronts, for the use of the National Museum, to be erected on the 
north side of the Mall, between Ninthand Twelfth streets NW., substantially 
in accordance with the Plan A, pre d and submitted to Congress by the 
secretary of the Smithsonian Institution under the provisions of the act ap- 
proved June 28, 1902, $250,000. Said building complete, including heating and 
ventilating tus and elevators, shall cost not to exceed $3,500,000, anda 
contract or contracts for its completion is hereby authorized to be entered 
into subject to appropriations to be made by Congress. The construction 
shall be in charge of Bernard R. Green, Superintendent of Buildings and 


Grounds, Library of who shall make the contracts herein author- 
ized and disburse all appropriations made for the work, and shall receive as 


full com tion for services hereunder the sum of $2,000 annually in 
addition to his present salary, to be paid out of said appropriations. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 57, line 23, to incraees the 
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appropriation for the maintenance of the National Zoological 
Park from $90,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Fish Commis- 
sion,’’ on page 58, line 5, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert 
“deputy commissioner, $3,000;”’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ to insert ‘‘1 clerk, $1,200;’’ in line 15, before the word 
‘* janitors,”’ to strike out ‘‘ four” and insert “five; and in line 
18, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out “‘ twenty-six thou- 
sand six’’ and insert ‘“‘ thirty-one thousand three;”’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Office of Commissioner: For Commissioner, $5,000; deputy commissioner, 
$3,000; chief clerk, $2,400; stenographer to Commissioner, $1,600; librarian, 
$1,200; 1 clerk of class 4; 2 clerks of class 3; private 7 $1,200; 1 clerk, 
$1,200; 1 clerk, $1,000; 2 clerks at $900 each; 1 engineer, $1,080; 5 fireman, at 
each: 2 watchmen, at $720 each; 5 janitors and messengers, at $600 each; 1 
janitress, $480; 1 messenger, $240; in all, $31, 

The amendment was agreed to. : , 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 22, before the word 
** of,”’ to strike out ‘‘ one clerk ’’ and insert ‘‘ two clerks;’’ and in 
line 24, before the word ‘“‘ hundred,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ seven thousand 
six’’ and insert “eight thousand eight;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Office of accounts: ceenins agent, $2,200; examiner of accounts, $1,600; 
property clerk, $1,600; 2 clerks of class 1; bookkeeper, $1,080; in all, $8,880. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was, on page 59. line 7, after the word 
** dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ one clerk of class 4;’’ and in line 11, before 
the word “‘ hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten thousand four’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ twelve thousand two;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Division of fish culture—Office: Assistant in charge, $2,700; superintendent 
of car and messenger service, $1,600; 1 clerk of class 4; 1 clerk of class 3; 1 
clerk of class 2; 2 clerks of class 1; 1 copyist, $720; in all, $12,220. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 14, after the word 
‘** dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ one laborer, $600,’’ and insert ‘‘ two 
laborers, at $600 each;’’ and in line 16, before the word ‘‘ hun- 
dred,”’ to strike out *‘ three thousand seven’’ and insert ‘four 
thousand three;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Neosho (Mo.) Station: Superintendent, $1,500; foreman, $900; skilled laborer, 
720; 2 laborers, at $600 each; in all, $4,320. 

The amendment was agreed to. P 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 12, after the word 
**two,”’ to insert ‘‘ 1 clerk of class 1;’’ and in line 19, before the 
word ‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘fifteen thousand three’’ and 
insert ‘‘ sixteen thousand five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Division of statistics and methods of the fisheries: Assistant in charge, 
$2,500; 1 clerk of class 4; 1 clerk of class 2; 1 clerk of class 1; 2 clerks, at $1,000 
each; 1 clerk, $900; 2 clerks, at $720 each; statistical agent, $1,400; 3 statistical 
agents, at $1,000 each; 1 local agent at Boston, Mass., ; 1 local agent at 
Gloucester, Mass., $600; in all, $16,540. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; ’ 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 8, to insert: 

Steamer Phalarope: Master, $1,200; engineer, $1,100; fireman, $720; 2 sea- 
men, at $540 each; cook, $600; in all, $4,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; : 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 5, to increase the 
appropriation for maintenance of vessels from $40,000 to $50,000. 

1e amendment was agreed to. : ; 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 17, to insert: 

For completion of the fish-cultural station at Put in Bay, Ohio, including 
the purchase of land, the construction of a superintendent's residence, con- 
struction and repair of buildings, purchase of machinery and equipment, ex- 
tension of wharf, and other improvements, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 ; 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for the fish-cultural station at Neosho, Mo., includ- 
ing the purchase of land and water rights, etc., from $7,500 to 
$12,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; , 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 14, to increase the 
appropriation for purchase or construction of two launches for 
use at the fish-cultural stations at Gloucester, Mass., and Bat- 
tery Island, Md., from $2,000 to $4,000. 

he amendment was agreed to. é ; 

The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 13, to insert: 

For the establishment of a fish-cultural station at or near the town of 
Mammota Spring, in the State of Arkansas, including purchase of site, con- 
struction of buildings and ponds, and sqcigenets. at a point to be selected by 
the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, provided that suitable 
ground can be procured at such place at a reasonable price to the Govern- 
ment, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous 
objects, Treasury Department,”’ at the top of page 76, to insert: 

Payment to Liliuokalani, former Queen of Hawaii: For payment to Liliu- 
okalani, formerly Queen of the Kingdom of Hawaii, in full satisfaction and 


discharge for all claims, and equitable, $200,000; and no part of this sum 
shall be paid by the United sentes to attorneys or agents, but the 


warrant for said sum shall be issued to said Liliuokalani and shall be deliv- 
ered to her in person upon her personal receipt for the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 25, after the word 
“‘and,”’ to strike out ‘‘two”’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws: For detecting and 
bringing to trialand punishment persons guilty of violating the internal- 
revenue laws or conniving at the same, including payments for information 
and detection of such violations, $100,000; and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shall make a detailed statement to Congress once in each year as to 
how he has expended this sum, and also a detailed statement of all miscella- 
neous expenditures in the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which appropria- 
tion is made in this act: Provided, That necessary books of reference and 
periodicals for the chemical laboratory and law library, at a cost not to ex- 
ceed $500, may be purchased out of the appropriation made for the fiscal year 
1904, for salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, fees and expenses of 
gaugers, salaries of storekeepers, and for miscellaneous expenses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 78, line 13, before the word 
‘“‘thousand,”’ to strike out “‘one hundred and twenty-five’’ and 
insert “‘two hundred;’’ and in the same line, after the word 
** dollars,’’ to insert: 

And a contract is hereby authorized to be entered into for such machinery, 
appliances, and furniture at a total cost of not exceeding $225,000 

So as to make the clause read: 


Denver, Colo., Mint: For new machinery, appliances, and furniture, 000; 
and a contract is hereby authorized to be satezed into for such machinery, 
appliances, and furniture at a total cost of not exceeding $225,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 16, on 


ge 78. 

Mr. KEAN. Has the Secretary read the amendment at the top 
of page 76, proposing to make a payment to Queen Liliuokalani? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been passed. 

Mr. KEAN. I wish to make a point of order against- the 
amendment. It is not estimated for. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihope the Senator from New Jersey will with- 
hold the point of order for the present. 

Mr..KEAN. I will withhold the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order can be 
made in the Senate just as well as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KEAN. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 87, after line 23, 
to insert: 

Freedmen's Hospital: For the construction of a new Freedmen's Hospital 
building and accessories on the ground now occupied by the Freedmen's 
Hospital, $50,000, said buildings to be constructed upon plans to be approved 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury and the Superintendent of the 
Capitol Building and Grounds, and sufficient when completed to provide for 
not less than 200 patients; and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to 
enter into a contract or contracts for the construction of said buildings at a 
cost not exceeding $300,000: Provided, That before any portion of the sum 
herein appropriated shall be expended, the proper wathorities owning the 
ground upon which said buildings are to be erected shall lease the same to 
the Government of the United States at an annual rental of $1 per annum 
during the period of their occupation of the same. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 25, to strike out 
‘*two’’ and insert ‘‘ four;’’ so as to read ‘‘ 1904.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 78, line 12, to strike out 
‘**one hundred and twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ two hundred;’’ and 
in line 13, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert: 

And a contract is hereby authorized to be entered into for such machin- 
ery, appliances, and furniture at a total cost of not exceeding $225,000. 

So as to read: 


Denver, Colo., mint: For new machinery, appliances, and furniture, $200,000; 
and a contract, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 19, before the word 
‘**thousand,’’ to strike out “‘two hundred and eighty-eight’’ and 
a “*three hundred and fifty-three;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For the Capitol: For work at Capitol, and for general and special repairs 
thereof, including wages of mechanics and laborers, and not exceeding $5) 
for the purchase of technical and necessary books, $353,850, to be immediately 


available. 
Mr. ALLISON. On line 19 I wish to modify the committee 
amendment by inserting ** sixty-two’’ instead of *‘ fifty-three.” 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 88, after line 24, to insert: 


For continuing the work of cleaning and repairing works of art in the 
Capitol, including the sepating ct frames, under the direction of the Joint 
Committee on the Library, $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 89, after line 3, to insert: 


To procure two new steel boilers of the water-tube type of about 225 horse- 
power for the Senate wing of the Capi: $10,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 89, after line 6, to insert: 


thorize the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds to 
onus the Sear aelen of steel cases for the proper protection of the files 
of the Senate, $16,735, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be imme- 
diately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
The next amendment was, on page 89, after line 11, to strike 


out: 

To acquire a site for, and toward the construction of, a fireproof building 
for committee rooms, folding room, and other offices for the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and for necessary office rooms for members thereof, to be erected 
on one of the squares bounded by B street south, C street south, First street 
east, and First street west, as the commission hereinafter provided shall de- 
termine, $750,000; and said building shall be constructed substantially accord- 
ing to the plans prepared under the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
March 3, bol, th such modifications as may be found necessary or advan- 
tageous, and ata cost, exclusive of site, not to exceed $3,100,000, for any part 
or all o} Phich sum contracts are authorized to be entered into. Said con- 
struction and letting of contracts, tanleding me employment of all necessary 
skilled and other services, shall be under the control of the Superintendent 
of the Capitol Buildin and Grounds, subject to the direction an supervision 
of a commission, which is hereby created, to be com of three members 
elect to the House of Representatives of the Fifty-eighth Congress, to be ap- 

inted by the Speaker of the Fifty-seventh Congress; vacancies occurring, 
by resignation or otherwise, in the membership of said commission shall be 
filled by succeeding Speakers of the House. The commission herein author- 
ized shall, within thirty days after their appointment, determine which of 
the squares above described shall be acquired and used for a site for the 
building herein provided for, and shall notify the Secretary of the Interior 
in writing of their determination, whereupon the Secretary of the Interior 
shall, within thirty days after the receipt of such notice, proceed, in the man- 
ner prescribed for providing a site for an addition to the Government Print- 
ing Office in so much of the act approved July 1, 1898, as is set forth on pages 
648 and 649 of volume 80 of the Statutes at Large, to acquire the square so de- 
termined upon; and for the purposes of such acquisition the Secretary of the 
Interior shall have and exercise all the powers conferred upon the Public 
Printer in said act. 

The appropriations herein and hereafter made for said site and building 
sha!l be disbursed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Toward the extension and completion of the Capitol building in accord- 


ance with the original plans therefor by the late Thomas U. Walter, with 
such modifications of the interior as may be found necessary or advanta- 
geous, and for each and every purpose connected therewith, ,000; and the 


said construction shall be made under the direction of a commission, com- 
posed of three Senators to be appo‘nted by the President of the Senate and 
three members-elect to the House of Representatives of the Fifty-eighth 
Congress, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives of 
the Fifty seventh ere. and the Superintendent of the Capitol Building 
and Grounds, under the direction and supervison of said commission, is au- 
thorized to make contracts for said construction after proper advertise- 
ments and the reception of bids within a total sum not exceeding $2,500,000, 
including the sum herein appeopentes, and said Superintendent, subject to 
the direction and approval of said commission, shall employ such profes- 
sionaland personal services in connection with said work as may be necessary. 
Any vacancy occurring by resignation or otherwise in the membership of 
the commission hereby created shall be filled by the presiding officer of the 
Senate or House, according as the vacancy occurs in the Senate or House 
representation on said commission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Expenses of the 
collection of revenue from sales of public lands,”’ on page 96, after 
line 5, to insert: 

Preservation of records, General Land Office: For completing the twork of 
rearranging, indexing, and preserving the records of the recorder’s office 
of the General Land Office, five hundred dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Surveying the 
public lands,’’ on page 96, line 25, after the word “‘ by,’’ to insert 
“the acts approved February 26, 1857, and May 11, 1858,” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For surveys and resurveys of public lands, $400,000, at rates not exceeding 
$9 per linear mile for standard and meander lites, $7 for township, and $5 for 
section lines: Provided, That in expending this appropriation preference 
shall be given, first, in favor of surveying townships occupied, in whole or in 

part, by actual settlers and of lands granted to the States by the acts approved 
ebruary 26, 1857, and May 11, 1858, the act approved February 22, 1889, and 
the acts approved July 8 and July 10, 1690, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ United States 
Geological Survey,’’ on page 102, after line 21, to insert: 

For to phic surveys in the island of Porto Rico, to be made le 
Geological Seevey in cooperation with the authorities of Porto Rico, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : , 

The next amendment was, on page 103, after line 7, to insert: 

For the investigation of mines and mining of the United States, $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 13, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the United States 
Geological Survey from $1,126,570 to $1,181,570. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, after line 2, to insert: 

Wind Cave National Park: For the ma ment, improvement, and pro- 
tection of the Wind Cave National Park uth Dakota, to be expended 
under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 110, after line 10, to insert: 


For additions to the buildings of the institution to provide additional ac- 
corm:modations for students and officers, for schoolrooms, and to enlarge the 
laundry, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





The next amendment was, under tie head of “‘ Under the War 
Department,”’ on page 111, after line 18, to insert: _ 

For rebuilding and pee archos “A” at Rock Island Arsenal, 
which was destroyed by fire on February 11, 1908, to be immediately avail- 
able, $185,000. 

For new hospital building, $19,500. 

The next amendment was, on page 112,in the appropriation for 
** Powder depot near Dover, N. J.,’’ after line 19, to insert the 
following: 

Toward increase of transportation facilities, $15,000. 

For constructing new wagon road, $5,000. 

For power house, to contain also carpenter, machine, blacksmith, and tin 


sho ,000. 
or wheel and dynamo house, $5,000. 
For installation of electric lighting plant, $7,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item for Springfield, Mass., 
Arsenal, on page 113, after line 6, to insert: 
For shed for cuttings, filings, etc., $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 113, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for Springfield, Mass., Arsenal from $11,500 
to $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 113, after line 16, to insert: 

Watertown Arsenal, Watertown, Mass.: For three cottages for enlisted 
men, $11,000. 

For lavatory and water-closet for shops, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 2, on 

age 117. 
z Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the committee I move to insert 
“*twenty ”’ in line 2, page 117, before the word ‘“‘ four.”’ 

The SECRETARY. On page 117, line 2, before the word “ four,”’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘* twenty;”’’ so as to read: 

For improvement and maintenance of Executive Mansion grounds (within 
iron fence), $24,000. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 118, line 16, before the word ‘dollars,’ to strike out 
‘“*seventy-two’’ and insert ‘‘eighty-five;’’ and in line 19, before 
the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ tostrike out ‘* four hundred and thirty-two’”’ 
and insert ‘‘ five hundred and ten;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For lighting six arc electric lights in Executive Mansion grounds within 
the iron fence, at not exceeding $55 per light per annum, which shall cover 
the entire cost to the United States of lighting and maintaining in good 
order each electric light in said grounds, $510. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 118, line 21, before the word 
‘**dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-two ”’ and insert “‘ eighty-five;”’ 
and in line 25, before the word ‘“ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four 
hundred and thirty-two” and insert “‘ five hundred and ten;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

For lighting six arc electric lights at the propagating gardens, at not ex- 
ceeding $85 per light per annum, which sum shall cover the entire cost of 
lighting and maintaining in good order each of said arc electric lights, $510. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 119, before the word “ dol- 
lars,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ seventy-two ”’ and insert “‘ eighty-five;’’ and 
in line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘* three thou- 
sand eight hundred and sixteen’’ and insert ‘‘ four thousand five 
hundred and five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For lighting are electric lights in public grounds as follows: For 7 in 
grounds south of the Executive Mansion, 32 in Lafayette, Franklin, Judiciary, 
and Lincoln parks, and 14 in grounds south of Executive Mansion and in 
Monument Park, at not exceeding $% per light per annum, which sum shall 
cover the entire cost of lighting and maintaining in good order each of said 
are electric lights; in all, $4,505, one-half of which sum shall be paid from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia and the other half from the Treasury 
of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. At this point I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to return to page 85, where I move to strike out the proviso 
embraced within lines 11 to 14, inclusive, on that page. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed on page 85 to strike out lines 
11, 12, 18, and 14, as follows: 

Provided, That so much of the amount hereby appropriated as may be 
necessary shall be available for the establishment and maintenance of the 
Bertillon system of identification at the various ports of entry. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, in support of the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa, I desire to have put in the Recorp two or 
three provisions of the treaty with China, which show that this 
proviso would come in conflict with it. In connection with those 
extracts I submit some very brief remarks of my own. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the matter 
will be printed in the Rrecorp, 
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The matter referred to is as follows: 

The Bertillon system of identification, as stated by the Assist- 
ant Commissioner of Immigration, is a system of measurements, 
that is, taking the measurement of the hands, feet, different parts 
of the body, etc. 

The treaty of 1894, Article III thereof, provides exactly under 
what conditions Chinese officials, teachers, students, merchants, 
or travelers for curiosity or pleasure may come to the United 
States. 

The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en- 
joyed of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 

ravelers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United 
States and residing therein. To entitle such Chinese subjects as are above 
described to admission into the United States, they may uce a certifi- 
cate from their Government or the government where they lastresided 
by the diplomatic or consular representative of the United States in the 
country or port whence they depart. 

It certainly was not contemplated by the treaty that the Ber- 
tillon system of identification should be used as to students, etc. 
The treaty gives Chinese teechers, etc., the right to enter freely 
(because they had that right under the treaty of 1868 and earlier 
treaties), the only condition being that they shall produce a cer- 
tificate, as provided in Article ITI of the treaty. 

It is doubtful whether the Bertillon system could even be ap- 
plied to laborers, as Article II of the treaty of 1894 provides under 
what conditions laborers can come intothe United States or return 
here after an absence in China. 

Article I prohibits the coming of Chinese laborers into the 
United States, and Article II provides that Article I shall not ap- 
ply to the return to— 
the United States of any registered Chinese laborer who has a lawfu' wife, 
$1,000 mi parent in the United States, or property therein to the value of 

, etc. 

Nevertheless, every such Chinese laborer shall, before leaving the United 
States, deposit as a condition of his return with the collector of customs of 
the district from which he departs a full description in writing of his family 
or property or debts as aforesaid, and shall be furnished by said collector 
with such certificate of his ~— to return under this treaty as the laws of 
the United States may now or hereafter prescribe and not inconsistent with 
the provisions of this treaty. * * * And nosuch Chinese laborer shall be 
permitted to enter the United States by land or sea without producing tothe 
proper officer of the customs the return certificate herein required. 

Query: Would it be proper under such a treaty, which states 
just what the Chinaman shall do to entitle him to a certificate, to 
compel him to submit to the Bertillon system of identification, 
which was never contemplated by the treaty? _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead “ Na- 
tional cemeteries,’’ on page 131, after line 15, to insert: 

Road to Antietam National Cemetery, Maryland: For the construction of 
a road on the Antietam battlefield on or near the present highway from the 
intersection of Mill street and the Antietam National Cemetery roadway, in 
the town of Sharpsburg, Md., to the Burnside Bridge, $8.000. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 132, after line 10, to insert: 

Balls Bluff battlefield: For the purchase and preservation of the battle- 
field of Balls Bluff. and the soldiers’ burial place there, and for —s> 
same in suitable condition, to be expended under the direction oF the 
tary of War, $5,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Miscellaneous 
objects, War Department,”’ on page 133, line 18, before the word 
“public,” to strike out “‘other;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Philippine Islands: For the relief of the distress in the Philippine Islands, 
to be expended under the direction and in the discretion of ‘ine 
government in such proportions as they deem wise, in the direct m 
and distribution or sale of farm implements, farm animals, supplies, and 
necessaries of life, and through the employment of labor in the construction 
of government wagon roads and other public works, to be immediately avail- 
able, $3,000,000. And the governor of the Phili shall submit to the 
Secretary of War a statement of all expenditures under, 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 134, line 8, to increase the 
appropriation for the construction of buildings at and the enlarge- 
ment of such military posts as, in the judgment of the Secretary 
of War, may be necessary, etc., from 31,250,000 to $2,000,000, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 135, after line 22, to insert: 


The Presidio, Cal.: For continuing the work of improving the wilitary 
reseration at the Presidio of San Francisco, and improving other military 
reservations in the harbor of San Francisco, Cal., b sand dunes, 
planting trees and shrubs and general forestry and other much-needed im- 

vements, to be expended under direction of the Secretary of War, the 
appropriation to be available until used, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 141, line 8, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert: 


For the reconstruction and completion of the old Providence Hospital 
as and renovation and rearrangement of grades and hes to the 
eee 000; in all, 
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So as to make the clause read: 


Support and medical treatment of destitute patients: For the support and 
medical treatment of ‘% medical and surgical patients who are destitute, in 
the city of Wi under a contract to be made with the Providence 
Hospital the Su -General of the Army, $19,000; for the 
and completion of the old Providence Hospital building, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 141, line 20, after the word 
**dollars,’’ to insert: 

For the erection of a building on the Garfield Memorial Hospital grounds 
for heating, cooking, laundry, and electric-elevator purposes and furnishing 


the same for use, and for the erection and furnishing of new surgical rooms 
with modern some, $100,000, to be immediately available, and to be ex- 
on 


Penne under of the trustees of Garfield Memorial Hospital; in 
So as to make the clause read: 


Garfield Memorial Hospital: For maintenance, toenable it to provide med- 
ical and surgical treatment to persons unable to pay therefor, under a con- 
tract to be made with the Board of Charities of the District of Columbia, 
$19,000; for the erection of a building on the Garfield Memorial Hospital 
grounds, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 142, after line 5, to insert: 


Site for Army general hospital: The Secretary of War is authorized, in his 
discretion, to expend not exceeding $75,000 of the unexpended balance of the 
amounts ap iated for the construction and maintenance of hi oe ae 
the act ing ao for the support of the Army for the - 

ear ending June 30, 1908, approved June 8), 1902, for the purchase of a site 
or the construction of a general hospital in the vicinity of Washington, D.C. 

The amendment was agreed to: 

The next amendment was, on page 148, after line 4, to insert: 

For construction of one steam tug to replace the launches Active and Alert 
and the tug Argus, $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 1438, line 8, to increase the 
total appropriation for miscellaneous objects, War Department, 
from $75,260 to $120,260. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the Soldiers’ 
Home at Dayton, Ohio, on page 146, after line 7, to insert: 

For quartermaster’s storehouse and equipment, $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 146, line 20, to increase the 
total appropriation for the Dayton (Ohio) Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers from $585,600 to $645,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 146, line 25, to strike ow 
“* thirty-one ’’ and insert “‘ thirty-four;’’ so as to read: . 


At the Northwestern Branch, at Milwaukee, Wis.: For current expenses, 
woe the same objects specified under this head for the Central Branch, 


y 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the Soldiers’ Home 
at Milwaukee, Wis., on page 147, after line 15, to insert: 

For addition to quartermaster’s storehouse, with equipment, $8,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 147, line 21, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Northwestern 
Branch of the Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Mil- 
waukee, Wis., from $313,700 to $325,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the Soldiers’ Home 
at Togus, Me., on page 148, after line 13, to insert: 

For quartermasters’ storehouse and equipment, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 148, line 22, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the Eastern Branch of the 
Natio ome for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Togus, Me., 
from $319,414 to $344,414. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the Santa Monica 
(Cal.) Soldiers’ Home, on page 51, after line 11, to insert: 

For one additional barrack, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 151, line 20, to increase the 
total appr tion for maintenance of the Pacific Branch of the 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Santa Monica, Cal., 
from $341,150 to $871,150. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriation for salaries for 
officers and employees of the Board of Managers, and for outdoor 
relief and incidental expenses, on page 157, line 20, before the 
— ** stationery” to insert ‘‘ medical examinations;” so as to 
read: 


For rent, medical examinations, stationery, telegra and other inci- 
dental expenses, $6,000. * gy 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 157, line 24, to increase the 








. 








total appropriation for maintenance of the National Homes for 
Disa Volunteer Soldiers from $4,781,308 to $4,907,808. 

The amendment was agreed to. , r 

The next amendment was, on page 159, after line 2, to insert: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
rf and adjoining land, Newport, R. L: For the purchase 

b ee a the Navy of a wharf and sncesmary adicimine innd at 
Wowpert, R. I., for the use of the Army and Navy, and for the Treasury and 
other Departments and branches of the service, and for the 
repair and improvement of the same: Provided, That said wharf pm 
and any improvements thereon which may hereafter be made shall be under 
the control of the Secretary of the Navy, ¥100, 000. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
whether it is not usual in making such a purchase as that contem- 
plated in this amendment to put in the act of Congress the addi- 
tion that the jurisdiction shall have been ceded by the State. Of 
course you can not get it unless you get it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idonotthinkitisusual. Ifthe Senator from 
Massachusetes thinks that ought to be done of course I have no 
objection to the amendment covering that point. 

Mr. HOAR. My attention of course has been called to such 
matters in the case of court-houses and buildings connected with 
the Department of Justice. I think that is always inserted in 
the provision for a public building. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould have no objection to it, and I think 
it might very well be inserted with profit. 

Mr. HOA I will move, then, to add the following additional 
proviso: 

And provided further, That jurisdiction shall have been ceded to the 
United States over said property by the State of Rhode Island. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts offers an amendment to the amendment, which will be read. 

The SecRETARY. On page 159, line 13, .fter the word ‘“ dol- 
lars,”’’ insert: 

And provided further, That exclusive jurisdiction shall have been ceded 
to the United States over said property by the State of Rhode Island. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of State,”’ on page 159, after 
line 24, to insert: 

For the pu of carrying out on the part of the United States the pro- 
visions of Te ieeaier between the United States and Great Britain concluded 
at Washington on the 24th day of January, 1908, to become immediately 
available upon the exchange of ratifications of the said treaty, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 160, after line 5, to insert: 

For co tion and expenses of a competent and reliable person, to be 
appointed ¥, the Secretary of State, with the approval of the President, 
whose duty it shall be to carry out the recommendations in the tenth clause 
of the ah oh of the Pan-American Railway committee to the Second Inter- 
national ference of American States, held in the City of Mexico in the 
winter of 1901 and 1902, and unanimously adopted by that conference, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 160, after line 14, to insert: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

To commence the erection of a new building for the Department of Agri- 
culture, authorized by the act approved February 9, 1903, $250,000, of which 
sum $100,000 shall be immediately available; and the Secretary of Agriculture 
is hereby authorized to enter into a contract or contracts for the completion 
of said building within the limit of cost of $1,500,000 fixed by said act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, ‘‘ Under the Department of Justice,”’ 
on page 164, line 21, to increase the appropriation for the care of 
buildings rented by the Department of Justice from $8,000 to 
$9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ J udicial,”’ in the 
appropriation for United States courts, on page 166, line 19, after 
the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That the provisions of section 8 of the legislative appropriation 
act approved May 26, 1896, limiting the compensation of United tes assist- 
ant district attorney to not exceeding $2,500 per annum, shall not apply to 
the first assistant district attorney for the northern district of Illinois. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 174, after line 17, to insert: 


United States penitentiary, McNeils Island, Washington: For the construc- 
tion of additional suitable buildings, prison wall, and wharf for the United 
States penitentiary at McNeils Island, Washington, $30,000, of which amount 
$7,000 may be used for the purchase of additional lands, including clay deposits. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 174, after line 24, to insert: 


_ Court of Private Land Claims: For chief justice and four associate jus- 
tices, at $5,000 each: clerk, $2,000; stenographer, $1,500; attorney, $3,500; inter- 
preter and translator, $1,500; in all, $33,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 175, after line 5, to insert: 


For deputy clerks, as authorized by law, so much therefor as may be nec- 
essary: Provided. That section 19 of an act entitled “An act to establish a 
Court of Private Land Claims and to provide for the settlement of es 
laad claims in certain States and Territories,” approved March 3, 1391, as 
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amended in legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for the fis- 
cal year 1901, a ved April 17, 1900, and the same is hereby, further 
amended to as follows: *‘Sxc. 19. Tht the powers and functions of the 
court blished by this act shall cease and determine on the 30th day of 
June, 1904, and all papers, files, and records in the ssion of the said 
court belonging to any other — office of the United States shall be re- 
turned to such office, and all other rs, files, and records in the possession 
of or eens to said court shall returned to and filed in the Depart- 
ment the Interior:” i Surther, That all cases now or hereafter 
pending in the appellate courts from the Court of Private Land Claims and 
all surveys connected therewith shall be expedited and given preference so 
far as practicable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Under legisla- 
tive,”’ on page 176, after line 15, to insert: 

Bust of late President McKinley: For the purchase by the Joint Commit- 
tee on the Library of a Lesene genteel bust of the late President McKinley, 
executed by Mrs. Emma Cad er-Guild, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the United States 
Geological Survey, under the head of ‘‘ Public printing and bind- 
ing,”’ on page 179, line 24, after the word ‘‘ resources,”’ to insert 
‘“*and for additional copies of such maps included in the above as 
may be needed for general purposes;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


Fcr engraving the illustrations necessary for the annual report of the 
Director, and for the monographs, professional papers, bulletins, water-sup- 
ply papers, and the report on mineral resources, and for additional copies of 
such maps included in the above as may be needed for general purposes, 


The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, on page 180, line 8, after the words 
** Geological Survey,’’ to insert: 

And the Director of the Geological Survey shall hereafter distribute to 

blic libraries that have not already received them such copies of sale pub- 
ications as may remain on hand at the expiration of five years after date of 


delivery to the Survey document room, excepting a reserve number not to 
exceed 200 copies. 


So as to make the clause read: 

For printing and binding the annual report of the Director, the mono- 
graphs, professional papers, bulletins, water-supply papers, and the report 
on mineral resources, $150,000; and said amount shall cover all printing and 
binding on account of said publications of the Geological Survey; and the 
Director of the Geological Survey shall hereafter, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was completed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire, on behalf of the committee, to offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 143, after line 9, to insert: 


Bronze tablets at Fallsof St. Marys River: To enable the Secretary of War 
to place bronze tablets in or near suitable positions in the masonry now oc- 
cupying the site of the locks built in 1853, 1854, and 1855, in commemoration 
of the construction of the ship canal at the Falls of St. Marys River, in the 
State of Michigan, with the names inscribed thereon of the State and United 
States officers, contractors, engineers, and other persons immediately and 
officially connected with the undertaking, and including the dates, the com- 
mencement and completion of the work, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the committee on page 133, after 
line 21, I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 133, after line 21, to insert: 


Care of civil records of the late military government of Cuba: For classifi- 
cation, arrangement, care, and sto of the civil records of the late military 
government of occupation of Cuba, including hire of clerks, messengers, and 
every other necessary expense in connection therewith, $11,280, to be imme- 
diately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish now to turn back to page 7, anil ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment on line 22 may be dis- 
agreed to. It had escaped my mind for the moment that the 
paragraph relates to the construction of a small island very near 

lis Island, in New York Harbor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be dis- 


agreed to. 
anes ALLISON. I wish the text to stand as it came from the 
ouse, 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is as agreeable to the Senator from Iowa 
at this time as any other, I should like to ask a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be agreeable unless it is one I can not 
answer. I wiil do the best I can. 

Mr. SPOONER. In reading the bill I observe that $200,000 is 
appropriated to Liliuokalani, the ex-Queen of Hawaii. I should 
like to inquire whether that is in consideration of the relinquish- 
ment of any rights to the United States which she possessed or 
whether it is honorary. What are the facts in regard to it? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations did not in- 
vestigate this appropriation with any very great care. They were 
only familiar with the general facts relating to the deposition of 
the Queen of Hawaii. I do not understand that a committee of 
this body made an investigation of the subject. At any rate, I 
know that the chairman of the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
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Porto Rico urged very strongly upon the Committee on Appro- 
priations that this appropriation should be made. 

Mr. HOAR. They were expressly directed in the last Congress 
to make a thorough investigation of the subject as a committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. They were so directed and did make the in- 
vestigation, and they submitted an elaborate report. I am told 
that on the general subject of the Hawaiian Islands they have 
made a report which embraces some nine or ten volumes. 

The appropriation is founded, of course, upon the claim, pre- 
tended or real, of the Queen to what are known as the crown 
lands in Hawaii. From these crown lands she received, I under- 
stand, an income annually of about $48,000, of which she was de- 
prived; and the matter has been in contest in various ways from 
that time until now. I am very sorry that the chairman of the 
committee having special charge of this matter is not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The chairman of the commit- 
tee will be present whenever this item comes up in the Senate. 
He understood that a point of order was to be made, and he de- 
sired to be heard on the point of order, and the Chair said he 
would send for him. 

Mr. ALLISON. With such imperfect statement as I have been 
able to make, I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will allow the 
matter to lie over for further explanation by some one who is di- 
rectly familiar with the topic. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was about to suggest to the Senator from 
Iowa that this matter had better go over and be considered by it- 
self, and at a later hour we can resume its consideration. ‘I was 
a member of the commission which passed upon this question, 
and we decided against it after very complete examination. My 
own judgment about it is that there are others besides Liliuoka- 
lani who will come in if we have got to settle with the royal fam- 
ily down there. She was the representative of those interests be- 
cause she became functus officio at a time when she seemed to be 
royal, and there was at that time a crowd of royalties around 
who were licking their chops to get money out of the Treasury. 
I think we had better look into this matter a little more carefully. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if the statement of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. eens had not been made until after the 
matter had gone over, I should not desire to say anything; but I 
should like to make a brief statement about the subject in this 
connection. 

I myself had a very strong feeling against this lady, growing 
out of some newspaper reports, but a lady whom I know very 
well, who is the wife of one of the most eminent business men in 
Boston (indeed, in the country), is the cousin of the husband of 
this Queen. She has been for many years very intimately ac- 
quainted with the late Queen and has received her as a guest in 
her house. She tells me a story, which I believe the committee 
have found to betrue. Itis to the effect that these lands are 
lands which fairly might have been claimed to be the private 
property of the Queen, and not mere crown lands. Their pro- 
ceeds had always been used for the private support and mainte- 
nance of the royal family. 

This lady since her dethronement has done everything in her 
power to reconcile her people to the rule of the United States. 
She has publicly declared—and her declaration has great author- 


ity with those people—that the best thing which could ibly 
happen to that unfortunate and decaying people was that they 
should come under our control. Her influence been of great 


value. She is a woman of great personal worth. That, of course, 
does not settle any legal question, but it is a fact which is known. 
She has used all the money she could get, living in a most self- 
denying, prudent, and strict manner for her, in educating the 
children of some of her dependents and officials about the court, 
who, when she was Queen, depended upon her. She brought 
them to this country and has spent her money for their educa- 
tion and support here. 

Under those circumstances, there being a very fair claim for 
crown lands of much larger value, the fact having been that, un- 
der circumstances the history of which is known to the whole 
Senate, she was deposed, it does seem to be a pity that we should 
haggle with her about this $200,000, which, being invested in any 

rmanent investment, would yield an income of not exceeding 

.000 a year, and more likely not so much. 

I have no earthly interest in this matter except for two reasons. 
the interest occasioned oe this story and the desire to atone, if I 
can in any way, for a public utterance of disrespect toward this 
lady that I made in Massachusetts in a Republican convention a 
few years ago, having been misled and deceived by what I had 
read in the newspapers. 

I shall not, however, undertake to debate the matter, but I trust 
the committee will explain the situation when it again comes up. 
I have stated the general nature of the case. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I want to say just a word 
about this matter now. 

I did not put the question to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 





LIsoNn] for the purpose or with a view of antagonizing this propo- 
sition. At one time I gave some examination—not being dian. 
able, however, by the Senate with that duty—into the claim of 
this lady in relation to the crown lands of Hawaii, and I came to 
the conclusion that the crown lands of Hawaii pertained to the 
crown and belonged to whomsoever the crown belonged; that 
they were not in any sense the private property of the individual 
who happened for the time being to wear the crown, but followed 
the sovereignty. 

I have never said any disrespectful thing of this lady, and if I 
had spoken wrongly of her I would not ask the Government of 
the United States to make amends. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator certainly does not understand me to 
make any such contention as that? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not. 

Mr. HOAR. I said I had an interest in seeing that she should 
receive justice because I had once done her an injustice, and I am 
not ashamed of that utterance. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no interest of any kind to see that she 
has justice done her, except the interest I have in seeing that 
everybody to whom the United States is in any way beholden 
shall be justly dealt with. 

If there is any claim upon the part of Liliuokalani to these 
lands as an individual, contradistinguished from the sovereign— 
I mean a just and fair claim, although not technically perhaps a 
legal claim—I agree entirely with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that it should be dealt with in a broad way, but I had not 
supposed that we were to pay her this $200,000 on account of any 
wrong in her deposition and by way of damages for that; but 
what I wanted to know from the Senator was upon what this 
claim rests. 

Mr. ALLISON. It rests, as I understand the committee hav- 
ing charge of this subject, largely apon what they call an equity 
in —_ favor arising out of the transaction with which we are all 
familiar. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] 
will permit me, I will make answer to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SPOONER. } 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I shall be glad to yield to the Senator for 


that pu ’ 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I will wait until the Senator from Wis- 
consin concludes. 


Mr. SPOONER. I am asking for information, and I should 
like to hear the Senator now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state, Mr. President, that I, under 
direction of the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, re- 
ported this amendment to the Senate and had it referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and that committee has it incor- 
porated into the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

I will say further that the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico was unanimous in recommending the adoption of this 
amendment, and the Committee on Appropriations without dis- 
sent has reported it for the favorable action of the Senate. 

Now, to answer the Senator from Wisconsin—I agree with him 
thoronghly, and I am sure that I —- the views of every 
member of the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico—it 
is not contended in the report made by that committee, it is ex- 
pressly stated by the subcommittee of that committee, which 
visi the island of Hawaii last summer, that there is no legal 
claim upon the part of Liliuokalani against the Federal Govern- 
ment. She has no day in court. 

I agree with the Senator from Wisconsin further that the fee 
to the crown lands, the rental of which is made the basis of this 
recommendation, was notin her. It was in the sovereign of those 
islands; but in the rents, issues, and profits arising from those 
crown lands she had absolute title. 

Mr. SPOONER. While she was Queen. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. While she was Queen. She did with 
those rents what she pleased, and accounted to nobody. Since 
her dethronement, in round numbers ten years ago, this Govern- 
ment has collected from those crown lands, in round numbers, 
$450,000, and is still collecting those rents. 

I do not ;pro to go into a discussion of the circumstances 
attending the dethronement of this monarch. I do not propose 
to open or discuss the question as to the connection and responsi- 
er of our people in that matter, and toward its consummation; 
but Ia hend, Mr. President, that there are few Senators here, 
if there be one, who would undertake to say that that dethrone- 
ment would have occurred and a transfer of the crown lands 
from her as the sovereign of those islands to the exchequer of 
the United States Government would ever have been consum- 
mated if it had not been for the presence of the marines from 
the Boston and the raising of the flag of this country upon the 
island of Hawaii. I pretermit that question. It will do no good 
to bring it up here and now. This claim, if claim it be, is nota 








ed 
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legal claim. If you are to denominate it a claim, it is purely 
and simply an equitable claim. Itis simply a proposition sub- 
mitted, not for this Senate sitting as a court to pass upon, but 
for this Senate to pass on upon its conscience. 

I might say, according to the report made by the subcommitee 
that visited the island of Hawaii last summer, it would seem, un- 
less those gentlemen were deceived and mistaken, that this would 
be a good investment because of the feeling of gratitude with 
which it would be accepted and the appreciation those people 
would show for this act. 

I was named as one of the subcommittee that was to go to the 
island of Hawaii. Conditions entirely personal to myself made it 
impossible for me to go, but the Senator from Saiee [Mr. 
Foster] was there, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] 
was there, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Burton] was there, 
and their elaborate printed report, made to the full committee 
and published as a document for the use of the Senate. shows 
that this woman is held to-day in reverence and love by the peo- 
ple of all classes who live upon those islands. It shows that those 
people feel that this Government ought, under the conditions by 
which we are confronted, to do what this amendment proposes 
we shall do. 

Nobody asserts a claim. This Government may divest itself of 
its aor which gives it immunity from suit, and yet in 
that case the ex-Queen could not go into court, for she would 
have no day there. She has not the foundation upon which to 
build a legal claim. 

I repeat, this question addresses itself to the consciences of the 
members of this body. Before I would vote against this appro- 
priation of $200,000 I should first want to feel prepared to assert 
that my Government, neither by act direct nor by indirection, was 
in any measure responsible for the overthrow of this woman’s 
government, for her deposition from her royalty. and for the trans- 
fer of the property that belonged to her as such sovereign to the 
coffers of our common country. 

This Government has collected more than twice the amount em- 
braced in this proposed amendment. It had the right to do it. 
She has.no legal ground upon which to enter protest or complaint. 
I state the facts, and leave it to the conscience of the Senate as to 
whether it is a proper, whether it is a humane, whether it is a 
just act for us to perform toward one who confesses herself 
helpless, but the revenues of whom we have appropriated to our 
own governmental purposes. 

I do not know the beneficiary of this amendment. I never saw 
her in my life. I have no possible, conceivable interest in the 
fate of this amendment except as it touches on the ground of con- 
colenae Iam entirely content to have the Senate do with it as 
it will: 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I do not rise to speak on this matter. I under- 
stood this debate was to go over. 

Mr. STEWART. I simply want to make a remark on this 
amendment. I do not propose to make any speech. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose for another purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. Isimply want to say with regard this amend- 
ment that I believe it commends itself to the conscience of the 
American people. They understand all the circumstances, and 
everybody with whom I have conversed thinks something ought 
to be done. I feel that something ought to be done, and I am glad 
the matter is before the Senate. I believe the Senate will act on 
their conscience, and that they will adopt this amendment. That 
is my conviction with regard to it, and I do not wish to say any 
more. 


is Mr. ALLISON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


esk, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 27, after line 5, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For construction of wharf at United States quarantine station, Honolulu, 


Hawaii, $55,000; for a runway to connect wharf with the island, $10,000; for 
retaining wall around the island, $10,000; for laundry plant, $5,000; in all, $80,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
arr . loffer another amendment, which I send to 

e . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
_ The Secretary. On page 160, after line 5, it is proposed to 
insert: 


For the purpose of meeting the expenses on the tof the United States 
of the joint commission provided for in the general deficiency appropriation 
act eG hed July 7, 1898, for the adjustment of differences between the 
United States and Great Britain in respect to the Dominion of Canada, which 
it is in contemp!ation to reassemble at an early day, inclu the compen- 
sation of the commissioners representing the United States, the pay of ex- 
pert service for preparation of papers, the portion of the joint nses 
chargeable to the United States, and printing, and all other inciden ex- 
pPenses, $50,000, to be immediately available and to be disbursed under the 
direction of the Secretary of State. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, that amendment was con- 
sidered by the Committee on Foreign Relations and was reported 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. On page 95, line 1, I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘three hundred and twenty-five,’’ before 
the word ‘‘thousand,’’ and insert the words ‘‘ four hundred.”’ 
In view of the estimates, which were $500,000, I trust the chair- 
man of the committee will not object to the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. To what does that amendment relate? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It relates to the care of forest 
reserves, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The Sftcretary. In line 1, page 95, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘*‘ three hundred and twenty-five ’’ and insert the words 
** four hundred;”’ so as to increase the total amount of the appro- 

riation for the protection and administration of forest reserves 
rom $325,000 to $400,000. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The estimate was for $500,000, as 
I have stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the appropriation for the cur- 
rent year for this purpose was, I believe, $300,000. The House 
added to the present appropriation $25,000. I was surprised some- 
what by the debate here a day or two ago, wherein it was stated 
that these appropriations were not large enough to suitably pro- 
tect the forest rves. I shall not object to the increase pro- 
posed by the Senator from Connecticut, but will consent to it 
being put in the bill in order that it may be a proper subject for 
conference with the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I ask that the note 
on page 319 of the Book of Estimates, where this matter is referred 
to, may be printed in the RecorD, and alsoa letter from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. KirTrEpGE]}, which will be of value in discussing 
the proposition in conference. 

The PRESIDEN T pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
that order will be made. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

{From the Book of Estimates.] 

Norr.—The forest reserve area has been recently increased about 11 per 
goat, wei necessitates a corresponding increase in the expense of its care. 
Timber disposals and grazing permits have doubled since 1900, attention 
to which has reduced the number of men available for patrol work. This 
latter service was already hampered, because the force was inadequate for 

rotection against fires and trespasses. At least one-fourth the area of the 
Forest reserves have been nee left unpatrolled most of the year, while 
at no time has the field force been adequate in any reserve. For these and 
like reasons the estimate herewith submitted is deemed absolutely necessary 
to the proper conduct of the forestry service and the care and conservation 


of the important interests therein involved, present and future. 
Nore.—In this case an increase of $200,000 is asked for on the following 


unds: 

When in 1900 the appropriation for forest reserves was increased from 
$200,000 to $300,000, the total area of forest reserve was, in round numbers, 
46,000,000 ac and the work on these reserves consisted almost entirely of 
simple patrol duty, chiefly fire _ At present (September, 1%2) the 
area of forest reserves is over 60,000,000 acres, indicating an increase of over 
30 per cent, with over 8,000 acres of pro reserves, largely withdrawn 
an urgently petitioned for, so that it is expected that before the perasens 
fiscal year draws toa close the forest reserve area will have increased y over 
47 per cent. But even with an area of 46,000 acres, and simple duties, the ap- 
propriation of $300,000 necessitated injurious retrenchment, so that it became 
necessary duringa large portion of each year to dismiss nearly all of the field 
force from most of the northern reserves, leaving about one-half of all re- 
serves either without any, or at least without adequate, protection. More- 
over, the work on most of the reserves has been increased and complicated to 
a considerable degree. The development of agricultural and mining inter- 
ests and the adaptation of the people to reserve methods has led to exten- 
sive business relations, which have changed the patrol rangers into timber 
estimators, scalers, and timber inspectors, thus:adding to the duties of the 
field force in both qeanaing and } pone 

To illustrate: The number of cases for the free use of timber have in- 
creased from 283 in 1901 to 1,280 in 1902. Similarly the cases of sales of timber 
effected were 12 in 1900, 31 in 1901, and 77 in 1%2. The Sepeemens for the 
sale of timber have increased from 75 in 1901 to 144 in 1%, and the amount 
involved from 26,000,000 feet to 65,000,000 feet. 

In addition it should be stated that the grazing of over a million head of 
stock, and the examination, report, and control of a multitude of cases of 
— privileges of all kinds vastly increase and complicate this work. For 

ese reasons the increase of $200,000 appears absolutely necessary if any 
reasonable protection is to be provided and if the vast interests of the people 
having business with the reserves is not to suffer from a neglect caused by 
want of an efficient field force, 
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Str: In response to your request for a statement of the need for an in- 
creased appropriation for the protection and administration of the national 
forest reserves, t me tocall your attention to the following facts as ad- 
ditional to the statement submitted with the annual estimates asking for an 
increase for next year to $500,000: 

When the present sum of $300,000 was appropriated, the area of the re- 
serves to be patrolled and protected against fire and trespass amounted to 
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only 46,000,000 acres, and the administration thereof having but just been 
established the amount of business other than patrol was practically 
nothing. 

This condition has changed radically. The area to be looked after now is 
over 61,000,000 acres, having increased during the past year about 15,000,000 
acres, with the prospect of a further large increase, there being now over 50 
forest reserves. 

Aside from this enormous increase in area, there has apruns up a large 
amount of business in the disposition of timber, grazing, and other interests. 
Thus, where a few years ago, there were no sales of timber there are to-day 
several hundred cases under way, re as the time of the field force in lo- 
cating, estimating, marking, and scaling the timber and the roper super- 
vision of the work of removal of the same. That such work can not be 
delayed follows from the mere fact that usually the mining and other enter- 
prises dependent upon the supply of timber sought are so located that im- 
portation of the material from other localities is impossible. 

Experience has shown that the present appropriation is inadequate for 
even mere patrol service of the area for which it was first provided; that 
with $300,000 it was necessary to leave large reserves without any supervision 
@ good part of the year and restrict all effort to a mere fire patrol. 

Under the circumstances, it appears that the best interests of the reserves, 
as well as the important interests of the ae having dealings with these 
' reserves, demand that the appropriation increased at least to $500,000 for 
the following principal reasons: 

1. The area to be cared for has been very largely increased, with the pros- 
pect of further additions. 

2. The number of sales of timber have increased more than 100 per cent 
_ require a large amount of high-grade skilled labor to properly attend to 

® same. 

8. The free use of timber, by which the people in and nearthe reserves are 
supplied with fuel, fencing, house logs, mining timbers, etc., has increased 
more than 200 per cent, and also makes heavy demands upon the time and 
efforts of the field force, necessitating the employment of extra help capable 
of forest estimating, scaling, and kindred work. 

4. Grazing at present is a large business, and its control occupies much 
time. There are over 1,500,000 sheep and over 400,000 head of cattle and 
horses to be accommodated on the various reserves, all of which requires 
much labor in field and office. 

Lack of adequate funds has necessitated leaving large areasat least a part 
of the year without supervision and protection, and has made it impossible 
to provide a proper organization for some of the recently crea reserves. 
A further continuation of this policy would not only prove disastrous to the 
reserves, but would be certain to shut down numerous mines, prevent many 
settlements from obtaining much-needed timber wappiee. and would work 

reat hardship on numerous interests, to the general detriment of the par- 





cular districts or regions involved. 
I most earnestly hope that the sum of $500,000 estimated for be appro- 


priated. 
W. A. RICHARDS, Commissioner. 


Very respectfully, 

Mr. HOAR. On page 15, lines 4 and 5, I move to strike out the 
word ‘continuation,’ and substitute the word ‘‘ completion;”’ 
and in the next line to strike out the word ‘‘ ten,” and insert the 
word ‘‘ thirty.’’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 15, line 4, after the word “‘ For,” it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘continuation,”’ and insert ‘‘ comple- 
tion; and in line 5, before the word **thousand,”’ to strike out 
‘** ten,”’ and insert “‘ thirty;’’ so as to read: 

Marblehead, Mass., post-office: For completion of building under present 
limit, $30,000. 

Mr. HOAR. I will make a brief statement in regard to that 
amendment, and perhaps the Senator from Iowa will assent to 
the amendment. 

This is for the post-office building at Marblehead, Mass., which 
is to cost, all told, $70,000. The site has been purchased and paid 
for, and the remaining $30,000 can, I have no doubt, be expended 
more advantageously at once than b ding $10,000 in the 
eurrent year. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
in their omnibus bill have adopted that view. The following pro- 
vision is found in that bill: 

United States post-office at Marblehead, Maas., from $40,000 to $70,000. 


That passed the Senate a few days ago. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts pro to increase the author- 
ized limit of cost of the public building at Marblehead. If we 
enter upon that subject—— 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will pardon me for a moment. 
If we enter upon that subject on this bill, it will result in making 
thirty or forty changes; and to avoid—— 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if-— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will wait one minute longer—— 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. And to avoid the complications and embar- 
rassments that would result from dealing with that ae on 
this bill the Senator from Indiana, chairman of the Committee 
c.1 Public Buildings and Grounds, has, with great care, taken up 
these questions and has embraced them within the bill, which is 
denominated for the first time the omnibus bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Call it the cab bill or stagecoach bill if that 
would be better. 

Mr. ALLISON. That bill will undoubtedly be fully considered 
elsewhere. So, independent of the fact that it is subject to a 

int of order on the ground that it is legislation, I appeal to the 

nator from Massachusetts not to se te the bill in which he 
is interested with respect to Marblehead the vast number of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


bills that have been so carefully considered by the Senator from 
Indiana and his committee. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Iowa is right in his facts, and 
that is why I wanted to interrupt him, I would desist instantly. 
I understand that the original estimate from some department of 
the Government was $70,000. That was the original scheme and 
plan of the building. Of it $40,000 was to be expended durin 
the first year. This amendment does not increase the ev 
estimate for the building. It only provides that there sha 
expended in the second year what it was originally contemplated 
should be appropriated, as I understand. If I am wrong,I with- 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is mistaken in this respect. Last 
year the limit of cost was fixed at $40,000. The Senator from 
ndiana [Mr. FarrBaNnkKs] will correct me if I am in error about 

that. Irefer to the building at Marblehead. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The statement of the Senator from Iowa 
is quite correct. 

Mr. HOAR. If I had not so understood it, I would not have 
made the motion on this floor. My understanding was that the 
bill which was passed last year for Marblehead, emanating from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, provided that 
the building should be erected at a cost of $70,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. No. 

Mr. HOAR. Seventy thousand dollars. That was last year. 
Then an appropriation of $40,000 was made, leaving the other 
$30,000, as in the case of other public works, to be appropriated 
from year to year. I do not understand that this is an extension 
of the original limit of cost of the building. It is merely appro- 
priating in one year what was always contemplated as the ap- 
propriation. 

r. FAIRBANKS. The history of the case is this: At the 
last session of Congress a building was authorized at Marblehead, 
to be built within certain limits. An amendment was proposed 
to the act at the present session increasing that limit. An act 
ws passed increasing the limit as fixed in the original act passed 

ast year. ° 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committee on Finance I desire to 
offer an amendment. This amendment was not considered, I 
understand, by the Committee on Appropriations, It was offered 
too late to be considered by that committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, what has become of my amend- 
ment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the 
Senator from Massachusetts to withdraw it. 

Mr. HOAR. I do withdraw it. I did not know whether the 
Chair so understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understeod. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 ask for action on my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land, from the Committee on Finance, effers an amendment, 
which will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to insert the following: 

To enable the President to cooperate, pone diplomatic channels or by 
the appointment of a commission, or both, with the Governments of Mexico, 
China, Japan, and other countries for the pu set forth in the message 
of the President and accompanying notes submitted to Congress Janua 
29, 1908, and ted as Senate Document No. 119, second session Fifty-seven 
Congress, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the same committee, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Seoretary. After the word “applicants,” in line 19, 
page 77, it is proposed to insert the following: 

That the Pete shih en the Secretary of the Treasury to coin subsidiary 
silver coins by the eighth section of an act entitled “An act to define and fix 
the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, to refund the pete debt, and for other pur- 

” approved March 14, 1900, may hereafter be exercised without limita 
on as to the amount of such subsi coin outstanding. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment. On e 101, line 8, I move to strike out ‘‘ two hundred 
and fifty ’’ and insert ‘five hundred.’’ It relates to the compen- 
sation of the chief clerk of the Geological Survey. 

The proposed increase is estimated for, and I wish to state that 
this chief clerk acts as Director in the absence of the Director. 
In the General Land Office, the Pension Office, the Patent Office, 
and in the Indian Office corresponding duties in the absence of 
the several heads devolve upon assistants who receive from $3,000 
to $3,500, and in the Patent Office the chief clerk, who has no 
duties to perform except those of chief clerk, receives $2,500. For 
some reason the salary of this officer has been kept below that of 
all other corresponding officials, and as it has been estimated for 
I feel sure the chairman of the committee will consent that the 
amendment may go on the bill. Of course it will go into confer- 
ence, and the Senator from Iowa will examine the facts. 
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Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations considered 
this amendment and decided that it would not recommend its 


adoption, because the has existed for some time at this 
figure and because we found that there were a great many other 
persons who were entitled to the same consideration as this gen- 
tleman. Therefore, we decided not to recommend it. I suppose 
the amendment is in order as itisestimated. But I submit tothe 
Senator from New Hampshire that if we open the question of 
salaries on this bill there will bea very wide gate opened. I hope 
the Senator from New Hampshire will not press the amendment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Maryland, 
although I oe wish to say an additional word. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, I am very glad the Senator 
from New Hampshire has offered this amendment. I have such 
great confidence in the Committee on Appropriations that I am 
surprised that for years this item has stood in this way. The in- 
cumbent of the office in an unusually capable man, of great abil- 
ity and integrity. Asa boy he went into the Army and came out 
of the civil war a colonel. He was railroad commissioner of the 
State of Kansas. He came here from Kansas and was made chief 
clerk of this office. His salary was then either $2,500 or $3,000 a 
year. Under Mr. Cleveland’s Administration he was so expert 
and so necessary that his head was spared, but his salary was.cut 
down to $2,250. He is, in the absence of the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey, the Director of the Survey. He has to do with the 
whole management of that big department, for it is almost a de- 
partment, and although saving the Government thousands and 
many thousands of dollars, his salary was reduced under Mr. 
Secretary Hoke Smith to $2,250, and it has stood there all these 

ears. 
I have thought during my service here that, with the exception 
of McChesney, the disbursing officer there, there was in the case 
of Colonel Rizer, the chief clerk, the most persistence in doing 
that which was inequitable that I have noticed during twenty 
years’ observation of these matters. Ihave looked at the matter 
of salaries on these bills for years, beth here and in the House, 
and that other officers performing similar duties should receive 
three thousand or thirty-five hundred dollars and this gentleman 
be reduced after many years of service to $2,250 is, to my mind, 
an omission which is not justifiable and which can not be defended. 

It is said by the chairman, who is always wise, that this in- 
crease will bring others. This is not an increase. It is simply 
weer this officer back where he was twenty years ago, after he 

as given you his service and has grown gray in modest and 
unusually able service. This old Union soldier would not bother 
you and would not lobby foran increase. He ought to get $2,500. 
I hope the Senate will adopt the amendment and grant the amount 
estimated for. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not know that I need 
to add one word to what has been said by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas]. This is a discrimination which is not jus- 
tified, in my opinion, by any facts that can be presented in this 
case. This man is receiving $250 less than the chief clerk of an- 
other bureau who has no other service to render except that of 
chief clerk. He is receiving a thousand and I think in one or 
two instances fifteen hundred dollars less than chief clerks in 
other bureaus who perform precisely the same service that this 
man does—that is, who take the place of their chief in his absence. 
It is a matter that has been neglected, I think. 

I have never seen this gentleman. He has had no correspond- 
ence or communication with me. The matter was called to my 
attention by an outside party entirely. It seemed to me so faira 
thing to do that I am astonished that there should be any objec- 
tion whatever to granting this small increase of salary. I hope 
the chairman of the committee will allow the amendment to go 
into the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I myself presented this case to 
the Committee on Appropriations with that of another member 
of the Bureau, the disbursing officer, McChesney, who has had 
labor put on him within the last year or so which will require 
him to give an additional or increased bond, costing a hundred 
dollars. 'That will come out of his salary. I tried to get his sal- 
ary raised $100 and that of the chief clerk $250. I do not want to 
antagonize the chief clerk, but I desire to say to the Senator from 
New Hampshire that if he succeeds in getting the amendment 
adopted I hope he will succeed in getting the salary of the dis- 
bursing officer raised a hundred dollars, too. 

ae GALLINGER. I propose to offer an amendment to that 
effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President.only aword. The Senate will 
observe that this salary is $2,250. It was made so some years ago 
as the result of a compromise with the House, when they made 
the salary two thousand and the Senate made it twenty-five hun- 


dred. Thecommittee have had many requests for the increase of 
salariesof most worthy employees of the Government. The com- 
mittee would be glad torecommend that thisshould bedone. On 
some of the bills increases have been made by the Committee on 
Appropriations, notably the legislative bill, where, perhaps, half a 
dozen exceptional cases were provided for. On the District bill, 
where the salaries are exceptionally low for valuable services, in 
two or three or perhaps more instances the Senate proposed an 
ncrease. 

Without saying what has been done or what can be done on this 
bill, I am satisfied that the increase pro by the Senator from 
New Hampshire will only embarrass the bill and will not be of 
any service. 

With respect to what has been said by the Senator from New 
Hampshire and the Senator from Maryland as to this chief clerk, 
I entirely agree. He is a most faithful, efficient, and accom- 
plished officer, and I should be glad to see him paid more, if it 
were practicable to do so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, simply an observation. I 
recall the fact that when the District bill came here there were 
increases of salaries probably in six or eight instances. I think 
if we had time to recur to that bill we would find they were no 
more meritorious than is this. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not rise and object to those increases. 
I took it for granted they were right. 

But now we come face to face with a proposition to make this 
small increase to a man who fought in the Army and who has 
given twenty-five years of service to the Government, who acts 
as Director of this Bureau in the absence of the Director, and who 
is being paid a salary less than that paid to any corresponding 
officer in the Government. It seems to me there is nothing for 
the committee to stand on in opposing this amendment. I want 
a vote on it if the chairman insists that the amendment shall not 
go on the bill by consent. 

Mr. McCOMAS. One word more, Mr. President. In this 
estimate statement it appears that the chief clerk is acting Di- 
rector sometimes five months in the year. The very excellent 
Director gets $6,000 a year, and may be absent nearly half of the 

year. This very efficient chief clerk may be acting Director for 

alf the year and gets merely $2,250. It is an omission and it is 
an indefensible omission, and it ought to be corrected now. Itis 
not the raising of a salary. It is putting it back where it was 
originally. He had $2,500, and he has lost it for some years. His 
good service seems to count for nothing. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not rise especially to op- 
pose this particular amendment, but I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to a condition of affairs that is becoming almost in- 
tolerable. We have a legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill supposed to carry all the salaries of the various 
department employees of the Government. It should carry them 
all, or at least all in the classified service. This great annual sup- 
ply bill is relegated to a subcommittee of the regular standing 
Appropriations Committee. That subcommittee spends days and 
weeks—one might almost say months in some sessions of Con- 
gress—in carefully going over the bill item by item, in adjusting 
the salaries of Government employees. They hear from the de- 
partments—the Secretaries. the Assistant Secretaries, and others 
come before the subcommittee: their testimony is taken down 
and printed; comparisons are made and an adjustment had. But, 
unfortunately, we have in several other appropriation bills an- 
other lot of employees whose salaries are not thus compared and 
adjusted, as, for instance, the Indian appropriation bill provides 
for a hundred or more clerks; on the Army appropriation bill 
300 clerks, perhaps, and, I presume, from what the Senator from 
New Hampshire has just said, that there may be some in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are a large number. 

Mr. WARREN. And there are still more in the sundry civil 
bill. I submit that the subcommittee which has to stand against 
the annual onslaught for raises of salaries that are sought ought 
to have better protection. They are compelled, in completing 
their labors of adjustment, to sometimes object to raises which 
they, perhaps, in their own private business, would be willing to 
concede to employees. After all this the question of raise of sal- 
aries should not be brought in here upon other bills and a differ- 
ent standard applied. All this ought to be fought out, or thrashed 
out, during the consideration of a regular salary bill. It is ex- 
tremely unpleasant for the committee, and I believe it is distract- 
ing and disorganizing in its effects upon the affairs of Govern- 
ment. It seems to me the employees in the classified service ought 
all to be as nearly on a par and grade as can be in the different 
departments, and I want to suggest to the Senator from Iowa, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, that he take 
up in the next Congress the whole subject with the committee of 
the House. There seems to me to be no reason why a change can 
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not be made so that next session we can have the regular depart- 


ment salaries all in one bill. Then I think we can treat the sub- 
ject more fairly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not hear the Senator from 
Wyoming say anything about the Agricultural appropriation bill, 
which I think carries as many salaries and makes as many in- 
creases as any other bill. 

Mr. WARREN. I thank the Senator for reminding me of that. 
The Agricultural bill should be considered in the same way. There 
is no doubt about it. 

Mr. LODGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me to ask the Senator from Wyoming a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does the Senator from Wyoming know that 
we are not talking about an iacrease? The question is whether 
you will give to this faithful servant, who for years got $2,500 and 
for eight years has been getting $2,250, what he had theretofore? 
We &sk no increase. We ask merely to give him his own. 

Mr. WARREN. For years I served as governor of a Territory, 
receiving $2,600 a year by your annual yt ee act, when 
the salary by law was three thousand or thirty-five hundred dol- 
lars. We have scores of men who are receiving to-day less than 
they were when appointed, or less than they received at some 
previous time. > 

Mr. McCOMAS. My point is that the man’s salary has been 
decreased $250. Will you refuse to give him that which will put 
him back where he was before and will not increase his salary? 

Mr. WARREN. It matters not whether it is a reduction or an 
increase. The principle is all the same. I said in the beginning 
of my remarks that I did not care to take up this amendment par- 
ticularly, nor to inveigh against this particular man, but that the 
whole matter of distributing the employees of the Government 
through various bills and still have one regular salary bill, sup- 
posed to carry them all, is all wrong. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I introduced an amendment to 
give to the stenographer to the Fish Commissioner $1,800 instead 
of $1,600. The officer in question has been there over twenty 
years. He entered the service at $1,800. ~~ Dockery Com- 
mission his salary was reduced to $1,600. e has been an ex- 
tremely faithful and valuable officer and is much trusted by the 
Commissioner. It seems to me an exactly parallel case with the 
one stated by the Senator from Maryland. 

I think it is very hard that a man who entered at $1,800 should 
through no fault be reduced to $1,600. I presented the case to 
the committee and they decided, no doubt for good and sufficient 
reasons, that they would not make the increase at this time. 

But, Mr. President, as this has been brought up here, I think, 
in justice, I must bring this case up, too. If we are going to 
make these restorations in one case there is no reason why they 
should not be madein all cases. I think the true way to get at it 
is that suggested by the Senator from Wyoming. It seems to me 
this whole system of salaries ought so far as possible to be han- 
dled under one bill by one subcommittee. But in any event, Mr. 
President, if we are to enter on the restoration of salaries I shall 
ae to ask for this one, which stands on the same ground as the 
other. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I trust that that sugges- 
tion will not mislead any Senator in voting on the proposition I 
have offered. This is a fair and just proposition, and I have no 
doubt that the Senate will treat it as a simple proposition, and 
then the Senator from Massachusetts can, of course, move his 
amendment if he chooses to do so. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; mine stands on exactly the same 

und. It isnot an increase; it is a restoration. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I should like to say one word, 
by permission of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. I appreciate the merits of this case fully. I 
have no doubt that this gentleman onght to have more salary. 
Probably if he was out of the Government service he would get 
it. But my experience recently tells me that if we should in- 
crease this salary now it is doubtful whether it would be in the 
bill after it got through the two Houses. 

It has been my observation and experience recently that in 
nearly every instance where salaries were increased in connéction 
with the legislative, executive, and judicial ae bill we 
were finally almost driven to the necessity of giving up the in- 
crease of salaries in dealing with the conferees on the part of the 
other House. If I may be allowed to refer to it, the other House 
seem di to increase the force that is needed in the depart- 
ments to do the work, but they are stubbornly opposed to an in- 
crease of salaries. 

While I do not intend to express an opinion on this subject, I 
think, as a matter of fact, we had better keep the salaries down, 
so that the bill can be readily disposed of. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, I will venture the fur- 
ther suggestion that there is no force or potency or reason in the 
observation made by the Senator from Illinois. If that were so we 
would refuse to increase salaries in all appropriation bills. The 
Senator did not raise that objection when we increased almost a 
score of salaries in the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
and I venture to say that the other House, if I are permitted 
to allude to it in this connection, will not insist upon every one of 
those amendments going out of the bill. 

I think, Mr. President, the Senator ought not to give away the 
case as he has done. If the Senate in its wisdom puts this in the 
bill, and the Senator is on the conference committee, he ought to 
stand by the Senate, and he ought notin advance to advertise 
that the Senate conferees will not do their duty. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me to 
correct him, I do not think I need the lecture that he is disposed 
to give me. Inthe first place, I was not upon the conference on 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill and I do not e t 
to be on the conference committee in connection with this bill, 
but I am speaking of another bill in which I advocated the in- 
crease of salaries in many instances and carried them through 
the Senate, and I am stating the naked fact fhat in order to get 
the bill d we had to give away most of the increases of salary 
which the Senate made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I had no intention of lec- 
turing my amiable friend beside whom I have had the honor of 
sitting for several years. But I will repeat that Ido not think 
we ought to have a bugbear thrust in our faces in regard to this 
little appropriation of $250. If it goes in the bill, it will go into 
conference. If it goes out in conference, I can not helpit. I 
should hope that it will not go out; but we will take our chances 
on that point. AlJl I ask is that it shall go as an act of simple 
justice into the bill and then have it submitted to the judgment 
of the conferees of the two Houses; and if it is lost in conference 
as possibly it may be, there will be no occasion on my part tofind. 
fault. But I do not want the matter prejudged or the statement 
made that it will go out in conference when it may not go out in 
conference. That is the only point I intended to make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 5 0’clock has ar- 
rived. By unanimous consent, at 5 o’clock pension bills were to 
be considered. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
priation bills. 

Mr. LODGE. Not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has stated the 
agreement as it is entered on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have just learned that the order respecting 
the pension matters at 5 o’clock was made subjeet to appropria- 
tion bills. I would have been glad to have proceeded for half an 
hour longer with the sundry civil bill, but I will not insist upon 
it now, as the Senator from New Hampshire has probably a num- 
ber of bills which he wishes to have disposed of. 

Mr.. TELLER. I ask the chairman of the committee if he will 
not allow the amendment I have offered in favor of increasing 
McChesney’s salary $100 to go with the others. If not,I will 
have to discuss it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will not the Senator allow it to go over unti! 
to-morrow? 

Mr. TELLER. No; I want to have the amendment made to- 


night. 

Mr. ALLISON. One hundred dollars is less than $250, and I 
have no doubt that one is as meritorious as the other. I shali 
=. resist the amendment proposed by the Senator from Col- 
orado. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall make the same motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SkcrRETARY. In theitems for United States Geological Sur- 
vey, line 9, page 101, strike out ‘‘ four’’ and insert ‘‘ five’’ before 
** hundred; ’’ so as to read: 

Chief disbursing clerk, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE. 


Mr. CARMACK. I ask leave to have printed in the Recorr 
and also as a Senate document the decision of Judge Grosscup in 
the case of The United States of America v. Swift & Co., circuit 
court, northern district of Ilinois. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is the request? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 


But not to interfere with appro- 








Re et cain 


ae 





1903. 





asks that there may be oo in the Rrecorp and also as a Senate 
document a paper which the Chair did not understand. 

Mr. CARMACK. The opinion of Judge Grosscup in the case 
of The United States v. Swift & Co. 

Mr. SPOONER. Printed in the Rrcorp or as a document? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Printed in the Recorp and as 
a document. ; . 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is a very important decision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is made, 

The opinion is as follows: 


In the circuit court of the United States, northern district of IMlinois, north- 
erndivision. The United States of America v. Swift & Co. et al. 


The defendants are 7 corporations, 1 copertnecehip, and 23 other persons, 
and the petition is ey summarized as follows: 

“First. That at the time of its filing they had been and then were engaged 
in the business of buying live stock at divers points throughout the United 
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States where stock yards existed, and slaughtering the same at such places | 


in different States, and converting the same into fresh meats for human 
consumption. ; 

“Second. That they had been and then were engaged in the business of sell- 
ing such fresh meats at the places where prepa dealers and consumers 
in divers other States and Territories of the United States and in foreign 
countries, and shipping the same when so sold, from said places of prepara- 
tion to such dealers and consumers, pursuant to such sales,and were thus 
engaged in trade and commerce among the several States and Territories 
onl with foreign nations. 

“Third. That they had been and then were engaged in the business of 
shipping such fresh meats from said points where so prepared, by common 
carriers to the respective agents of the defendants located at and near the 
principal markets of such meats in other States and Territories and in for- 
eign countries for sale by those agents in those markets to dealers and con- 
sumers, which they there sold through their agents and were thus engaged 
in trade and commerce among the several States and Territories and with 
foreign nations. 

“Fourth. That of the total volume of trade and commerce among the said 
States and Territories in fresh meats the said defendants together controlled 
about 60 per cent. 

“Fifth. That as tosuch trade and commerce among the several States and 
Territories and foreign nations in fresh meats the said defendants should, 
and but for the acts ‘hereinafter complained of would, be and remain in com- 
petition with each other. 

“Sixth. That said defendants, in violation of the act of Congress of July 
2, 1890, and in order to restrain competition among themselves as to the pur- 
chase of live stock necessary to the production of the meats produced by 
them, have engaged in and intend to continue an unlawful cembination and 
conspiracy between themselves for directing and requiring their respective 
pure ng agents at the said several stock yardsand markets where the 
uacomantty purchase such live stock, which live stock is produced re | 
owned principally in other States and Territories of the United States and 
shipped’ by the owners thereof to such stock yards for competitive sale, to 
refrain from bidding against each other when making purchases of such 
live stock, and by these means inducing and a the owners of such 
live stock to sell the same at less prices than they would receive if such bid- 
ding were competitive; which combination and conspiracy is in restraint of 
trade and commerce among the several States, etc. 

“Seventh. That said defendants, in further violation of said act, and in 
order to further restrain competition among themselves, which would other- 
wise exist, as to the purchase of live stock necessary to the production of 
the meats produced by them, have engaged in and intend to continue an 
unlawful combination and conspiracy among themselves for bidding up, 
through their agents, the prices of live stock for a few days at said stock 

ards, thereby inducing shippers from other States and Territories to make 

rge shipments of such live stock to such stock yards,and then refrain from 
biddin up such live stock, and thereby gene such live stock at prices 
much less than it would a the regular way of trade. 

“Eighth. That said defendants, in further violation of said act, and in 
order to restrain and destroy competition among themselvesas to such trade 
and commerce and to monopolize the same, have engaged in and intend to 
continue an unlawful combination and conspiracy to arbitrarily from time 
to time lower and fix prices and maintain uniform prices at which they will 
sell, directly or through their respective agents, such fresh meats to dealers 
and consumers throughout said States and Territories and foreign countries. 
That the arbitrary raising, lowering, sae, and maintaining of said prices 
is effected through the action of divers of their a in secretly holdin 
ea meetings and there agreeing upon the prices to be —— by sai 

efendants, respectively, in such trade and commerce, which said prices are 
notified by letters and telegrams and are adhered to in their sales, which are 
made directly and among other ways,and by ret restricting and cur- 
tailing the quantities of such mea ages by them in pursuance of such 
combination, and imposing against each other divers penalties for any devia- 
tions from such prices, and Tn a uniform rule for the firing of 
credit to dealers throughout the said States and Territories and forei 
countries, and for the conduct of the business of such dealers, with penalties 
for violations thereof, by notifying each other of the delinquencies of said 
dealers, and keeping what is commonly known as a ‘ black * of such de- 
linquents and re ng to sell meats to any of such delinquent dealers. 

“Ninth, And the said defendants, in violation of the provisions of the said 
act, have engaged in and intend to continue an unlawful combination and 
consp’ , to direct and uire their respective mts at and near man 
of the markets for such f meats throughout the United States and Terri- 
tories to arbitrarily make and impose uniform charges for cartage for de- 
livery upon such sales to dealers and consumers in those markets of 
the Tpeate shipped them through said agents by‘the said defendants, re- 
a , from their several points of preparation, thereby increasing the 
charges for such meats to said dealers and consumers. 

“Tenth. That notwithstanding the common carriers by railroad subject 
to the provisions of the laws of the United States for the regulation of com- 
merce have established and published their schedule of rates, fares, and 
charges for the transportation of live stock and for the transportation of 
meats, which are the only lawful rates for such transportation, the said de- 
fendants, intending thereby to monopolize the commerce aforesaid and pre- 
vent competition therein, have made and are making agreements and ar- 
rangements with divers officersand agents of such common carriers whereby 
the said defendants were to receive, and will continue to receive, by means 
of rebates and other devices, unlawful rates for such transportation, less than 
the lawful rates, which rebates they divide among themselves, and will con- 
tinue to do so‘unless restrained by the injunction of this court, which is a 
scheme to monopolize, and also a combination and conspiracy in restraint of 
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trade and commerce among the several States and Territories and with for- 
eign nations. 

“Eleventh. That the said defendants now are, and for years past have 
been, in combination and conspiracy with each other and with the railroad 
companies and others to complainant unknown to obtain a monopoly of the 
supply and distribution of fresh meats throughout the United States and its 
Territories and foreign countries; to that end the defendants do and will 
artificially restrain such commerce and putin force abnormal, unreasonable, 
and arbitrary regulations for the conduct of their own and each other's 
business, effecting the same from the shipment of the live stock from the 
plains to the final distribution of the meats to the consumer. All to the in- 
jury of the people and in defiance of law.” 

‘o this petition five of the defendant corporations have filed joint and 
several demurrers, the grounds of which are as follows: 

“The bill of complaint does not allege any contract, combination, or con- 
spiracy in restraint of interstate or foreign trade or commerce within the 
meaning of said act of Congress of July 2, 1890. 

“The bill of complaint does not allege any acts of defendants monopoliz- 
ing, or attempting: to monopolize, or combining or conspiring to monopolize 
any part of such trade or commerce within the meaning of said act. 

“If the act of Congress in question should be given a construction which 
would sustain this bill of complaint, such act would violate the provisions of 
the Constitution of the United States. 

‘Said bill is multifarious. 

“There is a misjoinder of causes of action and of persons in said bill, as 
alleged in said demurrers. 

“'The said bill of complaint and the allegations and charges therein are 
not sufficiently definite or specific, but are too general and indefinite.” 

The hearing is on these demurrers. 

After the foregoing statement of facts, Grosscup, circuit judge, delivered 
the opinion. 

Commerce, briefly stated, is the sale or exchange of commodities. But 
that which the law looks upon as the body of commerce is not restricted to 
specific acts of sale or exchange. It includes the intercourse—all the initia- 
tory and intervening acts, instrumentalities,and dealings—that directly 
bring about the sale or exchange. Thus, though sale or exchange is a com- 
mercial act, so also iséhe solicitation of the drummer, whose occupation it is 
to bring about the sale or exchange. (Brennan v. Titusville, 153 U. S., 289.) 
The whole transaction from initiation to culmination is commerce. 

When commerce, thus broadly defined, is between parties dealing from 
different States—to be effected so far as the immediate act of exchange 
= by transportation from State to State—it is ‘commerce between the 

tates,” within the meaning of the Constitution and the statute known as 
the Sherman Act; but it is notthe transportation that makes the transaction 
interstate commerce. That is an adjunct only, essential to commerce, but 
not the test. The underlying test is that the transaction, as an entirety, in- 
cluding each part calculated to bring about the result, reaches into two or 
more States, and that the parties dealing with reference thereto deal from 
different States. An interstate commercial transaction is, in this sense, an 
affair rising from different States and centering in the act of exchange, each 
essential part of the affair being as much commerce as is the center. With 
= definition in mind, let us see what the transaction made out in the peti- 
tion is. 

For the purpose of clear exposition, the facts set forth in the petition should 
be separated into two groups: Those that are intended to bring the transac- 
tion within the body of interstate commerce, and those that are intended to 
fix upon such transaction the character of unlawful combination and con- 
spiracy. Shornof verbiage and of immaterial accessories the first group may 
be stated as follows: The defendants, controlling 60 per centof the oedie and 
commerce in fresh meats in the United States, buy, in the course of their busi- 
ness, live stock shi from points throughout the United States, which, hav- 
ing been converted into fresh meats, is sold in by them at the places where 
prepared to dealers and consumers in other States, or is sold through their 
agents, located in other States, to dealers and consumers in the States where 
the agents are located. The shipments in the first class of sales are made di- 
rectly from the places where the meat is prepared to the dealers and consum- 
ers in other States, and in the latter class to the agents in the other States, 
who, upon sale, deliver directly to the dealer and consumar. 

t may be called the body of these transactions is twofold. It reaches 
backward to the purchase of cattle that come to defendants from States other 
than those in which defendants manufacture; and it reaches forward tothe 
sale of the meats, after conversion, to parties dealing with respect thereto 
from other States, followed by shipments into the other States. Each of 
these transactions constitute, in my judgment, interstate commerce. The 

urchase of cattle ouppee habitually from other States to the markets where 

efendants’ purchase, in the expectation that the purchase will be made by 
the slaughter companies, is an act of interstate commerce. (Hopkins case, 
171 United — .) 

It is none the less so merely because the local incidents or facilities for 
such purchase are to be regarded as outside the interstate character of the 
transaction. Thus the local commission broker, or the men who drive the 
cattle from the pens to the slaughterhouse, need not in any survey of the 
transaction be held to be within the interstate status of the transaction. 
With them it is essentially the same whether the cattle come from the State 
in which the a is made or from other States. They are aids or facili- 
ties only, and as such are merely local incidents. But the purchase of live 

k thus brought habitually from other States relates in its larger bearings 

a transaction that had its beginning in other States. The original ship- 
ments are influenced and toa large extent brought about by the character 
of the purchase. 

The purchase, the shipments, and the transportation are commercially 
interdependent; and in any survey of the transaction as an entirety none 
could be omitted. They each go to make the transaction, and covering dif- 
ferent States, they stamp the transaction—not all its incidents, but its essen- 
tial body—as a transaction in interstate commerce. 

Coming to the other branch of the transaction—the sales by defendants— 
a like result follows. Unquestionably it is interstate commerce when pur- 
chasers from other States buy directly from the defendants and have the 
meats sh.pped to them by the vendors. Thesitus of such a transaction, both 
as to initiatory intercourse and to transportation in futherance of the ex- 
change, includesa State other than the one from which defendants deal. 

I think the sameis true of meat sent to agents and sold from their stores. 
The transaction in such case in reality is between the purchaser and the 
agents’ principal. The agents represent the principal at the place where the 
exchange takes gince, but the transaction, as a commercial entity, includes 
the principal, and includes him as dealing from his place of business. Indeed, 





such privity exists between the principal and the transaction that he could, 
at the instant, as a citizen of another State, sue upon the transaction in the 
Federal courts; norhave I any question that if the conditions of thiscase were 


reversed, so that defendants were invoking the shelter instead of seeking to 
escape the obligations of the commerce clause, Federal law would be found 
equal to the protection asked. 

I need not dwell on the contention of defendants that the fresh meats in 
the hands of the agents are subject to ordinary State taxation, or upon the 
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cases cited in this connection. It is enough to say that because a thing can 
be taxed’ by the State it does not follow that it lies outside the body of inter- 
state commerce; for commerce, interstate as well as domestic, is subject to 
the police and taxing power of the State so long as the exercise of such power 
does not interferé with the National Government's exclusive right of regu- 
lation. (Addyston Pipe and Steel Company v. United States, 175 U.8., 25; 
Austin v. Tennessee, 179 U. S.. 349; Prentice and Eagan on the Commerce 
Clause of the Constitution, p. 27.) Norshall I differentiate the Knight case, 
the Hopkins case, and other cases urged upon me as ——— to the case 
under consideration. A study of these cases will show that they are not in 
conflict with the views already expressed. 

The next inquiry is this: Do the facts set forth in the second grouping fix 
upon the transaction, even though the transactions be within the y of 
interstete commerce, the character of unlawful combination? The aver- 
ments of the petition in this respect may be summarized as follows: That 
the defendants are engaged in an unlawful combination and conspiracy 
under the Sherman Act, in (a) directing and requiring their purchasing 
agents at the markets where the live stock was customarily purchased to 
refrain from bidding against each other when poa—e eye purchases; (>) in 
bidding up, through their agents, the prices of live *k for a few days ata 
time, to induce large shipments, and then ceasing from bids, to obtain the 
live stock thus shipped at prices much less than it would bring in the regular 
way; (c) inagreeing, at meetings between them, upon prices to be adopted 
by all, and restriction upon the quantities of meat shipped; (d) in directing 
and requiring their agents throughout the United States to impose uniform 
charges for cartage for delivery,t by increasing to dealersand consumers 
the charges for such meats; and (e) in making agreements with the trans- 
portation companies for rebates and other discriminative rates. 

No one can doubt that these averments state a case of combination. 
Whether the combination be unlawful or not depends on whether it is in 
restraint of trade. The general a of that term is no longer open to 
inguiry. It has been passed upon carefully by the Supreme Court in the 
Freight Association case (166 U. 8., 290), and in the Trafic case (171 U.S.., 
558), where the whole subject was a year later elaborately reargued. I will 
not extend into this opinion even a summary of these cases. It is clear 
from them that restraint of trade is not dependent upon any consideration 
of reasonableness or unreasonableness in the combination averred; nor is it 
to be tested by the prices that result from the combination. Indeed, com- 
bination that ds directly to lower prices to the consumer may, within 
the doctrine of these cases, even as against the consumer, be restraint of 
trade; and combination that leads directly to higher prices may, as against 
the a. be restraint of trade. 

The statute, thus interpreted, has no concern with prices, but looks solely 
to competition, and to the giving of competition full play, by making ——_ 
any effort at restriction upon compotition. Whatever combination has the 
direct and necessary effect of restricting competition is, within the meaning 
of the Sherman Act as now interpreted, restraint of trade. 

Thus defined, there can be no doubt that the agreement of the defendants 
to refrain from bidding against each other in the pu of cattle is com- 
bination in restraint of trade; so also their agreement to bid up prices to 
stimulate shipments, intending to cease from bidding when the shipments 
have arrived. The same result follows when we turn to the combination of 
defendants to fix prices upon, and restrict the quantities of, meat shipped to 
their agents or their customers. Such agreements can be nothing less than 
restriction upon competition, and therefore a combination in restraint of 
trade; and thus viewed, the petition, as an entirety, makes out a case under 
the Sherman Act. 

The demurrer challenges the petition for multifariousness and misjoinder 
of parties; and challenges each paragraphof the petition, standing separately, 
as insuflicient to constitute a case un the Guerenns, Act. But ra- 
graphs can not properly be looked upon as separate causes of action. ey 
relate clearly to each other, thus constituting a whole that is the sum of the 
parts; and thus — are free from the objections indicated. 

It may be true t Oo 6 eee eee eee 
beset with difficulties,and that a literalenforcement may result in vexatious 
interference with defendant's affairs. But in the inquiry before me lam not 
at liberty to stop before such considerations. The Sherman Act, as inter- 
preted ‘by ‘the Supreme Court, is the law of the land, and to the law as it 
stands both court and people must yield obedience. 

The gommaee is overruled, and the motion for preliminary injunction 
granted. 
(indorsed.) Filed February 18, 1908. Marshall E. Sampsell. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ee votes of the two Houses 
on theamendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15804) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian t and for 
fulfilling treaty sti ns with various Indian tribes the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed torecommend and do recomm to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
mR Seem ri teen aoe 4,8, 10, 25, 81, 40, 45, 

‘That the House recede aaa taalieenenens tothe amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 29, 
BA, Mh, BT, 88, 41, 42, 46, 48,'51, 52, 53, b4, 55, G1, G4, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 75, 77, 78, 
79, 80, $1, 82, 85, 87, 91, and 94, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
- of the number proposed insert “thirty-three;" and the Senate agree to 

same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 11, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum prepacel tusest “Stigdeur thousand one hundred;" and 
the Senute ages to the same. . 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
In line 7 of said amendment strike out *‘one million two hundred thousand” 
and insert “six hundred thousand;" in line 22 of said amendment, after the 
word “list,” strike out all down to and including the word “four,” in line 24, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: *: i That said sum shall be 
accepted by said Indians in full payment and satisfaction of all claim and 
demand growing out of said loyal claims, and eee thereof 
shall be a full release of the Government from any such c or claims;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In 
line 4 of said amendment, after the word “one,” strike out “clerk” and in- 
sert “ er;” in line 6 of said amendment, after the word “ ” 
insert “and su nce;" in line 7 of said amendment, strike out “clerks” 
and insert “‘stenographers;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an am: nt as follows: 
In line 10 of said amendment, after the word “Provided,” strike ont down to 
and no mmg t word “Interior,” in line 17, and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: * t upon the final determination of cases within the jurisdic- 
tion of said citizenship court, said court may fix reasonable compensation to 
the attorneys employed by contract dated Jan 17, 1991, with the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw nations, and such determination shall be made irre- 
spective cf the rate fixed in said contract between said attorneys and said 
nations, or either of them, unless the same shall have received the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior. And upon the final determination of said 
cases by said citizenship court, the Treasurer of the United States is hereby 
directed to pay to said a on the warrant or warrants drawn the 
Secretary of the Interior, the amount of such compensation out of any funds 
in the Treasury belonging to said nations; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted, insert the following: “: Pro- 
tvded, That the money hereby appropriated shall be applied only to 
the expenses incident to the survey, platting, and appraisement of town 
sites heretofore set aside and reserved from allotment: And provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall prevent the survey and platting, at their 
own expense, of town sites by — parties where stations are located 
along the lines of railroads, nor the unrestricted alienation of lands for such 
purposes, when recommended by the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 
and approved by the Secretary of the Interior; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 27 of said amendment, after the word “rendered,” strike out “in 
equity ” and insert “equitably;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out insert the following: **That 
the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, is hereby appropriated, 
to be immediately available, for the purpose of aiding indigent and identi- 
fied full-blood Missi Choctaws to remove to the Indian Territory, to be 
expended at the discretion and under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
At the end of said amen mt add the following: “: Provided, That the 
money hereinbefore appropriated for education, per third article of the 
Quapaw treaty of May 13, 1833, and the unexpended balance of the same 
heretofore appropriated, not to exceed $2,000, shall be paid to the treasurer 
of the Quapaw tribe or nation, and expended by him, under the direction of 
the oo council, for educational purposes only;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter pro’ to be inserted, insert the following: “That 
in the lands within ormer Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Utah, containing gilsonite, asphaltum, elaterite, or other like sub- 
stances, which were reserved from location and entry by provision in the 
act of Congress entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expensesof the Indian Department, and for fulfilling ont tee. 
lations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, , and 
for other purposes,’ approved June 7, 197, all discoveries and locations of 
any such mineral lands by —- persons prior to January 1, 1891, not pre- 
viously discovered and located, who recorded notices of such discoveries and 
locations prior to Jan 1, 1891, either in the State of Colorado or in the of- 
fice of the county recorder of Uintah County, Utah, shall have all the force 
and effect acco: by law to locations of mining claims upon the public do- 
main. All such locations may hereafter be perfected, and patents shall be 
issued therefor upon compliance with the requirements of the mineral-land 
laws, vided that the owners of such locations shall relocate their respec- 
tive claims and record the same in the office of the county recorder of Uintah 
County, ign hee | = ninety days after the passageof thisact. All locations 

lands made and recorded on or subsequent to January 1, 
1891, are hereby declared to be null and void; and the remainder of the lands 
heretofore reserved as aforesaid because of mineral substances contained 
in them, in so far as the same may be within even numbered sections, shall 
be sold and disposed of in tracts not exceeding 40acres or a quarter of a quar- 
ter of a section in such manner and upon such terms and with such restric- 
tions as may be in a proclamation of the President of the United 
States issued for that purpose not less than one hundred and eee Soon 
after the passage of this act, and not less than ninety days before the time of 
sale or disposal, and the balance of said lands and also all the mineral therein 
are maseby seoeenty reserved for future action of Cong1ess;” and the Sen- 
ate agree he same. : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 8 of said amendment, after the word “therein,” strike out all down 
to and including the word “negotiation,” in line 11; and the Senate agree to 


the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
te numbered 47, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
In line 2 of said amendment strike out ‘two hundred” and insert “three 
hundred and fifty;” and the Senate to the same. 

eement to the amendment of the 
numbered 49,and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
In line 4 of said amendment, after the word “ dollars,” insert “of; in line 5 
of said mentees ser word “which,” insert “said;” in line 5 of said 
word “sum,” insert “so much as may be necessary; 

and the Senate agree to the same. 
t to the amendment of the 


disagreemen 
Senate numbered 50,and agree to the same with an amendment.as follows: 
At the end of said amendment add the following: “And any private lands 
—— by actual settlers over which an Indian reservation has been or 
y be extended by Executive order may be exchanged, at the discretion of 
of the Interior, and at the expense of the owner thereof, under 
such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, for vacant, nonmineral, nontimbered, surveyed public lands of like 
area —— and situated in the same State or Territory;” and the Senate 
agree 6 same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
t the end of said amendment add the following: “: Provided, That said sum 
=—y aa nee ofa general release executed by said 
Ernest Lee, or representative;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 4 of said amendment,after the word “ permitted, " insert: “, upon 
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such conditions as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe;” and the 
Senate a to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 83, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 


Restore the matter to be stricken out; on page 46, line 7 of said bill, 
strike out “one thousand eight hundred” and insert “two thousand;” on 

46, lines 12 and 13 of said bill, strike out ‘‘thirty-one thousand nine” 
and insert “thirty-two thousand one;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 88, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
At the end of said ameridment add the following: “: Provided further, That 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may, in his discretion, pay any field 
matron on account of meritorious services an addition of $10 per month to 
the $50 as provided for in this act; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 89, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
In line 4 of said amendment, after the word “shall,” insert “at the proper 
time; in line 8 of said amendment, after the word “sixty-seven,” strike out 
all down to and including the word “ government,” in line 9; in line 11 of said 
amendment, after the word ‘‘allottees,” strike out ‘and purchasers of town 
lots;"’ in line 17 of said amendment, after the word “the,” strike out all down 
to and including the word “the,” in line 20; and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to issue patents in fee, severally, to No-wa-hi, Darwin Hayes, Red 
Plume and Shoe, Cheyenneand Arapahoe Indians, for not to exceed 80acres of 
the 169 acres of land heretofore allotted to them, respectively, in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, and all restrictions as to the sale, incumbrance, or taxa- 
tion of said lands are any removed. 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to issue a fee-simple patent to Samuel Townsend, a Pawnee Indian, 
for the following portion of the lands heretofore allotted to him in the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, to wit, the S. } of the NE. } of sec. 2, in T. 283 N. of R.5 
E. of the Indian meridian, and all restrictions as to the sale, incumbrance, 
or taxation of said lands are hereby removed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered $2, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

In line 1 of said amendment, aftertthe words ‘‘Sxc. 11,” strike out down to 
and including the word “following,” in line 9. 

In line 43 of said amendment strike out all after the word “ Provided” 
down toand including the word “purposes,” in line 46, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

“That in consideration of the benefits to be derived by said Indians from 
the acceptance of this agreement they ae grant to the State of Min- 
nesotea, for school a sections 16 and 86 of each township.” 

In line 65 of said amendment, after the word “for,” insert the following: 
“and the receipt by the United States of said sum from said sales; 

In line 89 of said amendment, after the word “act,” insert as a new para- 
graph the following: 

* Provided, That nothing in this section contained shall in any manner 
bind the United States to purchase any portion of the land herein described, 
or to dispose of said land except.as provided herein; or to guarantee to find 
purchasers for-said lands or any pertion thereof, it — > intention of 
this act that the United States shall act as trustee for said Indians to dispose 
of said lands and to expend and pay over the proceeds received from thesale 
thereof only as received, as herein provided.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

WM. M. STEWART, 

O. H. PLATT 

JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J.8. SHERMAN 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
JOHN 8. LITTLE 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 
Mr. STEWART submitted the following statement: 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 1904, 


Amount of Bill as passed by Touss- ..... .... .....cccccccccec cscs - $7,700,930. 52 
Net increase made by Senate...... ................----..--.--2-s-- = 1,566,385.36 
Amount of bill as passed by Senate -....................... - 9,267,315.88 


Of the increase made by the Senate of $1,566,385.36, the House has agreed to 
54,856.25 and the Senate has receded from $811,529.11, the total of 
e bill as agreed to in conference $8,455,786.77. 


CLAIMS BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar 
under the order will be stated. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to make an inquiry. Does the order 
under which we are proceeding include all House bills; and if not, 
what House bills? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It applies to pension bills and 
bills correcting the military and naval records of soldiers. 

Mr. WARREN. I understood the Senator would ask to include 


House bills; but if the order is only for pension and record bills, | 


I wish to give notice that in the morning I shall ask leave to call 
up about half a dozen House claims bills—small bills for small 
amounts—which, unless passed right away, will not be in time 
for the Executive to submit them to the Department in the usual 
Way and get answers. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION AND MILITARY RECORD BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to make a state- 
ment which will occupy only amoment. I notice that the agree- 
ment as printed in the Calendar reads that one hour shall be given 
to the consideration of these bills. The Recorp will disclose the 
fact that I asked the Senate to agree to proceed to their consid- 
eration at 5 o’clock to-day without a limitation to one hour. If 
oF are not completed in an hour it may be that I would like a 
little further time, that is all. 


GEORGE NELSON ARMSTRONG. 


The bill (S. 5948) to correct the naval record of George Nelson 
Armstrong was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘‘ charge of,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ desertion ’’ and insert ‘‘ dismissal from the naval serv- 
ice for misconduct; so as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to amend the naval record of George Nelson Arm- 
strong, who in 1863 was appointed acting ensign on board of the gunboat Fort 
Jackson, by removing from said record the charge of dismissal from the 
naval service for misconduct, and to issue in his behalf a certificate of dis- 
charge from the said naval service of the United States: Provided, That no 

ny or allowances shall become due or payable by reason of the passage of 
this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED BURGESS, 


The bill (S. 4906) to correct the naval record of Alfred Burgess 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
correct the record of Alfred Burgess, late a seaman on board the 
United States steamships Sonoma and Juniata, and to remove 
any charge of desertion now standing against his record and to 
issue to him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN FINN, 

The bill (H. R. 8132) to remove the record of dishonorable dis- 
missal from the military record of John Finn, alias Flynn, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, at the end of the bill, to insert the following 
proviso: ‘‘Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments 
shall accrue by virtue of the passage of this act;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Army the record of a dishonorable dismissal 
now standing on said rolls and records against John Finn, alias Flynn, late 
first lieutenant of Company C, One hundred and fifty-fifth New York Voiun- 
teor Infantry, and grant a certificate of honorable discharge, to date Sep- 
tember 6, 1864: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall 
accrue by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL H. SNYDER. 


The bill (S. 2252) for the relief of Daniel H. Snyder was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, at the end of the bill to insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emolument shall become due and 
| payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 
| So as to make the bill read: 


_ Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to revoke the order as Daniel H. Snyder as a sac- 
ond lieutenant of the Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers. 
and to issue acertificate of honorable discharge for him, to date from the 31st 
day of August, 1864; and the said Snyder shall hereafter be held and consid- 
| ered to have been honorably discharged from the military service of the 
United States on said date: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emolu- 
ment shall become due and payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 


MARTIN G. COLE. 


The bill (H. R. 15733) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
tin G. Cole was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martin G. Cole, 
ate of Company G, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WALTER A. PORTER. 


The bill (H. R. 15721) granting an increase : 
ter A, Porter was considered as in Committee 
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proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Walter A. Por- 
ter, late of Company B, Sixty-fourth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELLA F. SHANDREW. 


The bill (H. R. 16391) granting a pension to Ella F. Shandrew 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Ella F. Shandrew, widow of 
John C. Shandrew, late colonel Fifteenth Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay her a pension of 
$30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN DOWNING. 

The bill (H. R. 8023) granting an increase of pension to John 
Downing was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Downing, late 
of Company E, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Ar- 
tillery, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. WHITMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 6498) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Whitman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
preposes to place on the pension roll the name of John A. Whit- 
man, late of Company D, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID A. BALDWIN. 

The bill (H. R. 15558) granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Baldwin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David A. Bald- 
win, late first lientenant Company A, Eighth Regiment Connecti- 
cut Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM KEITH. 

The bill (H. R. 15617) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Keith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Keith, 
late first lieutenant Company F, Fifth Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN WALLACE. 

The bill (H. R. 9237) granting a pension to John Wallace was 
considered as in Cammittee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of John Wallace, late of Company 
K, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL K. STRAYER. 


The bill (H. R. 10869) ting an increase of pension to 
Michael K. Strayer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Michael K. 


Strayer, late of Company C, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volun- | liam O. Boughton was considere 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lien | 


of that he is now receiving. 


amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’”’ to strike out 
‘*twenty-four,’’ and insert ‘‘ sixteen;’’ soas tomake the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Steffey, late of 
Company F, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH M. ALEXANDER. 


The bill (H. R. 14361) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
M. Alexander was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph M. 
Alexander, late of Company H, Nineteenth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC GABRION. 

The bill (H. R. 9570) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Gabrion was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac Gabrion, late 
of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUKE MADDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 16445) granting an increase of pension to Luke 
Madden, alias John E. McDonald, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of Luke Madden, alias John E. McDonald, late of Company 
G, Ninety-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANSON LEWIS. 

The bill (H. R. 12021) granting an increase of pension to Anson 
Lewis was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Anson Lewis, late of 
Company K, Twelfth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES L. DAVENPORT. 


The bill (H. R. 16318) granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Davenport, alias Dexter Davis, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of James L. Davenport, alias Dexter Davis, late unassigned, 
Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM 0, BOUGHTON, 
The bill (H. R. 15618) emting an increase of pension to Wil- 
as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William O. 
Boughton, late of Company B, First Regiment Michigan Volun- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH BOWEN. 

The bill (H. R. 7895) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Bowen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah Bowen, widow of 
Henry Bowen, late captain Company H, Eleventh Regiment, and 
Company B, Eighth Regiment, Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. STEFFEY. s 

The bill (H. R. 9072) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Steffey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. — 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYMUS WALLACE. 

The bill (H. R. 16381) granting an increase of pension to Lymus 
Wallace was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

»ses to place on the pension roll the name of Lymus Wailace, 
late of United States steamships Clara Dolson, General Lyon, 
and W. H. Brown, United States Navy, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET COTTER. 


The bill (H.R.15391) granting a pension to Margaret Cotter 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word “‘ of,’’ to strike out ‘‘a minor 
child until such child shall have arrived at the age of 16 years’’ 
and insert “the minor child of said John A. Cotter until it 
reaches the age of 16 years;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Cotter, widow of 
John A. Cotter, late of Company B, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of pr month, and $2 per month 
additional on account of the minor child of said John A. Cotter untilit reaches 
the age of 16 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. , 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. ’ ‘ 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOEL THOMASON, 


The bill (H. R. 4925) granting a pension to Joel Thomason was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Joel Thomason, late of Company 
IE, Third Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN JOHNSON, 


The bill (H. R. 16697) granting a pension to Ellen Johnson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
nlace on the pension roll the name of Ellen Johnson, widow of 
Fdmond Johnson, late of Company B, Fifty-second Regiment 
eg Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALLIE H. KINCAID, 


The bill (H. R. 16274) granting an increase of pension to Sallie 
H. Kincaid was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ $20 per 
month and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child 
of the officer in lieu of that she is now receiving,’ and insert 
‘$17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving and $2 per 
month additional on account of the minor child of said Henry 
H. Kincaid until it reaches the age of 16 years;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on ‘the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of e H. Kincaid, 
widow of Henry H. Kincaid, late first lieutenant Company H, Eight Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$7 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and _ $2 per month ad- 

itional on account of the minor child of said Henry H. id until it 
reaches the age of 16 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. ; 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM WHITLOCK. 


The bill (H. R. 15748) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Whitlock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to —_ on the pension roll the name of William 
Whitlock, late first lieutenant Company A, Fifth Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EBEN SLAWSON. 

The bill (H. R. 700) granting an increase of pension to Eben 
Slawson was considered as in Committee of the ole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Eben Slawson, late 
of Company G, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID E, LAWTON. 


The bill (H. R. 14475) granting an increase of pension to David 
E. Lawton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
— to place on the pension roll the name of David E. Lawton, 

a 


te of Company G, Thirty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMANTHA YANT. 


The bill (H. R. 6656) granting a pension to Samantha Yant was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Samantha Yant, former widow of 
Thomas Cox, late of Company D, One hundred and seventieth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. RHODES, 


The bill (H. R. 4632) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Rhodes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

ses to place on the pension roll the name of William P. Rhodes, 
ate captain Company K, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK MAHAN. 

The bill (H. R. 5281) granting an increase of pension to Pat- 
rick Mahan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Patrick Mahan, 
late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. ROBSON. 

The bill (H. R. 15466) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Robson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John H. Robson, 
late of Company I, Ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. T. M’PHERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 15674) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. T. McPherson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John A. T. 
McPherson, late of the U. 8. S. Fair Play, United States Navy, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS J. WINFREY. 

The bill (H. R. 14027) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Winfrey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas J. 
Winfrey, late of Company H, Third Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. SPALDING. 

The bill (H. R. 1637) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Spalding was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John A. Spald- 
ing, late of Company F, Sixteenth Regiment United States In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $16 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LABAN M’GAHAN, 

The bill (H. R. 16291) granting a pension to Laban McGahan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Laban McGahan, late of 
the Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

WINFIELD PIERCE. 

The bill (H. R. 659) granting an increase of pension to Winfield 
Pierce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Winfield Pierce, late of 
Company A, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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E LAWRENCE H. ROUSSEAU. 

The bill (H. R. 2136) granting an increase of pension to Law- 
rence H. Rousseau was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
“thirty” and insert “‘twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lawrence H. Rousseau, late 
lieutenant-colonei Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID T. TOWLES, 


The bill (H. R. 14195) granting an increase of pension to David 
T. Towles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty-six ’’ and insert “‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, —S to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David T. Towles, late cap- 
tain Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL R. LUCAS. 

The bill (H. R. 15746) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel R. Lucas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel R. 
Lucas, late chaplain Ninety-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN R. DOUGHERTY. 


The bill (H. R. 942) granting a pension to John R. Dougherty 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of John R. Dougherty, late of 
Company F, Fourth Regiment Indiana Legion, and tg pay him 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE R. GRUBAUGH. 


The bill (H. R. 3261) granting a pension to George R. Gru- 
baagh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of George R. Grubaugh, 
late of Company F, Seventy-second Regiment Enrolled Missouri 
Militia, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET SCANLON. 


The bill (H. R. 7710) granting a pension to Margaret Scanlon 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Margaret Scanlon, widow 
of Thomas Scanlon, late of Company B, Kansas City Station 
Guards, Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STEPHEN B. MOREHOUSE. 

The bill (H. R. 15423) granting an increase of pension to Ste- 
hen B. Morehouse was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
t proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Stephen B. 

Morchouse, late first lieutenant Company D, One hundred and 
twenty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

: HENRY PENSINGER. 

The bill (H. R. 3265) pneting on increase of pension to Henry 
Pensinger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the ion roll the name of Henry r, 
te of Company G, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
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and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. KEHN. 

The bill (H. R. 3353) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Kehn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John H. Kehn, late 
of Company K, and first lientenant Company I, Twenty-fifth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 16073) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John H. Smith, late 
of Company G, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lien of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB E. RICHARDS. 


The bill (H. R. 5876) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
E. Richards was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob E. Rich- 
ards, late of Company F, Eighty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F, BARRETT. 


The bill (H. R. 14592) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Barrett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘*twenty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Barrett, late 
of Company I, Third iment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, 
and eo a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recel ° 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out “‘ twelve” and inserting ‘*‘ twenty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

HARRY L. GRAHAM. 

The bill (H. R. 6593) granting an increase of pension to Harry 

L. Graham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Harry L. Graham, 
ate of Company G, Seventy-first Regiment Dlinois Volunteer In- 

fantry, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. CHANCELLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 16361) ting an increase of pension to John 
W. Chancellor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John W. Chan- 
cellor, late of Company H, Twenty-first Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving, the same to be paid to him under the 
rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and times of payment, 
without any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged 
overpayments or erroneous payments of pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN MOSGROVE. 


The bill (H. R. 15422) granting an increase of pension to John 
Mosgrove was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the anon roll the name of John Mosgrove, late 
of i C, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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LUCIEN B. LOVE. 
The bill (H. R. 15812) granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
cien B. Love was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lucien B. Love, 
fate of Company C, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infan- 
try. war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY E. BARGER. 


The bill (H. R. 13323) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Barger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Barger, 
widow of Harrison C. Barger, late second lieutenant Company D, 
Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay 
her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EUDORA WELLS. 


The bill (H. R. 15448) granting a pension to Eudora Wells was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Eudora Wells, helpless and de- 
pendent daughter of Isaac M. Wells, late of Company E, Twenty- 
first Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. HIGGINS. 


The bill (H. R. 2264) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Higgins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George H. Hig- 
gins, late of Company C, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL MURPHY. 


The bill (H. R. 15964) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Murphy was considered as im Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oses to place on the pension roll the name of Michael Murphy, 
ate of Company B, First Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. HALL. 


The bill (H. R. 6719) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Hall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John H. Hall, late 
captain Company H, Highty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUIS W. ROWE, 


The bill (H. R. 15848) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
W. Rowe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

oses to place on the pension roll the name of Louis W. Rowe, 

te of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOLOMON A. ALEXANDER, 


The bill (H. R. 13793) granting an increase of pension to Solo- 
mon A. Alexander was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Solomon A. 
Alexander, late of Company G, Palmetto Regiment South Caro- 
lina Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JAMES CURLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 7312) granting an increase of pension to James 
Curley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Curley, late 
of Troop B, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay 
him a a of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





MINERVA MURPHY. 


The bill (H. R. 15873) granting a pension to Minerva Murphy 
Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word ‘“‘and,’’ to insert ‘‘ he;’’ and 
in line 6, before the word “ helpless,” to strike out ‘‘ the;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minerva Murphy, helpless 
and dependent daughter of Davis Murphy, late of Captain Campbell's com- 

ny, Third Regiment Dlinois Foot Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay 

er a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


Mr.GALLINGER. Let those two amendments be disagreed to. 
The amendments were rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WILLIAM H. HOUSEAL. 


The bill (H. R. 14930) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Houseal was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Willian H. 
Houseal, late of Company B, Forty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JOHN ©. COLLAHAN. 
The bill (H. R. 16210) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Collahan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of John C. Colla- 
an, late first lieutenant Company A, One hundredth Regiment 
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
THOMAS GRAHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 7760) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Graham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Graham, 
late of Company F, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time and passed. 


ISAAC HARRIS, 


The bill (H. R. 11616) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Harris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac Harris, late of Com- 
pany F, Second Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company A, Seventh Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. RICHARDSON, 


The bill (S. 6540) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Richardson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the nam®é of George W. Richardson, late chaplain 
Eleventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry and Seventh 
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. HAREN, 


The bill (S. 4858) granting a pension to Mary E. Haren was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ late,’’ to insert “alias 
Herring;’’ in the same line, after the word “ First,’’ to insert 
‘**Regiment;”’ in line 8, before the word ‘‘ Infantry,’’ to insert 
* Volunteer,’’ and in the same line, before the word ‘‘ and,’’ to 
insert “ war with Spain;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary i Haren, dependent 
mother of James C. Haren, alias Herring, late of Company F, First Regiment 
North Carolina Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM VOGAN, 


The bill (H. R. 11388) granting a pension to William Vogan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of William Vogan, dependent 
father of Ivester Vogan, late of Company K, One hundredth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE H. VAN DEUSEN. 

The bill (H. R. 833) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Van Deusen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George H. 
Van Deusen, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Navy, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. WILSON. 

The bill (H. R. 14938) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Wil- 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F. Wilson. late | 
second lieutenant Company G, Ninety-third Regiment Indiana | 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOTT VAN NORDSTRAND. 


The bill (H. R. 15387) granting an increase of pension to Lott 
Van Nordstrand was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lott Van 
Nordstrand, late of Battery M, First Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. BRATTAIN. 

The bill (H. R. 9491) granting an increase of pension to John 

W. Brattain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of John W. 
rattain, late of Company E, Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana 

Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month | 

in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH D. LIGHTFOOT. 


The bill (H. R. 4501) granting a pension to Sarah D. Lightfoot | 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to | 
place on the pension roll the name of Sarah D. Lightfoot, widow | 
of Nathaniel L. Lightfoot, late major, Twelfth Regiment Ken- 
a Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per | 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE M. SMH. 


The bill (H. R. 14217) granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
0ses to place on the pension roll the name of George M. Smith, | 
la te of Company A, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, | 
war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in | 
lieu of that he is now receiving. | 
The biil was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE SKINNER. 

The bill (H. R. 15793) granting an increase of pension to George 
Skinner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George Skinner, late | 
of Company K, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, | 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OSCAR M. PECK. 
The bill (H. R. 8165) granting an increase of 











pension to Oscar 


M. Peck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of Oscar M. Peck, 
os of Company G, One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment 


Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD T,. DURANT. 


The bill (H. R. 13945) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward T. Durant was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward T. 
Durant, late first lieutenant Company B, Thirty-third Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HUGH COOL, 


The bill (H. R. 6617) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Cool was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the ro roll the name of Hugh Cool, late of Com- 

ny C, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with 

fexico, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. DAY. 


The bill (H. R. 12638) granting an increase of pension to John 

. Day was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John W. Day, late 
acting assistant paymaster, United States Navy, and to pay him 
a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA GREGG. 


The bill (H. R. 11271) granting a pension to Louisa Gregg was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’ to strike out 
‘*twenty ’’ and insert ** twelve; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa Gregg, late a nurse 
in the Medical Department, United States Volunteers, and pay hera pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT W, ALLEN, 


The bill (H. R. 7736) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

ses to place on the pension roll the name of Albert W. Allen, 
ate of the First Battery Minnesota Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY COOK. 
The bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Henry Cook was considered 


| as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 6, after the word ** Infantry,’’ tostrike 
out *‘ and of Company C, Twentieth Regiment of New York Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to grant him an honorable discharge from 
the service first above named,’’ and insert ‘‘ and substitute there- 
for the words ‘Absented himself without proper authority De- 
cember 30, 1862, and so remained up to August 4, 1863, when he 


| enlisted in Company C, Twentieth Regiment New York Cavalry 


Volunteers.and served faithfully and was honorably discharged;’ ”’ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Henry Cook, late of Company G, Thirty-fifth Reziment of New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and substitute therefor the words ““Absented him- 
self without re r authority December 3), 1862, and so remained up to 
August 4, 1868, when he enlisted in Company C, Twentieth Regiment ew 
York Cavalry Volunteers, and served faithfully and was honorably dis- 
charged”: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall be 
come due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. E 

The bill was read the third time, and passed 
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ELIZA M. HUTCHINSON, 


The bill (H. R. 16368) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
M. Hutchinson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eliza M. 
Hutchinson, widow of Joseph H. Hutchinson, late of Company 
A, Second Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving: Provided, however, That in the case of the death of the 
helpless child Grace A. Hutchinson, on whose account the pen- 
sion of Eliza M. Hutchinson is increased, the pension of said 
Eliza M. Hutchinson shall continue only at the rate of $8 per 
month from and after the date of death of said helpless child. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THEODORE F. NORTHROP. 


The bill (S. 4198) for the relief of Theodore F. Northrop was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That Theodore F. Northrop, late first lieutenant, Second Regiment New 
York Cavalry Volunteers, shall be held and considered to have been a cap- 
tain of cavalry, in command of scouts in the army of General Sherman, from 
September 10, 1864, to May 22, 18%; and the Secretary of War is authorized | 
to issue to said Northrop a certificate of such service and of honorable dis- 
charge in accordance with this act: Provided, That no pay, bounty,or other 
allowance shall become due and payable by reason of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was rejected. 


MICHAEL MULLET. 


The bill (H. R. 11879) to correct the military record of Michael 
Mullet was considered as in Committee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 8, after the word ** service,’’ to insert 
‘* Provided, That no bounty, pay, or other allowance shall ac- 
crue by virtue of this act;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the military record of Michael Mullet, late a pri- 
vate in Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth Regiment New York 
Volunteers, be, and the same is hereby, so corrected as to remove the charge 
of desertion, and the War Department is hereby authorized and directed to 
grant him an honorable discharge from said service: Provided, That no 
bounty, pay, or other allowance shall accrue by virtue of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. ; 4 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WALLACE ZIEGLER. 


The bill (H. R. 13386) granting a pension to Wallace Ziegler 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“seventeen ’’ and insert *‘ twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wallace Ziegler, late of Com- 
pany G, One hundred and first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be | 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA J. BISHOP. 


The bill (H. R. 3026) granting a pension to Martha J. Bishop 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the pension roll the name of Martha J. Bishop, widow of 

illiam P. Bishop, late of Company A, Thirty-eighth Regiment | 

Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID M, SHOPSTAUGH, 


The bill (H. R. 14898) granting an increase of pension to David 
M. Shopstaugh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out | 
‘* forty ’’ and insert “ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 











and limitations of the pension laws, thename of David M. Shopstaugh, late of 
Company E, Sixty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY STAFF, 


The bill (H. R. 8812) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Staff was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Staff, late of Com- 
pany F, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMANDA BURKE, 


The bill (H. R. 12602) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda Burke was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place onthe pension roll the name of Amanda Burke, 


| widow of Milo M. Burke, late of the United States steamship 


Henry James, United States Navy, and to pay her a pension of 


| $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, 


however, That in the event of the death of the helpless child 
Edith Burke, on whose account the pension of Amanda Burke is 
increased, the pension of said Amanda Burke shall continue only 
at the rate of $8 per month from and after the date of death of said 
helpless child. 

“he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK CARNEY. 
The bill (H. R. 16364) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 


| Carney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Patrick Carney, 


late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
isnow receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA B. ABBOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 16423) granting an increase of pension to Eliza B. 
Abbott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Eliza B. Abbott, 


widow of William 8. M. Abbott, late second lieutenant Company 
G, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiy- 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM KENNY. 


The bill (H. R. 12771) granting a pension to William Kenny was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propeses to place 


| on the pension roll the name of William Kenny, late of Com- 


pany B, Twenty-second Regiment United States Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALONZO PENDLAND, 


The bill (H. R. 7844) granting a pension to Alonzo Pendland 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Alonzo Pendland, late un- 
assigned, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMANTHA A. NEWCOMB. 

The bill (H. R. 8005) granting a pension to Samantha A. New- 
comb was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Samantha A. Newcomb, 
former widow of Arrian Newcomb, late of Company D, Sixty- 
sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY M’GUIRE. 

The bill (H. R. 13719) granting a pension to Nancy McGuire 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Nancy McGuire, widow 
of John McGuire, late of Captain Dawson’s company Georgia 
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Volunteers, Creek Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CALLIE WEST. 

The bill (H. R. 12492) granting an increase of pension to Callie 
West was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Callie West, widow of 
Burris C. West, late of Cogent G, Sixty-sixth Regiment Mli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRIETTA A. BUELL. 


The bill (H. R. 11494) granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Henrietta A. Buell, widow of Bennett H. 
Buell, late of Company I, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting a pension 
to Henrietta A. Buell.’’ 

SARAH E. MERRITT. 


The bill (H. R. 1422) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Merritt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah E. Mer- 
ritt, widow of Charles M. Merritt, late captain and assistant 
quartermaster, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension 
of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JOHANNA BUSE. 


The bill (H. R. 3207) granting a pension to Johanna Buse was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Johanna Buse, widow of Louis O. 
Buse, late recruit, United States Army, war with Mexico, and to 
pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, rcad the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH LISTER. 


The bill (H. R. 7832) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Lister was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Lister, 
widow of Frederick W. Lister, late colonel Fortieth Regiment 
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES S8. F. HILTON, 


The bill (H. R. 1016) granting a pension to Charles S. F. Hilton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Charles 8. F. Hilton, foster 
father of John Hilton, late of the U.S8.S. Tahoma, United States 
Navy, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BELLE L. SPAULDING. 


The bill (H. R. 3218) granting an increase of pension to Belle 
L. Spaulding was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Belle L. Spauld- 
ing, widow of Frank P. Spaulding, late of Company A, Thirty- 
sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER H. TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 11625) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander H. Taylor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to os on the pension roll the name of Alexander H. 
Taylor, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGET LOGAN. 

The bill (H. R. 8244) granting a pension to Bridget Logan was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pronase to place 
on the pension roll the name of Bridget Logan, dependent mother 
of William Logan, late of Company K, Second Regiment Massa- 
— Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OLIVER C. JACKSON, 


The bill (H. R. 13723) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
C. Jackson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver C. Jack- 
son, late of Company M, One hundredth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH GRENNUE, 


The bill (H. R. 15906) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Grennue was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
es to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Grennue, 
ate of Company C, One hundred and thirty-fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM SANDS. 

The bill (H. R. 12382) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Sands was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Sands, 
late of Company B, Eighty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA JOSEPHINE STANWOOD, 


The bill (H. R. 13485) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Josephine Stanwood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Louisa Jo- 
sephine Stanwood, widow of James H. Stanwood, late first lieu- 
tenant Company C, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALFRED 8, ISAACS, 


The bill (H. R. 5057) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
J. Isaacs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the name “‘ Isaacs,’’ to strike out 
the pone ‘J’? and insert the letter ‘‘S;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 8. Isaacs, late of 
Company G, Ninety-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now Teosiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred 8. Isaacs.”’ 


JOHN SHAMBURGER AND OTHERS. 


The bill (H. R. 8216) to remove the record of dishonorable dis- 
charges from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis 
ge and Henry Metzger was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, after the word “‘ remove,” at the end of line 3, 
to strike out ‘‘ from the rolls and records in the office of the Ad- 
jutant-General of the United States Army;’’ in line 6, before the 
word “ records,”’ to strike out “‘ said rolls and”’ and insert ‘‘ the;’’ 
and in line 7, after the name ‘‘ Smith,” to insert *‘ George Hep- 
pel;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to re- 
move the record of dishonorable discharges now standing on the records 
against John Shamburger, Louis Smith, George Heppel, and Henry Metz: 
late privates of Company M, Twelfth New York Cavalry, and grant eanh of 
thema certificate of honorable harge, todate November 7, 1565: Provided, 


That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or payable by 
virtue of the passage of this act. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as 
to read: ‘‘A bill to remove the record of dishonorable discharges 
from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis Smith, 
George Heppel, and Henry Metzer.”’ 

MARY ANN GARRISON. 
The bill (H. R. 18705) granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Ann Garrison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Ann Gar- 
rison, widow of Joseph N. Garrison, late of Captains Ellis and 
Hendley’s companies of Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida 
Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HELEN OLIVIA LECKIE. 

The bill (H. R. 18634) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
Olivia Leckie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Helen Olivia 
Leckie, widow of Henry Leckie, late of Company E, Third Regi- 
ment Louisiana Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHERINE P. M’LORINEN, 


The bill (H. R. 6127) granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
erine P. McLorinen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Catherine P. 
McLorinen, widow of William H. McLorinen, late of Company 
H, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, war with Mexico, 
and captain Company B, Eighty-sixth Regiment United States 
Colored Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM MENNECKE, 


The bill (H. R. 14813) granting a pension to William Mennecke 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of William Mennecke, late of 
Company C, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CORNELIA S. RIBBLE. 


The bill (H. R. 2787) granting an increase of pension to Cor- 
nelia S. Ribble was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Cornelia S. Rib- 
ble, widow of George T. Ribble, late assistant surgeon, Eleventh 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID 8. TAYLOR. 

The bill (H. R. 5907) granting a pension to David S: Taylor was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It oe to place 
on the pension roll the name of David S. Taylor, late first assistant 
engineer, ram Mingo, Ellett’s Ram Fleet, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. GOODRICH. 


The bill (H. R. 2616) granting a pension to Mary J. Goodrich 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary J. Goodrich, widow 
of David N. Goodrich, late of Company D, Twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$8 ? mw month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD M. GAMMON,. 


The bill (H. R.'7510) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Gammon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

oposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward M. 

ammon, late musician, Thirtieth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2635 


CHARLES A. RITTENHOUSE. 


The bill (H. R. 2987) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Rittenhouse was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles A. 
Rittenhouse, late chaplain Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JENNIE M. GILBERT, 


The bill (H. R. 11189) granting an increase of pension to Jen- 
nie M. Gilbert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jennie M. Gil- 
bert, widow of Lorenzo Gilbert, late of Company F, One hundred 
and fifty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving: Provided, however, That in the case of the death of the 
helpless child, Grace Gilbert, on whose account the pension of 
Jennie M. Gilbert is increased, the pension of the said Jennie M. 
Gilbert shall continue only at the rate of $12 per month from and 
after the date of death of the said helpless child. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OLIVER P. ALSBACH. 

The bill (H. R. 11020) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Alsbach was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
= to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver P. Alsbach, 

ate of Company E, Tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Vol- 
unteer Infantry and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time and passed. 


JASON STEVENS. 


The bill (H. R. 13477) granting an increase of pension to Jason 
Stevens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ to strike out 
** forty’? and insert “‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hs is hereby, 
anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jason Stevens, late of Com- 
pany L, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN E. PICKARD. 

The bill (H. R. 3752) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Pickard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John E. Pick- 
ard, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RODNEY W. ANDERSON. 

The bill (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Rodney W. Anderson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Rodney W. Anderson, late 
acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and to pay him a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY MORLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 7308) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Morley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Morley, 
widow of George Morley, late of Company K, Forty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, Twenty- 
third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LANGSTON P, BRYANT. 

The bill (H. R. 1644) granting an increase of pension to Lang- 
ston P. Bryant was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
oo to place on the pension roll the name of Langston P. 

ryant, late first lieutenant Company I, Twenty-first Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have information that 
since that bill was reported the soldier hasdied. Itherefore move 
that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PLUMMER LEWIS. 

The bill (H. R. 11428) granting an increase of pension to 
Plummer Lewis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Plummer 
Lewis, late of Company F, Twenty-eighth Regiment United States 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 

CHRISTINE B, KNAPP. 

The bill (H. R. 5982) granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
tine B. Knapp was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
sroposes to place on the pension roll the name of Christine B. 

napp, widow of Arthur W. Knapp, late of Company C, Fif- 
teenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Hubaiey. and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. FLEMING. 


The bill (H. R. 1274) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Fleming was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ~ It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Flem- 
ing, widow of John P. Fleming, late captain Company G, One 
hundred and first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATILDA SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 9912) granting an-increase of pension to Matilda 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Matilda Smith, widow of 
Gilbert A. Smith, late of Company K, One hundred and sixty- 
sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Pro- 
vided, however, That in the event of the death of the helpless 
child, Eva L. Smith, on whose account the pension of Matilda 
Smith is increased, the pension of said Matilda Smith shall con- 
tinue only at the rate of $8 per month from and after the death 
of said helpless child. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to « third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH 8. CHILCOAT. 


The bill (H. R. 1272) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
8. Chilcoat was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It pro- 
pore to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph S. Chilcoat, 

ate of Company I, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL H. MONTANYE. 

The bill (H. R. 16309) granting a pension to Samuel H. Mon- 
tanye was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel H. Montanye, 
late a private of United States Voltigeurs, war with Mexico, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

ho bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET BELL. 


The bill (H. R. 13612) granting a pension to Margaret Bell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Margaret Bell, widow of James 
Bell, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month, and $2 per 
month additional on account of the minor child of said James 
Bell until he reaches the age of 16 years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LILLIE V. BALL. 

The bill (H. R. 9154) granting an increase of pension to Lillie 
V. Ball was considered as in Committee of: the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lillie V. Ball, 
widow of Charles H. Ball, late second assistant engineer, United 
States Navy. and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, « rdered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MATILDA TUNISON, 


The bill (H. R. 15636) granting a pension to Matilda Tunison 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Matilda Tunison, widow of 
John Tunison, late major, One hundred and thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $17 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIAS SIMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 15481) granting an increaseof pension to Elias 
Simpson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Elias Simpson, late 
of Company B, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT J. HART. 


The bill (H. R. 11075) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
J. Hart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Albert J. Hart, late 
of Company B, Seventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infan- 
try, sad te pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB B. MOCK. 


The bill (H. R. 7882) granting a pension to Jacob Mock was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the name ‘‘ Mock,’’ to insert the 
letter ‘‘ B.;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob B. Mock, late of Com- 
pany D, One hundredand sixty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, the same to be paid to him 
under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to modeand times of payment with- 
out any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged overpayments or 
erroneous payments of pension. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. ; : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Jacob B. Mock.”’ 


JAMES M. TRAVIS. 


The bill (H. R. 5446) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Travis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
,08es to place on the pension roll the name of James M. Travis, 
Tate of Company D, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAMBERT JOHNSTON. 


The bill (H. R. 5960) granting an increase of pension to Lam- 
| bert Johnston was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lambert Johnston, 
| lateof Company F, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, 
| and to pay him a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that he is 

now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN D. CAMPBELL. 


The bill (H. R. 7367) granting a pension to Ellen D. Campbell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Ellen D. Campbell, widow 
of Jerome T. Campbell, late of Company B, One hundred and 
seventy-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C, CRAWFORD. 

The bill (H. R. 8711) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Crawford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William C. 
Crawford, late of Company I. Sixty-ninth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiy ing, 








The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEWIS P. EVERETT. 


The bill (H. R. 15894) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
P. Everett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
sroposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lewis P. Everett, 
fate of Company B, Thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withcut amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

' ABNER D, RUTHERFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 4952) granting a pension to Abner D. Ruther- 
ford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll’the name of Abner D. Rutherford, 
late of Company F’, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY H. TALCOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 15842) granting a pension to Mary H. Talcott 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary H. Talcott, former 
widow of George N. Macy, late lieutenant-colonel Twentieth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M. WILSON, 


The bill (H. R. 18881) granting a pension to William M. Wilson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of William M. Wilson, depend- 
ent father of Thomas Wilson, late of Company C, Fourth Regi- 
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GRACE HARRINGTON, 


The bill (H .R, 15362) granting an increase of pension to Grace 
Harrington was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Grace Harring- 


ton, widow of Henry M. Harrington, late second lieutenant, | 


Seventh Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCY T. CHURCHILL. 


The bill (H. R. 15038) granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
T. Churchill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the a roll the name of Lucy T. Churchill, 
widow of Charles E. Churchill, late captain Company D, Fifty- 
eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARVILLA N, STOCKER, 


The bill (H. R. 12090) granting a pension to Arvilla N. Stocker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to p'ace 
on the pension roll the name of Arvilla N. Stocker, widow of 
Henry T. Stocker, late sailmaker, United States Navy, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH E, GIFFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 6442) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Gifford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah E. Gifford, 
widow of Obed H. Gifford, late first lieutenant Companies K and 
G, Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and car- 

snter’s mate, United States Navy, and to pay her a pension of 

17 Pp month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN FULLERTON. 


The bill (H. R. 15440) granting an increase of pension to John 
Fullerton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
— to place on the pension roll the name of John Fullerton, 

ate second lieutenant Company E, Fourth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CLARA E. SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 17298) granting an increase of pension to Clara 
E. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to oo of the pension roll the name of Clara E. Smith, 
widow of Robert C. Smith, late of the United States Marine 
Corps, United States Navy, and to pay her a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that sheis now receiving: Provided, however, 
That in the case of the death of the helpless child, Henry G. 
Smith, on whose account the pension of Clara E. Smith is in- 
creased, the pension of said Clara E. Smith shall continue only at 
the rate of $12 per month from and after the death of said help- 
less child. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY LUCETTA ARNOLD. 

The bill (S. 7244) granting an increase of pension to Mary Lu- 
cetta Arnold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word * dollars,’ to strike out 
‘* fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Lucetta Arnold, widow 
of Isaac Arnold, jr., late lieutenant-colonel, Ordnance Department, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. TALBOTT. 

| The bill (H. R. 14758) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
| A. Talbott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Tal- 

bott, widow of Nicholas B. Talbott, late second lieutenant Com- 
| pany H, Fifth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. FRANCE. 


The bill (H. R. 15533) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
| liam H. France was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
| France, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-third Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHILANDER H. GRAVES. 

The bill (H. R. 17305) granting a pension to Philander H. Graves 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Philander H. Graves, late 
| of Company A, Eighty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan- 
| try, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

VISA C. MORRILL. 


The bill (H. R. 6969) granting a pension to Visa C. Morrill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Visa C. Morrill, widow of John 
Morrill, late colonel Sixty-fourth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK E. HILLS. 


The bill (H. R. 14788) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
E. Hills was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
— to place on the pension roll the name of Frank E. Hills, 
ate of Company. D, One hundredth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
| that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES A. WARRICK. 


The bill (H. R. 14091) granting a pension to Charles A. War- 
rick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Charles A. Warrick, late 
of Nea E, Third Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Spain. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | the bill be allowed to stand as it came from the House of Repre- 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. sentatives. 
GEORGE WHITE. Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be disagreed to, Mr. 
The bill (H. R. 14235) granting an increase of pension to President. 
George White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George White, 
late of Company K, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 


The amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and pass. :. 


war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in CHRISTOPHER G. DIVERS. 
lien of that he is now receiving. The bill (H. R. 17179) granting an increase of pension to 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, | Christopher G. Divers was considered as in Committee of the 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
ISAAC J. NICHOLS. Christopher G. Divers, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh 


Regiment Missouri Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bill (H. R. 15186) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
J. Nichols was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
o8es to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac J. Nichols, 
ate first lieutenant Company F, Ninety-seventh Regiment Penn- 


sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per ; OLIVER W. KILE. ; : 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. The bill (H. R. 16857) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, | W. Kile was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. poses to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver W. Kile, 
JOSEPH A. KAUFFMAN late of Company B, Ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and 
a me E as y a ; to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
The bill (H. R. 8314) granting an increase of pension to Joseph receiving. 


A. Kauff man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph A. Kauff- | +, 9 third reading, read the third time, and passed 
man, late second lieutenant Company G, One hundred and eighty- : : : 
sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him : SOGEPE Ht. LUSLUE. L 
a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. The bill (H. R. 13046) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | H. Ludlum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. proposes to place on the pension roll the name of J oseph H, Lud- 
CATHARINE A. SAWDY lum, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fie “hare 5 . : fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
The bill (H. R. 2913) granting a pension to Catharine A. Sawdy | he is now receiving. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
place on the pension roll the name of Catharine A, Sawdy, de- | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ndent mother of Henry J. Sawdy, late first lieutenant Company MILTON D io 
y Tint Bagheaht Mitigns Velamiecr Light Artillery, end to pay The bill (H. R. 15696) granting an increase of pension to Milton 


her a pension of $12 per month. ; : : 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | D. Wells was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. poses to place on the pension roll the name of Milton D. Weils, 
, : late first lieutenant and quartermaster, One hundred and twenty- 
CHARLES M. WALKER. first Regiment tones ees and to pay him a pension 
The bill (H. R. 2911) granting a pension to Charles M. Walker | of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
was saat as in ’ Sommmiteos of the Whole. It proposes o The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
place on the pension roll the name of Charles M. Walker, late un- | to @ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
assigned, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to JOHN H. WHEELER. 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. — The bill (H. R. 15735) granting an increase of pension to John 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | H. Wheeler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. roposes to place on the pension roll the name of John H. Wheeler, 
DAVID K. WARDWELL fate of Company H, First Regiment Kentucky Foot Volunteers, 
; Es ni . : -, _. | war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
The bill (H. R. 8085) ting an increase of pension to David | jjeu of that he is now receiving. 
K. Wardwell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David K. Ward- | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
well, late of Company E, First Regiment Massachusetts Volun- FREDERICK JOURNAL 
teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and captain Company F, Fifth . 7 : : 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, lieutenant-colonel | The bill (H. R. 14263) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
Thirty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and | eTick Journal was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
lieutenant-colonel, Veteran Reserve Corps, United States Army, | PToposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick Jour- 
war of the rebellion, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month | Dal, late of Company I, Twenty-third Regiment United States 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
JOHN ©, WiILAIAs to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bill (H. R. 15528) granting an increase of pension to John / — We —— a : 

C. Williams was conalen as in Committee of the Whole. It | _ The bill (H. R. 11122) granting an increase of pension to John 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of John C. Wil- | W- Copley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
iams, late of Company D, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- | Proposes to place on the 1 roll the name of John W. Copley, 

unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in | /ate of Companies H and C, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 

lien of that he is now receiving. unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

aERY B, WOIDES to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bill (H. R. 11958) granting a pension to Henry H. Windes . as ae 
was oes as in oo c re Whole. fy The bill (H. R. 10922) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | Feldhausen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out cag to place on the ion roll the name of J oseph _Feld- 
“twenty” and insert “twelve; ”’ so as to make the bill read: ausen, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions of that he is now receiving. 


and limitations of tne pension laws, the name of Henry H. Windes, late scout The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
Fe ede Unted States Volunteers, and pay him ® ponsion at the rate of | dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment will not be insisted SIMON M. YATES. 
upon. The man is in a destitute condition and is very worth The bill (H. R. 13711) granting a pension to Simon M. Yates 
and deserving. I hope the amendment will be disagreed to a was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 








place on the pension roll the name of Simon M. Yates, late of 
Company E, First Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, war 
with Spain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES F. CAMPBELL. 


The bill (H. R. 1257) granting an increase of pension to James 
F. Campbell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James F. Camp- 
bell, late first lientenant Company G, Eleventh Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABRAHAM W. HUFFMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 17308) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham W. Huffman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Abraham W. 
Huffman, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER J, THOMSON, 


The bill (H. R. 12611) granting a pension to Alexander J. 
Thomson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Alexander J. Thom- 
son, late of Company L, First Regiment Georgia Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Spain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET A, STUART. 


he bill (H. R. 1238) granting a pension to Margaret A. Stuart 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Margaret A. Stuart, widow 
of ley T. Stuart, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment Tennessee 
Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD H. BRADY. 


The bill (H. R. 3503) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
H. Brady was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘‘twenty-four’’ and insert ‘‘ sixteen; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward H. Brady, late 
first lieutenant Company E, First Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer 
Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MARY MURPHY. 

The bill (H.R. 9799) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Murphy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of ee 
widow of James Murphy, late captain Company F, Twentieth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES W. PACE. 

The bill (H. R. 5010) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Pace was Fomlb~ wth yas in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

sed to place on the pension roll the name of James W. Pace, 
ate of Company G, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The’ bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading,”read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL F. LEE. 


The bill (H. R. 15461) for the relief of Daniel F. Lee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that Daniel 
F. Lee shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honor- 
ably discharged from the military service of the United States as 
a private of Company H, Sixth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, on the 
1st day of August, 1862, and it directs the Secretary of War to is- 
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sue a certificate of honorable discharge for him in accordance 
with the terms of this act, but no pay or other allowance shall be 
due or payable to any person by reason of the passage of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHNIKEN L. MYNATT. 

The bill (H. R. 14784) granting a pension to Johniken L. My- 
natt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the name ‘‘ Gideon,” to strike out the 
letter ‘*H’”’ and insert ‘*S;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 





authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Johniken L. Mynatt, late of 
Capt. Gideon 8. White's company, National Guards of East Teunessee, and 


pay him a pension at the rate of §20 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD G. HANSCOM. 

The bill (H. R. 16787) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
G. Hanscom was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
—— to place on the pension roll the name of Richard G. 

anscom, late of Company I, Second Regiment Wisconsin VY olun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C,. SAUTTER. 


The bill (H. R. 16786) granting an increase of pension toJohn C. 
Sautter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John C. Sautter, late of 
Company K, Fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COLLINS W. WIGHT. 


The bill (H. R. 16785) granting an increase of pension to Collins 
W. Wight was’ considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pecmeets to place on the pension roll the name of Collins W. 

ight, late of Company B, First Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ; 


JOHN H, AMADON, 


The bill (H. R. 16000) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Amadon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll thenameof John H. Amadon, 
late of Companies I and D, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM KING, 


The bill (H. R. 12841) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam King was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William King, late 
acting third assistant engineer ranking with midshipman, United 
States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $4 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN BURKE. 


The bill (H. R. 16856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Burke was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John Burke, of Company 
E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADAM KOHLHAUFF. 


The bill (H. R. 15771) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Kohlhauff was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’”’ to strike out 
‘twenty ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixteen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adam Kohlhauff, late of 
Company D, Sixty-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JACKSON PRYOR. 

The bill (H. R. 13660) for the relief of Jackson Pryor was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 8, after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ 
to insert: *‘Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments 
shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act;’’ 
s0 as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to correct the military record of Jackson Pryor, of Com- 
pany D, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, so as to grant him 
an honorable discharge as of the date when said company was mustered out 
of the service of the United States: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other 
emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE A. DETCHEMENDY. 


The bill (H. R. 13605) for the relief of George A. Detchemendy 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
President to summon George A. Detchemendy, late captain in 
the Twenty-second Infantry, United States Army, before a retir- 
ing board, to inquire whether at the date of his resignation, ac- 
cepted to take effect March 10, 1902, he was incapacitated for 
active service and whether such incapacity was the result of an 
incident of service, and whether his resignation should have been 
accepted as valid, and upon the results of the inquiry the Presi- 
dent is authorized to nominate and appoint him, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, a captain of infantry, and to 
place him upon the retired list of the Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES GARLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 6065) granting an increase of pension to James 
Garland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

ses to place on the pension roll the name of James Garland, 

te of the United States steamships Active and Marcy, United 
States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCINDA LAWRENCE. 


The bill (H. R. 16344) granting a pension to Lucinda Lawrence 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
lace on the pension roll the name of Lucinca Lawrence, help- 
ess and dependent daughter of Albert A. Lawrence, late of Com- 
pany M, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Engineers and Me- 
chanics, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MATTHEW W. LINCOLN, 


The bill (H. R. 1087) granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
thew W. Lincoln was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Matthew W. 
Lincoln, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MILTON C. NORTON. 


The bill (H. R. 15403) guating an increase of pension to Milton 
C. Nerton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

ses to place on the pension roll the name of Milton C. Norton, 
oe of Company A, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M. HATTERY. 


The bill (H. R. 15404) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Hattery was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
——- to place on the pension roll the name of William M. 

lattery, late of Company A, Forty-second Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES FLANAGAN, 


The bill (H. R. 17119) granting an increase of pension to James 
Flanagan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poe to place on the pension roll the name of James Flanagan, 

ate of Company I, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE T. R, MATHEWS. 


The bill (H. R. 15962) granting a pension to Catharine T. R. 
Mathews was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oe to place on the pension roll the name of Catharine T. R. 

athews, widow of John R. Mathews, late chaplain, United 
States Navy, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHILIP KROHN, 


The bill (H. R. 4066) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Krohn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Philip Krohn, late 
first lieutenant Company G, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 

| that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OLIVER W. NEWTON, 


The bill (H. R. 5586) granting a pension to Oliver W. Newton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Oliver W. Newton, helpless 

| and dependent son of Francis L. Newton, late Company E, Fif- 
tieth Regiment New York Volunteer Engineers, and to pay him 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE M’GUINN. 


| The bill (H. R. 17306) granting a pension to Catherine McGuinn 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Catherine McGuinn, widow 
| of Edward J. McGuinn, late of U. 8S. steamships New Hampshire, 
Bibb, and Vermont, United States Navy, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





| 








JEFFREY HUFFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 16201) granting an increase of pension to Jef- 
| frey Hufford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jeffrey Hufford, 
| late of Company M, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
| Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
| lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS B, FAUGHT. 


|_ The bill (H. R. 6876) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Faught was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas B. Faught, 
late of ee G, Fourth Regiment [linois Volunteer Cavalry, 

| and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of that he is 

| now receiving. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

| to athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. HUGHES. 


The bill (H. R. 16754) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 

| jamin F, Hughes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F. 
Hughes, late of Company F. Third Regiment West Virginia Vol- 

_unteer Infantry. and w pay him a pension of $30 per month in 

| lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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HANS A. GROVE. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
The bill (H. R. 15730) granting an increase of pension to Hans | to 4 third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
A. Grove was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- BENJAMIN F. OLCOTT. 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Hans A. Grove, late The bill (H. R. 13316) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
of Company D, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and | jamin F. Olcott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Company H, First Battalion Sixteenth Regiment United States | [t proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F. 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of | Olcott, late of Company I, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 


that he is now receiving. Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | that he is now reustien. ? ne 2g 





toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
FREELING H. AMICK. to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (H. R. 16696) granting an increase of pension to Free- MARCUS L. VERMILLION. 


ling H. Amick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | The bill (H. R. 13772) granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Freeling H. 


} 2 L. Vermillion was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
Amick, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volun- proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Marcus L. Ver- 


teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in lieu mnillion, late of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Missouri Vol- 


of that he is now receiving. ; unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, lieu of that he is now receiving. 





ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
FRANKLIN WILLIAMS. to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (H. R. 15688) granting an increase of pension to WILLIAM C. CHATFIELD. 


Franklin Williams was considered as in Committee of the| The bill (H. R. 14236) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | liam C. Chatfield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Franklin Williams, late of Company G, Kentucky Mounted | ft proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William C. 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $16 | Chatfield, late of Company H, Second Regiment Kansas Volun- 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | that he is now receiving. 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
EDWARD TATTERSALL. to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (H. R. 15629) granting an increase of pension to Edward FRANKLIN PEALE. 


Tattersall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- The bill (H. R. 14439) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 

poses to place on the pension roll the name of Edward Tattersall, | in Peale was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

late of Company C, First Regiment United States Infantry, and poses to place on the pension roll the name of Franklin Peale, late 

Troop F, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay him | of Company G, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment Pennsyl- 

a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
WILLIAM H. TRITES. to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (H. R. 16929) granting.an increase of pension to William JOHS H. CARR. 


H. Trites was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | _ The bill (H. R. 15665) granting an increase of pension to John 
poses to place on the pension roll the name William H. Trites, | H. Carr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
late captain of Company C, Twenty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania | poses to place on the pension roll the name of John H. Carr, late 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month | of Company H, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | lieu of that he is now receiving. : 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
arzaé P, STRARNS to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK STAFFORD. 
: 4 ; . ‘ . 

P — ae Ban yh — "Tiseehedion < pone to ne The bill (H. R. 15915) granting an increase of pension to Frank 

~oposes to place on the pension roll the nameof Elias P. Stearn Stafford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
yt Porc P G. Sev Pp t onl Resianent Tadien Vol t 8, poses to place on the pension roll the name of Frank Stafford, late 
Infe o : ny ite ’ ina? ok coeteaiiin of $30 . seen ; “~~ "os of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, 
teat het oo calealalente. ~ at — a on | oe te pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered ge a rted to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third ime; and passed. to a third contin, read the third time, and passed. 

AMANDA E. M’QUIDDY. 


The bill (H. R. 6101) ti ial area a SANDERS W. JOHNSTON. 
Pa souls tne pT a seme ted tad ate meg mance The bill (H. R. 16212) granting an increase of pension to San- 

E. Se, iene comer Seah Serene oe, ~ ae — - ders W. Johnston was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mepmidd 0 viow io He pe C. McQui addy Sate at aeaaai - 7’ | It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sanders W. 
Fift R Abe t Te = aaa Ie t cQ Cc y > 1 tain * | Johnston, late captain Company G, First Regiment Ohio Volun- 

. Ce ee eee ee ne Ae ee ceptain Vom | teers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
an I, Feet Bogunent Aleheme, V olan teor Cavalry, and to pay month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

er a pension of $20 per month hee lieu of that she is now receiving. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . , ee 


ISTIN P. es 
SHEPHERD H. KING. AUSTIN P. MERRELL 


’ " : , ‘ The bill (H. R. 16351) granting an increase of pension to Austin 
h soe R. a) 0) Br manne pe ome oem fe Shep P. Merrell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oa . ae thee ek the - nsion roll the name of Shepherd H. | P08e8 to place on the pension roll the name of Austin P. Merrell, 
Fire late nae niedaiieh ian ny D. Sixth Regiment Minnesota | late of Company E, Battalion Mississippi Volunteers. war with 
Vol oe Infantry oo ry am en a penal oma $30 per month Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that 
at 9 a he is now receiving. 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. The bi : ow 
: . ; e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
een i hiieieniosetoe ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
S; woetionating eapee mae : MARY LA TOURRETTE STOTSENBURG. 


. ip : : : The bill (H. R. 16352) to amend the act entitled *‘An act grant- 
. KR. r of -\; : : i 
ner he Bil (H.R. 11700), granting an increase of pension te Sem | ing an increase of pension to lary La Tourmite Stotwnbuarg. 
5 : : * | approved June 2, , Was considered as in Committee of the 
a “thaay, tate of Coonpany'D, Fourth Reginent Ianens Votan: hole. It proposes to amend said act so it shall read as follows: 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


XXX VI—— 166 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary L. Stotsenburg, widow of John M. 
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Stotsenburg, late colonel First Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, war 
with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving, and $2 per month additional on account of each of the 
minor children of said John M. Stotsenburg until they reach the age of 16 
years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALONZO 8S. BOWDEN, 


The bill (H. R. 16374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
S. Bowden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

ses to place on the pension roll the name of Alonzo 8. Bowden, 
fate of Company B, Second Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHERINE RAYEL. 

The bill (H. R. 16476) granting a pension to Catherine Rayel 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Catherine Rayel, dependent 
mother of John E. Rayel, late of Company I, Third Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. DOWNS. 

The bill (H. R. 16538) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Downs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William W. 
Downs, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company C, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FLORENCE M. STOUT. 


The bill (H. R. 16859) granting @ pension to Florence M. Stout 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Florence M. Stout, widow 
of William H. B. Stout, late second lieutenant Company B, First 
Battalion Nebraska Veteran Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a 
pension of $15 per month. 

_ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN BOUGHER. 


The bill (H. R. 16996) granting an increase of pension to John 
Bougher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Bougher, late 
of Company F, Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT A. TRACY. 


The bill (H. R. 17110) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert A. Tracy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
sroposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert A. 

racy, late of Company A, First Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The »ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JONAS ALBERT. 


The bill (H. R. 2199) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Jonas Albert was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jonas Albert, late of Company D, 
Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to grant 
aa eneae discharge, to date the 19th day of November, 
A. D. 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS M. OLIVER. 


The bill (H. R. 5028) for the relief of Francis M. Oliver was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to remove 
the charge of desertion against the record of Francis M. Oliver, 
late private in Company E, Thirty-third Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to grant him an honorable discharge as 
of the date of the muster out of that regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNA C. BINGHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 16480) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
C. Bingham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment in line 9, before the word “‘dollars,”’ to strike out 
“thirty ’’ and insert “‘twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna C. Bingham, 
widow of Lafayette Bingham, late lieutenant-colonel Ninety-second Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH A, WILSON. 

The bill (H. R. 3681) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph A. Wilson, 
late of re, F, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGET FALLON. 

The bill (H. R. 7708) granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
Fallon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Bridget Fallon, 
widow of Richard Fallon, late of Company F, Third Battalion, 
Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCES E. WILD. 


The bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to Frances E. Wild 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Frances E. Wild, widow of 
Edward A. Wild, late brigadier-general, United States Volun- 
teers, and to pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL VAN WIE. 

The bill (H. R. 10691) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Van Wie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel Van Wie, 
late of Company E, Seventy-sixth Regiment New York Volun- 


| teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILSON FRENCH. 
The bill (H. R. 15645) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
son French was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Wilson French, 
ate captain Company G, Seventeenth Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT W. THOMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 16717) ting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Thompson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert W. 
een late of Company G, One hundred and forty-seventh 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
JAMES P. FOSTER. 

The bill (H. R. 16858) granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Foster was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poe to place on the pension roll the name of James P. Foster, 
ate lientenant-colonel One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANTON SAUTHOFF, 


The bill (H. R. 16752) granting a pension to Anton Sauthoff 
Was considered as in Committee of Whole. It proposes to 
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place on the pension roll the name of Anton Sauthoff, late of GEORGE A. LISTON. 
Company D, Cape Girardeau Battalion Missouri Home Guards,| The bill (H. R. 4723) granting a pension to George A. Liston 
and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. was. reported as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | on the pension roll the name of George A. Liston, helpless and 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. dependent son of Everhart Liston, late of Company K, Sixth 
JOHN HAYNES. Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay 


: y : : him a pension of $12 per month. 

ss - Gragg mnsens 8 coger yom Whole. > ee The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
on the pension roll the name of John Haynes, late nurse, Medical to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Department, United States Volunteers, and to pay him a pension THEODORE BURI. 
of $12 per month. : a The bill (H. R. 13701) granting a pension to Theodore Buri was 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. on the pension roll the name of Theodore Buri, late of Company 

JAMES M. CARTMILL. B, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
» bi . 14448) granting inc ; ‘ to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

M. Cartunill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. “It | _ The ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James M. Cart- | 4 third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
mill, late of Companies E and I, First Regiment Provisional En- LEIGHTON M. PERVEIL. 
rolled Missouri Militia, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month The bill (H. R. 16077) granting a pension to Leighton M. Per- 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. _ veil, alias Charles H. Hunt, was considered as in Committee of the 
‘ i in gear tage nn agp camera ordered | Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
2. oe 8: - . I , Leighton M. Perveil, alias Charles H. Hunt, late of Company K, 
DAVID FLYNN. Twenty-third Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay him 
The bill (H. R. 17234) granting an increase of pension to David | a pension of $12 per month. 

Flynn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to place on the pension roll the name of David Flynn, late of Com- | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
pany H, Third Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay him AUGUSTUS L. KIDDER 

a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. , he. "\ 7 ; 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | _ The bill (H. R. 17094) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. L. Kidder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. _ It pro- 
NEWTON THAYER. poses to place on the pension roll the name of Augustus L. Kidder, 


‘ 2 : y late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
The bill (H. R. 17296) granting an increase of pension to Newton : : > Se Ten all : ‘ 
Thayer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- one Sopa see © pensien of $86 per month in Wes of that he is 


: now receiving. 

oses to place on the pension roll the name of Newton Thayer, The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
ate first lieutenant Company C, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer to a third reading, read the third time, and passed . . 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that . . , 
he is now receiving. EDWARD BRYAN. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered The bill (H. R. 11546) granting a pension to Edward Bryan was 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 

JOSEPH W. FOX. | on the pension roll the name of Edward Bryan, late of Company 

The bill (H. R. 17297) granting an increase of pension to Joseph I, First Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay him a pen- 
W. Fox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 8ion of $12 per month. 

oses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph W. Fox, | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
late first lieutenant Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana | to @ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ee and to pay him a pension of $30 per month JAMES E. WALLACE. 
in lieu o t he is now receiving. ‘ - TN GF tine 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered The bill (H. R. 4740) granting an increase of pension to James 


: : read : : at E. Wallace was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
woe mans. OSE eng aaa pumned. | proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James E. Wal- 
JAMES B. MARTIN, lace, late of Company M, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
. : : : | teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
The bill (H. R. 8149) granting an increase of pension to James | *°°T LS? a ° 
B. Martin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. of that he is now receiving. 


} x , . ; j as re i to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pension with an The bes wapreportes sar alg, oon E , 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out | © @ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


“twenty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen;’’ so as to make the:-bill WALLACE L. SCOTT. 


read: Th : ~ . . ‘ 
e bill (H. R. 10760) granting a pension to Wallace L. Scott 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the-Interior be, and he is hereby, : : : , Thole of 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | ¥@5 considered as in Committee of the W hole. It proposes to 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James B. Martin, late of place on the pension roll the name of Wallace L. Scott, late un- 
Company C, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a | assigned, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
o sion of $12 per month. 


pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment will not be agreed The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


to. It involves only a few dollars. 
IRA J. S. HOLMES. 


The amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
The bill (H. R. 14160) granting a pension to Ira J. S. Holmes 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
place on the pension roll the name of Ira J. S. Holmes, late of 


GUSTAV JANSEN, 
The bill . R. 14082) granti nsi ‘ z : cs ee 
wn Be erating, ee, © Gostr Jansen Ermpany Romi Rerment Won Vlunes s 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 224 Company G, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, 
amendment, in line 7, after the words “‘ United States Navy,” to and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
insert ‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month;”’ so Se 


an to malin tee blll read: Pagny s =o ae pees ane ame am nt, ordered 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, es oo a peeeee, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gustav Jansen, lute second- 
class musician, U. 8. 8. Trenton, United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month. 


JOHN KEEN, 
The bill (H. R. 14929) granting an increase of pension to John 
Keen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
The amendment was agreed to. to place on the pension roll the name of John Keen, late second 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | lieutenant Company K, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve 
ment was concurred in. . | Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to | in lien of that he is now receiving. 
be read a third time. : : The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
The bill was read the third time and passed. to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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LEROY N. BUELL. 


The bill (H. R. 16667) granting an increase of pension to Leroy 
N. Buell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Leroy N. Buell, late 
of Company I, Forty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMILY HAWKINS, 

The bill (H. R. 2813) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Hawkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Emily Hawkins, 
widow of George 8S. Hawkins, late first lieutenant Captain Wood's 
company, Florida Militia, Florida Indian war, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

KATHINKA SICHEL. 


The bill (H. R. 17133) granting a pension to Kathinka Sichel 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Kathinka Sichel. widow 
of Maurice Sichel, late regimental quartermaster, Fifty-second 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES SHIRAR. 


The bill (H. R. 17120) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Shirar was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles Shirar, late 
of Company A, Forty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CYNTHIA THOMAS. 

The bill (H. R. 15573) granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Cynthia Thomas, widow of 
Charles Thomas, alias John Young, late of Company D, Eighth 


Regiment United States Infantry, Florida Indian war, and to pay | 


her a pension of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM F., RITCHIE. 


The bili (H. R. 16353) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Ritchie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William F. 
Ritchie, late of Company F, Eighty-third Regiment Ilinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry,and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FANNIE T. FISHER, 


The vill (H. R. 16755) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
T. Fisher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Fannie T. Fisher, 
widow of Alfred A. Fisher, late captain, Seventh Regiment 
Florida Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE SCHAEFER. 


The bill (H. R. 17093) granting a pension to Caroline Schaefer 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Caroline Schaefer, widow of 
Vincent Schaefer, late of Company E, First Regiment Arkansas 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES A. HOOVER. 


The bill (S. 7072) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Hoover was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Company,”’ to strike out 
the letter ‘‘C’’ and insert the letter *‘D;”’ in line 7, before the 
word “ Cavalry,” to insert ‘‘ Volunteer;’’ and in line 9, after the 
word ‘of,’ to strike out “‘ the pension’’ and insert ‘‘ that;’’ so 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized end directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James A. Hoover, late second 
lieutenant Company D, Second Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is tow 
receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM T, MOORE, 

The bill (H. R. 8187) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam T. Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William T. 
Moore, late of Company H, Eighty-first Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JULIAETTA ROWLING,. 


The bill (H. R. 16427) granting an increase of pension to Ju- 
liaetta Rowling was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word *‘month,”’ to strike out 
‘and $2 per month additional for each of the minor children of 
said soldier in lieu of that she is now receiving,’’ and insert ‘‘ in 
lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month additional on 
account of each of the minor children of said Charles J. Rowling 
until they reach the age of 16 years;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Juiiaetta Rowling, widow of 
Charles J. Rowling, late of Company C, Thirty-seventh Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month additional on account of 
each of the minor children of said Charles J. Rowling until they reach the 
age of 16 years: Provided, however, Thatin the event of the death of the help- 
less child, George Rowling, on whose account the pension of Juliaetta Rowl- 
ing is increased, the pension of said Juliaetta Rowling shall continue only at 
the rate of $8 per month from and after the date of death of said helpless 
child. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
ELIAS G, RETHERFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 16789) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
G. Rutherford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “late,’’ to strike out the 
name ‘‘ Rutherford’’ and insert ‘‘ Retherford;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elias G. Retherford, late of 
Company H, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: *‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elias G. Retherford.”’ 

FERDINAND HEISKELL, 


The bill (H. R. 11371) granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 

nand Heiskell was considered as in Committee 6f the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ferdinand 

eiskell, late of Company B, Second Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendirent, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC B. PRICE. 

The bill (H. R. 16275) granting a pension to Isaac B. Price was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Isaac B. Price, late of Company 
M, First Regiment Alabama Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, 
and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPHINE RETTIG, 


The bill (H. R. 16712) granting an increase of pension to Jose- 
phine Rettig was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, after the word “‘of,’’ to strike out “‘ $17 
per month and $2 per month additional for each of the minor 
children of said Frederick Rettig in lieu of that she is now receiv- 
ing’’ and insert ‘‘ $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving and $2 per month additional on account of each of the 
minor children of the said Frederick Rettig until they reach the 
age of 16 years,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine Rettig, widow of 
Frederick Rettig, late of ate he Second Regiment United States Artil- 
lery, and first heutenant First ttery, Florida Volunteer Light Artillery, 
ond pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving and Bb per additional on account of each of the minor children of 
said Frederick Rettig until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ‘ 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. . ; 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES T. PRICE, 


The bill (H. R. 17090) granting an increase of pension to James 
T. Price was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
»0ses to place on the pension roll the name of James T. Price, 
fate of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL HOWE, 


The bill (H. R. 16784) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Howe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Michael Howe, 
late of Company G, Twentieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. F,. GILMORE, 


The bill (H. R. 16714) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. F. Gilmore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. F. Gil- 
more, widow of John L. Gilmore, late captain Company D, Third 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER B. ROUCH. 


The bill (H. R. 13004) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
B. Rouch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Peter B. Rouch, 
late captain Company L, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCES E, LUSE. 


The bill (H. R. 10506) granting a pension to Frances E. Luse | 
It proposes to | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
place on the pension roll the name of Frances E. Luse, widow of 
Jesse B. Luse, late of Company C, One hundred and twenty-fifth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MABEL A. WOOLSEY. 


The bill (H. R. 10505) granting a pension to Mabel A. Woolsey | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mabel A. Woolsey, helpless 
and ——— daughter of Harvey Woolsey, late of Company D, 
Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIA STILWELL. 


The bill (H. R. 6724) granting an increase of pension to Julia 


Stilwell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Julia Stilwell, 
widow of Joseph A. Stilwell, late surgeon Twenty-second Regi- 
- ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $25 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


It | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELI POTTS. 


The bill (H. R. 6189) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Potts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Eli Potts, late of Com- 
pany K, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL S. MITCHELL. 

The bill (H. R. 4553) granting an increase of pension toSamnel 
S. Mitchell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel S. 
Mitchell, late of Company I, Forty-eighth Regiment Ilinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA MADDOX. 


The bill (H. R. 17048) granting a pension to Martha Maddox 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Martha Maddox, widow of 
Samuel Maddox, late of Company G, One hundred and sixteenth 

| Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
| her a pension of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES HARRISON. 


The bill (H. R. 16419) granting an increase of pension to James 
Harrison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Harrison, 
late of Company C, Forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL 0. SULLIVAN. 

The bill (H. R. 12822) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O. Sullivan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Michael O. Sul- 
| livan, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to’pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN C. WRIGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 11701) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Wright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John C. Wright, 
late of Company E, One hundred and fifty-ninth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSIE V. CLUXTON. 

The bill (H. R. 9274) granting a pension to Jessie V. Cluxton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Jessie V. Cluxton, helpless 
| and dependent daughter of John V. Cluxton, late first lieutenant 
| Company F, Eighty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
| and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time. and passed. 

WILLIAM H. T. HOSTETLER. 
The bill (H. R. 5762) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. T. Hostetler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. T. 
Hostetler, late of Company I, Eighty-first Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE M. DUFFY. 

The bill (H. R. 304) granting an increase of pension to George 

M. Duffy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 











a to place on the pension roll the name of George M. Duffy, 
ate of Company K, Eleventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 

Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
| that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY E. WINTERBOTTOM. 
The bill (H. R. 11682) granting a pension to Mary E. Winter- 
bottom was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
0ses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Winter- 
Sotiomn, widow of Harrison T. Winterbottom, late of Company 
A, First Regiment Eastern Shore Maryland Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALBANIS L. ANDERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 11833) granting an increase of pension to 
Albanis L. Anderson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albanis 
L. Anderson, late first lieutenant Company F, Third Regiment 
Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD 8S. HOWARTH. 

The bill (H. R. 16314) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard S. Howarth was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
it proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Richard 8. 
Howarth, late of Company D, Ninety-seventh Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER T, SULLINGER. 


The bill (H. R. 16939) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander T. Sullinger, alias Alexander Patillo, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Alexander T. Sullinger, alias Alexander Patillo, late 
of Captain Holliday’s company, First Regiment Illinois Mounted 
Volunteers, Black Hawk Indian war, and to pay him a pension 
of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 16756) granting an increase of pension to John 
Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John Brown, late of Com- 
pany G, Fourth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM F. WILCOX. 

The bill (H. R. 12322) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Wilcox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William F. 
Wilcox, late second lieutenant Company B, Eighty-first Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to Say belen a pension of $17 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving, the same to be paid him 
under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and times of 
payment without any deduction or rebate on account of former 
alleged overpayments or erroneous payments of pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DEBORAH J, FOGLE. 

The bill (H. R. 4734) granting a pai to Deborah J. Fogle 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Deborah J. Fogle, widow 
of James B. Fogle, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOANNA GLAZER. 

The bill (H. R. 17101) granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
Glazer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joanna Glazer, 
widow of Peter Glazer, late of Company E, Seventy-eighth Regi- 
ment, and Company K, One hundred and second Regiment, New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN GRAHAM. 


Tho bill (H. R. 16048) granting an increase of pension to John 


Graham was considered as in Committee of the ole. Itpro-' 
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poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Graham, late 
of Company I, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES STRONG. 


The bill (H. R. 15619) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Strong, alias William Clark, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Charles Strong, alias William Clark, late of Company D, One 
hundred and fifteenth Regiment, and Company C, Forty-seventh 
Regiment, New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REBECCA RANDOLPH. 


The bill (H. R. 13713) granting an increase of pension to Re- 
becca Randolph was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Rebecca Ran- 
dolph, widow of Alonzo T. Randolph, late of Company H, One 
hundred and forty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and Company K, One hundredth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA WENDE. 


The bill (H. R. 4155) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Wende was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Eliza Wende, widow 
of Richard Wende, late of Battery B, Fifth Regiment United 
States Artillery, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MURRAY W. WOODWARD. 


The bill (H. R. 4154) granting an increase of pension to Murray 
W. Woodward was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Volunteer,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ Infantry ’’ and insert ‘‘ Cavalry; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Murray W. Woodward, late 
of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rateof $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. JUBB. 


The bill (H. R. 15768) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Jubb was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘*twenty-four’’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William J. Jubb, late of Com- 
pany A, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of 317 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY R. BAYLY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10175) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary R. Bayly, formerly Mary 8. Redick, to report it with- 
out amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 

msion roll the name of Mary R. Bayly, formerly Mary 8. Redick, 
fate nurse, Medical Department, United States Volunteers, and 


to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered ° 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 














BYRON O. KNAPP. 


Mr. CARMACK. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7433) granting an 
increase of pension to Byron C. Knapp, to report it without 
amendment; and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to } macore on the 
pension roll the name of Byron C, Knapp, late of Company B, 
Second Battalion, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN F. LAWSON. 


Mr. BATE. TI ask unanimous consent of the Senate to consider 
a case on the Calendar which has been passed’ over. The Post- 
Office Department and the committee are interested init. Itisa 
little matter of a mail carrier.. It is the bill (H. R. 7864) to pay 
John F. Lawson $237.96, balance due him for services as United 
States mail carrier. It has passed the House, it is recommended 
by the committee, and I ask permission to have it disposed of at 
this time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was rather understood that no general 
ce would be done this afternoon, but I will not object to 
this bill. 

Mr. BATE. I watched, sir, and that was not understood. I 
should not have presented the request if it had been, although I 
am obliged to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Several Senators consulted me about it. 

‘Mr. KEAN. No one objects to this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to object to this bill, but I will 
object to any business unless—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLtLom in the chair), Is 
there objection to the consideration of the bill indicated by the 
Senator from Tennessee? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FOREST LIEU. SELECTIONS, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15985) to con- 
firm certain forest lieu selections made under the act approved June 
4, 1897, to report it without amendment. In view of the fact that 
both the House and the Senate have passed similar bills, and that 
there is a typographical error in the Senate bill, I ask that this 
bill may now be considered. It is a short bill. The word ‘‘lien”’ 
should be changed to the word “‘lieu.’’ It refers to ‘‘lieu’’ land 
and not ‘‘lien’’ land. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the bill as now printed is as it is desired to be. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The House bill is the correct one. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to ask that the House be re- 
quested to return to the Senate its bill on this subject, with a 
view to its indefinite postponement when received. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, if no ob- 
jection is made. The Chair hears none. 


PURE-FOOD LEGISLATION, 


Mr. McCUMBER. I wishat this time toask unanimous consent 
that immediately after the routine morning business to-morrow 
the pending business be laid aside and the Senate proceed during 
the morning hour to the consideration of the bill (S. 3109) for pre- 
venting the adulteration, misbranding, and imitation of foods, 
beverages, candies, drugs, and condiments in the District of Co- 
Iumbia and the Territories, and for regulating interstate traffic 
therein, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there are so few Senators 
present that I think unanimous consent ought not to be given to 
the request of the Senator; and I must object. 

Mr. TELLER (to Mr. McCumsBer). Give notice that you will 
ask unanimous consent. 

Mr.McCUMBER. Mr. President,I desire to call the Senator’s 
attention to one fact. Then I will give notice. This bill was put 
on the Calendar on the 2d day of April, 1902, and because of one 
objection after another it has been impossible to bring it up and 
have it heard at any time. I can now see no ible way to get 
consideration for it, and yet I do not believe there is any bill in 
which the public is more interested than this particular bill. I 
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refer to the public in general, wholesalers and retailers, and the 
business men of the country. 

It seems to me we ought to have, in the course of two years, one 
hour or two hours in which to consider a bill that has been the 
first one on the Calendar during all the length of time I have 
stated, and it seems to me there ought not to be specious objec- 
tion. 

All I desire is to have an honest hearing for the bill. If the 
Senate does not want to pass the bill, all it has to do is to vote 
against it. But it does seem to me that the time has come when 
I have a right to insist as a matter of courtesy and as a matter of 
justice to the bill that it have the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. KEAN. I trust the Senator from North Dakota will not 
insist on his motion. There are a large number of post-office 
nominations which ought to be referred, and it is late in the 


session. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. McCumper). Make your request in 
the morning hour when there is a full attendance. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will meet with the same objection in the 
morning hour as at any other time. I should like to get the bill 
to a vote at some time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota insist upon his motion that the Senate adjourn? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Linsist upon the motion. If the Senators 
want to vote it down they can do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from North Dakota, that the Senate 
adjourn. 

he motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 7 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 
26, 1903, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 25, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House House concurrent resolu- 
tion No. 92, in relation to the invitation extended to Congress 
by the National Commission of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition 
and by the Louisiana Exposition Purchase Company, with Senate 
amendments, which were read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move concurrence in the amendments of 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to call up a privileged bill. 

CONE RENCE REPORTS. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present for 
the purpose of printing in the REcoRD two conference reports 
and statements. 

The SPEAKER. They will be printed in the Recorp, under 
the rule. 

FRANCIS A, TRADEWELL. 
The report of the committee of conference is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill H. R. 16161, “An act granting an 
increase of pension to Francis A. Tradewell,” having met, after full and free 
conference haveagreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 


Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by the Senate insert “sixteen; and the Senate 


agree to the same. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
P. J. McCUMBER, 
J.C. PRITCHARD, 
JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


_ This bill originally passed the House at $12 per month, but was amended 
in the Senate to $20 per month. The result of the conference is that the 
Senate recedes from its amendment at $20 per month and the conferees have 
agreed to a rating of $16 per month, and your conferees recommend that, the 
bill pass at $16 per month, in accordance with said agreement. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER. 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON. 


JOEL C. SHEPHERD. 
The report of the committee of conference is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houseson 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5835) *‘Anact granting an increase 
of pension to Joel C. Shepherd,” having met, after full and free conference 
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have agreed to.,recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


House and agree to the same. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J. H. GALLINGER, 
E. W. CARMACK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees is as follows: ° 


This bill originally passed the Senate at $20 per month, but was amended 
in the House to $16 per month. The resultof the conference is that the Sen- 
ate agrees to the House amendment, and your conferees recommend that 
the bill pass at $16 per month, as it originally passed the House. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER. 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 16567. An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904; and 

H. R. 16161. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
A. Tradewell. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15520) to establish a standard of 
ae and to provide for a coinage system in the Philippine Is- 

ands. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 17088. An act to create a new division of the eastern ju- 
dicial district of Texas, and to provide for terms of court at Tex- 
arkana, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: 

S. R. 159. Joint resolution granting to the New York and Jer- 
sey Railroad Company the right to construct and operate an un- 
derground railway under land owned by the United States in the 
city of New York. 

RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following order of 
the Senate: 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives the enrolled bill (S. 5718) providing for the sale of sites for manu- 
facturing or individual plants in the Indian Territory, with the request that 
the House of Representatives vacate the action of the Speaker in signing the 
said enrolled bill, and return the same, and the message of the Senate agree- 
ing to the amendment of the House to said bill, to the Senate. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Speaker be, and he hereby is, empowered and directed 
to strike his signature from the said enrolled bill (8. 5718), and that the mes- 
sage of the Senate on said bill to the House be returned to the Senate, in ac- 
cordance with the request of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some ex- 
planation as to why this action is to be taken. It reverses the 
order of the House; is a new way, it seems to me, of reconsidering 
a proposition. 

Mr. DALZELL. I can only say to the gentleman that it has 
heretofore been customary tocomply with requests of the Senate 
of a character such as this. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the parliamentary situation? We 
have passed a Senate bill, have we not, and the Speaker of the 
House approved of it, and now this action reverses it here. 

Mr. DALZELL. This action puts it in the situation it was in 
before the Speaker signed it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does it not do more than that? 

Mr. LACEY. Just a word in explanation, which I think will 
satisfy the gentleman. We have passed another bill in relation 
to the recording of instruments in the Indian Territory with which 
a portion of this bill, which has not become law, would conflict. 

It is too late to reconsider it, but by unanimous consent that 
portion of the bill which conflicts with the other bill that passed 
both Houses could be eliminated and thus prevent sending two 
bills to the President in direct conflict. It is a conflict of that 
kind that can only be avoided by making this arrangement with 
the Senate. 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, the order will be agreed 
to. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


RESIGNATION OF MR. KLEBERG AS A CONFEREE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resigna- 
tion: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Speaker, House of Representatives: 

Srr: I hereby resign my position as conferee on conference committee on 
H. R. 12098, an act to amend section of the act of Congress approved May 
14, 1898, entitled “An act extending the homestead laws and providing for a 


right of way for railroads in the district of Alaska.” 
RUDOLPH KLEBERG. 


The SPEAKER appointed as a conferee in place of Mr. KLE- 
BERG Mr. GRIFFITH. 
UNION STATION BILL. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up conference 
report on the bill 8. 4825, to provide for a union railroad station 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the following conference report and statement: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 4825) to provide for a union 
railroad station in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, having 
met, and after full and free conference have been unable to reach an agree- 


ment. 
J. W. BABCOCK, 
SYDNEY E. MUDD, 
A. C. LATIMER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J. H. GALLINGER, 
W. P. DILLINGHAM, 
THOMAS 8. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT. 

The only amendments to the bill not disposed of are amendments num- 
bered 39 and 41, decreasing the amount to be paid to the Philadelphia, Balti- 
more and Washington Railroad from $1,500,000, as proposed by the Senate, to 
$1,000,000, as proposed by the House, and also so much of amendment num- 
bered 57 as relates to decreasing the amount to be paid to the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad from $1,500,000, as proposed in the legislation of February 12, 


| 1901, to $1,000,000, as proposed by the House. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist on its disagreement to the Senate bill. I want to say, Mr, 
Speaker, for the benefit of those that possibly do not fully under- 
stand the situation, that the conference committees of the two 
Houses have been unable to agree. I will say that under the 
present law for the elevation of the tracks and the elimination of 
grade crossings, each road was to receive $1,500,000. This amount 
was supposed to be one-half of the cost of the elevation of the 
tracks, and not any part of the cost of construction of the depots, 
freight yards, coach yards, or other necessary matters for railroad 
facilities. The House committee was opposed to the location at 
Massachusetts avenue. They did not believe it was for the inter- 
est of the public, or for the interest of the District, that the 
station should be located at Massachusettsavenue. They favored 
the C street site. The Massachusetts avenue site cost the Gen- 
eral Government and the District $1,600,000 more than the C 
street site. 

A proposition was made in the committee that this amount of 
$1,600,000 be divided; that is, the District and the Government 
should bear $600,000, and each railroad company bear $500,000: 
or. in other words, cut down the appropriation to the railroad 
$1,000,000. The railroad companies insisted on the Massachusetts 
avenue site, and stated, after submitting the plans for the C street 
site, that they would not construct a depot at C street unless they 
were obliged to do so by law. 

There are several reasons why the Massachusetts avenue site 
is desirable from a railroad standpoint. In the first place, it cuts 
the elevation down one-half. The elevation under the present 
law and under the proposed C street site is the same. The Mas- 
sachusetts avenue site is some 10 feet lower, and instead of an 
elevation that permits the streets to pass under the railroad track, 
the streets will have to be depressed from 8 to 15 feet to pass 
under the elevationsas proper by the Massachusetts avenue site. 

By the selection of the Massachusetts avenue site one-half of 
the elevation was saved. It moved back the depot two blocks 
and saved not only the cost of that construction, but also the use 
of the two blocks of very valuable land, worth six or seven hun- 
dred thousand dollars. So, from a financial standpoint, the Mas- 
sachusetts avenue site was a desirable site for the railroad com- 
pany. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that site cost the District $1,600,000 more 
than the other site, as it requires a great fill of 34 feet and 5 
inches where the depot is located. Now, your committee believe 
that their action was just, and it was the unanimous report of the 
committee, and I believe, Mr. Speaker, that it should be entirel 
satisfactory to all concerned; and when you vote on this proposi- 
tion, remember that you are voting to put this additional burden 
of $1,600,000 upon the District and the General Government; and 
therefore I ask and move that the House insist upon its disagree- 
ment. I reserve the balance of my time. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves the balance of his 
time. The Chair should first state, however, the motion that the 
gentleman has made, and his motion is to insist on the amend- 
ments of the House. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede 
from the amendments numbered 39 and 41, and so much of amend- 
ment 57 as has not been agreed upon in conference. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, we went very thoroughly into the argument why this 
should be done the last time this bill was before the House. In 
the course of his remarks the distinguished gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] wound up with the dramatic exhortation, 
‘* Choose ye, then, this day whom ye will serve,’’ and my motion 
was voted down. 

That may have been, Mr. Speaker, for two reasons. It may 
have been because some members of the House imagined that I 
had suddenly sprung into being as a candidate for the Speaker- 
ship, and that having already pledged themselves to the gentle- 
man from Illinois, they did not, under the circumstances, feel 
that they could do otherwise than support his motion. [Laugh- 
ter.] LI appreciate the honor so gracefully thrust upon me by the 
gentleman from Illinois, but beg to assure the members of the 
House that I have no such aspirations. [Laughter.] 

I feel sure, Mr. Speaker, that if the gentleman from Illinois 
would consider this matter for a moment with the same calm, 
judicial spirit which we are all of us so confident he will main- 
tain when he occupies the chair of the Speaker; if he would con- 
sider itin the same manly, generous manner that he does his 
private relations, he would not advocate having once made a 
bargain with a friend, and then having requested that friend to 
spend more money and give him something better than the orig- 
inal bargain called for, turn around and want to take away a 
part of what he agreed originally to give him for what was being 
given in return. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it may have been for another reason that 
the motion I made was defeated. It may have been owing to cer- 
tain inferences that could have been drawn from the remarks 
made by two of theconferees. The distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] asked this question: 

Mr. CANNON. Iask my friend’s judgment. If the House stands firm, if 
this legislation is enacted with the House amendment on it, will it become a 
law and will it not be accepted gladly by the railroads? I want the gentle- 
man’s judgment on it. 

The chairman of the conferees on the part of the House an- 
swered: 

There is no question about that proposition. 

One other of the conferees made this statement: 


I undertake to say that in twenty minutes, yes, in five minutes, after this 
message goes back to conference, if it shall go, we can get an agreement, if 
the House conferees shall be willing to do so, by which at least $500,000 would 
be saved, as against the proposition now made by a member of the District 
Committee, my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL]. 


Further on he says: 


Ithink I may say I know that we can get an agreement forthwith on a 
million anda quarter to each railroad. I say further that I think it is quite 
likely that we can secure the adoption of the House proposition. 

That statement may have misled some members of the House, 
and certainly placed me in an awkward position. The distin- 
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The president of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, in a let- 
ter bearing the same date, was not quite so positive in his state- 
ment. So I took pains to address him a communication on that 
point, and his reply was as follows, under date of February 17, 
1903: 

My Dear Sir: In reply to your inquiry I beg to say that the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company would not be satisfied to accept less than the $1,500,000 
appropriated in the terminal bill as it passed the Senate, as we consider, in 
view of the great expense that will be entailed upon our company in making 
the change from our present site to Seer union station, that we are 
entitled to the full amount, the reasons for which are fully set forth in my 
letter to the chairmen of the conference committees of the Senate and House 


under date of January 20 last. 
Yours, very truly, A. J. CASSATT, President. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we know the exact status of this conference 
report. When this report was up before, I went very carefully 
into the reasons why this appropriation, which had been origi- 
nally given and which had been voted for in the original bill by 
the gentlemen who compose the conferees to-day, should not be 
taken away. 

I am of the same opinion as I was when that conference report 
came up the last time, and I think, moreover, that these two 
railroad companies are possessed of an equity that can be en- 
forced under the bills which were passed February 12, 1901. unless 
a bill is passed embracing an amicable arrangement. I trust, 
therefore, that when a vote shall be taken on my proposition to 
recede, due consideration will be given to the question as to what 
is just and fair. When we reach a vote, I shall call for the yeas 
and nays. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iyield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr, 
Mupp]. 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Five minutes. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, it would be proper 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I must raise the question of 
order. Ican not hear the gentleman who is addressing the House. 

Mr. MUDD. Ican not hear myself. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask that the House be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has twice within the last few days 
He will make 
no more appeals of that kind, but will insist, whenever necessary, 
that all business be suspended till the House is in order, and after 
order has been restored business will be again suspended when- 
ever necessary. Every member should appreciate the right of 
every other member to hear what is going on in the way of busi- 
ness before the House and should help in securing that result. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, it would appear from the remarks 
just made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MoRRELL] 
that my reputation as a prophet from his point of view has been 
somewhat impaired. I am frank to say that on the 9th day of 
this month, when this conference report was before the House 
the last time, I gave utterance to a rather sanguine expression of 
belief that the conferees would be able to agree at least upon a 
compromise proposition in case this matter was sent back to con- 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania has called the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that on the next day, in another 
body, and he has said it was in the Senate of the United States, a 
statement was made, not intended, I apprehend, but which he 
seems to think and some others seem to think may have been 








guished chairman of the conferees on the part of the Senate made 
this statement the following day on the floor of the Senate: | properly construed, as a denial of the existence of any fact upon 
| which I had the right to base that expression of opinion. 


_Mr. President, I want to make a single observation. The conferees on this | 
bill have agreed as to all matters in dispute, except the one item ofa pro- | ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania has felt himself called upon 


posed reduction on the part of the other House of the amount of money to be 


contributed by the Government and the District of Columbia to these two 
railroads, That matter is still in dispute. 

have supposed, Mr. President, that it was not the proper thing, in pre- 
senting a conference report, to state the action of the conferees when they 
were considering a matter of this kind, but inasmuch ascertain statements 
were made on yesterday in another place, to the effect that if this matter went 
back toconference again there would be no difficulty in securing a recession 
by the conferees on the part of the Senate, I desire to put myself on record 
as saying that the conferees on the part of the Senate have never said any- 
thing or suggested anything which would warrant that statement. The 
matter goes back to conference with that point of disagreement absolutely 
open for further consideration. 


Mr. Speaker, a statement was also made by a distinguished 
menber of the District of Columbia Committee in regard to the 
railroads being willing to accept the million dollars. 
man from Missouri |Mr. CowHERD] in the course of his remarks 
made this statement: 


I want to say heres and now that in a humble judgment the railroad com- 
anies will be glad toaccept the magnificent contribution that was made in 
he bill as it passed the House. 


The president of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, 
Mr. Loree, in a letter dated January 21, 1903, winds up with this | 


The gentle- | 


to say that he thinks that perhaps the House was somewhat mis- 
led by that statement upon my part. Because of that. Mr. 
Speaker, in fairness to myself, and in frankness to this House, I 
think it is due that I should say, as I do now say, that that ex- 
pression of judgment made by me to this House was predicated on 
a motion made and a rollcall taken by the conferees, a memoran- 


|dum of which, made cotemporaneously with the vote, will be 


found to-day in the committee room of the -District of Columbia 
of the United States Senate. So, Mr. Speaker, if I was in error 
in my prophecy; if it was not to be relied upon, it is because my 
comparative inexperience in legislative bodies led me to think 
that a vote of one day was a pretty fair index of what a vote 
would be upon the same proposition on another day under condi- 
tions that seemed to me to be unchanged. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland will be in 
order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand the gentleman from Mary- 
land to say now that he was mistaken. 


statement: _TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will suspend. The 

Fully oomvinced of the absolute justice of my position, and because of my | Chair must caution the gentleman from Maryland and other gen- 

- -~ — - * “AUSe y | > a > i ~} ‘ a srTrins he rOCee: os . 

' responsibility to the company in accepting the Senate bill after sufficient | tlemen that it will not do to be referring to the proceedings of 


the coordinate branch of Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What I desired to ask the gentleman was 
this: If there was a vote taken to concur or agree, why was not 
the report made on that vote? 


legislation (which gave the company the $1,500,000) had been secured, I feel 
obliged to urge either that the Senate provision be restored or that the Balti- 
more and Ohio be permitted to proceed under the act of February 12, 1901. 


Very respectfully, 
L. F. LOREE, President. 
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Mr. MUDD. If I may be allowed to answer that I will say 
that the House conferees at that time conceived that they were 
practically acting under instructions, because of the vote, unan- 
imous as we understood it, of the House up to that time on the 
proposition of what contribution the Government should make to 
these two railroads. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I understand and appreciate the admonition 
of the Chair. I have not desired tostate anything that took place 
in conference, and I have not made a very full statement or a too 
specific statement as itis. I have gone about as far as I appre- 
hend I can go. I could not have said less in justice to myself 
under the circumstances. I do not wish to be misunderstood, 
and I do not intend to be misrepresented. I would not have 
stated that much in reference to the proceedings of the conference 
but for the remarks made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MorRELL], which I do not complain of, however, provided 
I have the opportunity to answer and explain my own position. 
I merely want to put myself right before this House. I did not 
undertake to mislead the House. I stated what I had a right to 
say and aright to believe at the time I made the statement, and 
when a declaration is made in another body and quoted here, 
which gentlemen here and elsewhere might consider as a denial of 
the existence of the facts upon which my judgment was based, I 
think the House will be inclined to indulge me in saying as much 
as I have said this morning, notwithstanding the custom or cour- 
tesy of silence as to the proceedings before committees in ordinary 
cases. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CownErp]. 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think the gentleman desires ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I was somewhat interested in 
the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mor- 
RELL], and especially in that portion of the gentleman’s state- 
ment where he read a letter from the president of the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company saying that they would not be satisfied 
with the million-dollar contribution. He should have added, 
provided, of course, they could get a million anda half. I donot 
suppose there is anybody in the world receiving a gift, charitable 
or otherwise, of a million dollars who would be satisfied if a mil- 
lion and a half was suspended before him and he was told he 
could get the million and a half if he did not accept the million. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit again to this House that the his- 
tory of legislation, both national, State, and municipal, can be 
searched from the beginning of history to this time, and you can 
not find anywhere where any city has been as liberal to great 
railroads entering its borders as we propose to be to these two 
railroads in the pending bill as it passed the House. And I want 
to call the attention of this House again to some figures sub- 
mitted when this matter was last before us; and I do it because a 
gentleman representing one of these railroad companies has sent 
out this morning a letter, which I suppose all the members re- 
ceived, criticising and challenging the figures I then gave. 

I said then that we had given to these two railroad companies, in 
addition to the $2,000,000 in money, in addition to the $1,770,000 
Wwe propose to expend in putting a magnificent plaza before their 
depot and maintaining it forever, in addition to the $1,000,000 
we propose to expend in building a new bridge in order to relieve 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company from the obligations that it 
assumed when we gaveit a bridge before (an obligation to main- 
tain it forever as a highway bridge), in addition to all this, I said, 
we gave them here in public spaces and streets, free, the termi- 
nals for their entire system, excepting what the Baltimore and 
Ohio buys for its freight yards in Eckington, and I made the state- 
ment then that we gave to the Baltimore and Ohio, in land be- 
longing to the public, $1,464,286, and to the Pennsylvania, 
$1,792,498. Now, those figures have been challenged, and I pro- 
ae to = in the Recorp a letter over the signature of Maj. 

ohn Biddle, Engineer Commissioner of the District of Columbia, 
in which he states that those figures are correct: 
OFFICE OF THE ENGINEER COMMISSIONER 
OF THE DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, February 24, 1908. 


Hon. WILLIAM S. CowHERD, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Srr: In response to your oral request to Capt. H. C. Newcomer, 
Corpsof Engineers, assistant to the Engineer Commissioner, I have the honor 
toinform you that the estimate made by this office of the value of public 
space now occupied by the Baltimore and Ohio and Baltimore and Potomac 
railroad companies, and also the amount which will be occupied by them un- 
der the bili now pending providing for a union station, is as follows: 


Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company: 


ORRIN, CpOURG RTI. i, niet nahi ceniegtiabiaiiianseweninnehentintehin $602,135 

Total occupation under pending bill -...................-...--.... 1, 464, 280 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company: 

Present occupation ----. ‘ ee 


Total occupation under pending bill ........--.---s0-----s0s00---- 1, 792, 498 


Details of these figures are found in the report of hearings of the House 
Committee on the District of Columbia on June 14, 1902, on Senate bill 4825, 
page 66. The occupation under the pending bill is obtained by adding to the 
present occupation the additional land that is occupied by the railroad com- 
panies and subtracting therefrom such land as is restored to public use. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN BIDDLE, 
Major, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, 
Engineer Commissioner, District of Columbia. 

It will be noted that in making this computation the Commis- 
sioners took the total value of the land belonging to the public, 
mind you, that the railroads now occupy. They added to that 
the value of the land that is given in addition in this bill, and 
they subtracted from it every foot of public space that the rail- 
roads surrender up. So I want you to remember that this 
$2,000,000 gift is a small part of the contribution we are making. 
We are making a gift of not only $2,000,000 in money, but we are 
making a gift of $3,256,778 in land. We are making a gift of 
$1,770,000 in expenses to be borne by the Government and the 
District, and a gift of $1,000,000 more in the building of a new 
bridge. Our total contribution to the elevation of these two 
tracks is over $8,000,000 in money and in land and expenses that 
the Government and the District are to bear. I challenge you to 
find anywhere in any town council similar generosity to any fa- 
vored railroad. 

Gentlemen refer to the one city of Philadelphia, where they say 
the contribution was 50 per cent of the cost of the elevation. I 
want to say here, and I say it in all kindness, that every man 


knows if he were going to take a model for municipal govern- 


ment the last city on earth he would take would be the city of 
Philadelphia. I hold here the report made at the meeting of the 
railroad commissioners of all the States, held in San Francisco, 
Cal.,in 1901, and I state that according to that report 35 per 
cent is the average cost of the contribution where municipal- 
ities and States give anything, and in most of the States and 
cities they give nothing; but here, as I showed on the last oc- 
casion when this matter was up for debate, the total expense 
to the railroads, excepting the cost of the station, is only 
$7,000,000, when you count out our contribution in cash under 
the House bill; and our expenses $8,000,000. So we pay not 50 
per cent, but more than 50 per cent, of the total cost, tunnel and 
all. when you take out the cost of the depot. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say in frankness to this House 
that I do not blame the gentlemen from the great State of Penn- 
sylvania for their attempt to get all they can for the benefit of 
that great road which runs through their State. I have been 
told, and I believe it be true, that that road is looked upon so 
highly in that State, as so intimately associated with the govern- 
ment and control of the State, that the citizens feel that anything 
which is given to the road is given to the State, and we all know 
that our States are willing to forgive us for any raid on the 
Treasury if the result of it comes home; but I want to call the at- 
tention of the men on this floor from the other 44 States of the 
Union to this fact, I want to say to you to-day that if you give 
this extra million, then $750,000 of it is going to come out of the 
pockets of your people. Not only that, but of the three millions 
to be given if this motion carries I want you to remember that 
out the pockets of your constituents you are voting $2,225,000 into 
the coffers of these great railroads. 

I say here and now, there is not a man on this floor, if he were 
at home sitting as a member of the municipal council in his own 
city, who would dare to go on record with such a vote, and I want 
to say further that while the matters which occur here in the 
District of Columbia frequently receive little attention at home, 
yet the time is coming when the question of the appropriation of 
the people’s money is going to be inquired into; and when you 
go on record voting two and a quarter millions of dollars of your 
poms money—not the money of these citizens in the District, 

gut the money raised by taxes from your constituents—you had 

best remember that you will have that record to meet in the next 
campaign, and no man can explain it here or elsewhere. That is 
the situation as to this bill. The House has been munificent. 
We have given these gentlemen all they ask, except the extra 
million dollars. We have put the location where they want it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COWHERD. Iask for two minutes more, 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield two minutes more. 

Mr. COWHERD. Weput the location just where these people 
want it, took it away from where the House wished to place it, 
because we wanted to save $1,600,000 to the people and the Dis- 
trict. We have increased the cost to the Government and the 
District more than a million and a half of dollars, and we think 
it right the railroads should bear some portion of that. I want 
to say here and now that I believe this matter could be solved 
and solved easily if this House would pass a bill providing that 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company should remove its tracks 
and depot from the Mall. Then there would be no further trouble 
about accepting this. 
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There is just one further fact that I wish to bring to the atten- 


tion of the House. In this letter sent out by one of the attorneys 
for the railroad company, he says the use of the public streets 
now occupied by the Baltimore and Ohio from the present day to 
1910 for the operation of this railroad—and the value of these 
streets as they stand to-day, mind you, is only one-third of what 
we are giving them in the pending bill—he asserts that the use 
of these streets up to 1910 is worth to that railroad $911,234. 
What, then, will be the value of three times that much land, to 
be used, not for seven years but to be used for ever and ever, as 
long as this Government stands? And yet, that enormous con- 
tribution they insist should not be considered at all. [Loud ap- 
plause. 

; Mr. imiat and Mr. PEARRE rose. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has the floor. 
Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MORRELL. I desire to be recognized in my own time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman stated he wanted to make a 
statement. I will yield to him to make a statement. 

Mr. MORRELL. I would like to claim my own time on my 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has the floor. 
He spoke and reserved the balance of his time. The gentleman 
made a preferential motion. 

Mr. MORRELL. I requested to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman did, the Chair did not un- 
derstand him. 

Mr. MORRELL. That is what I said. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin wish to 
let the gentleman from Pennsylvania in now? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, in answer to a remark which 
was made in regard to my native city, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Missouri if he ever heard of the city of St. Louis 
and the character of the municipal government there? [Langh- 
ter on the Republican side.] And also if he had ever heard of 
the amount of money that had been contributed by this body to 
the Louisiana Purchase Commission? 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman permit me to answer 
his question? 

Mr. MORRELL, Yes. 

Mr. COWHERD. I have heard of the city of St. Louis. The 
city of St. Louis, when its magnificent union station was built, 
which, I am told, is the finest in the country if not in the world, 
never contributed a cent; and more than that, some of the rail- 
roads have elevated their tracks at their ownexpense. However 
corrupt their council has been, they never dared go that far in 
voting the people’s money. [Loud applause. 

Mr. MORRELL. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Prarre}. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, if it were in order, I should cer- 
tainly move at this juncture of the proceedings of the House to 
acquit my colleague [Mr. Mupp] upon his own statement. I 
should also move a vote of thanks tothe gentleman from Missouri 
for the excellent and impassioned political speech which he has 
= seen fit to make upon the occasion of the consideration of this 
ill. Idonot see, Mr. Speaker, why it is necessary in the considera- 
tion of this business proposition to tear a passion into tatters in the 
House of Representatives. and by gymnastic gesticulations and 
bloody faces to try to frighten each other into acceptance of the 
respective views which we entertain. The gentleman hasa reputa- 
tion as an earnest economist—lI refer to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri—and I have no doubt that the gentleman’s speech on this 
occasion and the speech that the gentleman made upon the consid- 
eration of a previous report of disagreement of this conference will 
not only add to that reputation for economy, but that perhaps it 
will commend him to the favor of other gentlemen of the House of 
Representatives whose duty it is to prevent looting the public 
Treasury, and who perform that duty to the satisfaction of 
Congress and the people of the United States. 

_ Now, Mr. Speaker, let us take a cursory review of this legisla- 
tion and try to ascertain in a calm, dispassionate, business dis- 
cussion of this matter just exactly how it stands. For a lar 
number of years there was some talk and discussion—much talk 
and discussion—in regard to the elimination of grade crossings in 
the city of Washington. The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and 
the Pennsylvania Railroad in Washington were not the agita- 
tors; they were not the movers and agitators of that subject. 
The suggestors of that proposition were the committees of Con- 
gress in the House and in the Senate and the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia. That suggestion was a wise one, be- 
cause it had as its purpose and its projective result the protection 
and safety of the lives of the citizens of the District of Columbia. 


ee 


But upon the inception of the consideration of that suggestion by 


Congress and by the public we find what? We find the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad located upon the Mall, with certain rights, which 
it has secured from the common council, then the municipal gov- 
ernment, of the city of Washington, approved by two acts of Con- 
gress. We found the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad occupying a 
central location both for freight and passenger depots with all its 
crossings at grade. They had certain well-defined rights. The 
grant to the Pennsylvania Railroad, the easement that it pos- 
sessed, was an easement in perpetuity. The grant to the Balti- 
more and Ohio was limited to the year 1910. 

As this matter continues to be discussed an agreement is finally 
reached between the railroad companies on the one hand and the 
District Commissioners on the other, and the respective Com- 
mittees on the District of Columbia of the House of Representa- 
tives and the United States Senate. That agreement is embodied 
in a bill. The railroad companies in all probability could have 
delayed and postponed and perhaps have defeated any such 
measure if they had seen fit to make the effort. Fortunately the 
parties agreed, and that agreement was embodied in the two bills 
in regard to the two railroads which constituted the legislation of 
1901. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PEARRE. I did not interrupt the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, and the gentleman can see that my time is very limited. 

cy SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland declines to 
yield. 

Mr. PEARRE. That agreement was embodied in the legisla- 
tion of 1901. That legislation provided what? It provided for 
the contribution to the two railroads of one million and a half 
dollars in value of real estate to the Pennsylvania Railroad and 
a million and a half dollars in money to the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad, not solely in consideration of the elimination of the 
grade crossings and the cost to be charged directly to that, but 
positively enacted that they should have other considerations 
which were named in the bill itself for which the District chair- 
man of the Committee on the District of Columbia of the House 
voted and led the fight for its adoption. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman from Maryland permit a 
question? 

. Mr. PEARRE. If the gentleman chooses to occupy my time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will yield to the gentleman all the time that 
I oceupy. 

Mr. PEARRE. I yield. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ido not think the gentleman wants to mis- 
lead the House and to place the committee in a false position. 
The estimates and figures upon which this contribution was 
based was made by the Commissioners and the engineers of the 
two railroads, and related solely to the elevation and elimination 
of the grade crossings. They are on file in the committee room, 
and numerous reports showing this to be the fact and that noth- 
ing was considered except the elimination of the grade crossings. 

Mr. PEARRE. I will come to that, Mr. Speaker, but I will 
now read from the existing law the act which was approved 
February 12, 1901, which states the terms of the law, not in 
terms of the Commissioners’ estimate, but in the terms of the 
law, the considerations upon which this contribution was made, 

In consideration of the surrender by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany, under the uirements of this act, of its rights under the several acts 
of Congress heretofore passed, and under its several contracts with the mu- 
nicipal authorities of the city of Washington authorized by said acts of Con- 
gress, and in consideration of the large expenditures required for the con- 
struction of the new terminals, viaduct, and connecting railroads, as required 
by this act, to avoid all grade crossings of streets and avenues within the city 
of Washington; and, further, in consideration of the grant and conveyance 
to the United States of the lands included within the limits of the roadway 
and right of way of the Washington Branch Railroad, which can be used for 
a street or avenue for the public benefit, the sum of $1,500,000, to be pus to 
said railroad company toward the cost of the construction of said elevated 
terminals, viaduct, and structures within the city of Washington, shall be, 
and is hereby, appropriated, one half to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury of the Uanitea States not otherwise appropriated, the other half to 
be paid out of the revenues of the District of Cok 

Now, that language ‘‘ verbatim et seriatim ’’ is contained in the 
bill now under consideration, and I asseverate without fear of 
successful contradiction that that includes in the statement—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Maryland 
has expired. 

Mr. MORRELL. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty-seven minntes. 

Mr. MORRELL, Iryield to the gentleman from Maryland five 
minutes more. 

Mr. PEARRE. The bill under consideration contains that 
same statement of consideration. I would say in further reply 


um bia. 


to the distinguished chairman of the committee that not only 
does the bill itself specify other considerations for the contribu- 
tion of $1,500,000, but the reports of both Senate and House com- 
mittees upon this subject in 1900 recognize other considerations 
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for its payment than the mere one-half of the cost chargeable 
strictly to the elevation of the tracks. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in their report 
dated February 27, 1900, on Senate bill No. 2329, in the first session 
of the Fifty-sixth Congress, to eliminate grade crossings, etc., say: 

Considering the advantages which will be derived by said city and_ the 
public generally and the vastly greater expense proposed to be incurred by 
the company than would or could be required if it stood upon its strictly 
legel rights under the terms of the contract above referred to, and consider- 
ing also that railways in other cities of the country have been aided by the 
city or State, or both, in the work of abolishing grade crossings, the Commis- 
sioners feel that the request of the company is equitable and not immoderate. 

The Senate committee in its report, made by Senator McMil- 
lan, upon the pending bill, and dated April 3, 1900, says: 

The proposition now is that the United States shall buy, at a fair valua- 
tion, this land on which the railroad company has been paying taxes for 
thirty years, and that the railroad shall use the money so received as a por- 
tion of the expense of building a tunnel and making connection with the pro- 
posed union station. 

This statement does not recognize the cost strictly chargeable 
to the elimination of grade crossings as part of the consideration 
for the contribution of $1,500,000 proposed in the pending bill, 
upon which Senator McMillan was making his report. The dis- 
tinguished chairman will therefore see that both the bill in its 
terms and the two committees of the House and Senate recog- 
nized other considerations for this contribution than those for 
which he contends. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, let us see what Congress said to the railroad 


companies and what the railroad companies have replied. Con- 


gress said in 1901, ‘‘ You must eliminate these grade crossings.”’ 
The railroad companies said, ‘‘ There has been much disagreement 
between us. We have come to an agreement and conclusion 
with the District Commissioners; and while we do not need it, 
while we do not want it. while it will cost much more money 
than what we might need to expend, if left to ourselves, in con- 
sideration of the request of the Commissioners, considering the 
benefit it will be to the public and the citizens of the District, we 
willincur the additional expense.”’ ‘‘But,’’ said the Congress of the 
United States to the Pennsylvania Railroad, ‘‘ you must build a 
new bridge, and over that new bridge you must permit other rail- 
roads to enter into the city of Washington, and you must main- 
tain it for all time.’’ Why? The District of Columbia would 
have been compelled to build not only a new passenger bridge, 
but a new vehicular bridge, because it was stated in the report of 
the Commissioners that a new bridge was essential to save a cer- 
tain portion of Washington from damage by flood by reason of 
the breaking up of the ice in the spring. 

And therefore, Mr. Speaker, that ought not to be charged 
against the Pennsylvania Railroad. In addition to that, it says 
you must take down the Fish Commission building and reerect 
it, at a cost of $40,000. That was a proposition under the bill of 
1901. It said to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad: ‘‘ You must 
give up certain advantageous locations here.’’ What did it say 
to the Pennsylvania Railroad? Did it say, ‘‘ You must build a sta- 
tion, at the cost of $1,500,000, that will enable you to properly care 
for the passenger traffic which you have?’’ Oh,no. Itmight have 
been done for $1,000,000, or for $700,000 or $800,000. The Con- 
gress of the United States said: ‘‘ You must expend a million and a 
half of dollars for an ornamental station.’’ The Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company agreed to that. What did Congress say to the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad? It said: ‘‘ You must elevate your 
station.”’ 

The bill did not require that any particular amount of money 
should be expended upon the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad sta- 
tion, but it said, ‘* You must elevate your roads according to plans 
and details which have been prepared by the District Commis- 
sioners.’’ That was agreed to on both sides, not on the request 
of the company, but very much to its detriment. Under that 
legislation the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company has the 
right, upon the elevation of its station, without putting more 
money into the railroad-station building itself than it sees fit to 
do, to receive from the Treasury of the United States Government 
$1,500,000. That is the solemn pledge of this Government; that 
is the deliberate decision and legislation of this House, concurred 
in by about two-thirds majority. 


Our friends on the other side, particularly the gentleman from | 


approved February 12, 1901, with regard to the two railroads in 
relation to the elimination of grade crossings. Upon the approval 
of this legislation these two companies doubtless began to make 
their financial arrangements to carry out the project embodied in 
such legislation. The total cost of carrying out this project of 
the Commissioners of the District and the Congress of the United 
States was, according to the estimates, to be $9,992,064, the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company being chargeable with $5,995,- 
408 and the Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad 
Company to be chargeable with $4,392,656. 

Under the terms of the act the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company was to convey by deed in fee to the Government of the 
United States the line of its present Washington Branch within 
the District of Columbia, which is 66 feet wide and 14 miles long, 
and which, according to the estimated value of the property, is 
worth $531,234. In addition to this it was to release to the Gov- 
ernment, by removing its tracks therefrom, the present line of 
its Metropolitan Branch, from I street to the boundary, and this 
is the law to-day. The company is also to remove the tracks 
— ong York avenue and First street east on the Metropolitan 

ranch. 

Everybody was supposed to be satisfied, and this long contro- 
verted question of the elimination of grade crossings was sup- 
posed to have been happily settled. But the Commissioners of 
the District, the park commission (charged with the beautifica- 
tion of the city), and the Senate Committee on the District of 
Columbia were not satisfied with this arrangement, for two rea- 
sons. First, because that legislation contemplated the enlarged 
and permanent occupation of the Mall by the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Company; and, second, because it did not provide a union 
station. 

In the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, about a year 
after the approval of the legislation of February 12, 1901, Senator 
McMillan, since deceased, and always intelligently devoted to the 
best interests of the District, reported the present bill from his 
committee, and in his report said: 


This proposition does not come from the railroads. They are satisfied 
with their present station. When the question of the improvement of the 
District of Columbia was taken up, the removal of the railroad tracks was 
considered absolutely essential. The Mall was laid out to form the great ap- 
proach to the Capitol, and it is im ible to conceive any adequate treat- 
ment of the capitol park system without freeing the Mall from the railroad 
tracks and station. When this view of the situation was placed before the 
president of the Pennsylvania Railroad, he replied, after very careful con- 
sideration, that while he did not desire any change, 7% he recognized that 
if Washington is to have the development of a capital city in the true sense 
of that word the railroad must leave the Mall, and he was willing to accept 
any aspect that would be fair to the stockholders whose interests he 
represented. 

from the standpoint of economical railroad management the proposed 
union station has little to recommend it. The terminal charges are increased 
from about 40 cents to about $1.20 per passenger car, and there would be no 
corresponding increase in passengers. The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company, which does a comparatively small passenger business, claims that 
it would be much better off by keeping to the C street site provided for in 
the existing legislation, especially as the contemplated change compels that 
railroad to give up its present extensive and well-regula freight yards 
and purchase city blocks in Eckington. 

Here, then, was a new proposition presented to the railroad com- 
panies, after their officers had the right to believe that the ques- 
tion of the elimination of the grade crossings in the city of Wash- 
ington had been settled. In this new proposition what did the 
Congress of the United States (through its committees) and the 
District of Columbia (through the Commissioners) say to these 
two railroad companies? They said: ‘It is true we secured_the 
passage of the legislation in 1901 upon agreement with you. You 
accepted it in good part and had good reason to believe that that 
was the end of the matter. The new proposition embodied in the 
pending bill does not any more effectually eliminate grade cross- 
ings, but is suggested by us for the purpose of beautifying the city, 
by relieving the Mall of all railroad tracks and stations, and se- 
cures a union depot in which all railroads coming into the city will 
center.’’ Therailroad companies naturally replied: ‘* We thought 
this matter was settled. Your project is an excellent one for the 
beautification of the city, but gives us no a advantage that 
we can see.”’ This is doubtless true. It does not increase the 
directness of the Pennsylvania Railroad's southern connection, 
because all the Southern railroads that come into Washington 
terminate in the station of the Pennsylvania Railroad on Sixth 


Missouri, have based their opposition to that legislation upon their | street, under contract with and practically under the control of the 


desire—I am speaking particularly of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri—for a building which would comply with the requirements 
of wsthetic taste—which would tend to the beautification of the 
city of Washington. ‘‘ Donot destroy the Mall; the Mallis sacred; 
it was the pet of George Washington; do not lay profane hands 
upon it.’? That was the cry of the gentleman from Missouri. 
And during that discussion he almost yielded to the suggestion 
that he would be willing to give the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
vany $2,000,000 rather than have them occupy any part of the 
Mall, or in consideration of their leaving the Ma!l entirely. 
Now, dlr. Speaker, this is a hurried synopsis of the legislation 


Pennsylvania Railroad. Itdoes not shorten the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road’s connection for New York and the North for any of its freight 
business, because under the pending bill passenger trains = 
are permitted to run through the tunnel provided for in this bill, 
except in case of emergency defined in this bill. The Baltimore 


and Ohio Railroad Company does a comparatively small passen- 
ger business and has no considerable freight traffic with the South 
because the Pennsylvania Railroad controls that situation. 

The only advantage that either railroad would receive through 
this legislation over what had already been secured to them by the 
legislation of 1901, is the shortening of the time for passenger trains 
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of the Pennsylvania Railroad between Washington and New York 
by about ten minutes. This bill increases the total cost of the 
project of the elimination of grade crossings, according to the es- 
timates, to at least $15,450,487, distributable as follows: $5,883,550 
payable by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, $7,966,926 
payable by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, and $1,600,000 
payable by the District for grading, purchase of property, and 
damages in constructing a magnificent plaza park, not for the 
benefit of the railroad companies nor to meet the reasonable re- 
quirements of public traffic, but for the beautification of the 
city. This includes a $4,000,000 station house and train sheds, 
the cost of which is fixed at that figure in the bill, the whole of 
which is to be borne by the companies in equal proportions, and 
$1,649,050, the cost of the tunnel required by this new plan, which 
is to be borne in the same way. The whole difference between 
the cost of the project embodied in the legislation of 1901 and 
that required under the pending bill would be, according to the 
estimates, $5,458,423, all of which, except the plaza improvement 
of $1,600,000, is to be borne by the two railroad companies, some- 
thing like $2,000,000 of the additional expenses being borne by the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and nearly $3,500,000 being borne 
by the Pennsylvania Railroad. 

“The distinguished chairman of the District Committee [Mr. 
BaBcocK] argues that in the division of costs the cost of the tun- 
nel, the increase of the cost of the terminal building, the line to 
Magruder for the Pennsylvania Railroad, and the cost of coach 
yards must be eliminated, and that these items must be charged 
as betterments to the railroad companies, not being, as he says, 
connected in any way with the elimination of the grade crossings. 

Why the Congress of the United States in carrying out a proj- 
ect for the beautification of the city, not at the request of the 
railroad companies nor for the benefit of the public, but in con- 
travention of its solemn enactments of 1901, should compel these 
companies to meet an additional expense of over $5,000,000 is hard 
to conceive; as it is equally difficult to understand why a $4,000,000 
station—which before being completed will come near costing 
$5,000,000, as Senator McMillan says in his report—and a tunnel 
costing $1,649,000 should be charged against these companies as 
betterments. 

We must not lose sight of the fact that the original motive of 
all legislation upon this subject was to protect the lives of the 
citizens of the District by eliminating grade crossings. The legis- 
lation of 1901 required the railroads to do this, and certainly not 
in a niggardly way. requiring, as it did, the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road to expend $1,500,000 for an ornamental station at the Mall. 

If the Congress of the United States simply desires to accom- 
plish this original purpose it is only fair that, when the com- 
panies carry out, in a way prescribed by law, under plans agreed 
upon by the Commissioners of the District and the railroad 
companies, proper plans for the elimination of grade crossings, 
they should have the right to exercise their own discretion and 
judgment as to the character and cost of their terminal-station 
building. If they were permitted to do this, they could certainly 
meet the needs of public traffic amply without erecting a 
$4,000,000 union station and constructing a tunnel at a cost of 
more than $1,600,000. Why compel them to do this and then re- 
duce the amount of’ the contribution? What right has Congress 
to take the property of these companies without consideration or 
proper compensation, as it will do by compelling them to make 
this tunnel and erect this $4,000,000 station? I assert, as a mat- 
ter of law, that Congress can not do it without the consent of the 
companies, 

The legislation of 1901 went beyond what was necessary to 
secure the elimination of grade crossing, by requiring the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad to erect a monumental station, at a cost of 
$1,500,000, in order to relieve the streets and other portions of the 
Mall occupied under that legislation by the station and terminals 
of that company. The portion of that legislation giving the 
Pennsylvania Railroad the use of about 14 acres of the Mall is to 
be repealed by the pending bill, and the pretended necessity or 
reason for imposing this great cost for a station upon the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad disappears. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, this whole 
project of tunnel and union station is a financial obligation im- 
posed upon these companies by Congress simply because it has 
the power to do it. The companies, through their officers, in en- 
deavoring to meet the views of the Commissioners, the Park 
Commission, and the Senate and House committees, have shown 
a commendable spirit in acquiescing in these costly designs, with 
an additional burden of over $5,000,000, and the reason for the 
reduction of the $3,000,000 allowed to these two companies in 
equal proportions by the legislation of 1901 does not in any just 
sense appear. If this House should insist upon its disagreement 
with the Senate, and the Senate should finally yield, it would ap- 
ne = ane man something like the story of the spider 
an e \ 

The legislation of 1901 was a completed fact and the matter 
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considered closed. The Senate committee, the Park Commission, 
and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, after giving 
absolute assurance to these two companies that there should be 
no disturbance of the amount of the Government's contribution 
of land and money to the two companies, ask them to consent to 
the reopening of this matter and the enlargement of the project 
in cost and character; and after these roads under this assurance 
agree, every gentleman who wants to make a factitious reputation 
for economy plunges in to break the agreement of Congress 
(made in the legislation of 1901) and violate the assurance of the 
bodies I have just referred to by cutting down the contribution 
of the two roads. Such a proposition violates the faith of the 
House and contains no suggestion of justice. 

It is contended by the distinguished chairman of the committee 
that the lowering of the grade of the viaduct within the city by 
10 feet, and the shortening of the terminal construction by rea- 
son of its location at Massachusetts avenue instead of C street 
(about two blocks) under the pending bill, will reduce the cost 
of construction to these companies. This is true, but this reduc- 
tion is compensated for by the deeper cut required through the 
high land north of Florida avenue and the greater amount of ex- 
cavation, increased slopes, and protection to accommodate the 
deeper cut, which, according to reliable estimates, will be over 
$215,000. 

Moreover, the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company loses the 
great advantage of a central location of its freight depots within 
the city, at the junction of Delaware avenue and H street. Itis 
estimated by the officers of that company that the surrender of 
this location (provided for under the legislation of 1901) and the 
removal of their freight station to Eckington (some distance out- 
side of the city) will amount to $100,000 a year, at least, which 
is the interest at 4 per cent on $2,500,000. These officers claim 
that the books of the company show that the item of the shipment 
of beef and raw meats alone amounts to $400 a day to the com- 





pany. 

With the removal of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany’s freight station to Eckington and the retention by the 
Pennsylvania Railroad of its freight terminals in the city, the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company will lose this traffic en- 
tirely, because it can not compete with the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road in these shipments, for the reason that all fresh or Western 
meats will be shipped to the station nearest the points of delivery 
in the city, to prevent the deterioration of these meats in the 
transfer from refrigerated cars,in nonrefrigerated wagons, to the 
refrigerators at the various points of delivery. Moreover, it is 
claimed, with much show of reason, by the officers of the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company that their surrender, under the 
legislation of 1901 and this bill, of their right to remain at grade 
until 1910 would amount to about $941,000, being the interest at 
4 per cent for four years on $5,883,550, the total cost of construc- 
tion chargeable against the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 

This is based upon the statement that the construction will be 
completed within three years, but that the cost thereof will not 
be incurred and completely paid for within three years, but fixing 
1905 as the time at which the interest should begin, and allowing 
one year for removal, the interest would amount to the figure I 
have given. The gentleman from Missouri was, in 1901, espe- 
cially desirous of the removal of tracks from the Mall. In this 
bill his desire is carried out, and that of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Sims]. 

Mr. SIMs rose. 

Mr. PEARRE. I have not time to yield. 

Mr. SIMS. You are now going back on what you voted for 
yourself. 

Mr. PEARRE. The gentleman will have to respond in his own 
time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield? 

Mr. PEARRE. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Maryland 
has expired. 

Mr. MORRELL. 
seven minutes more. 

Mr. PEARRE. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman desired es- 
pecially that the Mall should be relieved, that we might have an 
unbroken prospect from the Capitol of the United States to the 
Monument 

Mr. SIMs rose. 

Mr. PEARRE. I have already said that I decline to yield. 

Mr. SIMS. But now you have additional time. 

The —— The gentleman from Maryland has declined 
to vield. 

Mr. PEARRE. The gentleman will have time of his own in 
which to reply to anything I may say. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the whole opposition of gentlemen to the 
measure then before the House was based upon their demand for 
an unbroken prospect from the Capitol of the United Statez to 


I yield to the gentleman from Maryland 
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& eet, and thence to the White House. They have it by 
this bill.’ 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow- 
HERD | is out of order. The gentleman from Maryland has de- 
clined to yield. 

Mr. COWHERD. I appeal to the gentleman that he shall not 
misstate the facts about me in this matter and then decline to 
yield for a correction. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland has once given 
notice that he declines to yield. Does he now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

Mr. PEARRE. I decline to yield. The gentleman will have 
an opportunity to reply; and I call his attention to the fact that 
I have made no misstatement of fact. 

Mr. COWHERD. Then why not permit me to make a cor- 
rection? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is out of order. 

Mr. PEARRE. I said that the gentleman’s chief objection to 
the bill under consideration heretofore was the occupation of the 
Mall. Does he deny it? He does not. Further than that I 
charge and asseverate that the gentleman almost agreed—those 
were my terms—was almost persuaded to agree to the suggestion 
that he would be willing that that company should have $2,000,- 
000 if it would get off the Mall entirely, and I could produce the 
REcoRD to that effect. 

Mr. COWHERD. I agree to that now. 3 

Mr. PEARRE. Then the very ground for the gentleman’s op- 
position, it seems to me, has disappeared, except this figmentary, 
fragmentary, and fictitious estimate of his with regard to the ex- 

mse which the District of Columbia and the Government will 

ve to bear. Why, sir, the mathematics of the gentleman are 
beautiful to sustain his ownargument. But they will not accord, 
I respectfully submit, with reason and logic. He charges, for- 
sooth, $1,464,280 as a gift of land to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company. Iask the gentleman to iind any such provision 
in the bill. Let him call the attention of the House to any clause 
in that bill which makes any gift of anything to the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad, or any other railroad, outside the contribu- 
tion they make. The gentleman can not do it. 

Much stress has been laid by the gentleman in his estimate 
upon the alleged contribution by the Government to the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad of street space. He contends that over 
$1,400,000 of land is contributed to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company by the Government inthis way. In regard to this 
matter the Commissioners of the District, in their report, dated 
February 6, 1900, on the legislation of 1901, say: ‘‘In the above 
statement the portions of streets abandoned to the uses of the 
railway company are not charged against the company, for the 
reason that public traffic will not be interferred with by such 
closure, there being no traffic over the portions closed excepting 
in connection with the railroad, and, of course, ample lines of 
ingress and egress for this purpose will be provided by the com- 
pany. It would be an expense to the public to keep them open 
without any corresponding advantage, and it is believed that the 
company should be required to maintain and care for them at its 
Own expense.”’ 

There is no gift. There is an easement given, the right to use 
streets; and upon that right both these companies will have to 
pay largely increased taxation. The taxable value of the Balti- 
more and Ohio property at its station at present is about $80,000. 
What will it be under this new legislation? Its share of the in- 
creased assessment upon the terminals and the station is certainly 
$2,000,000; and the bill provides in broad, comprehensive terms, 
applicable to both roads, that the improvements on this land shall 
be subject to taxation, only excusing them from additional charges 
by reason of the elevated structures, terminals, bridges, etc., such 
as is customary in all the States in legislation of this kind. 
Therefore there is no gift of land to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road. There isa gift of the user of land, and they have to pay 
taxes upon that gift of user, and that user or easement is revoca- 
ble, because the bill provides in terms that Congress reserves the 
right to amend or repeal this legislation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is a million in money charged. That 
is true. There is $996,000 for the long passenger bridge. If you 
will look through the documents connected with this matter, you 


We have to have a new bri there whether it be a nger 
or a railroad bridge; but this charge is made against the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company, and the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany has to build a magnificent bridgeof itsown. It has to build 
that bridge according to the terms of this bill. See what the bill 
says—the legislation to which gentlemen of the House have given 
their unqualified ——— by a two-thirds majority: “‘ Inasmuch 
as the present Long Bridge over the Potomac River is inadequate ”’ 
you said, ‘‘ inadequate for the accommodation of the largely in- 
creased railroad and vehicular traffic, is in a measure obstructive 
of navigation,’ said the Congress of the United States. And what 
business is it of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company whether it 
is obstructive of navigation or not? Whatinterest has the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company in the proposition as to whether it 
will not meet the demands of the passenger and vehicular traffic? 
a is a matter for the people of the District of Columbia. [Ap- 
plause. 

An additional element of cost, one-half of which is c eable 
against this company under the pending bill, would be the ele- 
vated structure from the mouth of the tunnel to a connection 
with the terminal. This cost, to be borne equally by the two 
companies, is estimated at $200,000, and is aa course, incurred 
under the legislation of 1901. 

With reference to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, it is 
admitted that the increased cost to that company by the pending 
bill over the legislation of 1901 is $3,314,625. Why should these 
companies be —— to bear these additional costs to carry 
out a plan for the beautification of the city which will not more 
completely eliminate grade crossings thah the legislation of 1901, 
will not specially increase the facilities to the public, and will not 
gain a single passenger or a single dollar of revenue for them? 

Lieut. Col. Charles J. Allen, of the Corps of Engineers, and 
Brig. Gen. John M. Mason, Chief of Engineers, in a report upon 
the legislation of 1901, dated January 25, 1900, state that the 
project for the reclamation of Potomac Flats, which was author- 
ized by act of Congress August 7, 1882, provides— 

For the rebuilding of Long Bridge at an early period ouing the meen 
of the ampnoseanene, with wide spans upon piers offering the least obstruc- 
tion to the flow of water, and also for the interception of all sewage dis- 


charged into the Washington channel and its conveyance to James Creek 
sewer canal 


Also: 

That the necessity for rebuilding the Long Bridge with broad spans, so as 
to provide forthe better flow of water, has long been recognized, and, in fac 
the reclamation of the flats and the improvement of the Virginia channe 
have been carried on with the understanding that the bridge would at an 
early day be reconstructed so as to remove the obstruction of the e of 
floods resulting from these piers and the slight elevation of its bottom chord 
above low water. 

The Commissioners of the District, in their report dated Feb- 
ruary 6, 1900, on the proposed legislation of 1901, say: 

The Long Bridge is notoriously inadequate, and a modern bridge for rail- 
way and highway traflic is most urgently needed. 

It thus ey not that the Pennsylvania Railroad needs a new 
and costly bridge to enter the District of Columbia, but that the 
Government, to protect a portion of the District, had determined 
a since that a new bridge was necessary and would have to be 
built, and the opportunity presenting itself in this bill, they com- 
pelled the railroad company to build it without any reference to 
the eliminating of grade crossings, and will determine by this 
legislation to build a passenger bridge for the same reasons. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad now occupies, if I remember rightly, 
some 5 or 6 acres of the Mall. The legislation of 1901 allowed the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company to take over 14 acres out of the 
center of the Mall, so it is stated by Colonel Bingham in his re- 
port upon this subject dated January 18, 1900. The ial pro- 
tection of this Mall was the reason for requiring the Pennsylva- 
nia Railroad to erect a new station at a cost of $1,500,000. Many 
gentlemen op the legislation in 1901 because it allowed the 
use of so much land on the Mall to the Pennsylvania Railroad. 
This bill recovers all that land in the Mall, clears it entirely of 
railroads, and compels the Pennsylvania Railroad to give up the 
most convenient railroad station (within a block of Pennsylvania 
avenue and in the heart of the city) that could possibly be de- 
sired, after that location had been assured it by the legislation of 
1901. 

If it were a good argument against the legislation of 1901 that 
the Mall should not be desecrated, its restoration under the pend- 


will find that there are recommendations here from officers of the | ing bill should certainly speak loudly in favor of its . The 


Government to the effect that it would be necessary to have a 
new bridge there anyhow. That bridge was given to the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company in 1871, when the citizens of Wash- 
ington wanted to induce the Pennsylvania Railroad Company to 
come into the District of Columbia. A charge was imposed upon 
that gift to the effect that the railroad company must maintain it 
in good order, not only for railroad purposes, but for poe 
and vehicular purposes, between the Virginia and the land 
shores. That bridge will have to be built whether this legislation 
passes or not. Everybody knows that. 








distinguished chairman of the committee lays much stress upon 
the fact that the railroad companies originally filed plans for a 
union station at C street, with which plans the House Committee 
for the District of Columbia agreed, and endeavors to deduce 
some kind of argument inst these companies on that und. 
It is true, I believe, that the companies did (through their engi- 
neer officers) file such plans, and that the House committee att 

time preferred the C street location for a union depot; but this 
was rey A tng — for the beautification of the city, which 
Senator McMi , the Senate committee, the park commission, 
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and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia had in mind 


when the pending bill was projected, and the companies ded 
to the snnenete and persuasions of these ican for the 
esthetic improvement of the city. Su e companies did 
file plans and agree to a union depot at C street, are they to be 
punished on that account? What motive can there be for the 
imposition of the penalty of $1,000,000 reduction in the original 
contribution to them simply because they yielded to the sug- 
gestions of the gentlemen I have named to aid in the perfecting 
of a park system and the erection of a monumental station 
building? oe os 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored in a desultory way to dissipate 
some of the misapprehensions that have arisen in the discussion 
of this matter. If this legislation fails, and fail it will, I believe, 
unless the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
MorRELL] prevails, the companies will have the right to proceed 
under the legislation of 1901 to the erection of separate stations. 
Fourteen acres of the Mall will be occupied forever, and the 
grand park scheme, of which it is a payt, will be destroyed. The 
union station will be lost, and the hope of the most magnificent 
railway station and terminal in the world will have disappeared 
forever. Can the House of Representatives in the closing session 
of the Fifty-seventh Congress, with these grand consummations 
insight, afford to quibble about the contribution of $1,000,000 
toward them, es ly when that $1,000,000 was guaranteed by 
the legislation of 1901, and no good reason appears for a breach of 
the faith of the House involved in the reduction of the same? In 
my judgment itcan not. I shall therefore vote for the motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to recede from the House 
amendments and concur in the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent that he may extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to suggest to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin that he use some of his time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I think we are pretty nearly 
read y for a vote. I know of only one gentleman who desires to 

DC AK. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have five minutes’ 
time, inasmuch as I could not get a question answered. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, a member of the committee. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I asked the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. PEARRE] a courteous and kind question. He is a fel- 
low-member of this committee. I asked him, or wanted to ask 
a question, and he declined to "nee His time was extended, and 
he further declined to yield. would now ask, What is the mat- 
ter with the gentleman from Maryland in that he does not want 
a question asked him by a fellow-member of the committee? 
Are you.afraid to give information? Are you afraid to answer? 

Mr. PEARRE. If it will do the gentleman any good, I would 
— that almost anybody is afraid of the temper of the gen- 

eman. 
oat SIMS. The gentleman would not permit me to interrupt 

im. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. SIMS. When this matter was acted upon by the Com- 
mittee of the District of Columbia, a motion was made—if I am 
not telling committee secrets—to reduce the amount carried in 
the Senate bill $1,000,000, and it was voted down. Then a mem- 
ber of the committee moved to reconsider, with a solemn pledge 
that every member of the committee would support the bill if 
that amendment went on, and we thought every member meant 
what he said and was in faith. 

Mr. PEARRE. Does the gentleman mean to say that I voted 
for that proposition? 

Mr. SIMS. If you were present. 

Mr. PEARRE. I want to say to the gentleman that I was 
present and that I did not vote for any such proposition. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. My point of order is that occurrences in the 
committee are not in order here. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken, and there 
never was a better illustration of it than we have now. 

Mr: SIMS. Mr. er-— 

The SPEAKER. e Chair is not speaking alone of the gen- 


tleman, but this morning we have had evidence of that very dif- 
ficulty. Allusion has been made to what occurred in the com- 
a That is something with which the House has nothing to 

0. 


It has to do only with the results, 





Mr. SIMS. But, Mr. Speaker, when a committee allows out- 
siders to sit right there and report every word that happens, I 
want to know why a member of the House can not do it. 

Mr. PEARRE. I mean to say that if the gentleman states that 
I did anything of the sort, he states what is not true, and he 
knows it. 

Mr. SIMS. I never said a word about the gentleman. You 
are not an outsider. You are a member of the committee. 

a SPEAKER. Discussion of matters in committee is not in 
order. 

Mr. SIMS. I only wanted to state this in explanation—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not listen to any explanation, 
The gentleman will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. SIMS. When we came in here we voted for this amend- 
ment solidly, without an exception that I remember. I am not 
intending to misstate anything, but I am liable to forget. 

Mr. PEARRE. Well, you have forgotten. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. I 
have a right to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman from Maryland |Mr. PEARRE] has 
twice disputed my word. I want to say to him that I did not in- 
tend to misstate anything. If he were not present at the time 
referred to, or if he voted otherwise, I was mistaken in it, and he 
could have said so. There is a gentlemanly way to doit. That 
is all of it. I say now that if I made a misstatement——- 

The SPEAKE The gentleman is stating a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

Mr. SIMS. Iam too well known in this House for any gentle- 
man to think I would misstate him intentionally. The gentleman 
from Maryland understood that. We have the best personal re- 
lations, but there is a gentlemanly way to deny these things, and 
one that no man resents, and I do not. I say if I misstate, I am 
sorry for it. I did not intend to, and if he is the gentleman I 
have always taken him to be he will accept that, and if he does 
not, Ido not care. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PEARRE rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. PEARRE. I did not charge the gentleman with having 
deliberately made a misstatement. I simply desire to say for the 
gentleman’s benefit that if he means to say that I acquiesced in 
that proposition in the committee that the gentleman is mistaken. 
‘ Mr. SIMS. I beg your pardon sincerely and accept your word 

or it. 

Mr. PEARRE. And I want to say further that I do not think 
my personal relations with the gentleman are such as would jus- 
tify him in commenting upon my knowledge of gentility and 
courtesy; and if he means to say anything of that sort, I would 
only respond by saying that I certainly should not go to the gen- 
tleman for any lessons in those matters. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not ask the gentleman to do so. 

The SPEAKER. Now everything is delightful [laughter], and 
the Chair hopes the debate will proceed in order. 

Mr. SIMS. Now. Mr. Speaker, I wish to address myself to the 
matter before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order, and will proceed. 

Mr. SIMS. When the amendment was brought in here of 
$1,000,000 reduction to the Senate bill, it was voted on separately. 
Was there a mortal man that voted against that amendment? If 
there is, let him rise; I do not want to misstate him. We unani- 
mously voted for it, with all the information that any gentleman 
now has. Why, then,thechange? The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CowHERD] and myself stood up here and fought the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who wanted to knock out the 
expensive but very beautiful plaza, and we did it solely because 
we felt in honor bound to live up to all understandings made 
elsewhere. We had all the information then we havenow. Every 
member of this committee had ail the information then that he 
has now. Why now does any member of this committee come 
in here and ask this House to reflect upon information heretofore 
given and votes heretofore taken by going back upon that solemn 
vote of this House? 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker-— 

Mr. MORRELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Hay}. 

Mr. LATIMER. I want some time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] has 
five minutes. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, after a careful examination of this 
bill and of the amendment which is under consideration, I have 
concluded to vote to recede and concur in the amendment of the 
Senate. Iam not frightened by the language of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD], whom I do not now see, as to the 
account which I will have to make to my constituents if I vote 
for this bill. I might retort upon the gentleman that upon one 
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occasion he voted for an appropriation of $5,000,000 for the St. 
Louis Exposition, a great work, and one which I am not de- 
preciating. 

3ut at the same time I believe that this is legislation in the in- 
terest of beautifying the city of Washington, which is very dear 
to me, as to other Virginians. It is a work which will benefit my 
constituents and will benefit the constituents of many gentlemen 
in this House. I can not see from the statements which have 
been made heretofore by both sides on this question that the rail- 
roads are attempting to take anybody by the throat. As I under- 
stand it, this legislation was not inaugurated by the railroads. 
They were perfectly willing to accept the bill which was passed 
two yearsago. They did not ask foraunionstation. This union 
station was asked for by the park commissioners of the District 
of Columbia and by the District of Columbia government and by 
certain gentlemen of both Houses. If this is true, why say that 
the railroads are underteking to grab something to which they 
are not entitled? Weare told by the gentleman from Missouri 
that it will cost a great deal more to have a union station now 
than it would to have separate stations. 

if that is true, if it costs the railroads $500,000 more apiece than 
the committee has given to them, that is the Committee on the 
District of Columbia of the House, to build the station than it did 
before, why is it in this case that these gentlemen now are unwill- 
ing to give them this additional amount? They gave the Balti- 
more and Ohio $1,500,000 two years ago. They gave the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad land valued at about that amount; and if go, 
why do we now take back what we have heretofore done, by try- 
ing to terrify gentlemen, by trying to make gentlemen believe 
that they are going to lose votes at home because they vote what 
they believe to be right in a matter of business? This is asked 
for in reality by the park commissioners and the District Com- 
missioners because, I understand, they desire this union station. 
I am informed further that the Baltimore and Qhio Railroad and 
the Pennsylvania Railroad are both willing to have the bill 
which was passed two years ago to remain upon the statute books 
and to operate under that bill; that it is cheaper for them to do 
so. That being the case, and believing that the expenditure of 
this sum of money will be to the interest of the District of Colum- 
bia, will be to the interest of my constituents, and that it will be 
for the beautifying of this beautiful city, I shall. vote with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to recede and concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. LaTmMER],a member of the committee. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I think this House is pretty well 
informed in regard to the provisions of this bill, and the con- 
ditions that exist; but before we come to a vote, being amember of 
the District Committee, and also one of the conferees, I desire to 
make a simple statement to the House. Gentlemen, for thirty 
years we have been trying to get legislation here that would be 
satisfactory to the District of Columbia and to the country at 
large. We have failed up to date. The ple of the District 
and the members of this House object to the Baltimore and Po- 
tomac Railroad Company occupying the Mall. We passed a bill 
two years ago giving them the right to come in on an elevated 
track, and continue the use of the Mall, and to build a station 
there that would cost a million and a half dollars. Now, as has 
been stated, we give a million and a half dollars ‘to each railroad 
in substance in the bill we passed February 12,1901. This law is 
now in force. Iam amember of the District Committee; we 
were not satisfied with existing legislation, and our committee 
reported a new bill to this House providing for a union station, 
cutting down the amount that the Government would pay and 
making it $2,000,000 instead of $3,000,000, according to the Senate 
bill. 

I say to you here to-day that we either want legislation or we 
do not, and if we are to have legislation we ought to take some 
action in this House that will accomplish that legislation. The 
Senate is standing firm by its bill, cintadag a million and a half 
for each road. Now, my position is that these conferees ought 
to be sent back to conference, without instructions by the House, 
and I believe we will get legislation that will be satisfactory to 
the House, to the District of Columbia, and to the country at 
large. For you will see that much of the trouble in our last con- 
ference was that I for one took it that we were instructed when 
we left this House. Therefore we reached no agreement. The 
Senate is firm in its position and the House is firm in its. Now, 
let the conferees go back and I believe an agreement will be 
reached. Gentlemen, if we want legislation we can get it. Both 
of these railroads say they are willing to keep the legislation they 
now have. The Baltimore and Ohio road claims that they have 
spent over a million dollars in the purchase of land for the pur- 
pose of carrying out the legislation we gave them two years ago. 

Mr. COWHERD. Let me say to the gentleman that that is to 
be sold back to the city. 


Mr. LATIMER. I say to the House that if we propose to get 
legislation during this Congress let these conferees go back to 
conference without instructions. This is a great business propo- 
sition. Every prominent man with whom I have come in con- 
tact in this District wants a union station. I believe that a 
majority of this House want a union station. If you want that 
union station, send these conferees back without instructions, 
and, in my judgment, we will get legislation. [Applause.] 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. ApAms]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, there has been a spirit of acrimony 
thrown into this debate which is unfortunate and unusual in this 
House. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHeErp] in the 
course of his remarks went entirely outside of the limit of proper 
debate, and branded the city of Philadelphia as the most corrupt 
city in municipal government in this country. 

Mr. COWHERD. I did not; I said that nobody would take it 
as a model. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understood the gentleman to say that it was 
the most corrupt city in municipal government in the country. 

Mr. COWHERD. I did not intend to say that; but if I did, I 
do not retract it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that when my colleague asked him about St. Louis he said it 
had not contributed to the steam railways, but there are other 
railways that exist in cities for the transportation of passengers, 
and I would like the gentleman to make some statement in regard 
to corruption and the men who have just been convicted in the 
worst scandal that has ever involved any municipal government 
for many years; and I would further like to call his attention to 
the fact that if Philadelphia was badly governed, it was through 
her detective force that one of the embezzlers from St. Louis was 
arrested and sent back that he might be convicted. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, this charge on the city of Philadelphia was un- 
warranted and out of the way, and had nothing to do with this 
debate. But I will say in regard to the very question under dis- 
cussion that Philadelphia did contribute to the elevation of the 
tracks in that city in contradistinction to that of St. Louis. 
Why? Because the citizens felt the same way that the citizens do 
in the District of Columbia—that we are always willing to assist 
the public spirit of any corporation or any association which 
wishes to do things for the general good; and no greater good can 
be done than the elevation of the railway tracks in a large and 

pulous city so as to preserve the lives and limbs of the people. 

ou can pick up the public press any day and you will see nu- 
merous accidents all over the country which occur at these grade 
crossings. So the gentleman ignores the scandal of the city near 
which he lives and must be responsible for in some degree, as 
much as we hold ourselves responsible for the great city of Phila- 
delphia. [Applause. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I listened to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {Mr. MorRELL] when he opened this discussion in 
advocacy of his motion to concur. I only want to say, in regard 
to his allusion to myself, that I have a vote in this House. Ido 
not know whether I will ever have the confidence of my fellow- 
members in another Congress, at another time, so as to be chosen 
to preside or not. That cuts no figure; it will care for itself when 
the time comes, and if, perchance, it should so turn out, I will 
follow my best judgment, without fear, and perform the duties 
of that place when the time comes to the best of my ability. 
[Applause. ] 

As to my duty now, it is to add my voice for or against the 
gentleman’s motion according to my judgment and conscience, 
acting for myself. ThatIshalldo. Now, what is this proposi- 
tion? To agree toa Senate amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This is an amendment of the House to the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. CANNON. An amendment of the House to the Senate 
bill, and the Senate disagreed to it, a difference of a million dol- 
lars between the two bodies. Now, in cold blood, I want to in- 
quire a minute as to the merits of the proposition. You always 
have to read proposed legislation in the light of what has passed, 
and especially in the light of what has passed at the present ses- 
sion of Congress. Two years ago Congress legislated for the pur- 
pose of getting an elevation of tracks. One depot was to be built 
on the Mall and the other one at C street. The two companies at 
that time did not agree. There never had been a time up to that 
time that these two companies, the two great railway companies, 
could agree or listen to a question of a union depot. Never. Af- 
terwards, I think, to state an open secret, there was such acom- 
munity of interest created touching the stock of these two great 
companies, to say the least of it, that their management is now 
entirely harmonious. [Laughter.] If you tickle one, the other 
sneezes. [Laughter.] That is an open secret. 











i 






1903. 





Tam not abusing them forit. But when this time came, after the 
legislation of two years ago, then they began to talk about a union 
depot, and these people began to be ‘‘forced”’ and “forced.” Is 
therea line of law on the statute book that ‘‘ forces’ them then or 
now? Not one—not one—not one. Inall the time that has passed 
since the enactment of 1901 they have had full power to proceed 
under that legislation to construct their respective depots and 


elevate the tracks. Have they done it? No. Are they going to | 


do it? No. Any man can see that who wears spectacles—more 
pairs than I—let alone with the naked eye. 

Now, what happens at this session? There came in here a bill 
passed by the Senate, amended by the House. It provided fora 
plaza park in front of this union depot. That did not meet my 
approval as an individual. I thought it was an unnecessary ex- 
pense put upon the District and upon the Treasury. I antago- 
nized it. But I found the J‘ouse Committee on the District of 
Columbia an absolute unit in opposing my antagonism. I asked 
one of the members of that committee—not in committee, for I 


do not belong to that committee—‘t Why does your committee | 


stand together in this way?’’ ‘‘ For the reason,’’ was the reply, 


‘that this committee reports without dissent in favor of cutting | 


down by a million dollars from the donation out of the Treasury 
to these two companies.’’ And to secure that, the committee 
comes absolutely together; and that ends it. I antagonized the 
proposition as best I could. I was beaten, as I have frequently 
been beaten; that is, I voted with the minority. 

Now, another thing. It is an open secret—and I say it respect- 
fully, without criticism, because people interested in legislation 
have the right by all proper means to make their power and in- 
fluence and judgment felt—it is an open secret that the repre- 
sentatives of these two great corporations—or one great corpora- 
tion if they are one—were doing all that they legitimately could 
to pass that bill through the House, or aid in its passage with the 
Hovse amendment. The District of Columbia Committee was 
solid. The bill was passed. It went to the Senate. The Senate 
refused to agree to our action. The bill came back to the House 
and went to conference, and on conference report of disagreement 
the House discussed it, as the House always does matters of dif- 
ference. When we differ with the Senate we discuss. We dis- 
cussed this proposition and voted upon it, and stood by the House 
amendment. 

Now, speaking with entire respect of the general practices of 
another body—not criticising—suffice it to say that, following the 
practice that is rarely ‘‘ honored in the breach,”’ that body, as a 
fact, never had discussed the merits of this proposition—never. 
They did not discuss it, as the Recorp will disc ose, when they 
disagreed to the House amendment. They did not discuss its 
merits when the matter came back on the conference report. 
‘The Senate further insist’ is the record. And now the matter 
comes back again. I hope it will never come here again. My 
judgment is that if you knock off the other $2,000,000 ‘‘ not all 
the king’s horses or all the king’s men’’—I know they are across 
the ocean, some distance off—can keep these companies from 
accepting the legislation gladly. [Applause.] Things are not 
now as they were when the legislation was had two years ago. 
We are making liberal donations to these companies. I believe 
with the gentleman from Missouri that we are contributing fully 
half, and more, too, to the elevation of the tracks and the con- 


lieved these companies from taxation for their elevation. It is 
simply taxed as a highway. They have been treated well. 
Enough is as good as a feast. 

O! it is excellent 


To have a giant's strength; but tyrannous 
To use it like a giant. 


Speaking for myself, I want to say, from my standpoint, that | 
| Company was to build a depot on the Mall and the Baltimore and 


it is not politic for these great corporations to insist upon this 
extra million. [Applause.] They are free to insist. They 


right to manage their matters as they choose. But the doors of 
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out $22,000,000 for track elevation, and the city not a cent; and 
they are already making preparation to pay out $11,000,000 more. 
Well, that was good work upon the part of the city. Philadel- 
Pe it is stated, donated one-half of such expenses in that city. 

am not here to criticise Philadelphia. I do not know what 
caused that city to d6it. St. Louis contributed nothing for simi- 
lar work. The cities that have contributed, contributed only 
about 35 per cent. 

We contribute, without this increase of this million of dollars, 
over one-half; and that is enough, in my judgment; and for one 
I trust that if the House further insists, as I hope and believe it 
will, upon its disagreement with the Senate, that that will end it. 
Oh, but says sofhe one, Will they take it? Will they take it! 
Willa duck swim? [Laughter.] Will a stone when released 
from an elevation go, under the law of gravitation, toward the 
center of the earth? ‘‘So much I have,’’ they could well exclaim, 
‘*and by the grace of one branch of Congress, or of two, it costs 
nothing to play for the other million, and we make the play.”’ 
(Laughter. | Gentlemen, let’s call them here and now! [Pro- 
longed laughter and applause. | 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, Iwould ask how much more 
time I have remaining. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. MORRELL. 1 yield seven minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to have just a word or 
two before this discussion closes. I listened with great pleasure 
to the earnest speech of the eloquent gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CowHERD], as I always do when he speaks, but I think that 
he did not thoroughly state the proposition which is before this 
House. I think that the question before the House is a much 
simpler question than the one discussed by my friend from Mis- 
souri. I joined in the enthusiasm, too, with which the House 
always greets the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAaNNoNn] who has 
just taken his seat; but I do not think that he, either, has fairly 
stated the exact question which is before the House. The ques- 
tion is, Shall there be contributed to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company and the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, in con- 
nection with the elevation of their tracks and the erection of a 





| union station, one million dollars each or one and a half million 


dollars each? 
The Senate and the District Commissioners say it ought to be 


| one and a half millions of dollars. The House insists that it 
| ought to be only $1,000,000. Now, that is the only question be- 


fore us,and it seems to me that it may be solved and fairly solved 
by a brief recital of what precedes this Senate bill. Some thirty 
years ago or more the Pennsylvania Railroad Company entered 
the District of Columbia. I do not know how long ago the Balti- 
more and Ohio also entered the District of Columbia. They are 
both here by virtue of legislation, and they have expended large 
sums of money. They do not owe the District anything particu- 


| larly nor does the District owe them anything particularly. They 


have each contributed to the welfare of the other. In the mean- 
time Washington has been growing in population. Great crowds 
come here on various occasions, for Washington has become a 


| convention city, and therefore it became necessary in the interests 
| of human life, in the interests of business, that the tracks of these 
| two companies in the District should be elevated. 

struction of the tunnel, including the plaza park. We have re- | 


The companies and the Congress of the United States came 
hey madea bargain. That bargainis represented by 
the legislation of 1901. Whether it was a good bargain for the 
railroad companies or a good bargain for the District of Columbia 
is now wholly irrelevant. Under the terms of that bargain, em- 
bodied in that legislation, the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
was to elevate its tracks and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company was to elevate its tracks; the Pennsylvania Railroad 


| Ohio Railroad Company a depot on C street. It was agreed that 
manage their own matters. We manage ours. They have a / 


the Treasury and the revenues of the District of Columbia can | 


not swing open at the dictation of a coordinate branch of Con- 


private citizen unless, exercising the trust that we do for 80,000,000 
people, we give the legal key to open the door by our votes. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to have two minutes more. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, following our judgments and our 
consciences, it is for us to unlock those doors, as we shall answer 
* —— and answer to an intelligent public sentiment. [Ap- 
plause. 


a fair division of the cost would give to the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Company a million and a half of dollars in property and to the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company a million and a half of 


| dollars in money. Now, gentlemen of the House of Representa- 
gress [applause]—can not swing open at the dictation of any | 


tives, that is existing law. Under the existing law the tracks are 
to be raised, the depot is to be built on the Mall, the other tracks 
are to be raised and the depot is to be built on C street. Now, 
why any necessity for additional legislation? Because a grand 
scheme for the beautification of this capital city has been entered 
upon. Listen to me for a moment while I read: 

The new station will be the finest structure of its kind in the world. Its 
length will be 760 feet, which is 8 feet 8 inches longer than the Capitol itself. 
It will be built of white marble, with the interior of marble and stone 


and soon. A palatial building, palatial in conception, in propor- 


Much has been said as to what other cities have done. That | tions, and in beauty. 


does not make a great deal of difference. The question is, What 
ought we to do? In the city of Chicago, as my colleague [Mr. 
Mann] has just said, the railways have within ten years paid 


XXXVI——167 


| 


Now, then, the park commissioners, the gentlemen interested 
in the beautification of this national capital, say to the railroad 
companies, We do not want you to carry out the scheme of 1901; 
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we have a new scheme and a better scheme and we want you to 
join us init. Now, that brings us tojusta single question, and itis 


the kernel of this case. Will it cost the railr companies any 
more to carry out this new scheme than it would cost to carry out 
the old scheme? That istheonly question. This is nota question 
of a giant cruelly exercising a giant’s strength. It is a question 
of simple justice. True, these are railroad corporations, but they 
are just as much entitled to justice at the hands of this House as 
the humblest or the loftiest citizen in the land. Now, can they 
carry out this scheme upon the terms upon which they agreed to 
carry out the scheme embodied in the legislation of 1901? 

I say no, they can not. Before I come to that, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] would have you believe that this 
union depot scheme is a scheme of the railroad companies. Mr. 
Cassatt, president of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, than 
whom a more reputable gentleman does not live, says that they 
had nothing at all to do with it and that they prefer existing leg- 
islation. Mr. Loree, the president of the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company, an equally reputable gentleman, says the 
same thing. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not be interrupted. I have only seven 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. DALZELL. The Senate committee report: 

This proposition does not come from the railroads. They are satisfied 
with their present situation. From the standpoint of economical railroad 
management the pro nnion station has little to recommend it. The 
terminal charges are increased from about 40cents to about $1.20 per passen- 
ger car, and there will be no corresponding increase in the passengers. 

Now, can they carry out this scheme without additional cost? 
I call attention to the statement of Mr. Cassatt. I will put the 
figures in the REcorRD. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. I should like one minute more. 

Mr. MORRELL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. The total cost to the Philadelphia, Baltimore 
and Washington Railroad, which is the Pennsylvania Railroad, 
under the pending bill is $7,966,926; cost under the act of Febru- 
ary 12, 1901, $4,392,656; total excess of cost to the Philadelphia, 
Baltimore and Washington Railroad, $3,574,270. Under these 
circumstances I put it to your consciences as intelligent legislators 


tinguished chairman of the Commitiee on Appropriations said 
was needless. 

But, laying aside all questions of the comparative merits of gen- 
tlemen in their struggle for economy, let us come down for one 
minute to the consideration of the propositions before the House. 

Two years ago this House, by a majority of nearly 100, ed 
the existing law requiring the timore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany to eliminate its grade crossings, erect a station at C street, 
and do certain other things. That bill appropriated $1,500,000 to 
that company in consideration of its doing these things. The 
economical gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp], the eco- 
nomical chairman of the District Committee [Mr. Bascock], and 
the economical chairman of the Appropriations Committee [Mr. 
Cannon] all voted for that bill; voted for it once, voted for it 
twice, appropriating $1,500,000 to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 

Company in consideration of its bearing certain expenses 
and doing certain things. Now, this pending bill requires them 
to do more, according to the estimates of the Senate committee, 
of which the late Senator McMillan was chairman, and according 
to the unanimons report of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. They say in that report, on page 13, ‘‘ that in the case of 
the Baltimore and Ohio the total estimated cost is $250,000 or 
$300,000 greater than that of last year ’’—that is to say, this bill 
we are now discussing and which originated in the Senate in 1902, 
imposes $300,000 more of expense upon that company than was im- 
posed upon it by the act of 1901, for which all of these economic- 
ally inclined gentlemen voted. 

Furthermore, this bill compels that railroad company to remove 
its freight station entirely outside of the city limits and locate it 
away out at Eckington, a proposition which, directly or indi- 
rectly, will cost that ee at least a million of dollars. As I 
have already stated, all of these economical gentlemen voted for 
the act of 1901, which gave to this company $1,500,000. Now, 
this bill in those parts upon which both Senate and House have 
agreed puts these additional burdens upon the company, and the 
only amendment that is now undisposed of, so far as concerns 


| that company, is that whereby they pene. in section 13, to 
a 


amend the third paragraph of the eighth section of the act of 1901 
by striking out, so that instead of reading $1,500,000 it shall read 
$1,000,000. 

Now, take the case of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 
The act of 1901 required it to make vast expenditures for the pur- 


whether it is anything more than just that that million and a half | pose of eliminating all its grade crossings in thiscity. In consid- 


of dollars provided for by the Senate bill and recommended by 
the District Commissioners be allowed to stand in that bill to the 
credit of that company. 

Upon the other hand, so far as the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
is concerned, I find their estimate of the total cost under the bill 
now pending is $5,756,550; cost under the act of February 12, 
1901, $5,599,498, or am excess of cost of $157,142. 

Now, one other matter. I can not understand the figures of 
the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. CowHEerp]. I find here the 
District Commissioners’ estimate of the cost of work to be done 
by the railroad companies is $13,073,103; work to be done by the 
District of Columbia, with damages to property, $1,770,000, or 
eee ie altogether, of which the railroad companies bear 

11,073,103. 


I appeal to you, gentlemen of the House of Representatives, to | enable the Government to ca 


be just; I do not ask you to be generous. I am not here asking 
for anything that these people have not shown that they are en- 
titled to; and if from any motives other than those of dealing out 
exact justice we fail to legislate as we ought to legislate on this 
occasion, it will be to the disgrace and shame of the House of 
Representatives. (Agen) 

Mr. MORRELL. I should like to ask the chairman of the con- 
ference committee if he is going to use any more of his time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have a few minutes remaining, Mr. Speaker, 
and I desire to close the debate with those few minutes, when the 
gentleman is through with his time. 

Mr. MORRELL. All right. I will yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. OLMSTED]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, we all know the tendencies of 
the gentleman from Missouri |[Mr. CowHERD] in the direction of 
economy. We saw them exhibited in his fruitless efforts to pre- 
vent this body from voting six or seven millions of dollars to be 
expended in the city of St. Louis in his own State in celebration 
of the Louisiana Purchase. We all know the tendencies of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] toward rigid economy. 
We saw them in his efforts to secure the appropriation of several 
millions more in the construction of Government buildings at 
Annapolis, in his district, than the economical chairman of the 
Appropiations Committee [Mr. Cannon] or the House itself 
thought necessary. We all know the’ economical tendencies of 
the chairman of the District Committee. We observed them in 





| 


eration of its doing so it granted to the company additional land 
upon the Mall of the estimated value of $1,500,000. All of these 
economical gentlemen voted for that proposition in 1901. 

This bill, upon which both Houses have already agreed except 
as to this particular amendment, proposes to take that land away 
from the company and also to impose upon it additional expenses. 
In their unanimous report addressed to the Senate committee, the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia say: 

In the case of the Baltimore and Potomac, the extra estimated cost is near] 
$8,000,000, and the bill provides that the company is to receive from the United 

tates $1,500,000 for vacating the Mall. 

In other words, the bill proposes to pay the company for the 
land which the Government takes from it, and having done that, 
imposes an additional $3,600,000 upon the company in order to 
out the improvements which it 
desires to make in the city of Washington. In brief, this bill says 
to the company over whose lines the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 

ny’s cars enter this city, that it must surrender and vacate 
B500,000 worth of property, and must also do other things in- 
volving an additional expenditure of $3,600,000 for the purpose of 
beautifying this city. The bill upon which the Senate insists pays 
the company for the land taken. 

The amendment which our economical friends are ns 
proposes to pay for only two-thirds of the pean. They vo 
in 1901 to convey this property tothe company. They now desire 
to compel the company to give it back at two-thirds of what it 
cost the company, and in addition to that to compel the expendi- 
ture of $3,600,000 of additional money for the benefit of the city 
of Washington. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] asks, 
‘* Where are they required to do these things?’’ Why, this very 
bill, in that portion of it upon which both Houses have already 
agreed, requires it. Turn toline 1 on page 2, and you will find 
that the language is ‘‘ authorized and required’’—not authorized 
merely, but *‘ authorized and required—to locate, construct, main- 
tain, operate, etc.’’ On page 7, beginning on line 4, it expressly 
declares that ‘‘ the terminal station contemplated by this act shall 
cost not less than $4,000,000, and shall be monumental in charac- 
ter, and the plans therefor shall be subject to the approval of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia.”’ 

Senator McMillan, and his committee estimated that the station, 
as contemplated, will cost $5,000,000. This act requires them to 


his fruitless efforts to induce us to advance some $10,000,000 out | build it and do these other things requiring large expenditures of 
of the public Treasury a few days ago, which advance the dis- ' money. 
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Senator McMillan, in the report of his committee to the Senate, 


said: 
During the Fifty-sixth Congress leqiaiotion was enacted enlarging the oc- 


of the road in the Mall. This action was taken only after years 
cuPeort to obtain the withdrawal of the road from public space, and because 
of the demand for the elimination of © crossingsand increased facilities 
for handling the rapidly growing traffic. In the adjustment then made the 


railroad received land in the Mall in lieu of the usual cash payment of one- 


f he cost of track elevation. 
baese proposition now is that the United States shall buy, at a fair valua- 
tion, this land on which the railroad has been paying taxes for thirty years 
and that the railroad shall use the money so received as a portion of the ex- 
pense of building a tunnel and making connections with the proposed union 


seis proposition does not come from the railroads. They are satisfied 


with their present situation. 

Congress, however, is not satisfied. It desires that they shall 
build a beautiful union station for the adornment of the city; 
that in order to reach it instead of going over the surface of the 
ground they shall construct an extensive tunnel. Now, the use 
of this tunnel will not bring them an additional passenger or 
ton of freight. It is for the advantage of the city and not of the 
railroads. This is nota donation party. Weare not giving any- 
thing to the railroad companies. We are taking from them. 
The question is, How much shall we take? What forced contri- 
bution shall we require of them? 

I understand that they are willing to bear the increased bur- 
dens proposed by this bill, provided that otherwise they are left 

recisely as they were left by the legislation of 1901. The Senate 

ill gives them substantially just what this House, by a majority 
of nearly a hundred, determined upon in 1901. The Senate does 
not propose to give them a half million dollars apiece, but the 
amendment which the gentlemen advocate proposes to take from 
them a half million dollars apiece. By the Senate bill, without 
this amendment, they are lett in precisely the same position in 
which the House put them in the legislation of two years ago, for 
which all of these economically inclined gentlemen voted. If it 
was right then, what has occurred to make that legislation wrong 
now, when we are proposing to put several miilion dollars of 
actual expenses upon these companies? 

I have no interest, personal, professional, or financial, in any 
company named in this bill. I am glad to see them contribute all 
that they will toward the improvement and beautification of this 
city. If they are willing to make the total expenditures required 
by this bill, which all hands agree will amount to more than 
$12,000,000, I think the Government or the District of Columbia 
can afford to pay them for the property taken from them. 

Mr. BAB K. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Ican not yield. I have but a few minutes. 
What has occurred to cause gentlemen who voted for the legisla- 
tion of 1901 to oppose continuing the provisions as to these pay- 
ments? Why, the gentleman from Illinois says that now these 
roads or corporations ‘‘ flop together’’ better than they did then, 
in 1901. That is a proposition I challenge. They flopped to- 
gether just as well then as they do now or ever will. But that is 
not the proposition before the House. The question is, What is 
right and just between the Government and these corporations, 
not on a proposition of their asking, but on our mandate to com- 

el their expenditure of many millions of dollars; not for increas- 
ing their freight or passenger business, but in beautifying and 
improving the city of Washington? I hope the House will recede 
from the remaining amendments to the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the REcorD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks per- 
mission that he may extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DALZELL. r. Speaker, I make the same request. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dat- 
ZELL] makes the same request. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I think I have the right to 
close, as I made the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is in charge 
of the bill, and has the floor. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
made a preferential motion, but that will not take from the gen- 
Cae rom Wisconsin, in charge of the bill, the right to close 

ebate. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I think I have five minutes re- 
maining. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes. 

Mr. MORRELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. PzarreE] has stated very clearly and concisely the history 
of this whole terminal legislation, and it is not new. Two years 
ago we made provision for terminals for the two railroads. These 
provisions were satisfactory to both railroads. From that day to 
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this they have never asked this House to have any change made 
in the legislation. The changes which have been made or which 
are provided for in the bill, the consideration of which we are 
about to conclude, are asked, not by either of the railways, but 
are asked by officials of the United States Government. The 
movement for the chinge from the provisions of the bills of two 
years ago was inaugurated by the then chairman of the District 
of Columbia Committee in another body, a distinguished gentle- 
man, a man of broad, extensive business experience and of wise 
judgment, now deceased. That distinguished gentleman inaugu- 
rated a movement for the change of legislation in reference to the 





And, Mr. Speaker, it was only after the most earnest, persistent 
arguments made by him on behalf of the Government that the 
railroads finally consented to the provisions of the Senate bill; 
consented upon his assurance that a million and a half dollars 
should be appropriated for each railroad, and that the influence 
of this distinguished gentleman should be used in bringing about 
that result. This is the question now. Shall we carry out here 
in the Mouse the agreement made, not upon the application of 
either railroad or of both, but the application made on behalf of the 
Government by its official, by the chairman of a committee of one 
of the legislative bodies of the country, made to the railroads and 
accepted by them only upon the most earnest solicitation on be- 
half of the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, I think there is a mistaken notion in the House 
about amendment numbered 57. Amendment numbered 57 does 
not appropriate a cent. Amendment 57 does not appropriate a 
million and a half dollars for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 
That money is already appropriated by the act of two years ago. 
The Senate provision in amendment 57, which we will incorporate 
in this bill,if we sustain the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, to recede and concur, is a legislative enactment having 
nothing whatever to do with money. The provision inserted hy 
the Houseisa provision which reduces that old appropriation frem 
a million and a half toamillion dollars. If wesustain the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to recede, we do not appro- 
priate one cent more for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. We 
oaae leave undisturbed the appropriation of a million and a 
half dollars that we made two years ago. That is all there is in 
that proposition. 

Any gentleman can see it by reading the bill. The Senate pro- 
vision, section 13, is legislation. It does not refer to money. 
The amendment incorporated by the House, that the House con- 
ferees are now insisting upon, is the one which reduces the 
amount which we have already appropriated for the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad. I think the House has had a mistaken no- 
tion in reference to that. My distinguished friend from Mlinois 
asks in the most dramatic way and by repetition, ‘‘ Will they 
accept it?”” That, Mr. Speaker, if seems to me is an argument, 
if argument it may be called, beneath the dignity of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. Might never has and never will make right. 
We have more than once under the leadership of the gentleman 
from Illinois and some other members forced claimants before 
this Government to accept a lesser amount than they believed 
was their just due. We have forced the members upon this floor 
to accept a lesser amount than they believed honestly due claim- 
ants. It is no argument to say that they will accept it if they are 
forced to accept it. I do not know whether the gentleman’s 
statement is correct, but I am inclined to take with more than a 
little grain of allowance most of the statements made in regard 
to this proposition since more than two weeks ago one of the 
members of the conference committee on this bill stated to this 
House that the Senate conferees in five minutes would recede 
from their proposition if we would send them back with instruc- 
tions. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania as an 
amendment to my motion. 

The SPEAKER. It isnot an amendment to the gentleman’s 
motion, it is a preferential motion. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iask for the reading of his motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania |Mr. MORRELL] is simply to recede on two amendments, 
Nos. 39 and 41, and, in regard to amendment 57, that the House 


| recede from that part of it which has not been disposed of in con- 


ference. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, that is all there is open in the 
bill. Everything else has been agreed to. I ask, as a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, what difference there is, in effect, between the 
motion I make to insist and the gentleman’s motion to recede? 
Is it not, in fact, the same motion; that is, an affirmative vote on 
one proposition is the same as a negative vote on the other? 

The SPEAKER. Notin thiscase. We have here a Senate bill 
with House amendments. The bill has passed, and the amend- 


ments only are in controversy. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
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[ Mr. Bascock] moves to insist on the amendments. 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. MoRRELL] moves to recede. If the 
House recedes from these amendments, that ends the matter; that 
disposes of the controversy. If the House does not recede, ‘there 
may be several things that may be done under parliamentary 
law. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If that is the status, Mr. Speaker. I wish to 
answer some questions propounded by the gentleman from New 
York and the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Daze] and also his 
colleague [} e propounded this proposition. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Is the gentleman from Wisconsin going to 
occupy the balance of his time? 

Mr. BABCOCK. But a very few moments. He propounded 
this proposition: “If a member of the House voted for this propo- 
sition in 1901, granting a million and a half dollars to each road, 
why have they changed their minds? What different conditions 
are there?’’ The different conditions, gentlemen, as I have stated 
over and over again on this floor, are that this proposition, entails 
an additional burden of $1,600,000 on the Government and the 
District revenues. That is the difference. 

Mr. PEARRE. Did not the gentleman from Wisconsin state 
In the debate on December 16, in response to a question by the 
gentleman from Missouri, that the actual increase to the District 
was only $600,000? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No. I am speaking about the expenditure 
by the District and the General Government. The entire amount 
over and above the present law, the estimates that were agreed 
upon, is $1,600,000. 

Mr. PEARRE. How much is the total increase of cost of the 
whole scheme? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iam speaking about the cost to the District 
and the General Government. 

Mr. PEARRE. I know; but what is the whole increased cost 
over 1901? 

‘ ns BABCOCK. The increased cost for elevation of the 
racks 

Mr. PEARRE. I ask for the whole increased cost. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Gentlemen, I am going to answer this ques- 
tion in my own way. The elevation is not half as high; it is not 
as long; but, gentlemen, are we going outside of the District of 
Colum ia, into the State of Maryland, and pay for branch roads 
and spurs not in the District? Is that a part of the cost for 
elevation? 

Mr. PEARRE. Is there any provision in the bill for that? 

Mr. PALMER. How much moreis it going to costthe railroads 
to go into the union depot scheme? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will answer as rapidly as I can. 

Mr. PALMER. We have heard about the $1,600,000 that they 
are to pay for going to the Massachusetts avenue site; but I want 
to know how much the two railroads have to pay in the way of 
money if they go into this scheme. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This bill will cost the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company for track elevation $259,000 more than the present law; 
it will cost the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company $1,330,000 
less than the present law. 

Mr. PALMER. That is for track elevation. Now, go on and 
tell us about the rest. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is for track elevation. That relates to 
the elimination of grade crossings. It does not cover the build- 
ing of new roads or the building of tunnels or depots. Whoever 
heard of a municipal government, or any other government, 
building depots and tunnels for any railway corporation? 

Mr. PEARR RE. May I ask the gentleman one question? Why 
is it necessary to build this tunnel and this $4,000,000 station? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 

ropounded by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

t has been shown to this House over and over again that this 
proposition is one that has been forced upon the roads. The gen- 
tleman from New York stated to the House that the railroad com- 
panies were urged into this project against their wishes; that it 
was a plan of the late Senator McMillan. He did not draw the 
proper distinction between the C street site and the Massachusetts 
avenue site. The C street site is the one which the railroad com- 
panies agreed to, and for which they filed their plans. That was 
the site that the House committee adopted and agreed to. The 
Massachusetts avenue site, in contradistinction to the C street 
site, was the Senate plan—not as against the present law, but 
only between the two sites. The House must not misunderstand 
as to the proposition which was urged upon these roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iaskthe gentleman to yield fora single ques- 
tion. Was I not correct in my statement that the first application 


The gentle- 








for a change of law two years ago came from the Government | 


rather than from the railroad? 
Mr. BABCOCK. So far as the Massachusetts avenue site is 
concerned, that is correct. 


I want toanswer another question—a question | 





i 
i 





at C street on file in the Commissioners’ office, much to my sur- 
prise, after our committee had adopted the plan. 

Mr. PEARRE. Was not that plan inaugurated by the Senator? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think not—not the C street site. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will occupy only a moment more. This 
is a matter of dollars and cents. Itis a matter in which the Dis- 
trict Committee has sought to do full justice to the roads; and I 
believe that the only way in which this matter can be properly 
and equitably adjusted is for the House to vote down the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I ask you, Mr. Speaker, 
how can we,or any of us, defend ourselves in voting to the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Com yany the sum of $500,000 when the 
facts and the figures show that by this legislation they save 
$1,330,000? 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays on this proposition, 
because I believe that every man who votes upon it should make 
his record. 

Several MemBers. That is right. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote! *’ ** Vote! ’’] 

The SPEAKER. Is aseparate vote demanded upon the amend- 
ments of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? [A pause.] If not, 
they will be submitted in gross. 

Mr. LATIMER. I should like to make a motion, as a substi- 
tute for the two motions already pending, that the House ask for 
a free conference with the Senate. 








The SPEAKER. That is not in order now. 


.derstands, the yeas and nays are demanded. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 101, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 10, not voting 83; as follows: 


I found the plans for a union station | fomtiton. 


As the Chair un- 


YEAS—157. 
Acheson, Deemer, Jackson, Md, Ryan, 
Adams, Dick, Jenkins, Schirm, 
Aexander, Dovener, Joy, Scott, 
Allen, Me. Draper, Kahn, Shattuc, 
Ball, Del. Dwight, Ketcham, Shelden, 
Bankhead, Eddy, Kluttz, Sherman, 
Bartholdt, Emerson, Knapp, Showalter, 
Bates, Evans, Kyle, Sibley, 
Beidler, Fitzgerald, Lacey, Small, 
Bellamy, Fletcher, Landis, Smith, Ml. 
Billmeyer, Flood, Lessler, Smith, lowa 
Bishop, Foerderer, Lester Smith, H. C. 
Black urn, Fordney, Lewis, Pa Southwick, 
Blakeney, Foster, Vt. Lindsay, Sparkman, 
Boreing, Fowler, Littlefield, Sperry, 
Brandegee, Gardner, Mich. Long, Steele, 
Bristow, Gardner, N. J. Loudenslager, Stewart, N. Y. 
Brownlow, Gibson, Lovering, Storm, 
Bull, Gillet, N. Y. McDermott, Sulloway, 
Burk, Pa. Goldfogle, McLachlan, Swann, 
Burke, S. Dak. Gordon, Mahon, Tawney, 
Burleigh, Graff, Martin, Tayler, Ohio 
Butler, Pa. Graham, Mercer, Taylor, Ala. } 
Calderhead, Greene, Mass. Mickey, Thayer, { 
Capron, Grosvenor, Miller, Thomas, Iowa / 
Cassel, Grow, Moody, Tompkins, Ohio / 
Cassingham, Hanbury, Morgan, Van Voorhis, 
Conner, Haskins, Morrell, Vreeland, 
Coombs, Haugen, Moss, Wachter, 
Corliss, Hay, Nevin, Wadsw orth, 
Creamer, Heatwole, Newlands, Wanger, 
Cromer, edge, Norton, Warner. 
Crowley, iP urn, Olmsted, Warnock, 
Crumpacker, Hill, Overstreet, Weeks, 
Curtis, Hooker, Palmer, Wiley, 
Cushman, Hopkins, Patterson, Pa. Woods, 
Dalzell, Howell, Pearre, Young. 
Davey, La. Hughes, Powers, Mass. 
Davis, Fla. Irwin, Ransdell, La. 
Dayton, Jack, Roberts, 
NAYS—101. 

Adamson, Esch, Little, Robinson, Ind. 
Allen, Ky. Feely, Livingston, Robinson, Nebr. 
Babcock, Finle y; Lloyd, Rucker, 
Ball, Tex. Fleming, McAndrews Russell, 
Bell, Foss, McCulloch, Scarborough, 

| Bowie, Gaines, W. Va. Maddox, Shallenberger, 
Breazeale, Gardner, Mass. Mahoney, Sheppard, 
Brick Gilbert, Miers, Ind, Sims, 

| Brown, Gill, Moon, Slayden, 
Brundidge, Hemenway, Mudd, Smith, Ky. 
Burgess, Henry, Conn, Needham, Smith, $8. W. 
Burkett, Henry, Tex. Neville, Snodgrass, 

| Burton, Hitt. Otjen, Southard, 
Butler, Mo. gouiter, Padgett, Stark, 
Candler, Howard, Parker, Sulzer, 
Cannon, Hull, Payne, Tate, 
Clayton, Johnson, Perkins, Thomas, N.C. 
Cochran, Jones, Va Pierce, Trimble, 
Cooney, Kehoe, Powers, Me. Underwood, 
Cooper, Tex. Kern, Randell, Tex. White, 

| Cowherd, Kitchin, Claude Reid, Williams, Til. 
Darragh, Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhea, Williams, Miss. 

| De Armond, Lamb, Richardson, Ala. Zenor. 
Dinsmore, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn 

| Dougherty, Lawrence, eaey. 
Driscoll, Lewis, Ga, Robb, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT’—10. . 
penton, Mann, Morris, Robertson, La. 
ster, Tl. Maynard, Prince, 
Metcalf, Pugsley, 











NOT VOTING—83. 


lin, Douglas, Lever, Shafroth, 
a. Edwards, Littauer, Skiles, 
Bartlett, Elliott, Loud Smith, Wm. Alden 
Belmont, Flanagan, McCall, Snook, 
Bingham, Fox, McCleary, Bpight, 

utell, Gaines, Tenn. McClellan, S ne 
Bowersock, Gillett, Mass. McLain, Stevens, n. 
Brantley lass, McRae, Stewart, N. J. 
Bromwell, Glenn, Marshall, Sutherland, 
Broussard, Gooch, Meyer, La. Swanson, 
Burleson, Green, Pa Minor, Talbert, 
Burnet Griffith, Mondell, Thompson, 
Caldwe Griggs, Mutchler, Tirrell, 
Clark, Henry, Miss Naphen, ee N. ¥. 
Connell, Hildebrant, Patterson, Tenn. Vandiver, 
Conry, Jackson, Kans Pou. Watson, 
Cooper, Wis. Jett, Reeder, Wheeler, 
Cousins, Jones, Wash Reeves, Wilson, 
Currier, Kleberg, Ruppert, Wooten, 
Dahle, Knox, Sel ¥. Wright. 
Davidson, ter, Shackleford, 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. MAYNARD, 
Mr. McCay. with Mr. McClean, 
For the vote: 
. CONNELL with Mr. STePHeEns of Texas. 
. BROMWELL with Mr. BENTON. 
. LITTAUVER with Mr. Giuuett of Massachusetts. 
. Minor with Mr. BuRLESON, 
. HAMILTON with Mr. Pov. 
. MARSHALL with Mr. LEVER. 
. BOWERSOCK with Mr. SNOOK. 
. Loup with Mr. McLarn. 
. REEVES (against Senate amendment) with Mr. CALDWELL 
(for Senate amendment). 
Until further notice: 
Mr. BovuTELL with Mr. Griaas, 
. MorRIs with Mr. G Lass. 
. Moss with Mr. Goocu. 
. Wa. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 
. PRINCE with Mr. GRIFFITH. 
. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 
. BINGHAM with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Until Monday: 

Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

For the day: 

Mr. McC.ieary with Mr. McRae. 

Mr. Tompkins of New York with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. Jackson of Kansas. 

Mr. Jonrs of Washington with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAvIpson with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. DAHLE with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. CURRIER with Mr. BRoussARD. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. MONDELL with Mr. Garnzs of Tennessee. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. WooTrEN. 

Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. Conry. 

Mr. DoveLas with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 

Mr. APLIN with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. Mann with Mr. Jett. 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. Patterson of Tennessee, 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr, Watson with Mr. PuGSLEY. 

Mr. Reever with Mr. Ruppert. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘no’’ on the roll call. I 
am paired with my colleague [Mr. JETT]. I desire to change my 
vote and to answer “‘ present.”’ 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. MANN and he answered “ pres- 
ent.”’ 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. MORRELL, a motion to reconsider the last | 
vote was laid on the table. 


FIRST CUSTOMS CONGRESS OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State, with accompany- 
ing care cme to the proceedings of the First Customs Congress of the 


American Republics, held at New York in January, 1903. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


White Housr, February 25, 1908. 
The message and accompanying documents were ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
WILLIAM W. M’ALLISTER. 
By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Smirx of Iowa, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
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leaving copies, the papers in the case of William W. McAllister, 
Fifty-seventh Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

HOUSE BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following House bills, 
similar to Senate bills that have passed the House, with the re- 
quest that the House bills be ordered to lie on the table; which 
request, by unanimous consent, was agreed to: 

H. R. 9676. A bill appropriating the receipts from the sale and 
disposal of public lands in certain States and Territories to the 
construction of irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands; 

H. R. 12913. A bill to authorize a resurvey of certain lands in 
the State of Wyoming, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 14107. A bill adjusting certain conflicts respecting State 
school indemnity selections in lieu of school selections in aban- 
doned military reservations; 

H. R. 16760. A bill granting the Central Arizona Railway Com- 
pany a right of way for railroad purposes through the San Fran- 
cisco Mountains Forest Reserve, in the Territory of Arizona; 

H. R. 16882. A bill to establish a light-house depot for the Sec- 
ond light-house district, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 

H. R. 15201. A bill to allot the lands of the Cherokee tribe of 
Indians in Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6539. A bill providing for the extension of the Loudoun 
Park National Cemetery, near Baltimore, Md.; 

H. R. 16974. A bill permitting the building of a dam across the 
St. Croix River at or near the village of St. Croix Falls, Polk 
County, Wis.; 

H. R. 17244. A bill to provide for the removal of persons ac- 
cused of crime to and from the Philippine Islands for trial; 

H. R. 17155. A bill to authorize the Pittsburg, Carnegie and 
Western Railroad Company to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Allegheny River; 

H. R. 1114. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Aaron Van Camp 
and Virginius P. Chapin; 

H. R. 17237. A bill removing fire limit on post-office grounds 
at Bridgeport, Conn.; 

H. R. 17446. A bill authorizing the Secretary of State to cause 
the destruction of invoices filed in consular offices for more than 
five years: 

H. J. Res. 203. A joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 


Point Arturo R. Calvo, of Costa Rica; 


Hi. R. 16458. A bill to expedite the hearing and determination 
of suits in equity pending or hereafter brought under the act of 
July 2, 1890, entitled *‘An act to protect trade and commerce 
against unlawful restraints and monopolies; ’”’ 

H. R. 14875. A bill to authorize the President to appoint Brig. 
Gen. H. C. Maman to the grade of major-general in the United 
States Army on the retired list; 

H. R. 948. A bill for the relief of William Dugdale, postmaster 
at Noroton Heights, Conn.; and 

H. Res. 254. A resolution referring claim of R. H. Dunaway to 
Court of Claims. 

INCREASE OF PENSION FOR LOSS OF LIMBS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 
port on the bill (S. 4850) to increase the pensions of those who 
have lost limbs in the military or naval service of the United 
States or are totally disabled in the same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire calls 
up a conference report, which will be read by the Clerk. 

The conference report and statement were read. 

[For text of the conference report and statement see record of 
House proceedings of February 24. ] 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it necessary 
to make any statement. I think this, matter is well understood 
by the House. The logic of it all is that the Senate has agreed to 
all of the amendments of the House with two exceptions, one 
increasing the pensions of all who lost limbs at any time up to 
date, whereas the House fixed the limit previous to 1886. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Most certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Does the gentleman from New 
Hampshire think that in case this report is voted down there is 


| any possible chance to get the Senate to agree to the amendments 


of the House increasing the pensions of soldiers drawing pensions 
under the act of 1890 for twelve months’ service, and totally help- 
less, to $30 a month? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me—not the 
slightest. The conferees stood out for that until there was abso- 
lutely no hope that that could be done at this session of Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. The House conferees were all in 
favor of that amendment? 








a. SULLOWAY. Unanimously; and stood for it for several 
weeks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. There was no hope of agreeing to 
the amendment by the Senate? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Not the slightest. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The House has adopted a liberal 

olicy toward the old soldier. Many service pension bills have 
oe introduced and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. Some of them are based solely on service, and some have 
an age limit. The members of the committee one, favor a 


servics pension and are of the opinion that a man’s honorable 
service and his discharge should, as nearly as possible, be made 
his pension certificate. Of course it would require more than his 
discharge if the soldier draws his pension for injury received or 
discase incurred while in the line of service. His disabilitiesmay 
be far in excess of any that could be compensated by a mere 


service pension. The expert accountant has been at work and 
attempts to show that the increase of cost would beso great that 
some members of the committee are not quite ready to subscribe 
to a service pension. I believe such a bill would pass the House 
if presented. For one, I am not scared off by this great claim of 
increased cost. I would much prefer to rely on the figures pre- 
sented by our distinguished and worthy chairman of the com- 
mittee. But whichever may prove correct,I am not ready to 
abandon a service pension. Let the cost be what it will, I am in 
favor of taking care of the men who fight the battles. 

When Senate bill No. 4850, known as the limbless bill, was 
taken up for consideration, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
amended the same by adding section 2, which provides for a pen- 
sion of $30 a month for all honorably discharged soldiers with 
one year’s service who are totally helpless and require the aid and 
attendance of another. The House promptly passed the Senate 
bill with this section added. The Senate refused to concur, and a 
conference was the result. The House conferees have insisted on 
this amendment; the Senate conferees declined to agree to the 
same. The House is now called on to say whether its conferees 
shall further insist or will the House recede. I desire to state 
that, personally, I am heartily in favor of the House amendment. 
I believe this great and generous Government is desirous of tak- 
ing care of any and every honorably discharged soldier who is 
paralyzed, blind, or rendered wholly helpless for any cause, and 
that none of her citizens who risked their lives for the Republic 
when it was in great peril should ever be compelled to become an 
inmate of any public almshouse. Your conferees have labored 
with diligence, but have been unable to induce the Senate con- 
feeres to concur in the House amendment. 

I do not think it worth while to insist longer, but think the 
House must recede or the bill increasing the limbless soldiers’ 
pension must suffer defeat. This would be wrong and injurious 
to the men who gave for their country that which was next to 
their lives—a limb or limbs. These men are getting old, and 
have suffered and endured for forty years privations and pains 
that no language can describe. Shall we increase their pension 
or shall we further insist and thereby defeat their bill? As much 
as I dislike to, I am ready to recede and pass the Senate bill. To 
defeat the Senate bill would not in any way aid the class of 
soldiers we would provide for by the House amendment. My 
rule of action has always been to do as much good as I could and 
as little harm as possible. So in this instance I favor the passage 
of this bill, thereby doing justice to this one very worthy class and 
then keep up the agitation, hoping that in the courge of time 
public sentiment will become so strong and outspoken as to move 
the dignified Senate to do its duty to all classes of soldiers, as all 
endured and suffered much that the Union of States might re- 
main forever. 

I desire again to call the attention of the House and the coun- 
try to another evidence of the fact that this is a united country. 
Every bill that has been reported to the House by the Invalid 
Pensions Committee has met with approval and passed the House. 
There has been no division along party or sectional lines. The 
Representatives of the Southern States have been as liberal and 
generous to the Union soldiers as have been the Representatives 
of the Northern States. Where a Union soldier has become a 
resident of a Southern State, we find his Representative in Con- 
gress presenting his claims and urging a bill for his relief as 
persistently and with as much good will and enthusiasm as any 
of the Representatives from the Northern States. The new South 
and the new North stand as one man for everything and every 
man who wrought for the great American Republic. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions a question. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. hat is the reason why the Senate will 
not allow the House provision granting $30 a month to soldiers 
unable to take care of themselves or requiring the constant attend- 
ance of another to remain in the bill? 
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Mr. SULLOWAY. The Senate conferees took the position that 
it does not follow necessarily that their disabilities were con- 
tracted in the service, and they had some information or figures 
which they presented, which I think were tremendously exagger- 
ated as to the burden it would impose upon the Government, 
and these were the arguments or reasons that were presented, 
and finally they said that they would not recommend the amend- 
ment to their body under any conditions during this session of 
Congress. I presume I ought not to say anything further on that 
proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of 
the committee of conference. 

The question was taken, and the report was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker,I call up the conference report upon 
the bill (H. R. 16567) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up the con- 
ference report on the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I unanimous consent that the 
statement only may be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the statement only be read. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Before consent is given, 
may I ask the gentleman if that is a unanimous report? 

» Mr. HULL. It is a unanimous report. 

eo RICHARDSON of Tennessee. All the conferees have 
signed it? 

Mr. HULL. All the conferees have signed it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I do not object. 

The SPEAKER. It is so ordered. 

[For conference report and statement, see page 2590. ] 

Mr. Hoi and Mr. SULZER rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman desire any time to discuss it? 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if that provision in the bill regarding retirement has been 
eliminated? From the reading of the report I believe it has. 

Mr. HULL. The amendment of the Senate in regard to retire- 
ment has been eliminated by the Senate receding from their 
amendment. 

Mr. SULZER. And there is no provision now in the bill re- 
garding retirement? 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. 

Mr. SULZER. Then I wish to say that I regret very much 
that provision has been left out. Iwas in favor of it and thought 
it was practically agreed to. If I had been on the conference 
committee I would not have consented to striking that provision 
out. It should be in, and I would have insisted on keeping it in. 
But it is too late now,I regret to say, to do anything. Some 
other time I shall do what ought to be done in this matter. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, if there is no other question, I will 
ask for a vote on the report. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire a minute or two. As 
I understand it, the item for the purchase of the Heitman manu- 
script has been agreed to in the conference? 

Mr. HULL. It has not. I will say to the gentleman from 
Texas that on all the amendments where a separate vote was 
demanded the conferees accepted the action of the House as in 
the nature of an instruction, while it was not a positive instruc- 
tion. And while all the conferees were agreed, after an exami- 
nation of the matter, that the Heitman amendment should be 
incorporated in the bill, out of deference to the House, and there 
being no instruction in regard to the matter, it was decided to 
report it back disagreed to, with the understanding that a motion 
was to be made to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have two or 
three minutes. 

Mr. HULL. Well, that matter is not up now. If the gentle- 
man wants it now I will gladly yield; but the question is upon 
the adoption of the report, and the next will be on that motion. 

a SPEAKER. e question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

r. THAYER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. THAYER. For the purpose of asking the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. THAYER. What provision—is there in the bill now for 
the purchase of Balls Bluff battlefield? Is it in the bill? 

Mr. HULL. Itis not. The Senate receded from their amend- 
ment; so that is eliminated from the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- 
ence report. 














i ce tenes 


1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2663 





The question was taken; and the report of the committee of 
conference was to. 

Mr. HULL. r. Speaker, I regret that the gentleman from 
Virginia, the representative of the minority upon the conference, 
is not here. I am instructed, Mr. Speaker, now to move that the 
House recede from its disagreement to amendment No. 3 and agree 
to the same, and I will ask the Clerk to read amendment No. 3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


(3) To enable the Secretary of War to purchase from Francis B. Heitman. 
the compiler thereof, the manuscript of the Historical Register of the United 
States Army, compiled from the official records of the War Department from 
1789 to the date of the passage of this act, pen to be immediately available; 
and for printing an edition of 6,000 -- of said register o_— Public 
Printer, 1,000 for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 3,000 for the War Department, and from the copies allotted 
to the War a each Government depository shall be supplied with 
one copy, $12, 

Mr. HULL. Iwill nowask the Clerk to read also the following 
letter from the Secretary of War, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, 
' Washington, February 24, 1903. 
Hon. Jonn A, T. HULL, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Srr: Upon a suggestion that I should advise your committee whether or 
not I am in favor of having the “‘amendment for the purchase and printin 
of the Heitman Army Register” retained in the Army appropriation bill, 
have the honor to say that this provision was referred to me by the Senate 
Military Committee last month for Sas and was returned 
to the committee with a statement that I concurred in the report of the 
Adjutant-General thereon, recommending favorable action. 

he chiefs of the several War Department bureaus and other prominent 
officers of the Army. the Commissioner of Pensions, the Auditor for the War 
Department, and other public officials, whose opinions as to the value of a 
publication of this sort are entitled to the grea consideration, and who 
will have occasion to use it constantly if it be issued, have strongly expressed 
themselves in favor of the pro legislation, and I do not hesitate to 
accept their views in the matter. 

Very respectfully, ELIANU ROOT, 
Secretary o? War. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Mlinois? 

Mr. HULL. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose it is too late to make any change in the 
wording of the amendment. But if it should be agreed to, I 
notice that it provides for the publication of 3,000 copies for the 
use of the War Department, out of which the public depositories 
shall receive one each. I wish to call attention to the law which 
provides that wherever a public document is printed, there goes 
with the order the usual number, which means one for each 
member of Congress, one for each executive office, and one for 
each public depository. So, under this amendment the public 
depositories will receive two copies of this volume if it is ordered 
printed. I ask if there is any way of escaping that now? 

Mr. HULL. I should say we had better adopt it or rejectit as 
awhole. I donotthink that ought to be a sufficient objection to 
it. I will now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SLAYDEN]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the two Houses have so nearly 
agreed, the only point of difference being the appropriation 
to purchase Mr. Heitman’s manuscript and publication of the 
list of the officers of the Army, that I am not disposed to make 
any captious opposition. I will content myself with saying that 
I believe it is an unnecessary expenditure, and that it is waste 
and extravagance. Private publishers have printed such books 
heretofore, and I know of no reason for believing that private 
publishers will not print such books hereafter. These books are 
to be printed at the public expense for gratuitous distribution. 
The compilation was made by a clerical official in the War De- 
partment, and the demand for it, which has caused this legisla- 
tion, was skillfully created. I think the item ought not to pass, 
but I shall make no further objection to it. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I have no personal interest in this 
whatever. I know nothing about it except what has come to me 
from the War Department. I know that the conferees were 
willing to incorporate it into the report and let it all go together. 
and I believe from the evidence that we have had submitted to us it 
will be one of the valuable publications asa book of reference 
only. Now, if there is no further debate desired, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to recede 
and concur in this amendment. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ASSET CURRENCY. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 16228. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey moves that 
the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
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on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering House 
bill 16228, the national-bank bill. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BARTLETT) there were—ayes 53, noes 29. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is 
no quorum present, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is clear that there is no quorum 


present. 


The officers will close the doors and the Clerk will call 


the roll; those in favor of the motion of the gentleman from New 
Jersey will vote ‘‘ aye;’’ those opposed will vote ‘‘ no;’’ and those 
present not wishing to vote will say ‘‘ present.”’ 
bring in the absentees. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 80, 
answering ‘‘ present’’ 28, not voting 108; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Barney, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brown 
Brownlow, 
Burgess, 
Burk, Pa 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 

( oemes, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Dalzell 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Bankhead, 
Bell, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
De Armond, 
Dougherty, 
Feely, 


Finley, 


Bartlett, 
Boutell, 
Cassingham, 
Coombs, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins, 


Aplin, 
Ball, Tex. 
Bartholdt, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Bowersock, 
Brantley, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burnett, 
Butler, Mo. 
Clark, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dinsmore, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 


YEAS—135. 

pom, Bowell, 

raper, ughes, 
Driscoll, Hull, 
Dwight, Irwin, 
Emerson, Jack, 
Esch, Jackson, Md. 
Evans, oy, 
Fletcher, Ketcham, ' 
Foerderer, Lamb, 
Foss, Landis, 
Foster, Vt. Lawrence, 
Fowler, Lessler, 
Gaines, W. Va. Lindsay, 
Gardner, Mass. Littauer, 
Gardner, Mich. Littlefield, 
Gibson, Long, 
Gill, Loud, 
Gillet, N. Y. McCall, 
Gillett, Mass. McCleary, 
Graff, McClellan, 
Graham McDermott, 
Greene, ‘Mass. McLachlan, 
Grosvenor, Marshall, 
Hamilton, Martin, 
Hanbury, Mercer, 
Haskins, Miller, 
Haugen, Minor, 
Hedge, Moody, 
Hemenway, Morgan, 
Henry, Conn. Mudd, 
Hepburn, Needham, 
Hill, Nevin, 
Hitt, Olmsted, 
Holliday, Overstreet, 

NAYS—80. 

Fitzgerald, Lloyd, 
Fleming, Mahoney, 
Flood, Mickey, 
Gilbert, Miers, Ind. 
Goldfogle, Moon, 
Gooch, Neville, 
Gordon, Norton, 
Griggs, Padgett, 
Hay, Randell, Tex, 
Henry, Tex. Ransdell, La. 
Howard, Rhea, 
Johnson, Richardson, Ala. 
Kehoe, Rixey, 
Kern, Robb, 


Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Kluttz, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 


Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Russell, 
Rucker, 

Ryan, 
Scarborough, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—238. 


Creamer, 
Davey, La. 


+ Dayton, 


Deemer, 
Foster, Il. 
Jenkins, 
Knapp, 


Lewis, Pa. 
Mann, 
Maynard, 
Metcalf, 
Mondell, 
Morrell, 
Morris, 


NOT VOTING—168. 


Eddy, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Flanagan, 
Fordney, 
Fox, 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Giass, 
Glenn, 
Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Grow, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Miss. 
Hildebrant, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jett, 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
sana. 

leberg, 
Knox, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 


Lassiter, 

Lever, 

Lewis, Ga. 
Little, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McAndrews, 
McCulloch, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 

Meyer, La. 
Moss, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Newlands, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pierce, 

Pou, 

Pugsley, 
Reeves, 

Reid, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robinson, Nebr. 


Ru ppert, 
Selby, 


The officers will 


Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa, 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
er, 
Roberts, 
Schirm, 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley. 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa - 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, S. W. 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thayer, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Woods, 
Young. 


Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Sparkinan, 
Stark, 

Sulzer, 
Swann, 

Tate, 
Thomas, N.C, 
Thompson, 
Trimble, 
Undersvood, 
White, 

Wiley, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 


Otjen, 

Prince, 

Scott, 
Shackleford, 
Shaltlenberger, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Ta y lor, Ala. 


Shafroth, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Skiles, 

Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard, 
Spight, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Vandiver, 
Wadsworth, 
Watson, 

Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
Wilson, 
Wooten, 
Wright. 

Zenor, 
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So the motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of | but in many localities, and in none more than my own, there is a 


the Whole for the consideration of House bill 16228 was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 
Mr. Kaun with Mr. BELMONT. 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CASSINGHAM, 
Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MUTCHLER, 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. DovENER with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
Until Friday next: 
Mr. Scott with Mr. Jackson of Kansas. 
For the balance of the day: 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. WILSON. 
Mr. Manon with Mr. Mappox. 
Mr. BaRTHOLDT with Mr. BELLAMY. 
Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. BuTLER of Missouri. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DINSMORE. 
Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. EpWARDs. 
Mr. Bowersock with Mr. FLANAGAN. 
Mr. BULL with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 
Mr. BURKETT with Mr. HooKEr. 
Mr. BoRLEIGH with Mr. Jongs of Virginia. 
Mr. Curtis with Mr. McCANDREWsS. 
Mr. CusHM4N with Mr. KLEBERG. 
Mr. Eppy with Mr. LASSITER. 
Mr. Forpnry with Mr. Litre. 
Mr. GarRpNER of New Jersey with Mr. MoCuL1oca, 
Mr. Hopkins with Mr. NEwLANps. 
Mr. KY Lz with Mr. Davis of Florida. 
Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. NAPHEN. 
. OTJEN with Mr. Pov. 
. SHELDEN with Mr. REID. 
. SOUTHARD with Mr. Rosinson of Nebraska. 
. STORM with Mr. SELBY. 
. SULLOWAY with Mr. TALBERT. 
. THomas of Iowa with Mr. Taywor of Alabama. 
. WADSWORTH with Mr. ZENOoR. 
. Tompxins of Ohio with Mr. SpiGcur. 
On this vote: 
Mr. HeatTwo.e with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. Grow with Mr. Ricnarpson of Tennessee. 
Mr. LACEY with Mr. SHAFROTH. 
Mr. BovurEeLL with Mr. Griaas. 
Mr. LOVERING with Mr. PIERCE. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


A quorum being present, the Doorkeeper was directed by the | 


Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Apams) to open the doors. 

The House, in pursuance of the vote just taken, resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. 
LAWRENCE in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 16228) providing for the issue and circulation of 
national-bank notes. 

Mr. PUGSLEY obtained the floor and said: I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. GRAHAM]. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I represent, in part, a ul- 
iarly wage-earning community, the densest hive of human indus- 
try on the face of the earth—Pittsburg, Allegheny County, Pa.— 
* the center of the greatest population in the United States outside 
of New York and Philadelphia, and what is now acknowledged 


to be the greatest manufacturing section of the world. Of course | 
it will be conceded that it requires money, and large amounts of | 


it, to carry on this manufacturing, and as an evidence of its exist- 
ence there I will state that the capital, surplus, and deposits of 
the banks—national, State, and savings—of this one county exceed 
the combined capital, surplus, and deposits of the banks of eight 
Southern Siates—viz, Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Loui- 
siana, Mississippi, and North and South Carolina—represented 
in this Congress by 57 Members. 

Currency is only a tool, an implement, for use in the hands of 
the business men of the country. Common sense suggests that 
the people who need to work in this country should have all the 
tools or implements that they need to work with, whether it be 
axes, shovels, hoes, hammers, steam engines, cars, or currency. 
The greatest labor-saving instrument in use in the country to-day 
is the currency, which is supplemented and enlarged many times 
over by the use of bank checks, but at the bottom of all the tre- 
mendous use of credits, which are made by means of bank checks, 
must be a currency sufficient in volume and flexibility to redeem 
those checks in the actual legal tender of the country whenever 
and wherever there may be any call or demand therefor. It is 
well known that, in round numbers, about 95 per cent of the 
business of the country is done by means of bank checks and 
other instruments of credit which are not legal tender. This 
medium is all very well for the larger commercial transactions, 





strong demand and a continuous need for the actual circulatin 
medium of the country, which must pass from hand to hand an 
everywhere accepted for the purchase of commodities and the 
payment of debts. 

n the extensive manufacturing industries of my section of the 
country we have a single establishment employing 25,000 men, 
and scores whose employees run into the thousands. These men, 
as a rule, are paid every two weeks, and must be, or at least in ac- 
cordance with established customs are, paid in cash—the actual 
coin and paper money of thecountry. More currency per capjta is 
therefore required there thanin any othersection. Theconsequent 
demand for currency is tremendous, and it must be met or the in- 
dustries will suffer. Oftentimes the strain upon the banks to 
meet and supply this demand is extreme. Why should this be? 
There is no reason at all why, with a properly regulated eqnenr: 
such as this bill would give us, we should not have a most ample 
supply of the circulating medium whose use is so essential. 

For months the country has known of the congestion of freights 
and the consequent loss and damage to the business interests 
from the shortage of cars to move the coal, iron, steel, and glass 
products. It was most seriously felt in Pittsburg, whose railroad 
tonnage is, as I have already stated on the floor of this House, 
greater than that of any other city in the world, being in excess 
of the combined railroad tonnage of New York an Chicago. 
Five thousand loaded railroad cars enter and depart daily, and, 
including the Connellsville coke region, over 2,000,000 railroad 
cars are loaded there annually. 

The inconvenience from the shortage of currency has been, and 
is liable to continue to be, at times almost equally as serious as 
the car shortage. Would anyone for a moment vote to keep 
upon our statute books a law which would limit the number of 
cars the railroad companies should be allowed to furnish for the 
use of the public? Why, then, should the banks of the country, 
which, in the form of currency, furnish to the business interests 
of the country a feature as necessary as is transportation, be ham- 
pered with a limit in the amount which they can put forth. Un- 
der wise and proper restriction they should be as free to furnish 
currency when needed as the railroads are to furnish cars. In 
both cases the law of supply and demand ought to have free play. 
There should be no restriction placed upon the energies of our 
business men, nor should they be hampered for want of an ample 
supply of this the most useful adjunct of modern business—a 
sound, safe, flexiblecurrency. By the passage of this bill we will 
be taking a long step in that direction. ee it we may hope 
to be put on a par in this respect with the other civilized coun- 
tries of the world. 

I have mailed copies of this bill to most of the bankers and 


|/many of the leading manufacturers and business men of the 
| country, requesting their views upon this measure. 
| have been almost invariably favorable, a few only making criti- 
| cism upon some minor feature of the bill. 


Replies 


I have endeavored briefly to present a few reasons from the 
standpoint of a business man why I favor this bill, and I trust 
the average good common sense of the members of this Congress 
ae them to agree in placing this measure upon our statute 

ooks. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. For two days I have assiduously sought an opportunity 
to make a funeral oration on the now defunct ‘‘ Fowler bill.”’ I 
have gone to the members of the committee and asked for time. 
I have appealed to the Chair. No time has been allotted me; and 
now I desire to know whether, in the progress of this debate, I 
may have an opportunity to offer a few observations on the de- 
mise of the celebrated ‘‘ Fowler bill.”’ 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the gentlemen 
on that side of the House, in reply to the parliamentary inquiry 
of the gentleman from Alabama, that if they would stop filibus- 
tering on that side of the House—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, Iwill not be lectured on good 
manners by the gentleman from Connecticut, who knows noth- 
ing about good manners. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee will beinorder. The Chair 
will answer the parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to answer—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. But, Mr. Chairman, I hope before the Chair 
answers it that he will permit me to make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And the House also. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. ‘*‘ Where are we at?”’ 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] if he did not demand 
the regular order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did; yes. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The committee will bein order. The Chair 
desires at this time to answer the parliamentary inquiry of the 
gentleman from Alabama. The Chair will state that no arrange- 
ment with reference to division of time has been made pending 
this debate, that the Chair does not recall that the gentleman 
from Alabama has ever arisen and addressed the Chair indicating 
an intention or a desire to speak on the bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Then I shall claim that mee now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that when the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole House the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PuGSLEY] was recognized in his 
own right, which gives him the privilege of proceeding for one 
hour. He now has the floor. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, I just wanted to talk a little abouta 
dead thing. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair having answered the question, 
the gentleman from New York has the floor. 

Mr. PUGSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLayTon]. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog- 
nized for three minutes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I wish I had longer time, not 
to talk about this particular bill, for that is already dead, and we 
ought not to say anything but good of the dead; but I would like 
to point out some of the shortcomings of the Republican party in 
the matter of currency legislation. Now, you have been in power 
for six years, and session after session you have confessed your 
incompetency to deal with the currency question. You have 
brought forward, after six years of assiduous labor, the Fowler 
bill, which has been condemned by bankers, which has not met the 
approval of the business interests of the country, and is now spit 
upon by the Republican membership in this House, and awaits 
only a few hours to receive some sort of decent form of inter- 
ment. 

You brought forward this bill which the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. FOWLER] undertook in a very labored argument to 
explain, but he hasconvinced nobody, it seems, of its merits. He 
brought forward five or six diagrams with zigzag marks on them 
looking like Mount Pelee in eruption. [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side.] "When we heard that long and extensive speech of his. 


we thought that so far as touching the financial question was con- | 
cerned we might as well have witnessed the eruption of Mount 


Pelee. 
ago, in showing the curiosities, came upon these diagrams. 
visitors naturally enough said, ‘‘What are these curious things?’’ 
The guides said, ‘This is Mr. FowLeEr’s illustration of the erup- 
tion of Mount Pelee.’”’ [Laughter.] 

Now this is the Fowler bill. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GRIGGS rose. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Oh, do ask for more time, I beg of you. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may be allowed twenty minutes. 


I was told that the guides around the Capitol a few days 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- | 


mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Alabama may 
be extended for twenty minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOWLER. I object. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ten minutes more will do. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Alabama be 
extended for ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOWLER. I object. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Oh, I won’t hurt that dead thing of yours. 
Let me have some time. 

Mr. FOWLER. I donot think you could hurt anybody or any- 

thing. 

Mr. CLAYTON. MaybelI could not. 


I certainly could not 
hurt a thing as dead as you and your bill are. 


{Laughter on the 


Democratic side.] The House, just out of respect to you, let you | 


make that oration the other day. 


Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my request that the | 


time of the gentleman may be extended for ten minutes be put. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s request has been put and | 


objection was made. 
a CLAYTON. 

ill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PUGSLEY] is recognized. 

Mr. PUGSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will yield the gentleman 
from Alabama ten minutes. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


Well, let me print something about his dead 


Mr. CLAYTON. Well, you see I am going to talk about your | 


dead thing, anyhow. Mr. Chairman, this Fowler bill will not 
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in order to transmit the name, must be at its birth at least a 
breathing child. 

This Fowler bill has provision for a very great inflation of the 
currency. It will stimulate the organization of other banks, and 
will probably increase our currency more than its author, Mr. 
Fow Ler, has estimated. But it does not meet the demand of the 
country for emergency currency in times of financial stringency, 
when panics are threatened or panics are upon us. Now, let us 
consider a few facts pertinent to this proposed legislation. 

The ratio between deposits and currency in bank has been about 
10 to 1 for a long period of time (see Comptroller’s reports). You 
will observe, page 2, the amount held by banks, according to his 
figures July 16, 1902, was $848,000,000, and the deposits July 1, 
1902, were $9,158,000,000, or more than 10 to 1 as the ratio. 

The difficulty in our finance is that money is hoarded and with- 
drawn from circulation in periodic times of panic. This frightens 
the banks, and they press their weakest borrowers and force their 
assets on a ruinous market. The spirit of credit which is the 
soul of business activity is profoundly affected and business 
suffers more or less. 

Mr. Fowler states that the exchanges in 1902 reached $118,000,- 
000,000. This is only external checks,and does not include the 
internal checks of the reporting banks or eitner the internal or 
external checks of the banks not in the clearing-house list. The 
actual checks drawn, which constitute an ephemeral currency 
would probably amount to a grand total of $300,000,000,000, or 
about $1,000,000,000 per diem of the working days of the year. 
The probable life of a check is between two and three days, so 
that we would probably have in actual existence on an average 
day of 1902 about $2,000,000,000 of ephemeral currency, consisting 
of checks, drafts, acceptances, bills of lading, etc., which are re- 
ceived as money and serve the purposes of commerce as well as 
money. The Comptroller’s reports show that during the panics 
of 1873, of 1884, of 1893 the clearings were suddenly contracted 
50 per cent, which is a violent shrinking of this ephemeral cur- 
rency, and that the disastrous results of such a situation are not to 
be wondered at. 

The value of the bill I suggest consists in the fact, first, that 
the timid depositors of the country could not, by withdrawing the 
currency from the banks for hoarding, thereby create mischief, 
because a quick method of replacing such withdrawals is here 
provided. (The Comptroller’s reports for 1893 showed that over 
18 per cent of the deposits were withdrawn from the national 
banks between March and October of 1893, the currency being 
forced back into bank by pressure on the weakest class of bor- 
rowers.) But,second, the chief value of the bill I propose con- 
sists in the fact that the business world, knowing that the Treas- 
ury would afford money upon proper security, and thus that a 
means was provided for restoring currency withdrawn for hoard- 
| ing, the timidity which the depositors now feel would be utterly 
| abated and no insensate fear would seize the depositors. This 
| has been demonstrated by the experience of the Bank of England, 
where panics have invariably been instantly stopped when a 
ministerial permit has been given the Bank of England to issue 
£5 notes against other securities than gold. 

The German method is exactly the one in principle proposed by 
the bill introduced by me, the German law providing that the 
Imperial Bank of Germany may issue legal-tender notes against 
other securities than gold (the bills receivable signed by two es- 
| tablished householders), under a penalty of aninterest tax higher 

than the normal rate. The New York Clearing House in default 

of a better method use their joint credit to issue clearing-house 

certificates, which serves the function of money and releases to 

them large amounts of currency in times of panic. They also 
| use the device of issuing certified checks to depositors in suitable 
cases. Such devices ought not to be permitted, being in violation 
of law or of the right of the depositor. who may demand cur- 
rency and get a certified check. 

The associated banks of New York have the power under pres- 
ent conditions and periodic panics to use their great wealth to 
speculate off of the violent fluctuations in the purchasing power 
of money and speculate on the misfortunes of the weaker mem- 
| bers of the great financial family conducting the business affairs 
of this country. 
| The bill proposed by me will give commercial stability to this 
country and enable the country to pursue in safety its magnifi- 
| cent structure established on the credit system by the use of 
| checks and drafts which renders intensely fluent the currency we 
| have. You will observe from the estimate on the volume of 
| checks and drafts that every dollar in the banks is probably used 
| once every day. 
| Now, Mr. Chairman, Ihave introduced into this House, although 
| I may say that I am not a financier, and I do not think the author 
| of the Fowler bill can justly assert that he is—I have introduced 
| into this House the bill referred to and which some friends have 








hand the name of its author down to posterity, because the child, | been kind enough to say would provide an emergency currency. 
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I think it will meet some of the suggestions of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. Here is what he says in his last report: 
I am not prepared at this time to recommend branch banks. Recent events 


confirm a previous opinion that the peculiar conditions of this country would 
not be conserved by such a policy. 
* 7 - 


* * * * 

I think a far better course, for the present at least, would be to provide an 
elastic currency, available in every banking community and _ sufficient for 
the needs of that locality. This, I think, can be accompli either in the 
way I have intimated or by several other methods. 

The Department recommends no one plan to the exclusion of all others. 
It is the province of the Department to point out the weak places, that the 
Congress may strengthen them; to suggest possible, if not imminent, dan- 

ers, that the Congress may provide against them; but ultimate responsi- 
ility does not lie with the Department. 

At present the purchase of outstanding Government bonds for the credit 
of the sinking fund affords the only method of returning surplus public rev- 
enues to the channels of trade after they have been once covered into the 
Treasury. The Departmentisauthorized to deposit current internal-revenue 
and other receipts, except customs, with national banks an satisfactory 
security, but this method affords very tardy relief in case of monetary strin- 
qunes. On the other hand, the purchase of bonds invites a contraction of na- 
tional-bank circulation for the purpose of disposing of the bonds pledged for 
its security at the advanced price which usually prevails whenever the Gov- 
ernment becomes a purchaser. Thus the object sought to be attained is 
counteracted. If authority were granted to make deposits without security 
after special examination and at such rates of interest as the Secretary of 
the Treasury might determine, quite an element of elasticity would be pro- 
vided whenever a surplus of revenues existed. or advancing or lowering 
the rate of interest an equilibrium could be maintained throughout the coun- 
try. and the interest charge would more than cover any loss. 

But if it should be deemed unwise to permit the loaning of public funds 
without specific security, it certainly would be well to authorize i 
direct from the Treasury, and, as now, upon satisfactory security. If such 
authority had existed during the last few months, the something more thar 

000.000 which was paid to the owners of Government bonds would have 

*n deposited in a large number of reserve cities throughout the country, 
and the relief afforded would have been equally permanent and more widely 
appreciated, 

This bill that I have introduced a for an emergency 
fund, the bills to be printed now to be kept by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and that those bills shall be issued to the holder of any 
United States bonds upon his application for that money. Upon 
releasing the interest on his bonds to the Government he gets the 

ar value of his money in legal-tender Treasury notes. As the 

aw now is he can go through the indirect method of going to a 
national bank—as I happen to know was done in the panic of 
1893-94, where the bank was friendly—he can go to that bank, put 
ap the bonds and have the Treasury issue national-bank bills 
and the bank turn them over to him. The difference between 
this proposition and the national-bank proposition is that here 
the Government pays to the concern that gets the money no 
interest, whereas the perpetuation of this national banking sys- 
tem and the Fowler bill proposition contemplate that the Gov- 
ernment shall surrender this governmental function of issuing 
money to a corporation on bonds, and at the same time pay them 
the interest on the bonds. This proposition is to allow the bond- 
holder to have the money issued directly to him, and he forfeits 
the interest on his bonds. 

Now, there are in round numbers $300,000,000 of bonds held by 
national banks as a basis of their circulation. There arein round 
numbers $600,000,000 of outstanding interest-bearing United 
States bonds not held by national banks and which are not used 
as the basis of currency. In time of panic, if this proposition 
were adopted, no doubt these bonds would uncover themselves 
end be brought forward and be used as a basis of an emergency 
fund and prevent a panic. 

Here is the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury as to out- 
standing bonds: 


Hon. Henry D. CLAYTON, 
House of Representatives: 


Telogram received. Interest-bearing United States bonds outstanding to 
date, nine hundred and fourteen million five hundred and forty-one thousand 
four hundred and thirty; bonds on which interest has ceased, one million 
two hundred and twenty-nine thousand five hundred and ten; bonds held to 
secure national-bank notes, three hundred and forty-one million nine hun- 
dred and eighty-three thousand five hundred and seventy. 

L. M. SHAW, Secretary. 


Another vice of the Fowler bill is this: You take the ratio be- 
tween deposits and the currency in banks and it has been about 
10 to 1 for a long period of time. You will find that ont from 
the Comptroller's report. You will observe on page 2 the amount 
held by the banks, according to the figures July 16, 1902, to be 
$848 ,600,000, and the deposits July 1, 1902, to be $9,158,000,000, or 
more than 10 to 1. Your Fowler bill would pile up a currency. 
but it does not lessen the chasm between deposits and money held 
by the banks. And in every financial panic that is where the 
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trouble comes in. Under the Fowler bill you propose to issue 


more money, but you do not lessen the ratio between deposits and 
bank holdings. So, then, in a panic how would the Fowler bill, 
with all of its inflations, help the country? How would it help to 
cure this defect? 
I ask leave of the House to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 


EES Oa Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Under this leave bill H. R. 17494 is printed: 
A bill (H. R. 17494) to provide an emergency circulation fund, and for other 
purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to have printed and to keep on hand United States 
Treasury notes under a special account to be called the “emergency circula- 
tion fund.” Such notes shall be full | tender. Any citizen of the United 
States shall have the right to o—e nited States bonds, under rules and 
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and receive 
from such fund 100 per cent of the face value of such bonds in United 
States Treasury notes, and shall have the right at any time within twelve 
months to redeem such bonds by repaying in United States Treasury notes 
the amount so received by him on account of such bonds, with interest at the 
rate borne by the bond on such amount. Failure to so redeem such bonds 
within the limit of twelve months shall rate as a forfeiture of such bonds 
to the United States, and such bonds shall be sold to the highest bidder in the 
open market, and the balance, after the payment of the principal of the 
amount advanced, the interest on the same, and the expenses, shall be paid 
to the former owner of such bonds. Any moneys received from such sale 
may be —— with other moneys in the Treasury, so that this fund shall 
consist atone of Treasury notes. ‘Theprincipal of all sums so advanced when 
repaid shall be returned to the “emergency circulation fund,” and all in- 
terest upon such sums shall be passed to the credit of the Treasury under 
miscellaneous receipts. 


The actual amount of notes held in the “emergency circulation fund" 
shall never be less than $50,000,000 in excess of any outstanding advances. 
Said == shall neither be increased nor diminished except in the manner 
prov > 

Mr. PUGSLEY. Mr. Chairman, it is with some hesitation that 
I take up for discussion a subject so broad and intricate as that 
of currency reform, and particularly after it has already been 
so ably discussed upon the floor of this House. 

A sound and stable currency is the lifeblood of a nation’s com- 
merce and prosperity, and any legislation making radical changes 
in our currency system is of vital importance not only to bank- 
ing, financial, commercial interests, but to the people of the 
whole country. 

In discussing this measure, however, I am sustained and com- 
forted by the words of the Psalmist: ‘‘ Surely He shall deliver 
thee from the snare of the fowler’’ [laughter and applause], or, 
as the sweet singer of Israel said in enlarging upon the thought: 
“Our soul is escaped as a bird out of the snare of the fowler, the 
snare is broken and we are escaped.’’ [Laughter.] It may have 
been that the —= of prophecy, so marvelous in the days of that 
sweet singer, looking with prophetic vision into the twentieth 
century and beholding the evils threatening a great and good 
people, uttered the words of hope and promise which I have just 
quoted. That deliverance from the meshes of this measure will 
be vouchsafed us I am assured. 

The distinguished chairman of the Banking and Currency 
Committee of this House has given much thought and conscien- 
tious, if not laborious, effort to the preparation of the bills which 
he has presented dealing with the currency system of the country, 
and it gives me great pleasure to say that I believe he has ren- 
dered a patriotic service in bringing these great problems to the 
attention of this House and the people of the entire country. I 
most heartily commend the distinguished gentleman from New 
Jersey for the earnest effort he has made in the interests of cur- 
rency reform. [Applause on the Republican side of the House. ]} 
I have observed that his bill has been indorsed by certain of the 
press of the country as being one filled with golden promise even 
though it isa paper measure. I wish I might be as sanguine of 
the marvelous results ‘of its enactment into law as my worthy 
friend from New Jersey seems to be. 

I am reminded by this proposed legislation, Mr. Chairman, and 
its anticipated benefits, of an incident of the memorable campaign 
of 1896. A well-known and eloquent lawyer at a political meet- 
ing in my native town was painting in glowing colors the desira- 
bility of the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1, and the plenitude of 
money under these conditions, when one of his hearers, an impe- 
cunious and dissipated character of the town, called out: ‘‘ Will 
they bring it to us, or will we have to go after it?’”’ [Laughter.] 
Some men are of such sanguine temperament that if you show 
them an egg the air is suddenly filled with feathers. [Laughter.] 

In all legislation making radical changes in our currency sys- 
tem we should rather err on the side of conservatism than enact 
Some measure which may be only speculatively good. We are 
at — enjoying a fair measure of prosperity in spite of the 
endeavor of coal dealers and certain combinations of capital con- 
trolling the necessities of life to abrogate all the prosperity to 
themselves, and in spite of a supposed scarcity of the circulating 
medium of the country. As a matter of fact, however, we have 
with few exceptions more currency in circulation than ever be- 
fore in our country’s history, more per capita than any other 
country in the world if we exclude, possibly, Fun. I therefore 
very much question the necessity for a larger supply of a per- 
manent circulating medium. 

The American people at certain times are subject to a disease, 
real or imagined, which may be called “lack of money.”’ It is 
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contagious, rapidly, and we all have it—not the money, 
but the disease. [Laughter.] A supplementary —— that 
would meet the demands in certain seasons of the year, as during 


the moving of the crops, and in times of panic, would, I believe, 


prove a panacea and answer all requirements if ingrafted upon 
our present . But such a supplemen currency should 
be of a character that it would contract natur. when the occa- 
sion which called it into being ceased to exist. e last annual 


report of the Treasury Department showed that the unprece- 
dented expansion which has been going on since 1897 continued 
during the past year, nearly $60,000,000 having been added to the 
currency during the month of October. It is interesting to note 
that the money in circulation during the past five years has in- 
creased over $600,000,000, or nearly 40 per cent in that period, and 
under such conditions it would seem there is no necessity for a 
large permanent increase in the country’s circulating medium. 
And yet it might be advisable to test a certain amount of asset 
currency, provided it shall be issued under such restrictions that 
it can not possibly become a ny issue in our financial sys- 
tem. For I fully understand, Mr. Chairman, that we do not want 
to perpetuate the public debt in order to supply a basis for a bond- 
secured circulation. 

I have no doubt that a supplementary currency based upon 
assets might be made perfectly secure if it was thoroughly guarded 
in its issue with provisions for its prompt redemption, sufficiently 
taxed to supply a guaranty fund, and also made secure by a proper 
reserve of lawful money against outstanding circulation. The 
American people may be ready to permit such a currency under 
the conditions I have mentioned, but I do not believe they are 
ready, particularly at the height of a —_ boom, to al- 
low banks to issue paper money at their discretion. 

There has been much criticism of our currency system, but 
whatever there is of criticism our currency is sound beyond ques- 
tion and good beyond peradventure. Iam not blind, Mr. Chair- 
man, to its faults, but the bill now before us will not, in my 
opinion, better existing conditions. Our present system has for 
forty years met the requirements of the country, with rare excep- 
tion. What would have been the effect and the loss entailed if 
we had had an asset currency pure and simple, rather than one se- 
cured by Government bonds, is an unsettled problem. I know 
that certain figures have been given based upon the losses made 
through the present currency system, but if no bonds had been 
pledged and banking institutions could have been established all 
over the country to issue currency upon assets only, the losses 
would undoubtedly have been far greater than under the present 
system. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PUGSLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman has introduced a bill himself pro- 
viding for 30 per cent of asset currency. The Fowler bill pro- | 
vides for 25 per cent. Is there any greater danger in 25 per cent 
than in 30 per cent; and will the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
PuGs.ey] kindly tell the House how he has provided for a con- 
traction of his assets under the terms of his bill? 

Mr. PUGSLEY. In the bill I have introduced I will say that 
I provide for 20 per cent of currency only at a slightly higher rate 
of taxation than is provided in this bill, and on the other 10 per 
cent a tax of 3 per cent. 

Mr. HILL. Now, then, that is the reason I asked the question, 
to have the gentleman make that answer. Will the gentleman 
explain to the House how a tax on currency causes a contraction? | 

Mr. PUGSLEY. I think that is a very evident proposition. | 
If you put a heavy tax on the circulation, it will certainly return | 
when the rate of money depreciates. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman explain how it is that a tax on | 
circulation has any effect upon its return when the bank which | 
issues the circulation, and not the people who hold it, pays the | 
tax? The people who have the circulation in use are not the per- | 
sons who pay the tax. Will the gentleman please explain how it | 
is that a contraction will be produced by a tax on the circulation? | 

Mr. PUGSLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Connecticut | 
that, if I understand the human nature of bankers, Ido not care | 
at what rate they get their circulation; they are going to get in | 
the market just all that is possible to get, and it makes no ciffer- | 
ence whether that circulation costs them one-half of 1 per cent, | 
or | per cent, or 3 per cent. It is simply a matter of supply and | 
demand that fixes the rate. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. But the gentleman does not answer | 
my question. He is the president of a bank. 

Mr. PUGSLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield fur- | 
ther. We had this all thrashed over in our discussion a few days | 
ago. and I do not think it is essential either for the edification or 
the instruction of this House that we should go again over these | 
questions, 











| 
_ It has been stated the system is a very expensive one, but I be- | 
lieve that it is far better to have an expensive currency than to 
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have one of doubtful quality, for the great essential of any cur- 
rency is quality rather than quantity. Great Britain has an ex- 
pensive system, but. the quality and stability of her currency is 
unquestioned, and the pound sterling is the world’s standard of 
value. Every merchant, American, Spanish, or whatever na- 
tionality, in Australia, the Philippine Islands, or in any other part 
of the world, knows that the value of the pound sterling will be 
maintained in Great Britain under all circumstances and that 
the sum of money he puts there in January he will be able to get, 
as one has said, at the same value in the December of eternity, if 
he calls forit then. I want tosee the world’s standard the Ameri- 
can dollar and our currency system surpassing that of any other 
nation on the face of the globe, but only by the most conservative 
ee can this be accomplished. 

t should be remembered that money is the exponent or repre- 
sentative of value in trade and exchanges, and fully meeting the 
demands these make upon it, the desirability of an abundance of 
currency ceases. For one does not need three horses to draw the 
plow when one will do; and the smallest amount of money which 
will transact the largest amount of business is a very near ap- 
proach to a fect ideal in business conditions. We should, 
therefore, er guard the stability of the currency than to seek 
its undue expansion. 

I wish to read here an extract from an article by an English 
writer in reference to this very question: 

By a notable coincidence the foreign trade of the United States in the fis- 
eal year ended June 30, 1902, amounted to hardly as much as the money in 
circulation. What more striking proof could there be of an ample, not te 
say prodigal, supply of circulating medium? The exports for the year in 
question were nearly $1,382,000,000 and the imports $903,000,000, making to- 

ether $2,285,000,000—only $51,000,000 less than the volume of currency availa- 
ble for turning themover. If our own stock of money were put on an equal! 
lavish footing it would have to be increased three or four fold. We shoul 
be smothe in money and not know what todo withit. * * * The bare 
facts only are mentioned, in order to show that the United States can not 
ibly be suffering from a scarcity of currency in the ordinary meaning of 
he term. 

The bill before us provides that any national bank having notes 
outstanding in excess of 75 per cent of its paid-up capital, to secure 
the payment of which United States bonds have been deposited, 
may, upon the deposit of lawful money for the redemption of such 
excess, take out for circulation the notes provided for in this bill. 
It does not make provision that a certain amount of bonds shall 
be deposited for circulation, with the exception that in case a 
bank holds 100 per cent of bond-secured currency it may be re- 
duced to 75 per cent of its capital without being brought under 
the statute limiting the amount of notes that may be retired in 
any one calendar month to $3,000,000. 

The bill is not, to my mind, sufficiently clear as to the power of 
the bank to issue this 25 per cent of asset currency which has not 
on deposit 75 per cent of the bank’s capital in Government bonds, 
I preammas the intent of the bill is to allow all national banks 
hoiding the minimum of bonds required under the present law 
to issue such asset currency, but if such is the meaning of the 
bill, it allows the large banks, which are only required by the 
present law to hold $50,000 of bonds, to issue 25 per cent of the 
asset currency, while the smaller banks throughout the country 
must hold 25 per cent of their capital in Government bonds be- 
fore they can come under the national banking system or under 
It will be seen at once that a bank 
having five million (or ten or twenty-five million) of capital, or 
whatever the capital may be in excess of $150,000, may issue this 
asset currency with a deposit of only $50,000 bonds with the 
United States Treasury, which seems to be a very unjust dis- 
crimination among the banks of the country. You can readily 


| understand that a bank with $25,000,000 of capital, having $50,000 


of bonds on deposit in the Treasury, can issue over $6,000,000 of 
asset cnrrency, and other banks of less capital in like proportion. 

There is a provision also that the same reserve should be held 
against this circulation as is now held against deposits. I believe 
that the reserve against circulation should be uniform all over 
the country, and that some banks should not be required to hold 
25 per cent reserve while others are required to hold only 6, and 
that 10 per cent or 15 per cent would be ample in addition to the 
amount held in the guaranty or reserve fund. 

I question whether a better system of redemption can be evolved 
than the one now in use. I have been informed by bankers 
throughout the country that at least 60 per cent of the currency 
issued by their banks is redeemed during the year. It would 
seem from this fact that the redemption system works admirably, 
and, as some bankers of years of experience have said to me, is 
far superior to the old Suffolk system. 

The bill under discussion, however, provides that the country 
shall be divided into districts, that in each district there shall be 
a city of redemption, and that notes going beyond the district 


| of their issue shall be accepted by banks at par, but shall be re- 


turned to their proper district by the banks receiving them and 
not paid out by those banks. 
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The American people have become so accustomed to a currency 
good in any part of the United States that I do not believe they 
will willingly depart from such a currency and adopt any plan 
or system which will result in a circulation that may be at a dis- 
count outside of its own district, and which will lead to an ex- 
amination by the banks of every bill that passes through their 
hands. To-day a national-bank bill passes readily in any part of 
the United States. Wedo not even look to see whether it was 
issued in California, New York, Maine, or Texas. The bank issu- 
ing it may have failed, but still the bill passes unquestioned, being 
guaranteed by the Government. 

It may be said the bill provides that this currency shall be re- 
ceived at par by every bank, but if it is essential that this cur- 
rency shall be forwarded from the bank receiving it to another 
section of the country and express charges paid upon it, I can 
readily see that in some way the banking institutions receiving it 
would take care that they were not at a loss in returning it to the 
bank of issue. And although a charge might not be made di- 
rectly upon it, a plan would be evolved whereby the bankers would 
avoid any loss through exchanges, unless human nature is very 
different from what I believe it to be among bankers. 

Further, I am quite sure that the bankers of the country, or at 
least a majority of them, will object to any system which will 
necessitate the sorting out of bills belonging to another district 
and forwarding them rather than paying them out, if they so de- 
sire, over their own counter. And I know that the American 
people will not willingly leave a system which has meant that, 
every bill in any part of the United States is current in every 
other part. 

In its broadest sense this is a national question. It affects the 
relation of the banks to the public, and this relation is a greater 
consequence than the banks’ relations can possibly be to each 
other or to the Treasury. The banks are the servants of the peo- 
ple; not the masters. The keen interest the people have taken in 
currency reform and in the issue of asset currency reveals their 
appreciation of this fact. The desire for a more elastic currency 
has aroused public sentiment. as there is always a fear in mercan- 
tile communities and among the people of there not being enough 
money to go around. 

As a monetary proposition there is no proof whatever that the 
United States has an insufficiency of currency. In fact, official 
statistics show quite the contrary. It is hardly to be conceived 


that 80,009,000 people shall have real use for $2,400,000,000 of | 


circulating medium. If there should be a demand for an addi- 


tional circulation, it is only at exceptional seasons of the year, as | 


at the moving of the crops. These emergencies are brief, recur 
annually, and may always be provided for by proper legislation. 

An English writer, grasping the situation in thiscountry, aptly 
says: 

What chiefly concerns the American public is that so much of their cur- 
rency should be tied up 7 legal enactments of various kinds, all more or less 
questionable in policy. Currency so tied up is not money at all for business 
purposes. The country might be almost as well off without it. Perhaps the 
American idea of creating money simply to lock upas bank reserves was bor- 
rowed from the railway stations in Germany, where there must be always 
one cab on the ranks, for the last cab to go out without a permit from the 
imperial chancellor would, we presume, be lezé majesty! So, for a national 
bank to let its reserve fall below the sacred 25 per cent is almost an act of 
bankruptcy. It brings down the Government examiner in a decidedly dan- 
gerous humor. 

I believe that the large fund of gold and silver in the country, 
with the Government issuing circulating notes to national banks 
on deposited bonds and permitting a certain amount of supple- 
mentary circulation, would meet all the requirements for an 
elastic currency. I believe if further elasticity is needed it could 
be accomplished by enlarging the amount of circulating notes of 


national banks that might be surrendered in any one month from | 


three to six or even ten millions per month, or by exempting from 
the limitation of the law all currency issued in excess of 50 per 
cent of capital for which bonds have been deposited. This should 
give us an expansion or contraction of the currency to the extent 
that might be desired without the enactment into law of any 
measure that would radically change our present system. 

We complain about the lack of elasticity in our currency, and 
yet we have a cast-iron rule or law that will not allow it to con- 
tract or expand. 

No question will so quickly unsettle and paralyze the business 
industries of the nation as one concerning the stability of our 
currency. When the foundations of our business enterprises are 
shakeu through unwise tinkering with our currency system, the 
first to feel its dire effects will be those who depend upon daily toil 
for daily bread. No class in the country will be more seriously 
affected and none should be more deeply interested in the stability 
of the currency than the wage earner, ** whose heart is the cita- 
del of a nation’s power and whose arm is the bulwark of liberty.’ 
[Loud saptonne.) 

Public opinion in this country should be so strongly and so 
thoroughly grounded on the great foundation truths of finance 


and currency that we shall not only get fight, but stay right. In 
the war with Spain our Army and Navy displayed invincible 
a bravery, and skill, and won the admiration of the world. 
trust that the financial and commercial interests of the coun 
and the representatives of the } ron in Congress assembled will 
no less fearlessly press forward toward the attainment of a mone- 
tary system that shall command what our country in other partic- 
ulars enjoys, the respect, the confidence, and the admiration of 
the world. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. PADGETT. r. Chairman, in addition to my time the 
gentleman from New York who has just taken his seat [Mr. 
PUGSLEY] yields me the balance of his time, and I yield twenty- 
five minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLEN- 
BERGER]. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, we have been told 
over and over again that the Republican party has redeemed its - 
pledge and promise to the people and has established the currency 
on a gold standard, upon a firm foundation, and that therefore 
the money question is settled or is dead, yet it seems to have an 
annual resurrection in the Congress of the United States. I have 
observed in my brief experience that people are generally very 
much interested in something which they have not got. In the 
hard times following the panic of 1893, when everyone was “‘ hard 
up,”’ the money question was of absorbing interest. 

And I think I have observed, at least of late years, that the 
American people take but little interest in the preservation of the 
rights of other people so long as they feel secure in the possession 
of their own, and I have wondered sometimes if it was ause of 
this seeming universal interest in things hoped for rather than 
those possessed that makes the American Congressman take such 
perennial interest in the money question. 

Is it because of this same trait in human nature that now, 
when certain individuals and corporations have about exhausted 
| their own and the country’s credit in the issuance of stocks and 
bonds which have no actual value in fact except as the same shall 
be wrung out of the pockets of labor—having thereby increased 
| by $5,000,000,000 the debt which labor must finally pay, and be- 
| ing accordingly embarrassed with the extent of their obligations 
which they have unloaded upon the country or the banks, they 
now propose to change the character of those obligations into 
promises to pay, and by fiat law give them the power and the 
force and the effect of money? 

It seems, Mr. Chairman, that the gentlemen who have the con- 
| trol of financial legislation in this House are determined to give 
us their remedy for the financial evils which, in their judgment, 
afflict the body politic in homeopathic doses, rather than remove 
_ the entire appendix of Government-made money, as they doubt- 
less would like to do, by one radical operation. Hence we have 
| them bringing in now only the asset and inflation portion of their 
| financial cure, doubtless reserving the branch bank and the mo- 
| nopoly features for some future time. 

Although, Mr. Chairman, the business ailment of the country 
is one purely of an excess of wind and water upon the stomach of 
overcapitalized corporations, and although no legitimate interest 
whatever is complaining, it seems as if the financial doctors of 
this House were determined to mix a little money medicine for 
| the country anyway, not that we are sick now, but that wemay 
become sick some time in the future—if not in the spring, then 
| next fall, or any time prior to 1904. 

Now, the remedy which they offer is, in my judgment, entirely 
/an experimental one. They themselves do not know what effect 
| it will have upon the country, neither does anyone else. And I 
_ would like to suggest to the House and the committee that the 
_ country is in a rather healthy condition just at present. I once 
knew a man out in the Western country where I live who had 
great faith in doctors. He was “‘ feeling good, enjoying life’’— 
was happy. But he wanted to feel better, and so he consulted a 
doctor, took physic, and died. 

Mr. Chairman, the merchants, and the miners, and the mannu- 
facturers, and the farmers, who produce the wealth of this coun- 
try, maintain its prosperity, and pay its debts, are not asking for 
this legislation. Strangely enough, the people in the East are 
agitating this legislation, ostensibly in the interest of the people 
who live in the West and the South orin the agricultural por- 
tions of the country, although no Western or Southern interest is 
| asking for it. On the contrary, in that portion of our national 
/domain where I live—that portion once known as the Great 
_American Desert, and now the granary of the American conti- 
| nent—the business men, through their banking associations and 
_ business gatherings, in general, are protesting against the legisla- 
| tion contemplated in this bill. 
| In the State which I represent—more absolutely dependent 
upon agriculture for the prosperity of its people than any other 
State of the Union—the State of Nebraska, the candidates for 
| Congress on the Republican ticket were kept busy, both on and 
‘off the stump, during the last campaign, in telling the people 
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over and over again that it was not the policy of their party to 
inflict such legislation as this upon the country. In my judg- 
ment if the people of that great Commonwealth had believed you 
intended to surrender to private corporations the control of our 
country’s currency, with which is carried on the business of the 
most powerful people in the world, they would have buried your 
candidates so deep beneath an avalanche of condemning ballots 
as to have been beyond the hope of resurrection at the trump of 
doom, 

Mr. Chairman, it can not be successfully maintained that there 
is shortage of currency, of money, or of credit in this country. 
There has been, as everyone knows, during the last four or five 
vears an overballooning of credit—the issuance of stocks and 
bonds by wind-blown and water-soaked corporations. The peo- 
ple of the West, especially in the agricultural portions, are in an 
exceedingly prosperous condition at thistime. They have plenty 
of money and plenty of credit. We have learned in thatcountry 
the proper way to maintain creditand get money. We have been 
taught by business experience; and we have more of wheat, and 
more of pork, and more of beef, and more of corn—more of every- 
thing that puts money in the farmer’s pocket—than we have had 
for many years. 

I remember that in 1896 gentlemen came to us from the East 
and told us that we would lose our credit and not be able to 
borrow any more Eastern capital if we dared to declare for bi- 
metallism, because of the fear that we might pay our debts in 
depreciated dollars; but the unanswerable logic of events has 
proved that what the West needed was not the ability to borrow 
more money, but rather a price for our products that would enable 
us to pay what we had already borrowed. 

We were told at the same time that we would be punished by 

* the East refusing to send us any more money, but by the irony of 
fate we have, in four years out of the six following that election, 
been given a crop that has enabled us to send our products down 
across this continent 2,000 miles, down to the great money center 
of New York, where every day a larger volume of business is 
transacted than in all the other clearing-house cities of the United 
States put together, where one-third of all the loans and one-third 
of all the deposits in all the national banks are held, and swept 
their entire surplus reserve out to the farmers beyond the Mis- 
sissippi River and put those great clearing-house institutions into 
that condition that they could not loan a man in business a dollar, 
except in violation of their charters. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, they tell us in their report here, or at least | 
I read it so, that this forces an unfortunate liquidation upon the 
part of those who deal in stocks and bonds and gamble in the 
great money centers of this country upon the products of the 
farmer's toil. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to you, in my judg- 
ment, that what the country needs now is not so much a further | 
expansion of credit, but rather a reservation to the legitimate in- 
terests of the country the credit and money which they alone 
produce and maintain, I want to say further upon that very 
question that we have had a great deal of talk about antitrust 
legislation in this House and in the countfy. 

In my judgment, the trust promoting and trust building which 
was stopped in this country last fall was not stopped because of 
the fear of any legislation that would be passed by the Congress 
of the United States or because of any lawsuits instituted against 
them, but because of the withholding of money and of credits with 
which to deal in those stocks and bonds in the money centers of the 
country; and when the merchants and farmers and business men 
and the legitimate interests of this country at times make a de- 
mand upon those with whom they trust their money that that 
money shall be returned to them for legitimate business purposes, 
they do more to stop the building and promoting of trusts than 
will any legislation that can be passed by the Congress of the 
United States as it is organized to-day. 

Mr. Chairman, after reading through the first portion of the 
report and listening to the instructive speech of the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. FowLer]—because it was a good speech, | 
a logical speech from his standpoint, and showed a wonderful | 
amount of information, and which I hope everyone will read—I | 
was impressed with the fact that he, along with others who have 
supported the bill, has come at last to admit the principle of the | 
Democratic party upon the great question of finance, so far as 
the quantity theory of money is concerned. 

Anyone who reads this report and listened to the argument of 
the eloquent gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince], who talked last | 
evening, and others who debated upon this question, will see that 
the real question at issue has never been as to what should be our 
standard of value, for that of itself is not worth the effort which | 
has been put forth on this question. The question was not primarily | 
to determine whether the standard of value should be green or | 
vellow or white money, whether gold or silver or paper; but the | 
issue in 1896 and the issue now and the issue in the future is 

whether the money of the country shall be controlled by the | 














| limited number o 


Government of the United States, where the Constitution put it, 
or whether you shall surrender it to private corporations for their 


control and profit. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now the gentlemen, a little farther along in their report, say 
as follows: 

As your committee has just pointed out, however, the withdrawal from 
the banks of $100,000,000 of reserve money last fall, when there was an actual 
need of about $200,000,000 of additional credit to properly handle the crops of 
the country, must have contracted loans or curtailed credit by at least 
$400,000,000.. Anomalous as it may seem, as our needs for the tools of trade 
increase they as certainly at the same time decrease correspondingly. 

Now, if there is any valid argument that can be urged in sup- 
port of this bill it is this matter of expansion of credit and the 
claim that the demand of the farmers and the miners of the 
country for the money contracts the loaning capacity of the bank. 
Let us see. I have before me an abstract of the report of the 
banks as furnished by the Comptroller of the Currency for the 15th 
day of September and the 25th day of November last. I find 
that the loans of the banks of this country expanded from July 16 
to September 15, some $58,000,000. I find that the loans were 
expanded from September 15 to November 25 some $23,000,000; 
or, altogether, the banks in the face of the demand for the money, 
instead of contracting their loans, expanded their loans $81,000,000. 

In other words, these gentlemen under the conditions that now 
exist, apparently made a mistake as to what actually did occur 
of $500,000,000, and I ask if they made such a mistake as this, 
under conditions that are known, how much graver and more 
serious mistakes may they lead us into under conditions which 
are entirely problematical in the future, under this bill? Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I want to speak briefly upon three fundamental 
principles in this bill, because they are the three points upon 
which it is an innovation upon existing law or recognized finan- 
cial policy. I am opposed to this bill primarily because it is the 
first step as a means to create a money monopoly. 

Now, a monopoly is not necessarily a dangerous thingif it is a 
government monopoly, but private monopoly always tends to cor- 
ruption in republics, and I believe is inimical to the preservation 
of free institutions. And this bill further is open to the charge, 
in my judgment, that it is an inflation measure, first, because it 
provides a certain amount of inflation under the conditions that 
now exist. It does not provide necessarily for the retirement of 
any money that is in circulation now, but it does make possible, 
as admitted in the report here, an increase of something like one 
hundred and forty or one hundred and fifty millions of dollars in 
our circulating medium. 

It is possible under this bill that there shall be an unlimited in- 
flation of the currency, because they have not limited the number 
of banks of issue. As the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
FOWLER] admitted to me the other day when I asked him the ques- 
tion, there will be now under the operation of this bill about 
5,000 banks of issue. Upon the passage of this bill, if it shall be 
found profitable, we may fairly expect that all the other small 
State banks in the country, and large ones, so far as that is con- 
cerned, now engaged in ordinary commercial business, will also 
go into the note-issuing business, because it will be found profita- 
ble to them, and it is not unreasonable to expect that in the next 
five years we would have at least 10,000 banks of issue. 

And instead of other nations that have tried such a policy, such 
as is indicated in this bill, permitting an unlimited number of 
banks of issue, every nation that has tried it has found sooner or 
later that under booming business conditions and during periods 
of speculation too many banks have gone into the note-issuing 
business, as any man can understand who studies the subject, and 
therefore there has always followed an inflation of money with 
consequent disaster to business. 

Every nation that has permitted banks of issue, not excepting 
ourselves, have learned by bitter experience the truth of this 
financial axiom. And to-day every nation in the world that per- 
mits notes to be issued based upon assets itistead of permitting an 
unlimited number of banks, as is possible under this bill, have all 
shaped their legislation in exactly the opposite direction by creat- 
ing a monopoly of note issues and limiting the number of banks 
to as few as possible. No country that holds any place among 
the financial powers of the earth countenances any such policy as 
is contemplated in this bill. 

The British poogte for more than a century permitted an un- 

banks to go into the note-issuing business, but 
over and over again in times of great business prosperity they 
experienced an inflation of the currency because too many banks 
engaged in the business, a condition of affairs which was inevi- 
tably followed by disaster, and specie payment was suspended over 
and over again, until finally, in 1844, they passed an act under 
which it has not been possible since that time to establish a single 
new bank of issue in Scotland or England or Ireland. And, as the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FowLEr] stated the other day, 
there are now only 11 banks of issue in Scotland, and in England 
or Scotland or Ireland if any bank goes into liquidation voluntarily 
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- fails, no new bank of issue is permitted to be established in its 
place. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. In a moment. Let me finish my 
statement. 

No new bank of issue is permitted to take its place, but the 
right to these note issues reverts to the Bank of England. 

And so it is in Germany, to which the gentleman also referred. 
At one time Germany had an unlimited number of banks of 
issue, but Germany found that that condition of things was un- 
sound, and now they have a law which is practically equivalent 
to the English law. No new banks of issue are permitted to be 
established in Germany. They have created a monopoly, and if 
you are going to surrender this note-issuing function to private 
institutions you must make a monopoly if you make it safe. 

Austria has only one such bank of issue. France has one, 
Spain has one. The Kingdom of Italy at one time permitted a 
number of banks of issue, but because of the disaster which was 
brought upon the country by that system she has also limited the 
number of banks of issue. 

Canada has been referred to by the gentleman as being a coun- 
try which furnished a system parallel to that proposed in this 
bill; but Canada has found a way of creating an absolute monop- 
oly, a monopoly which establishes as absolute a limitation upon 
the number of banks there as if the maximum had been decreed 
by law. 

The gentleman stated in his remarks the other day, in reply to 
my question, that there were only 34 banks of issue in Canada. 
There were 36 banks of issue in Canada under the law as it was 
passed in 1890, thirteen years ago. No new bank of issue is per- 
mitted in Canada with less than half a million dollars capital; 
and if we permitted no new banks of issue with less than $5,000,000 
capital it would correspond probably to the condition in Canada, 
taking into consideration our population, our wealth, and our 
domain, compared with that of Canada. 

These banks in Canada are permitted to establish branch insti- 
tutions all over the country, and they have absorbed the entire 
business of that country so completely that now no new bank of 
issue is practicable, or will be in the future, because there is no 
opportunity for them to get sufficient business to be profitable; 
so that theres as absolute a monopoly as if it was established by 
law, and you have got to come sooner or later to the point of es- 
tablishing such a monopoly hereif you allow private concerns to is- 
sue these notes and if you are going to make this system a safe one. 

Now, I do not believe the gentlemen themselves who brought 
in this bill would have offered us this kind of a measure if they 
could have had their will in the matter. 

They have not offered such a bill as they would like to make a 
law, but one going as far as they thought. possible and yet com- 
mand votes enough to passit. Indeed, the gentlemen indicated 
that they realized the situation when in their original bill they 
inserted a provision whereby a bank with a capital of $5,000,000 
might establish branches all over this country, the result of which 
would have been that these great institutions would rapidly have 
absorbed the banking business of the country; and or would 
compel all the small banks either to get into their trust or go out 
of business, and you would thus have a monopoly created just as 
surely as has been done in Canada. 

Mr. FOWLER. I understood the gentleman to say that they 
were not permitted to establish any new banks in Scotland. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Not banks of issue. They are not 
allowed to establish any new banks of issue. 

The difference in the amount of capital required by banks of 
issue, the absence of the branch Bes feature, the amount and 
character of the reserves required, and other provisions upon 
which this bill differs radically from the Canadian plan, make any 
inferences drawn from the experience of Canada as to what effect 
the passage of this bill would have finds little foundation in fact. 

The second point upon which I consider this bill is objection- 
able under our present financial system and reserve requirements 
is that it declares that the notes to be issued under it shall be 
made specifically payable in gold. In the first place, we have 
already numerous kinds of money, and I certainly object to hav- 
ing another added to them. The present bank notes issued by 
national banks are redeemable in lawful money only, and that is 
the only requirement that ought to be asked of the banks, because 
they must accept under the law several other forms of money 
other than gold on deposit and in payment of their debts, and it 
is not sound business policy to require them to pay their obliga- 
tions in any other kind of money than those they can lawfully 
exact for obligations due to them. 

Under this bill it is perfectly possible and probable that millions 
of money should be issued without any reference to the amount 
of gold im the banks and available for their redemption. It has 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 





FEBRUARY 25, 


eration in empowering their issue the actual amount of money 
available for their redemption has sooner or later led to the 
dangers of suspension of specie payments. 

The gentlemen have doubtless believed that because they make 
the notes specifically payable in gold and that the Government 
redeems them under certain conditions, the banks will never be 
required to redeem any great quantity of them in gold. But 
when the inevitable reaction comes, and gold is demanded for ex- 
port, and for hoarding these notes—being an easy means of ob- 
taining it, they will all have to be either retired or else furnish a 
constant siphon with which to draw the gold from the banks, 
who upon the other hand will have no means whereby to get the 
gold except from the Government of the United States or to buy 
it in the open market. 

The fact that the Government supervises the redemption of 
these notes will not make their redemption by the banks any 
easier; it only raises the hope that the demand will not be made 
upon the banks. Before a system of gold-note issues is entered 
upon by any nation, the money of that country must consist of 
gold as the only money of final redemption, with silver as a sub- 
sidiary or token coin and not a legal tender, and the currency of 
the country to be issued by banking corporations. Every nation 
that does not have that kind of a currency only requires that the 
banks shall pay their notes in the lawful money of the country, 
as does both France and Canada. 

France, retaining her reserves in silver and gold and Canada 
in specie and Dominion notes, corresponding to our Treasury 
notes, so that the banks of those countries, when gold is demanded 
of them for export or for hoarding, have a means whereby to pro- 
tect themselves and compel those who want the gold to pay the 
proper premium for it upon the open market. Every nation that 
has opened the door to the possibility of unlimited note issues, 
made specifically payable in coin and issued without a proper re- 
lation being maintained as to the amount actually pledged and 
maintained for their redemption, has sooner or later learned in 
humiliation the disastrous sequel to the story of him who preaches 
that there will be no day of payment. 

As the law is now the assets upon which the banks must realize 
to meet their notes are payable in lawful money. Under this 
bill they would be required toreceive their obligations in three or 
four different kinds of money and yet bound to pay their notes 
in one kind of money—gold. 

Mr. HILL. That is the same as the lawis now. The bank is 
not required to hold any United States notes, but it is required to 
redeem its notes in United States notes. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. To redeem them in lawful money. 

Mr. HILL. In United States notes. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. This requires them to redeem over 
their counters in gold. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They are practically not re- 
quired to redeem these notes at all. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The third point upon which I wish 
to challenge the correctness and justice of the principle injected 
into this bill is that after we have surrendered to the corporations 
the profit and power to be derived from issuing money made a 
legal tender to all the banks and to all the myriad necessities of 
the Government yet we do not propose here in this bill to have the 
United States guarantee the final redemption of these notes in gold 
if for any reason the banks shall fail to make them good. 

It is true that in return for a quasi guaranteeing of their notes 
the banks give the Government a first lien upon their assets, but 
the trouble with this is that while it is sauce for the note holder 
it is decidedly cold victuals for the depositor, who frequently even 
now receives little enough from the failed bank. Under sucha 
system as this it is quite evident that the depositor would fare 
far worse than he now does in case of failure, because the Goy- 
ernment is bound to realize upon the assets in order to reimburse 
the guaranty fund in case of failure. 

Gentlemen say further that this money is not ranteed by the 
Government of the United States. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want 
to say here that when it comes to the question of money you 
can not altogether depend upon the experience of other nations 
as to how the people of this country will receive that money. 
We have had a large experience in unguaranteed notes during the 
State-bank issues, and *the people of the United States will look 
with suspicion upon any money unless it is guaranteed by the 
National Government. 

I remember in 1894, when this asset-currency plan was first sub- 
mitted, a banker’s convention up here in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia was discussing the principles involved in asset currency, and 
after several gentlemen had dilated upon the security of this plan 
and the expediency of it, a gentleman arose, who was evidently 
old in experience, and said, ‘‘ Gentlemen, I do not care how you 
may secure this money and how expedient it may appear, unless 


always been so in every nation that has tried such a policy as | the American Government guarantees your money the American 
this, and any system of note issues that fails to take into consid- | people will not have it, because of their experience in the past.” 
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based the real 
of governmental 
eir money is good 
for the same reason that the silver and United States notes are 


Mr. Chairman, after all, these gentlemen have 
security of their money upon the great privil 
legal tender and governmental monopoly. 


_ Every one of them is good, because every one of them is 
s00k choad Aaa a legal tender for the billions of dollars due 
the banks and the billions of dollars due the National Govern- 
ment, and with limited issue that demand will sustain it. Every- 
thing that is behind the flag is behind that dollar—our matchless 
credit, our boundless resources, our illimitable possibilities; the 
all-controlling, all-compelling, all-absorbing demands of Ameri- 
can business and American commerce, s 

The only way that you can assault that dollar is to assault your 
nation’s dignity and honor and dispute her proud position as first 
in the grand galaxy of nations. To deny that dollar is to deny 
your country’s present greatness, her future grandeur, and her 
glory. To deny it is to deny the hope and aspiration that ani- 
mates the breast of every good American citizen—that Columbia 
shall yet sit enthroned here between her silver seas, the undis- 
puted queen and master of the commercial world. [Applause. ] 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, this bill is largely experimental, 
and in its recognized principles it follows the line of absolute mo- 
nopoly, which underlies and supports every empire in the world 
to-day. It is the enthronement of monopoly. It is the very 
apotheosis of special privilege. By the granting of governmental 
favors we have enthroned monopoly in control of the transporta- 
tion of the country; by the granting of special privileges we have 
enthroned monopoly in control of the industrial interests of the 
country, and monopoly has now begun its assault upon that last 
citadel of the peop e’s liberty—the people’s money. It isthe last 
great source of privilege and power yet remaining in control of 
the National Government, and it is the record of history that 
when once a brave and free people such as ours ever loses control 
of a great and priceless privilege, such as this, it has always been 
lost to them forever. Because I believe the bill is experimental, 
monopolistic, and unsound I shall oppose it with my vote. [Pro- 
longed applause. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I now yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. THompson]. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, thisis preeminently a period 
of national reconciliation in these happily reunited States. In the 
‘chorus of the Union,’’ to which President Lincoln so eloquently 
alluded in his first inaugural, the predominant tone now is peace 
and good will between the North and the South, and between all 
sections. Occasionally, however, and only occasionally, a dis- 
cordant note is heard; and such discords appear all the harsher 
and more offensive on account of the general harmony. 

Such a discordant note is contained in the fourth section of the 
Bowman Act. This act is justly held in high regard as greatly 
facilitating the settlement of proper claims against the Govern- 
ment; but its fourth section expressly bars out the great bulk of 
Southern claims for supplies furnished to or taken by the Federal 
forces in the civil war and directly afterwards, because it makes a 
claimant’s loyalty to the United States Government during that 
war essential to the validity of hisclaim. Of course, this excludes 
the great majority of Southern claims which in every other respect 
would be recognized by the law as just and deserving of payment. 

Mr. Chairman, the time is ripe for the repeal of this section of 
the Bowman Act, and I appeal to my friends and brethren of all 
parties here assembled as representatives of all sections of our 
beloved Union to unite with one accord in supporting the bill 
(H. R. 15518) which I offer for such repeal. 

I urge this partly from considerations of abstract justice and 
partly from considerations of national amity and fraternity. 

As to the former, it is manifestly unjust to discriminate in this 
manner against the former Confederates. They did fight against 
the Union for four years, it is true, but after that terrible conflict 
had been waged and concluded in a manner in the highest degree 
honorable to both sides the Confederates accepted the result in 
good faith, were invited by the North to resume their former re- 
lations with the Union, and did so. By that act the Southerners 
again became United States citizens in good and regular stand- 


Government will gladly accept their services in the Army, the 
Navy, the legislative forum, the court room, the public offices, 
but it will not pay what it owes them! This is, in brief, the 
effect of the fourth section of the Bowman Act, and it is a legal 
absurdity and monstrosity. I, for one, do not believe that this 
section correctly represents the sentiments and the purposes of 
the leew of the North. I do not believe that the amnesty which 
they offered was amnesty with a string to it. Ido not believe 
that General Grant had any such idea when he said “ Let us 
have peace,” or when he freely gave back to General Lee his 
surrendered sword and generously told Lee’s soldiers to keep 
their horses as they would need them for their spring plowing. 
I believe that if the people of the North fully understood the 
matter they would be the first ones to defhand the repeal of this 
obnoxious section. They would feel themselves dishonored by 
continuing on the statute book such an exhibition of petty mean- 
ness toward their Southern brethren. 

As it stands now the law, by implication, admits the justice of 
these claims of Southerners for supplies furnished to the North- 
ern Army during the war and for a considerable period after the 
termination of the war, and that, if proven, such claims shall be 
paid, provided that the claimant was loyal to the Union during 
the war, but otherwise not. Why not? If the claim is intrin- 
sically just, why should it not be paid? Is the claimant an out- 
law, an exile, a criminal, a miscreant, an anarchist, an enemy of 
the State? Notso. He is a good citizen, perhaps a judge, or a 
Federal officer, or a United States soldier, devoting his life to the 
welfare of the nation. No matter; he fought with the South in 
the civil war, following his honest convictions of duty, so he shall 
not be paid! 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not spend time in repeating the well- 
known arguments as to the right or the wrong of the Southern 
secession movement. But I will call to the attention of the House 
the notable address made before the New England Society of 
Charleston, 8S. C., last December, by Charles Francis Adams, a 
lineal descendant, and a worthy descendant, of those famous old 
patriots, Federalists, and Republicans of Massachusetts, Samuel 
Adams, John Adams, and John Quincy Adams. In this address 
Mr. Adams asserted that long and careful study of the questions 
and conditions precedent to the civil war had convinced him 
that in that struggle ‘‘everybody was right; nobody was wrong.”’ 
In his opinion, he continued, that war was an inevitable conflict 
over the abstract and concrete question of sovereignty, and ‘‘either 
side could offer good ground, historical and legal, for any attitude 
taken in regard to it.’’ 

Continuing, he said: ‘“‘ Every State of the Federation became a 
member of the Union with mental reservations. The one thing 
our ancestry united in most apprehending was a centralized gov- 
ernment. From New Hampshire to Georgia such a government 
was associated with the idea of a foreign régime. The people 
clung to the local autonomy—the sovereignty of the State.”’ 

As I have said, I shall not dwell on thts old and well-nigh ex- 
hausted subject, and I have quoted from Mr. Adams in order to 
indicate what I believe to be the general sentiment at present 
among the intelligent, fair-minded, and well-informed men of the 
North of all parties. It is generally conceded now, in the North 
I am sure, that the South at least sincerely believed it was right 
in those four years of war. The South warmly espoused the 
affirmative side of the State’s rights doctrine, which was then 
agitating the country, and although the North adopted the nega- 
tive side, I know full well that deep down in the hearts of every 
true Northern American is an ardent love for his own State. 
Does not the Vermonter dearly love Vermont? Does not the 
Ohioian idolize Ohio? Does not the Minnesotian worship Minne- 
sota, and the Californian swear by California? Who fought more 
ferociously at Gettysburg than the Pennsylvania troops, who 
were defending not only the Union, but also their own dear State 


| against the invader? As for myself, I could never tire of pro- 


claiming my intense love for my own dear State of Alabama, 
which I honestly consider the fairest country, with the noblest 
and most chivalrous community of people, on the face of the earth; 
but every Southerner entertains like sentiments of love and ven- 


ing. and since then the Union has had no better or more loyal or | eration for his own State. 


more devoted citizens than these same ex-Confederates. 


That war, then, was a family quarrel about a disputed family 


This being the case, where is the justice, where is the sense | question. Brothers fought against brothers hard and long, and 
or logic in excluding the former Confederates from the equal | when at last one set of brothers conquered and carried their point 


operations and benefits of the laws of our common country? 
They have been restored to full fellowship as citizens; they stand 
shoulder to shoulder with the men of the North in our Army and 
Navy; they are eligible to all offices; they preside in our courts; 
they make laws for the nation in these very halls of Congress. 


They have in all respects the rights and privileges of citizens of | 


Massachusetts or of Illinois. 


All, did I say? Yes: all—but one. If the Government owes | 





they shook hands and “‘made up”’ with the other set, and the 
family relations were amicably resumed. But now, long years 


| afterwards, the victorious brothers say to the other brothers, 


** We freely forgave you, and made it all up with you, and biot- 
ted ont all of the old scores, and have no grudge against you and 
no fault to find with you; but we will not pay you for what we 
took from you while we were fighting and while you were lying 
weak and helpless after the fight.”” Would not that be a mean 


them money for value received, they can not collect it, because | thing to do and say? Do you believe that the rich and prosperous 
they were loyal to their own section during the civil war! The ' and honorable North upholds any such doctrine as that? 
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What I have said thus far has had especial reference to the 
equitable, if not legal, claims of those Confederates who actually 
participated and fought in the war between the States and whose 
property was converted or taken for the use of the United States 
Government during the course of that unhappy internecine strife. 
If the justice of their claims, as active participants, appeals to 
you, as I am sure it must, then how much more deserving of your 
consideration are the claims for restitution on the part of that not 
inconsiderable number of Southern gentlemen of the old school 
whose political inclinations and affiliations before the war had 
been aligned with what were then popularly known as the ‘‘ Old 
Line Whigs ”’ or ‘* Unionists,’’ and who never sympathized with or 
approved the secession movement any more than they.indorsed 
the stand taken by the more rabid Abolitionists who sought to free 
the slaves without reimbursement or even by violence. This large 
class of Southerners, while declining to enlist in an army for de- 
stroying the Union, when the line of demarcation was drawn and 
the parting of the ways was at hand, were too loyal to their sec- 
tion not to maintain the neutral ground ‘allotted to those who 
were excused from active enlistment on condition of their sending 
substitutes, or pursuing the more peaceful avocations of growing 
food crops and running grist and flouring mills for the mainte- 
nance of the women, children, and slaves at home. 

I have in mind several relevant instances in my own district 
in Alabama, through which General Wilson’s brigade was pass- 
ing about the time of the surrender at Appomattox. It was a 
fact that a few days after the surrender had actually taken place, 


but before anyone had been apprised of it in that part of the | } 


country, a handful of Confederates made a show of resistance to 
General Wilson’s brigade at West Point, Ga., where the last 
battle of the war was fought. This was just on the line separat- 
ing my district from Georgia. About that time, and, as stated, 
even several days after hostilities had ceased elsewhere and peace 
had been declared, considerable quantities of cotton, meat, mules, 
etc., were confiscated or appropriated by the Union Army from 
just such neutrally disposed citizens of my district, who had even 
submittea to a quasi social ostracism on account of their unwill- 
ingness to become active factors in the disruption of the Union. 
And there were plenty of similar instances in other sections of 
the South. But, it may be implied, with respect to this class of 
citizens, that an exception has been made in their favor, or in 
favor of those who could demonstrate their loyalty to the Union. 
However, mindful of this exception, my plea is here made on be- 
half of that class who, because of the extreme delicacy of their 
positions at home and the many embarrassments at best to which 
they were subjected in preserving the neutral middle ground 
pointed out, might now find difficulty in demonstrating such loy- 
alty, or who, through pride or other considerations, have never 
essayed to adduce the real facts in establishing their said claims. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, all our old war claims ought to be tried 
and decided solely on their merits. The question of ‘‘ loyalty ’”’ 
was res adjudicata years before the Bowman Act was conceived 
of. And we are not left without precedents to guide us in this 
matter. A study of history will show us that this case of ex post 
facto retaliation is, if lam not mistakon, unique in the sendin of 
nations. In the Franco-German war of 1870, the German offi- 
cers, in their advance upon Paris, had all claims from citizens of 
France adjudicated by a board of appraisers at the time of taking 


the property, and the same were promptly paid to each and every | 


individual claimant. They also pursued the same policy toward 
their own citizens whose property they took or injured during 
the march of the German army from Berlin to Paris, and before 
they had reached French territory. 

Indeed, there are notable precedents of the same sort in our 
own history. The Continental Congress voted to pay all claims 
incident to the Revolutionary war, without reference to the poli- 
tics of the claimants and whether they were Tories or not. So in 
the Mexican war, General Scott ordered all property taken from 
private citizens of Mexico to be carefully appraised, and the same 
was promptly paid for by our Government. Coming down to 
more recent times, if the United States Government could afford 
to enter into an agreement with our enemy, Spain, as it did by 
the treaty of Paris, to pay to Spanish citizens, Cubans, and our 
own citizens for loss and damage of private property in Cuba by 
the operation of our forces, why can not the Government afford 
to pay, and why should it not pay, our own citizens for similar 
loss of property in the civil war? By that treaty of Paris not 
only did the United States agree with Spain, as stated, but itis 
now being insisted also that our Government went one step fur- 
ther and agreed to indemnify such sufferers for the injuries sus- 
tained from whatever source, whether through our own troops 
or the Spanish troops, or even through the insurgents themselves. 
And for the practical adjustment of these numerous claims, ag- 
gregating many millions of dollars, this Government has organ- 
ized the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission now sitting in this 
city. 


_ Mr. Chairman, I have so far purposely dwelt upon the equity 
side of this cause for which Iam pleading, because my paramount 
hope of influencing your judgment and action is based upon my 
belief in the inherent sense of justice which actuates the members 
of this House in all their deliberations. But there is another 
phase of this case which will equally appeal to the understanding, 
as to the conscience, of this great body, Though not a lawyer, I 
may be justified in suggesting a few well-recognized principles of 
elementary law which deserve due weight in assisting your con- 
clusions. 

As demonstrated in the foregoing examples cited, our Govern- 
ment stands fully committed to the doctrine of such responsi- 
bility, and can not consistently assert the contrary; and so with 
nearly every other nation on earth. Moreover, the = does 
not rest on the ground that the Government, to be held liable, 
has been guilty of negligence in not restraining the troops from 
taking or converting the property of the citizen to their use, but 
the general principle of law is thus stated by Baker in his treatise 
on international law: 

The responsibility of the State results from its neglect or inability to con- 
trol the conduct of its subjects or its neglect or inability to punish the of- 
fenses and crimes which they commit. 

It is futile to say that the depredations committed upon the non- 
combatants were necessary, and therefore unavoidable. They 
would not be so even in regular war. Halleck (chap. 21, sec. 18) 
has this to say: 

The evils resulting from irregular requisitions and foraging for the ordi- 

nary supplies of an army are so very great and so generally admitted that it 
| has become a recognized maxim of war that the commanding officer who 
commits indiscriminate pillage and allows the taking of private property 
without a strict accountability, whether he be engaged in offensive or de- 
fensive operations, fails in his duty to his own government and violates the 
usages of modern warfare. It is sometimes alleged in excuse for such con- 
duct that the general is unable to restrain his troops, but in the eyes of the 
law there is no excuse, for he who can not preserve order in his army has no 
right to command it. 

I have referred to the precedent of the Mexican war. Under 
| date of May 20, 1847, General Scott wrote from Mexico: 

If it be expected at Washington, as is now apprehended, that the Army is 
tosupport itself by forced contributions levied upon the country, we may 
ruin and exasperate the inhabitants and starve ourselves, for it is certain 
they would sooner remove and destroy the products of their farnis than allow 
them to fall into our hands without compensation. 

As to the general doctrine of such responsibility, I may here 
give a brief summary from Wharton’s Digest: 

The resort to such measures as were adopted by the forces of the Haytian 
Government to suppress the local revolt against the Government and the 
laws may have been, and no doubt was, in the estimation of the Haytian 
| Government, entirely justifiable; and this Government has no disposition to 
question the correctness of this view as to those precautionary municipal 
measures; but it follows, nevertheless, that the Government is answerable for 
the destruction of private property which may have been necessarily sacri- 
ficed to the success of such measures. (Sec. 223.) 

* * * a * * * 


The position of this Government is responsible for the misconduct of its 
soldiers when in the field, even when acting without orders from their supe- 
riors in command. (Sec. 225, Wharton.) * * * The unarmed citizen is to 
be spared in person, property, and honor as much as the exigencies of war 
willadmit. (bid.) 

But, Mr. Chairman, the repeal of this objectionable provision 
is advisable, not merely on grounds of equity and law, but from 

considerations of national amity and neighborly good will. 

| As is well known, the South at the end of the civil war, and for 
| long afterwards, was impoverished, financially ruined. It had 
lost all except honor. Almost all of those whose property had 
| been appropriated by the United States Government were poor 
/ men, made poor by the war, and could ill afford to spare the sup- 
| plies thus taken from them. Many of them, or their descendants, 
| are still poor, and sorely need this money to which they are justly 
entitled. Thousands of dollars’ worth of these claims have been 
| barred out by technicalities hinging upon this fourth section of 
the Bowman Act. If it were not for these technicalities they 
would be paid, as they ought to be paid. I can not believe that 
when the facts which I have so inadequately endeavored to set 
forth are appreciated in their true light and force by Congress 
and by the general public, this measure of justice will be much 
longer refused to the loyal and long-suffering claimants of my 
State and adjacent States. 

I have spoken of loyalty. This question of loyalty is the test 
question, the core, the crux, of the whole matter. The South 
does not shrink from the test. It does not plead guilty to the 
charge of disloyalty during the years from 1861 to 1865. Disloyalty 
is not the right word inthat connection. The awful war between 
the States was upon a disagreement between the sections as to 
which section was loyal to the Constitution. The North said the 
South was disloyal, and the South said the North was disloyal. 
|The issue of the war settled the question practically in favor of 
| the North, and the South accepted the neuk in good faith. Asidé 
| from that internal dissension, where can you find more loyal citi- 
| zens of the United States than the South has always furnished and 
| furnishes to-day? Think of the valiant heroes of Georgia, Vir- 
ginia, and the Carolinas in the Revolutionary war—the men who, 
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almost starved, barefooted, and in rags and tatters, and 

rimitive arms and equipments, completely 
British regulars, and won over them an un- 
interrupted series of brilliant victories under the leadership of 


though 
with only the most 
baffled the hosts of 


sumter and Marion. Remember the exploits of the Southerners 

Se Andrew Jackson in the war of 1812, and under Scott and 
Taylor in the Mexican war—the South furnishing far more than 
its equitable share of officers and troops in both those wars. __ 

And then, as we can all remember, the South gloriously vindi- 
cated its loyalty to the Union by its conduct during the recent 
Spanish-American war. The sentiment has often been expressed 
that that war was incidentally a godsend to this country, in that it 
served as the final “healing act’’ for all the internal wounds of 
the past, and bound the two sections firmly together again in the 
bonds of genuine reconciliation and mutual love and confidence 
on the basis of a common patriotism. When the Spanish war 
broke out, the Southern Confederate veterans and their sons 
sprang with one accord to the defense of the Stars and Stripes, 
and fought for the flag on sea and land with unsu ble brav- 
ery and vigor. The man who “ held the fort ’’ at Habana, single- 
handed, in the midst of open and hidden enemies, and in constant 
danger of assassination, was a Southerner of the Southerners, 
and the nephew of his uncle, General Lee. The first one to fall 
in that war was a Southerner, sealing his devotion to the Union 
with his heart's blood. And no State was behind Alabama in its 
services to the Union in that international struggle. Witness the 
gallant Hobson, whose act of daring seif-sacrifice in the Merri- 
mae will go down into history for all time. Witness the superb 
generalship of Wheeler, under whom President Roosevelt has 
declared he felt honored to serve—Wheeler, once the great Con- 
federate cavalry leader, now one of the strong pillars of the re- 
united Republic. Aye, witness General Wheeler’s daughters, on 
their missions of mercy in the hospital camps. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, the Southerners are in fact as much citi- 
zens, and as good citizens. of the United States to-day as are the 
Northerners, and they should be treated as such by the laws. 
The South does her full share of the fighting for the Union; she 
does her full share of the work of the country; she bears hér full 
share of the burdens of the country; she gladly pays her full 
share of the $150,000,000 paid in pensions each year for Union 
scldicrs; she is striving equally with the North for the honor, 
welfare, and advancement of the whole country. The two sec- 
tions are in perfect unity, peace, and concord, each with the 
cther, and all acts inconsistent with this so desirable condition of 
affairs should be forthwith repealed and thrown into the rubbish 
heap over the back fence of the past. ‘ 

This fourth section of the Bowman Act should be the first one 
togo. Let it be thrown out at once, Mr. Chairman—the sooner the 
better—and all the people will say ‘‘Amen!"’ [Loud applause. } 

I ask leave to in rate in the Recorp with my remarks the 
Bowman Act referred to, together with a legal argument sub- 
mitted by Mr. Gilbert Moyers, an eminent lawyer of this city. 


Acts oF CONGRESS RELATING ea =~ PROSECUTION OF CONGRESSIONAL 
‘ASES. 


THE BOWMAN ACT. 
[22 Stat. L., p. 485.] 


An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Depart- 
ments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Government. 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any 
committee of the Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House 
of Congress, which involves the investigationand determination of facts, the 
committee or House may cause the same, with the vouchers, papers, roofs, 
and documents pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims 
of the United States, and the same shall there be eeded in under such 
rules as the court may adopt. When the facts have been found, the 
court shall not enter judgment thereon, but shall report the same to the com- 
mittee or tothe House by which the case was transmitted for its consideration. 

Suc. 2. That when a claim or matter is pending in any of the Executive 
Departments which may involve controverted questions of fact or law, the 
head of such ment may transmit the same, with the vouchers, papers 

roofs, and documents pertaining thereto, to said court, and the same s 

» there ed in under such rules as the court may adopt. When the 
facts and conclusions of law shall have been found, the court shall not enter 
judgment thereon, but shall report its findings and opinions to the depart- 


ment by which it was transmitted for its anes and action. 
Sec. 3. The jurisdiction of said court il not extend to or include any 
claim against 


e United States growing out of the destruction or er to 
property by the Army or Navy during the war for the suppression of the 
rebellion, or for the use and occupation of real estate by any part of the mili- 
tary or naval forces of the United States in the operation of said forces dur- 
ing the said war at the seat of war; nor shall the said court have jurisdiction 
of any claim against the United States which is now barred by virtue of the 
provisions of any law of the United States. 

Suc. 4. In any case of a claim for supplies or stores taken by or furnished 
to any part of m or naval forces of the United States for their use dur- 
ing the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, the petition shall aver 
that who fu such supplies or stores, or from whom such 
supplies or stores were taken, did not give any aid or comfort to said rebel- 

, but was hout that war loyal to the Government of the United 
States, and the fact of such loyalty shall be a jurisdictional fact; and unless 
Soe court shall, on a prel uiry, find that the person who fur- 


such supplies or stores, or from whom the same were taken as afore- 
said, was loyal to the Government of the United States throughout said war, 
the court with- 
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Src. 5. That the Attorney-General, or his assistants, under his direction 
shall appear for the defense and protection of the interests of the United 
States in all cases which may be enenaitted to the Court of Claims under 
this act, with the same power to interpose counterclaims, offsets, defenses 
for fraud = or attempted to be practiced by claimants, and other de- 

e manner as he is now required to defend the United States in 


Sec. 6. That in the trial of such cases no person shall be excluded as a wit- 
ness because he or she is a y to or interested in the same. 

Sec. 7. That reports of the Court of Claims to Congress under this act, if 
not finally acted upon during the session at which they are reported, shall 
be continued from session to session and from Congress to Congress until the 
same shall be finally acted upon. 

Approved March 3, 1883. 

THE TUCKER ACT. 


[24 Stat. L., p. 505.) 


An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States. 


This is an act providing for the prosecution of general  povtatioiion cases, 
except section 14, which relates to Congressional! cases, and is as follows: 
“Sxc. 14. That whenever any bill, except for a pension, shall be pending 
in either House of Congress providing for the payment of a claim against the 
United States, legal or equitable, or for a grant, gift, or bounty to any per- 
son, the House in which such bill is pending may refer the same to the Court 
of Claims, whoshall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions 
of the act approved h 3, 1888, entitled ‘An act to afford assistance and 
relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of 
claims and demands i the Government,’ and report to such House the 
facts in the case and amount, where the same can be liquidated, includ- 
ing any facts bearing u the question whether there has been celay or 
laches in as a claim or applying for such grant, gift, or bounty, 
and one Se ig upon the question whether the bar of any statute of 
limitation should be removed or which shall be claimed to excuse the claim- 
ant for not po to any established legal remedy.” 
March 3, 1887. (Vol. 30, Stat. L., pp. 494, 495.) 
“LACHES” AS AN ALLEGED OBJECTION TO THE PAYMENT BY CONGRESS OF 
CERTAIN S0-CALLED “BOWMAN AND TUCKER ACT” FINDINGS. 


One of the chief of the Tucker Act of 1887 was to relieve claim- 
ants from the ips of certain statutes (which operated as statutes of 
limitations and bars) the prosecution of claims against the United States 
for stores and supplies. The practical working in the court of the Bowman 
Act showed a ent injustice and t hardship to certain claimants. 
Relief of some kind was demanded, and the response thereto was the Tucker 
Act. The portion of the Tucker Act in respect to “laches” shows (by its lan- 
guage) that Congress intended to be very liberal toward claimants, and 
practically to repeal all statutes of limitations and statutes in bar of the 
prosecution of claims against the United States. It instructed the court to 
report whatever facts — appear tending to show that theclaimants were 
not T+ with want of due diligence. The doctrine of “laches” as ap- 

lied in the courts of equity always —— to the conscience of the court. It is 

ntended to relieve against the ha: ips of statutes, and somewhat of the 
common law. x 
The Tucker Act does not, in terms or by intendment, prohibit the court 
g favorable findings for claimants, or guide Congress in providing 
the payment for findings. The Government does not permit any statute of 
limitations to run against itself when it undertakes to collect debts for itself. 
Why should it not treat its own citizens with similar consideration? In a 
very large proportion of the claims for “‘stores and supplies” the best evi- 
dence (and sometimes the only evidence) is in the archives of the Govern- 
ment. It has been either difficult or impossible for claimants to obtain this 
evidence in their favor,and never to obtain it except as an act of grace by 
the heads of de mts or on an order of the court. It isapparent (with- 
out argument) that the Government can be guilty of no greater injustice 
toward its loyal citizens thanto put upa barof exclusion and apply the doc- 
trine of “laches*’ when its various departments hold the only proofs (or most 
of the proofs) by which the citizen can establish his right. 

It was never intended in any system of law that the doctrine of “laches” 
should be applied in suits against the Government. This doctrine applies 
almost exclusively in equity causes. It goes to the conscience of the court 
or the crown, and it is difficult, if not impossible, to find in the concrete any 
‘conscience’ in any legislative body, use there the individual member 
is guided by his own conscience, acts upon his own independent judgment, 
and “conscience” as it exists in a courtof equity, or under a monarchial sys- 
tem, is wholly inconsistent with the legislative tribunal composed of inde- 
pendent members and two separate and independent bodies. The result is 
thet any and all considerations of “laches,”’ as applied in the courts, should 
be abandoned by Congress in determining whether the amounts stated in the 
findings of the Co of Claims under either the Bowman or Tucker act 
should be paid or not. 

In this contention weare not without precedent, as Congress has recogs 
nized the liability of the Government by appropriations to pay the finding- 
of the Court of where loyalty and the merits have been determined 
favorably, without regard to iaches. In the act of March 3, 1899, will be 
found appropriations to pay the following claims allowed by the court under 
the Tucker Act, where the court found especially in each case: 

A. D. MEUILLON, DECEASED. 
[52d Cong., Ist sess., H. R. Doc. 254.] 

In this case the court found as follows: 

“The deceased claimant was a native and citizen of France, and at the 
time of the taking of the pronesty a resident alien within the United States. 
His claim was never presented to the Commissioners sitting under the treaty 
with France, January 15, 1880 (21 Stat. L., p. 673), and is barred by Article 
XI of the treaty. Neither was it ever presented to the Southern Claims Com- 
mission nor to any officer of the United States. 

“The claimant has established no facts bearing upon the question whether 
the bar of the treaty with France above referred to should removed, and 
no facts which tend to excuse the deceased claimant for not having resorted 
to any established legal remedy. 

ADELINE N. LARCHE. 
[55th Cong., 2d sess., H. R. Doc. 413.] 

The following finding as to laches was made in this case: 

“The claim was not presented to the Commissioners of Claims under the 
act 38d March, 1871, and is consequently barred under the evita of the 
act 15th June, 1878 (20 Stat. L., p. 550, sec. 5). No evidence has been offered 


Approved 


the claimant under the act of 3d March, 1887 (24 Stat. L., p. 505, sec. 14), 
° ring upon the question whether there has been delay or laches in pre- 
senting such claim or applying for such grant, gift, or bounty, and any facts 


bearing upon the question whether the bar of any statute of limitation 
should be removed or which shall be claimed to excuse the claimant fer not 
having resorted to any established legal remedy.’” 
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GEORGE GORMAN, DECEASED. 
[52d Cong., Ist sess., H. R. Doc. 202.] 

The finding as to laches in this case was as follows: 

“The claim was not presented to the Commissioners of Claims. The only 
‘facts bearing upon the oa whether there has been delay or laches in 

resenting the claim’ (24 Stat. L., p. 505, sec. 14) are that George Gorman 
Mied intestate in 1869, leaving minor grandchildren as his heirs, and no letters 
of administration were taken on his estate during the time when the claim 
could have been filed before the Commissioners of Claims. The claim was 
first presented to Congress in December, 1883, by the said heirs. The eldest 
heir came of age in 1871.” 

In the act of May 27, 1902, is the following case: 
GEORGE B. CALDWELL, ADMINISTRATOR HAMLIN CALDWELL, DECEASED. 
[57th Cong., Ist sess., H. R. Doc. 214.] 

The following was the finding in this case: 

“The claim was not presen to the Commissioners of Claims under the 
act of March 3, 1871, and is consequently barred under the provisions of the 
act of June 15, 1878 (20 Stat. L., 550, sec. 5). No evidence has been offered by 
the claimant under the act of March 8, 1887 (24 Stat. L., 505, sec. 14), *‘ bear- 
ing upon the question whether there has been delay or laches in presenting 
such claim or applying for such grant, gift, or bounty, and any facts bear- 
ing upon the question whether the bar of any statute of limitation should be 
removed or which shall be claimed to excuse the claimant for not having re- 
sorted to any established legal remedy.’” 

Furthermore, there was no act of Con; until that of March 3, 1871, pro- 
viding for a tribunal where theclaims of the loyal citizens of insurrectionary 
States might be adjudicated. This is the act creating what is known as the 
Southern Claims Commission. By the provisions of this act the commission- 
ers were authorized to prescribe rules and regulutions as to the taking of 
testimony in the different cases presented to it. Among other rules pre- 
scribed by the commissioners is the following as to the taking of testimony: 

“Where the claims are small, the claimants poor, and they and their wit- 
nesses live remote from W: n, it would amount to a denial of justice 
to uire them tocome here. In aid of such claimants and under the au- 
thority given to the commissioners to adopt rules and ulations for the 
taking of evidence, we decided to allow claimants whose claims did not ex- 
ceed $3,000 to have depositions of themselves and their witnesses taken by 
special commissioners to be designated by us. We limited the right toclaims 
not exceeding $3,000 because most of the claims are under that amount, and 
we believed that attempts to defraud the Government would generally be 
aimed at larger sums. th this limitation the cases have been numerous 
enough toemploy all the timeof special commissioners and to furnish us with 
more cases than we have had time to examine and decide.” 

So it will be seen that where cases exceeded $3,000 claimants were com- 
pelled to bring their witnesses to Washington. 

Now, it is a well-known fact that the section of the country where these 
claims originated was impoverished by the depredations of the war, and the 
—- were absolutely unable to comply with this requirement—that is, to 

ring witnesses from 1,000 to 1,500 miles to the — o- the nation in order 
to sustain the claims they had presented to said Commission. The result 


was that no proof was taken, and hence the claims became barred through 
no fault of the claimants, but simply owing to an unreasonable requirement 


made by Congress in the act referred to. 

This is the only act upon the statute books of the United States giving re- 
lief to parties who have claims against the Government where the parties 
a claims were required to have their proof taken at the city of 

ashington. No such provision is to be found in the act crea’ any of the 
commissions nized to adjudicate claims, to wit, the Mixed Commission 
oz British and erican Claims, provided for in the act of Congress passed 
March 8, 1871. Neither were the claimants under the French and American 
Claims Commission required to bring their witnesses to Washington. In no 
case under the captured and abandoned rty act were ey ho oor 
and it has not been required in any cases before the Court of Claims, involv- 
ing a small or a large amount,whether f under the general jurisdiction 
ome, theacts provi for the prosecution of Indian cases, or under the French 
spoliation act. Hence it may be safely asserted that the act of March 3, 
1871, afforded a remedy beyond the ability of claimants to comply with as 
construed by the Commissioners of eee it was not until the act of 1887 
which isa aan urisdiction act in all its provisions with the exception of 
section 14, t relief was afforded to Southern claimants in cases involving 
over $10,000, and the object of in inserting that section in the act re- 
fe to is apparent. It was for the simple pareom of viding for all 
claims growing out of the war that were not provi for by the provisions 
of what is known as the Bowman Act. 

Another reason for the failure of many claimants to avail themselves of 
the act of March 3, 1871, was the short period of time in which they could pre- 
sent their claims, viz, from the date of the act until March 3, 1 only Teo 

ears. It must be borne in mind that these claimants were, with few excep- 

ons, farmers and planters, many of them resi in isolated sections of the 
country, far removed from towns or cities where they could come in contact 
with those informed as to their remedy for the losses they had sustained. 
Other claimants died before the act of 1871 was leaving minors, who 
did not become aware of the existence of this unal until the limited time 
of two years had expired. 

The act of Congress of March 12, 1863, known as the pane and aban- 
doned property act, provided only for the adjudication of claims for propert 
which was proven to have been taken by the United States forces and sold, 
the proc being converted into the United StatesTreasury. By reference 
to the decisions of the Court of Claims under that act it will be seen that 
wherever the claimants failed to establish the fact that their a 
sold and that the money derived from such sale was placed in the y 
their claims were for want of jurisdiction. This act, therefore, 
gave the Court of Claims no jurisdiction to hear and determine claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army. 

That the question of laches should be disregarded in this class of claims is 
in strict consonance with the polley pareuet by both the Committee on 
Claims of the Senate and the Commi on War of the House in re- 
porting favorably the bill provi for the revival of the right of action 
under the captured and abandoned property act. After care’ ra- 
tion of this bill Con: has recognized the fact that such claimants are 
entitled to another tag in court; that the statute of limitations prescribed 
for such cases—two years—was not sufficient. The statutory period in those 
cases was the same as that in claims before the oners of Claims, 
but, in addition, it must be noted that those claimants were not required to 
ne See witnesses to W. , but_ could examine them wheresoever 
a aa oat ony Se ee ee 

ven another e the me’ claims, regardless 
of any statute at feaitations, it Ss submitted that those who have proven 
their opelty, and the taking by the United States 
Army should not be denied their just due on account of any such statute. 
*“ Laches” is never to be imputed to the Government. doctrine 


been announced by the Supreme Court of the United States, and is always 
rs when the Government seeks remedies against its debtors. Wh 
should not the Government recognize th 


© same doctrine when its own citi- 


zens seek their remedy against the Government for losses by spoliations 
committed under its own authority to save itself? 
These claimants were paca that the Government might survive. 


“Laches” is never pleadable when the claimant was ignorant of his 
when those rights were obscure or concealed; when he was under any legal 
disability, such as insanity, coverture, etc. (and when he was an heir), in- 
fancy, etc.; but for “stores and coppice ” there was never any remedy until 
the Bowman Act, in 1883, except the limited and narrow Southern ims 
Commission which was closed to those who could not afford to pay milea 
and time to witnesess to and in Washington, where claims exceeded the 
maximum limit imposed by the law and the rule established by the Commis- 
sion duly empowered to make such a rule. 

mants for cotton could enter the Court of Claims under the captured 
and abandoned property act, but claimants for ‘‘ stores and supplies” could 
not. They wereshut out. The generalreputation of the Government in not 
paying its unwritten debts isso notorious and chronic as to discourage every- 
one except the most Same oe patient. The cases cited, supra, show that 
Congress in paying them established a precedent, and thereby advised claim- 
ants and their attorneys and the court that the issue of “laches” was not 
longer open and no evidence need be presentedastoit. Attorneys have been 
misled in supposing that Congress no longer insisted on the technical and 
shadowy defense of “laches,” which ill becomes a “‘sovere power "’ to de- 
fend its coffers against long-suffering citizens. It is an ill-judged and dis- 
creditable defense. It disgraces and smirches the national name. It makes 
men sullen and unpatriotic. No government that repudiates unwritten debts 
and obligations of honor can ever be strong in the affections of the people. 
They can render in return only a grudging and poor service. Payment and 
patriotism are synonymous and convertible terms. 

That “sovereign power” which pays only its “ pay-roll” debts and writ- 
ten obligations will not survive the rust and “effacing hand of time.” It 
plants in its own bosom the of decay. These “ laches” claimants have 
either been wholly remediless or had doled out them animpracticable remedy 
like the Southern Claims Commission—a bygone tribunal. By the “laches” 
of claimants the Government saved the interest. 

Respectfully submitted by 


hts; 


GILBERT MOYERS 
For SUNDRY CLAIMANTS. 
The SENATE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS AND 
Hovusk COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman,I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was to. 

Accordingly the committee rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 16228, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


AUTOMATIC COUPLERS AND SAFETY APPLIANCES. 
Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer- 
ence report and statement to be printed in the REcorp. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The bill (S. 8560) to amend an act entitled “An act to promote thesafety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers 
and continuous brakes, and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896. 


— SPEAKER. It will be printed in the Recorp under the 
rule. 


The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. $60) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon rail- 

by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
equip their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their 
locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,’ approved 
March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896, having met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 1, and to the same with amendments as follows: 

On page 2, line 2, after the word ‘“‘ Columbia,” insert the words “‘ and shall 
apply in all cases, whether or not the couplers brought together are of the 
same kind, make, or Te. 

On page 2, line 3, after the word “to,” insert the words “ train brakes.” 

On 2, line 4, after the word “ all,” insert the word “ trains.” 

An e House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disasreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out of amendment numbered 2 the wo “Provided, That the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission may, upon application and after full hearing 
decrease said minimum percen as to any common carrier for a state 
limited time; and provided that in no case ll such reduction permit the 
running of any train with less et or train brakes than are required by 
section 1 of the act of March 2, ; and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disa: © amendments of the 


greement to 
House numbered 38, 4, and 5, and agree to the same. 
IRVING P. WANGER, 
J. S. SHERMAN, 
W. C. ADAMSO 


. N, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. B. FORAKER, 
J. H. MILLARD, 
MURPHY J. FOSTER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT. 

The conferees on the meee of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill S. 3550 make the follo statement: 

The amendments agreed upon to secure first amendment of the House 
are chiefly by way of verbal correction and make more perfect the provisions 
sought to be secured by the original amendment. 

e second amendment fixed the minimum percentage of air-braked cars 
which must have their brakes used, with authority to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to increase or such minimum. The amendment 
to this amendment withdraws the a 

Amendments Nos. 3 and 4 provide that the p 
go into effect until September 1, 1903. 


uce such minimum. 
rovisions of the act shall not 
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common carriers to observe all 
as amended by the act of April 
1, 1896, and extends the provisions of that act as to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and to district attorneys to this act. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair makes the following announce- 


ment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


dment No. 5 continues the duty b 
thes requirements of the act of March 2, 1 


House members of the committee to represent the Congress of the United 
States at.the celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of the signing of the 
treaty for the purchase of the Louisiana Territo AMES A. TAWNEY, 
JAMES S. SHERMAN, THAD M. MAnon, RICHARD BARTHOLDT, H. C. VAN 
Voornuis, RICHARD WAYNE PARKER, JESSE OVERSTREET, JAMES R. MANN, 
WALTER I. SmitH, JAmMus M. MIuuER, E. J. BURKETT, S$. M. ROBERTSON, 
C. L. BARTLETT, JOHN F. SHAFROTH, JAMES HAY. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. ParKInson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bill 
of the following title in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

H. R. 16910. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904. 

The message also announced that the Senate had bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

S. 7407. An act to authorize the Donora Southern Railroad 
Company, a corporation organized and existing under the laws of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a 
bridge om the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia; an 

S. 7337. An act to amend an act of December 21, 1898, entitled 
*‘An act to amend the laws relating to American seamen, for the 
protection of such seamen, and to promote commerce,”’ in respect 
to allotments. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WAGONER AGAINST BUTLER. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, to avoid misin- 
terpretation of the unanimous consent granted to the minority as 
to filing their views in the contested-election case of Wagoner 
against Butler, I wish to state that the minority has been engaged 
upon those views ever since 9 o’clock this morning. I want to 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he will not ask unani- 
mous consent to extend the time until 12 o’clock to-night, and let 
them be filed before that time with the Public Printer. We will 
probably get them ready within an hour. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, we desire that the minority 
shall have that privilege, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
time be extended in accordance with the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the minority in the St. Louis contested- 


election case may have until 12 o’clock to-night to file their views | 


with the Government Printer, to be printed in the Recorp in the 
morning. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The views of the minority are as follows: 


The undersigned members of the Committee on Elections No. 2 dissent 
from the conclusions reached by the majority in the above-entitled case, and 
respectfull present the following reasons therefor: 

he official returns gave the contestee a plurality of 6,293, as shown by the 
following vote— 


| —— Wagoner, 


SARE etids crsttwetwcedadcsdtetedseeeetacadsedsie 2,219 296 
Dae chide cece ccudducceccdcesantsbivbors 1,837 557 

Oa NL Cilbba Bh sdaas Sbues coccivcnceeunnsinetcsues 1,650 1, 087 

7 (precinct oy SE We. ch nngctinacessbineiudti: 92 61 

Sr I SND So oan cc cccn ccs Sodebsddsucences 101 389 

Se RAN Saien a akncn peaweanssiddebetboosess 1,489 1,591 

Ee es ee EE Oe eae eae 2,248 636 

15 (except precincts 2, 8, and 1) .......................- 795 530 
I LG. ot Secesdeud cuabis Gieuensdece 69 86 

ey GE ss ond docce ictiine desdoddetbéucssced 189 276 

UA IE. S28 isi coded cvadbecdetsé bustescses 1,960 1, 082 

EE DR Sa ae er ee eee 1,989 885 
INR 2200 eh ee se buen Sendétboes 1,415 1,909 

25 (precincts 1 to 6, inclusive) .-..............-...-....- 543 804 
ED Div dckitnn sikndiecckbseoeccdsccoteotont 248 412 
alent ec dictticbesiccrddccnsevdcsteececes 16, 844 10, 551 
a edeenehbhnestiuabacnnowtel 8 
ee te amebemanbeewneninawenn 27,660 
el ten neinenmmiae 6, 293 
ce ceeleenaaniione 6, 028 


at_ the Congressional election held November 4, 1902, in a special election 

called by the governor of Missouri to fill a vacancy in the Fifty-seventh Con- 

occasioned by the declaration of this House in its resolution adopted 

une 28, eaoeenem that no valid election had been theretofore held to 

fll Ses — m the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri in the Fifty- 
seven ngress. 

Mr. Butler was the regular unanimous nominee of the Democratic party 
in that district for the election for member of Congress to fill the vacancy in 
the Fifty-seventh Congress. He was likewise the regular unanimous nom- 
inee of the Democratic party for the seat in the Fifty-eighth Congress from 
the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri. As a candidate against him 
for the seat in the Fifty-eighth Congress George D. Reynolds was tho Re- 
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| reference would bear, and show the contrary to have been the hope, and 


2675 


publican nominee. For the seat in the Fifty-seventh Congress, to fill the 
vacancy, no regular nomination was made by the Republican party. 

The name of George C. R. Wagoner, who had circulated a petition to be 
placed on the ballot as a candidate nominated by electors, was, by the board 
of election commissioners, after the Republican party had failed to make a 
ra Republican nomination, placed upon the official Republican ballot 
without protest from the contestee. 

December 2 contestant weg & memorial to this House setting forth 
his notice of contest, and claiming to have been duly elected a member of this 
House. In December of this session a resolution was adopted by the House 
which was as follows: 

“ RESOLUTION. 


“Resolved, That in the contested election case of George C. R. Wagoner v. 
James J. Butler, from the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, the 
contestee shall be required to serve upon the contestant his answer to notice 
of contest on or before December 15, 1902, and that the time for taking and 
completing testimony in such case shall be limited as follows: The contestant 
shall be allowed from December 15, 1902, until and including January 3, 1903, 
in which to take testimony; the contestee shall be allowed from January 3 
1908, until and including January 27, 1903, for the taking of his testimony: and 
the contestant shall be allowed from January 27, 1903, until and including 
February 1, 1908, for the taking of testimony in rebuttal. 

“As soon as the testimony shall have been received by the Clerk of this 
House it shall at once be referred to the Committee on Elections No. 2, and 
the said committee shall proceed to the consideration of the case, and, having 
first afforded to the parties an ———— to be heard as to the merits of 
the same, shall report to this House its conclusions with respect to such case 
in time to afford to the House an opportunity to pass upon the same durin 
the present session of Congress. Except so far as herein otherwise presided 
this case shall be _— by the ordinary rules of procedure in conteste 
Con, onal election cases.” 

The notice of contest charged that in 63 of the total of 116 election pre- 
cincts in the district there were such irregularities as would warrant Con- 
= in depriving Mr. Butler of the seat, and confirming Mr. Wagoner as a 

epresentative from the Twelfth Congressional district in this Congress. 

t the very beginning of the report of the majority of this committee the 
partisan character of the same and the utterly unfair attitude of the majority 
of this committee is evidenced by the unwarranted and undignified attack 
which is made upon the eastern portion of the district, which embraces the 
precincts which returned pluralities in favor of Mr. Butler. These pre- 
cincts in toto ars characterized by the report as “the worst portions of the 
city and contain the lowest classes of her inhabitants.’ This characteriza- 
tion is absolutely gratuitous and not borne out by the evidence as far as dis- 
oo by the argument of counsel or the ability of the committee to read 

e same. 

We conclude, as a result of the conclusions of the committee, that it was 
the judgment of the majority to disfranchise all the voters who are so unfor- 
tunate as to be compelled to reside in the eastern or Democratic portion of 
the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri. Certain it is that by the re- 

rt of this committee, which excludes 41 of these precincts from the count, 

hat all of the voters in these 41 precincts of the Twelfth Congressional dis- 
trict are disfranchised and excluded from participation in their constitu- 
tional privileges by this action. 

The report of the majority of the committee in its opening paragraphs 
seems to give undue prominence to the election contest of Horton v. Butler 
in the former session of this Congress, in which both contestant and con- 
testee were unseated because of fraud on the part of both Democrats and 
Republicans in the election of 1900 in that district. 

The report in that case said: 

“It appears that about 5,000 votes were cast for the contestee and about 
2,000 for the contestant under names and addresses which a careful canvass 
could not discover as representing actual residents. We can not apply one 
rule of inference to one side and refuse to apply it to the other side. Nor 
can we, when so many votes Ss tainted with fraud are involved, de- 
termine that he who has least benefited by them shall be declared elected. 

‘In so far as the force of this particular item of testimony is alone consid- 
ered, unaffec by the other evidence in the case, it would appear that ths 
iniquity of the Republican managers differed from that of the Democratic 
managers only in om E 
‘ Ce ae hes of the returns at the election of 1900 Mr. Butler had a major- 

ty of 3,558. 

At the election for the short term now contested he had on the face of the 
returns, in the same district, a majority of 6,293. 

Phases of this contest, and the report of the majority 
herein filed, impels the conclusion that a lack of 

A speed is invoked that forestalls a due consi 
dence and exhibits. 

A partisanship seems to have usurped the place of reason and calm judi- 
cial inquiry. 

A partisan for contestant, subordinating the justice of the case, considered 


I 1 of the committee 
Pas inquiry has ensued. 
eration of the mass of evi- 


| from the standpoint of judicial and ethical inquiry, can find in partisan- 
| ship his refuge in the position that it isa covert if not an open partisan at- 


tempt dexterously to sustain a policy conceived from and growing out of the 
unseating of the present contestee in the last session. 

This — reconceived is not chargeable to the House membership, nor 
to members of any election committee thereof. 

That it exists is apparent. It is elaborate enough to not only extend at 
this time toa sustaining of the report in the last contest from this district 
settled in the last session but goes to the next Congress, and herein is found 
the reasons for the special reference in the report to both. 

A change in this pre-thought-out policy has not been wrought by the de- 
signers of it or by the unexpected election of the contestee by a majority of 
some thousands. It needs but a casual reading of the present report to show 
the lines and systems, the arguments and reasons, ona the salient points in 
the former report, and the promoters of the plan will hope for the same char- 
acteristics in the next. 

In the last contest Elections Committee No. 1 considered it; in this it is 
shifted to Elections Committee No. 2. This may be urged as evidence of su- 
preme fairness. The whole papers bears the characteristics so patent 

free it from the element of fairness which this 


such hope, it has turned out, was not in vain. 

The report now made, the procedure leading up to it, the failure to give 
time for consideration of the case,and the failure to give judicial determina- 
tion to it ina manner that would give a judicial weight to the report, all show 

rocedure and conclusions that the minority can not subscribe to or ask the 
ouse of Representatives to indorse. 

The members of the minority of the committee will not stultify themselves 
by sanctioning conclusions that no one could by a judicial inquiry, within 
the time allotted, draw from the mass of conflicting evidence presented. 

The contestant was not in an advantageous position as representing the 
Republican party on the ballot. 

ll Republican candidates in St. Louis suffered by the internecine fac- 
tional wars in the Republican organization and party. The result of this in- 


ternal and party disorganization is shown by the election returns, not only 
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of all the Republican candidates for Congress, but of all Republican candi- 


ates. 

It resulted to that party in tumults and disorders, appeals to courts and 
conflicting party organizations, decisions by courts and party organizations 
repudiated and spurned; it led to criminations and recriminations, and re- 
suited in chaos not unlike that mentioned in the first chapter of Genesis. 

This is amply shown by the open revolt by Republicans of high standing, 
and the record shows scores of leading representative Republicans who were 
willing to testify to such conditions. As bearing on the ability of the con- 
testant as a vote getter these fact are important. He did not run as a candi- 


date for the long term. but was vouchsafed a scant three months of service 
involved in the short time. 

Here are some of the evidences of internal disorder: 

The contestant filed a petition of voters to appear as a candidate for the 


short term. A like petition was filed by Loffhagen for the long term and by 
Reynolds for the long term, and by him for the short term. 

A petition from the central committee was filed by Reynolds for the long 
term and for the short term. 

A convention nominated Reynolds for the short and long term. 

A minority from this convention nominated contestant for the short term 
and Loffhagen for the long term. 

Loffhagen withdrew for the long term and Reynolds withdrew for the 
short term. Here we have the manifold and conflicting efforts of the contest- 
ant to get on the ticket, which was the fruit of Republican disorder. 

The contestant was not a resident of his district, but registered and voted 
from his place of business in the district in which he was a candidate. His 
eligibility to ran in the district is not questioned, but his power as a vote 
getter is questioned. 

His right to run in the manner he did as a representative of the Republi- 
can party on the ballot is deemed as a matter of law, and this position is sup- 
ported by the best authority. 

By the action of the Committee on Elections No. 1 in the last session the 
seat was declared vacant. In effect, it was to say to the ies: 

“*We disfranchise you for the present in the Twelfth ict and set aside 
nn of the State of Missouri, but at the coming election a choice can be 
made.” 


With a knowledge that a) 1 to the courts would deny the right of the 
contestant here to be pl on the ballot as a candidate, with thoughts that 
this would result from an appeal to the courts and with time fully uate 
to present it to the court, the contestee magnanimously waived his right and 
the advantage thus offered, and did not take this step, and expressly waived 
it in the examination of witnesses and before the committee, so that this re- 
sult of the election could be solved by the legitimate voters of the district, un- 
hampered by anything that would prevent a fair consideration and decision. 

Any evidence of fraud, violence, or irregularities in any precinct, as shown 
by the sworn evidence, is not on a fair construction more than the usual re- 
sults incident to large cities and co population of the character inci- 
dent to localities in such cities. 

By the report of the former contest —— the sitting member these frauds 
were asserted against the een og of both parties to the contest, and in this 
contest the record shows that what fraud or irregularity there was in differ- 
ent precincts was chargeable to both parties. 

In some precincts the anomalous condition is presented that Republican 
candidates for justice of the peace, as well as those for constable, subordi- 
nated the Republican candidate for Congress to their own ambitions to serve 
the people as —_ of the peace or constable in these courts. 

In no wey does the record show, nor does the majority of the committee 
claim, that Mr. Butler was in any way connected with any fraud, irregu- 
larity, or violence, or responsible for it. 

The rule that where pure ballots can be aq from those tainted by 
fraud the former should be counted has not m pursued by the majority 
of the committee, but to seat the contestant they have rejected in a whole- 
sale manner all the ballots in many precincts, thus depriving the legal voters 
of their rights, and thus depriving m as citizens of the right to have their 
ballots counted. . 

The inevitable conclusion follows that the majority of the committee were 
wiiling to accept results on the authority of partisans of contestant who for- 
mulated reporis and data in his behalf, fet as they were in their interest 
in Mr. Butler's loss of a seat. 

The most charitable judgment, which falls far short of paces integ- 
rity to the report of the majority of the committee, is found in t they do 
not care to go through the long and laborious task of finding the truth for 
themselves and separating the 1 from the ! but are content 
to accept the result on the authority of partisan rs for the contestant, 
om which work the majority may not have had the time, possibly no incli- 
Ration. 

Their action in failing to consider all the evidence in a careful and orderly 
manner does not give dignity to their report or place upon it that seal of ac- 
curacy and nent that commends it to a judicial mind or that should 
commend it to the House of Representatives. 

A brief time was given to the agents of contestee to yao data, which 
was forthcoming within the time allotted, for the use of the committee and 
bearing upon vital points in the case, but the report was practically com- 
pleted long before time that the data were to be furnished to the commit- 
tee, and this action does not bear the light of day except upon the theory of 
foreclosure, above referred to. 

The hearings before the committee were all ; no subcommittee was 
appointed to consider any branch or feature of the case, save, however, that 
which subsequent experience has fully proven, that the preconceived pur- 
pose of ae the contestee had dominated all the proceedings without 
regard to that fair and judicial determination that should characterize a 
comunittee having for its functions judicial inquiry. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirrTLerre.D] did ——- the report of 
the majority. He wasabsent during all the hearings of the case, and his 
most important public duties in other lines is ample excuse for his nonat- 
tendance, and the fact of his absence is only men to show that this 
repese does not bear his judicial indorsement. 

r. Dwicut, New York, was absent from all the meet and delibera- 
tions of the committee while the committee was engaged 
and as this time involved all the time up to within two rsof the presen- 
tation of the rt to the House, it can be stated that his absence was con- 


tinuous till such last meeting. His absence is properly excused by his ill- 
ness, and the facts are mentioned only to show with what sanctity the report 
comes to this House 


The other seven members of the committee, inc three Democrats, 
were constant in their attendance, and the minority feel constrained to say 
that these members attended, giving their best thought and time to the con- 
sideration of the case, but that, with a possible exception or two, the major- 
ity members of the committee were convinced that within the time allotted 
no safe and judicial consideration could be given to the complex and impor- 
tant case. ese conclusions are not unreasonable. 

The minority members of the committee did not attend the last meeting 
of the committee, and the excuse for that is found in the ral and unde- 
niable rumor of a fact that the dominant force had prej the case, had 


determined to r adversely to the contestee, and that no sufficient time 
would be given minority to present their views on the case unless that 
minority at once began to prepare those views, which they have continuous} 
and laboriously since that time been striving to do, and at this hour of 4 
they have but thirty minutes more under the order of the House and only 
have slender hopes, with all this industry, of accomplishing the task. 

The printed evidence reached the committee in sections, commencing 
February 16, and the final printing of the evidence was completed February 
23. It embraces 2,400 pages, and wasaccompanied by 1,200pounds of exhibits. 
The argument consumed twelve ho and continued from February 16 to 
the 2ist. These arguments were taken by reporters and were to be printed 
for the use of the committee. 

These apparent facilities for the fair and judicial determination of the case 
were foreclosed by the early report to the House on the 25th of February, 
not to speak of them as a work of t nt supererogation in view of 
prearranged intent that is proven by su uent events and which has char- 
acterized acts in the case since the advent of the contestant and his partisan, 
coming fresh from the close of the evidence at St. Louis on Janu 81. 

It is not intended to say that the parties to this contest did not do all they 
could to prcnens evidence to Cong ough Congress, by a close vote, 
declined to send a subcommittee to St. Louis to separate the wheat from the 
chaff and to hear the evidente in the first instance. The parties introduced 
a large mass of evidence—too much, indeed, for a fair consideration of the 
case upon its merits this session—and within that limited time brought 2,300 
pages; and by a system of taking evidence to secure what was thought to be 
needed, as high as eight notaries were engaged at the same time in taking 
the examination. 

In this fact we find more dereliction on the part of the majority of the 
committee in attempting to 7 judicially upon this evidence without read- 
ing it or any major part of it, which is not i in the time, than we 
complain of the parties for not having sufficient evidence on which to de- 
termine the case. 

The so-called Nesbit law, which was adopted in 1899, and which provides 
election machinery a licable to the city of St. Louis only, comes in fora 
general discussion and disapprobation by the report of the majority, while 
in the argument before the committee there was practicall nothing said 
by counsel for the contestant against the integrity and the ess of the 
Nesbit law. This is another bit of fa carpentry, intended to dovetail the 
report of this committee into the re of Committee on Elections No. 1, in 
the Horton-Butler contest in the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress. 

Complaint is made in the report that prior to the adoption of the law, in 
1898, this district elected a Republican Congressman by a majority of 2.21, 
but since the adoption of the law, in 1900 and 1902, Democratic majorities 
have been returned. The majority here sapeselig repaine cess saying any- 
thing concerning the disuni condition of the Democratic party upon the 
financial issue in 1895 and 1898, and their practical unity since that time. 

Members of Co’ who were returned to this House by mentorteses 
ranging up in the thousands, and retired from the present y like 
majorities, will be visibly moved by the convi logic and the eloquence 
of this statemont contained in the report of the rity. It is true that the 
Republican party carried this district in 1806 and in 1598, and the evidence 
shows that only one other time in twenty-five years did they carry it. 

It has been demonstrated in the argument in this case that every feature 
of what is known as the Nesbit law, which was criticised by the majority 
of the Committee on Elections No. 1 in their report, first on of this Con- 
gress, has been absolutely cured by legislation which was in force at the 
time of this election. The Committee on Elections No. 1 charged that the 
— elements of weakness in the Nesbit law might be summarized as 

ollows: 

(1) The entire election machinery is in the hands of three election com- 
missioners appointed by the governor, of whom one must be politically op- 
to the governor. The act of the majority is the act of the board. 

(2) The election commissioners must appoint a deputy election commis- 
sioner, who is ‘ vested with all the powers and duties of the commissioners 
| their absence, sickness, or inability to perform their duties.’ 

* With a complacent or corrupt majority the minority member might as 
well take a journey to the North Pole as toattempt to any efficient part 
in the management of the election machinery. 

(3) Under the provisions of section 7226 practically all of the city regis- 
tration occurs at the office of the election commissioners. A very small per- 
centage is conducted before the precinct registration boards. 

“The wit of man has not yet devised a larger opportunity for fraudulent 
registration than this. 

**(4) The board of election commissioners—which, if need be, is the deputy 
commissioner—appoints four — of election and two clerks. 

“*'T woof said judgesand one of said clerks of election shall belong to and be 
members of the party of opposite poiee to the other two judges and clerks.’ 

“This provision seems to be fair and innocent. But the difficulty about it 
is that the board of election commissioners, or their conveniently empowered 
deputy, are the judges, from whose judgment there is no appeal as to the 
political qualifications of the judges and clerks whom they select.” 

In other words, the two salient objections to the Nesbitt law which that 
committee found in its report were, first, that clause which authorized the 
appointment of a deputy election commissioner and the investiture in him 
of the powers of the entire board; and secondly, that feature which made 
them the absolute judge or tribunal for deciding the ublicanism or non- 
Republicanism of the man appointed to act for Republican party. 

The first amendment absolutely abolished the power to appoint a deputy 
election commissioner. That power seemed to give most annoyance to the 
committee when the matter came up before. t feature of the law was 
coer eliminated by the legisla’ of 191. The further complaint was 
that the law lacked an element of fairness in that the judges of the opposite 
prey might be other than members of that party. 

The amendment of 1901 vided that there should be two j and one 
of the clerks on the election board members of the which is 
next in numbers to the one that elects the governor—that is, blican 
party. Thus the amendments of 1901 answered every contention for fairness 
of the majority of the Committee on Elections No. 1. 

We quote the old law: 

“Two of said judges and one of said clerks of election shall belong to and 
he spomtbers of the party of opposite politics to the other two judges and 

erk.” 

We quote tho new law. It is section 7229: 

“Sc. 7229. Judges and clerks to be selected—Qualifications.—Such board of 
election commissioners shall as early as practicable prior to the first city or 
State election after this act becomes a law select choose four electors as 
i? of election for each Ol pape in such city; they must be citizens of the 

nited States, and enti to vote in such ae at the next election; 
must be men of te and character; of good understanding and 
capable; they must reside in the ward in which the precinct for which they 
are selected to act is situated, and not hold any office or employment under 
the United States, the State of Missouri, or the city in which such election is 
held, and not be candidates for any office at the next ensuing election; two 
clerks of election for each precinct shall also the time 
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b such comanianioners, who shall possess the same qualifications as the judges 
aforesaid. 

* Bef ntering upon the duties of their offices,each judge and clerk so 
eppainted ab all take and subscribe to like oath as that taken and subscribed 
by the election commissioners and file the same in the office of the election 


commissioners. Said judges and clerks shall beappointed for a term ending 
thirty days prior to the next State election after the election at which mn 
were appointed to serve, and shall, during said term, serve as judges an 
clerks at all special, local, or municipal elections in such cities; where a va- 
cancy in the office of judge or clerk shall occur from any cause, said com- 
missioners shall make an appointment as herein provided to fill such va- 
cancy. . 

“Pwo of said judges and one of said clerks of election shall belong to, and 
be members of, the political party which, at the last general State election 
for State officers, polled the highest number of votes for governor, and two 
of said judges and one of said clerks of election shall belong to, and be mem- 
bers of, the political party which, at said last State election, polled the next 
highest number of votes for governor; and the names of two of said judges 
and one of said clerks shall designated by the election commissionér or 
commissioners belonging to and a member or members of the same political 

rty as such judges and clerks, subject to ratification by the board of elec- 

ion commissioners, but said board of election commissioners shall accord to 
each of the aforesaid political parties equal representation in the appoint- 
ment of judges and clerks. 

“If any person holding the position of got e or clerk of election is found 
not to possess all qualifications prescribed in this section, or if any such judge 
or clerk shall be guilty of neglecting the duties of the place, or be guilty of 
any official misconduct, then such person shall be removed from office by the 
commissioners, and any such vacancy shall be immediately are the ap- 
pointment of a suitable person to such place, who shall be selected and ap- 
pointed as this section provides.”’ 

Can there be devised a more thoroughly safe rded provision than that? 
To say that this provision is fair and to attack the results attained under it 
is to attack the administration, the —— gil the honesty, the patriotism of 
the government of the State of Missouri. 

Not to be accused of lacking the boldness which piratic partisanship de- 
mands of its devotees , the majority of this committee says: 

“The election machinery of the whole city is placed under the control of 
the board of election commissioners, composed of three members appointed 
by the governor for a term of four years. The law does indeed provide that 
one of said commissioners shall be a member of and belong to the leading 

arty politically opposed to that to which the governor belongs. Neverthe- 
. ‘he is selected by the governor and not likely to be very antagonistic to 
the party whose governor confers upon him the position.” 

Could desperation devise a more bitter, a more cruel, a more venomous, a 
more cold, heartless, not to say cowardly, attack upon the Republican com- 
missioner of elections of the city of St. Louis, who is at the present time Mr. 
Louis P. Aloe, who, according to the evidence taken in this case, is a man of 
the highest panes, 08 ® man andas a Republican—the president of the 
Merchants’ League Republican Club in the city of St. Louis at the time of his 
appr intment, the most powerful Republican organization west of the Alle- 
gheny Mountains; formerly president of the League of Republican Clubs of 
the State of Missouri, and who, less than two weeks ago, was selected and 
—— as toastmaster over the annual banquet of the League of Repub- 

can Clubs of Missouri. 

As to the administration of this law concerning the appointment of Re- 
publican jud and clerks, the minority desires direct the attention of 
the House to the testimony of James McCaffery, cLairman of the board of 
election commissioners. 


APPOINTMENT OF REPUBLICAN JUDGES AND CLERKS. 


James McCaffery, chairman of the board of election commissioners: 

Direct examination by Mr. Walsh (p. 1535): 

“Q. Did you, asa member of the board of election commissioners of the city 
- * lo direct, or order, or appoint the judges and clerks to act Novem- 

r4, ? 

‘A. Never appointed a single clerk or judge. 

= 2. yeret they appointed under your tion? 

“ - 0 


Page 1536: 

“Q. How are they appointed or how do they become clerks and judges? 
“A. By the board of ection commissioners as a board. 

“Q. And you are a member of that board? 

a —— 

“Q. And president of that board as well? 

“A. Chairman; yes, sir. 

“Q. What is the method, or what was the method, used with reference to 
the appointment of judges and clerks for the Republican and Democratic 
parties for the election which was held on November 4, 1902? 

“A. The judges and clerks are recommended by the Democratic central 
committee for the Democrats and by the Republican central committee for 
the Republicans—the Republicans are recommended by the Republican cen- 
tral committee and appointed by the Republican member of the board of 
election commissioners, subject to the approval of the board of election com- 
missioners. 

“Q. So that all the judges and clerks who officiated at the election on 
November 4 were recommended to your board by the committeemen of the 
various wards in which they served? 

“A. Yes; without any exception whatsoever.” 

Also testimony of John M. Wood, member board of election commissioners. 

Direct examination by Mr. Walsh (pp. 1549 and 1550): 

“Q. Do you, as a member of the board of election commissioners, assist in 
the appointment of the judges and clerks who acted at the election held 
November 4, 1902, in this city? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

““Q. Will you state the method under which those judges and clerks were 
appointed? 

‘A. Yes, sir; Bay were nominated by the committees of the two leading 
parties, to wit, the Republican and the Democratic parties. In other words, 
as the statutes provide, the committeemen of each of those parties submitted 
to us a list of judges and clerks for the election, and in each instance, unless 
objection was made, or there was some evidence furnished us, or we had of 
own knowledge information that the parties whose names were aug) 
were oo or otherwise unfit, we followed the recommendations of 
the commit and selected judges and clerks out of the lists submitted. 

hav; be! og any one of the ~ gee and em vee pone Nag to ae. 
what me ‘ou pursue for the purpose o g the office vacated un- 
der those ciroumatancest ; 

“A. We selected another man from the same list. The statute provides 
that they shall submit a number of names; and when one man was rejected 
we picked another from the same list of the same party. Wherever we re- 
fused to accept the man who had been nominated by one side or the other 
we substitutad in his place another one from the same list. 

“Q. But ail of those appointments which were made by your board—you 


selected as representative of the various parties only those who were sug- 
gested to you by the committeemen of the various parties? 

“A. Yes, sir; and my recollection at this time is that out of all of the names 
suggested there were very few—perhaps as many asten—that were rejected. 

*Q. Was there any controversy between the members of the board on this 
question? 

“A. No, sir. . 

a board always met with the two Democratic and one Republican 
member? 

“A. Yes, sir. We never have, so far as I can recollect, transacted any 
business except a representative of both er was present. Well, perhaps 
once in a while—I don’t now recollect of an instance, but I know so far as 
unimportant matters, formal matters, such as the giving an order to get 
blanks, or something of that kind, where the Republican member of the 
committee said he was busy and for the other members to attend to that, or 
when the Democratic member said he could not be present, and for the Re- 
oublican and the other member to do it—I think possibly that may have 

ppened once or twice during the past year. 

“Q. That was in connection with ordinary routine matters? 

“A. Yes, sir; altogether. 

“Q. And had no direct bearing on these elections? 

“A. Nothing bearing on the elections atall. Regarding the appointment 
of clerks and everything else we did, the full board was always present on 

at. 

“qQ. Isn't ita fact in connection with the appointment of the Republican 
judges and clerks that that matter was left ony and entirely in the 

nds of the Republican member of the board? 

“A. Yes, sir; altogether.” 

And, further, to the testimony of Charles Claudius (p. 1509-1510), who was 
the chief Republican clerk under the immediate orders of the Republican 
election commissioner. 


“ Direct examination by Mr. WALSH: 


“Q. State your name and address. 
“A. Charles Claudius; 4630 Nebraska avenue. 
“Q. What official position did you hold November 4, 1902? 
“A. Assistant in the election commissioner's office. 
*‘Q. What party were you affiliated with? 
. Republican. : ; 
“Q. woe you there as appointee of the Republicans? 
. Yes, sir. 
. In that capacity did you receive the communications from the various 
committeemen as to the appointments for the officials of your party to be 
placed in the polling places on election day, November 4, 1902? 

“A. Yes, sir. : 

mm" Now, have you any records of the official communications you re- 
ceived? 

“A. Mr. Aloe has them; I turned them over to him. 

“Q. Who is Mr. Aloe? 

“A. The Republican election commissioner. 

“@. Can you recollect who communicated with you as to the appointment 
of judges and clerks in the Fourth Ward? 

“A. In the Fourth Ward? That was Judge Walker, I think. 

“Q. Robert Walker? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Were all the = for the Republican party for judges and 
clerks 2 the Fourth Ward made at the suggestion of Robert Walker? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

**Q. Now, who did you receive acommunication from from the Fifth Ward 
with reference to these matters? 

“A. Joseph Schuler. 

“Q. He is the committeeman of the Fifth Ward? 

“A. Yes, sir. . ) 

“Q. Iwant to ask you that question with reference to the Fourth Ward, 
Robert Walker. 

“A. He is the Republican committeeman from the Fourth Ward.” 

Page 1510: 

“Q. Who did you receive a communication from with regard to the ap- 
pointment of judges and clerks for the Sixth Ward? 

“A. John B. Owen. y 

“Q. The gentleman who has just testified? 

~ * ™ sir. 

“Q. And Mr. Owen represents the Republican party? 

“A. Republican committeeman of the Sixth Ward. 

. Who did you receive a communication from with reference to the 

Twelfth Ward? 

“A. Twelfth Ward? O. A. Alt. 

““Q. He is what in the party? 

“A. Republican committeeman. 

“Q. Of the Twelfth Ward? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you receive a communication, also, from a representative of the 
Thirteenth Ward? 

“A. From some attorney; I forget his name—William H. Ludwig. 

““Q. He was what in the party? 

““A. Republican central committeeman. 

“Q. For what ward? 

“A. Thirteenth Ward. 

““Q. Who did you receive communications from for the Fourteenth Ward 
with reference to the judges and clerks? 

“A. Judge Cramer, Sigmund. 

“Q. Who and what is he? 

“A. Republican committeeman of the Fourteenth Ward. 

“Q. Now, for the Fifteenth Ward, who furnished the list of judges and 
clerks for the Republican party? 

“A. Fifteenth Ward? 

“ Q. 

“4. 


“ 


Yes, sir. 

**Q. Who and what was he in the Republican party? 

“A. Republican committeeman of the Fifteenth Ward. 

on 0 gave 7% the information from the Twentieth Ward? 
“A. Twentieth? Nat Goldstein. 

“Q. Who and what is he? 

“A. Republican committeeman. 

“Q. For the Twentieth Ward? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

- 2. Whom from the Twenty-first Ward? 

“A. Charlie Day. 

“Q. Who and what is he? 

“A. Hold up; thatis wrong. The Twenty-first? I don’t remember now, 
a? Who gave you information from the Twenty-second Ward? 
“A. Charlie Day. 

**Q. Who and what is he? : 

“A. He is Republican central committeeman. 








' 
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Hy And from the Twenty-third Ward? 
. Well, that was Pat Clark and Patty Regan. 
. Who is Pat Clark? 
. A Republican central committeeman of that ward. 
And who is Patty Reagan? 
He was running for justice of the peace. 
. He was the candidate for justice in the Twenty-third Ward? 
. In the Twenty-third; yes, sir. 
What position does he hold? 
Assistant in the election commissioners’ office. 
Representing what party? 
. Republican. 
. What party was he a candidate for? On what ticket? 
. Republican. 
. How about the Twenty-fourth Ward? 
. That was furnished by Blake and Fred Smith. 
. Who is Blake? 
. Chairman of the Republican city committee. 
*“Q. Who is Fred Smith’ 
. He was the Republican candidate for sheriff. 
“Q. And from the Twenty-fifth Ward? 
“A. George P. Weinbrenner. 
=r What is he? : 
. Republican committeeman. 
“Q. Now from the Twenty-eighth? 
“A. That was furnished by Bonner. 
“Q. Who and what is he? 
“A. Republican committeeman. 
“Q@. Now, Mr. Weinbrenner is also the jury commissioner appointed by 
the Re —— circuit judges? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. He still holds that office? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. All of these committeemen whom zoe have named, they are all Re- 
publican representative members of the city organization? 


“rer ee 
reer eS 


Oro>, 


“A. Yes, sir. 

*“Q. Have you been able to recall the name of the committeeman from the 
Twenty-first? 

“A. I believe it is Dr. Pritchett; I am not sure. 

ey, If it is Dr. Pritchett—he is the committeeman from that ward—do 
you know whether or not he is the one who furnished the names of the judges 
and clerks who were to act as such November 4, 1902? 

“A. He did. 

“Q@. Now, were there any judges or clerks appointed to represent the 
Republican party who were not voters or —— by the various commit- 
teemen whom you have named in the Twelfth Congressional district? 

“A. No, sir. 

“@. These appointments were all made at the suggestion of the commit- 
teemen or under their indorsement? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

» ” g. Now, if there were any changes made in any of the judges or clerks, 
yw 








om were these changes made in these various wards? 


“A. The committeeman was notified, and he sent down a letter to the 
effect, with his signature attached to it. 

“Q. And these appointments or changes were only made under these 
circumstances? 

“A. Yes, sir.” 

Page 1511: " 

“Q. Judge Robert Walker, of the Fourth Ward, was particularly active in 





— Se appeaamens of his judges and clerks? 
“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. — ae true also of Pat Regan in the Twenty-third? 

“A, sir. 

“Q. And Mr. Slingman in the Fifteenth? 

“A. Yes, sir. ; ; 

“Q. These gentlemen made it their business to secure their own ap- 
pointees? 

“A. Yes, sir. 7 

“Q@. Mr. Regan is now engaged in the same position which you occupied 
prior * at the time of election, 1902? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. You succeeded Mr. Regan in that position when he became a candi- 

tey 


“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. So he had as much of a familiarity with the workings of the office of 
the election commissioners as you have and acquired by being a 
member of the board of election commissioners’ staff? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Now, do you know how many members of this committee, or how 
many of these committeemen, were members of the city central committee 
of the Republican party prior to the primaries of October, 1902? 

“A. Five, I believe—four. 

“Q. Four? Will you name these four? : 

“A. John B. Owen, Louis Alt, Sligman, and Weinbrenner—I believe Pat 
Clark was, but I am not sure.” 

The majority of the committee say the voters in the several election pre- 
cincts are not permitted to select their own judges, i ‘tors, and clerks of 
election, but these three election commissioners appointed by the governor 
are authorized to select for each polling race four judges and two clerks 
of election. It is now provided that two of the judges and one of the clerks 
shall be designated “by the minority commissioner. It requires, however, 
the concurrence of at least one of the majority commissioners to make this 
designation effective.” 

Does this majority of this committee intend to convulse the House with 
mirth when it suggests that the voters in the several election precincts are 
not permitted to select their own judges, i rs, and clerks of election, 
and this report from a committee of the party that attempted to pass the 
force = this report from a commi whose rman comes from 
Pennsylv: 

The history of New York election laws under Republican administrations 
beigntens the jewel of consistency in the crown which should be presented 
to the chairman who submitted this report. 

The report sneeringly suggests that the concurrence of at least one of the 
majority of the election commissioners must make the “d tion effect- 
ive.” the majority point out one syllable of evidence in the whole 
record to show any attempt upon the part of the Democratic members of 
the board of election co mers to interfere in the selection of the Re- 
publican judges and clerks provided for each prosust 

On page 1598 the chairman of the board of election commissioners is asked 
by the attorney for the con t: 

“Q. What is the method or what was the method used with reference to 
the appointment of judges and clerks for the Republican and Democratic 
parties for the election which was held on November 4, 1902? 

“A. The judges and clerks are recommended by the Democratic central 


committee for the Democrats, and by the Republican central committee for 
the Republicans. The Republicans are recommended the Republican 
central committee and appointed by the Republican member of the of 
election commissioners, subject to the approval of the board of election 
commissioners. 

“Q. So that all the judges and clerks who officiated at the election on No- 
vember 4 were recommended to your by the committeemen of the 
various wards in which they served? 

“A. Yes; without any exception whatsoever.” 

The next feature of this remarkable report of the majority of this com- 
mittee is devoted entirely to an attack upon the registration in this Con- 
gressional district. A contemplation of the method by which a basis for this 
attack was laid in the proof will also appeal with great eoawence to this 
House as a demonstration of the character of fairness and judicial procedure 
which characterizes the effort to railroad Mr. Butler out of this House from 
the beginning of these proceedings to the end. 

It is stated in this report that by far the greater number of names upon 
the official register were placed there at the d of election commissioners’ 
office rather than at the various precinct polling places on the day ey 
appointed by law for personal registration in the precinct. Says the re : 

“A voter may upon a certain =~ register in the precinct in which he lives, 
but except upon that day registration must be made outside of the precinct, 
and in many cases outside of the Congressional district, at the office of the 
central board of election commissioners.” 

In this case the said office of the central board of election commissioners 
is in the very heart of the Twelfth Congressional district. 

Perhaps in the hurry to secure the salary of a member of Congress for the 
contestant whom they believe to have been elected in this case they forgot 
the fact that the office of the central board of election commissioners is in 
the heart of this “very worst” portion of the city of St. Louis, as they have 
characterized it. 

Says the report: 

“Smo. 7238. Judges shall sign registry—registry to be sent to commission- 
ers—commissioners to p —how lists public records. 

“At the end of the last session provided for the said board of registration 
and said clerk shall compare and correct the registers aforesaid and make 
them correspond and agree; and said judges shall then, immediately follow- 
ing the last name on each page of the register. aga their names so that no 
other name can be added without discovery, an all return the two regis- 
ters to the possession of the election commissioners; thereupon the said 
commissioners shall at once cause copies to be made of such registers, of all 
the names upon the same, with the address, and arranged according to the 
streets, avenues, or alleys, commencing with the lowest number and arrang- 
ing the same in order according to street numbers, and shall then cause suc 
cinct register, under such arrangement, to be printed in sufficient num- 

»ers to meet all demands, and upon application a copy of the same shall be 
given to any person in such precinct. Said registers in the office of the 
election commissioners shall be public records and open to public inspection.” 


‘Duly authenticated copies of all these printed precinct registers are found 
in the testimony of this case.” 

Upon this statement in the report is based all the further conclusions re- 
specting fraud as alleged to have been devel by what was called the 
Owen scheme of returned registered letters. is Owen scheme was intro- 
duced in evidence on_the last day of the five days of rebuttal allotted under 
the resolution of the House above set forth to the contestant for taking tes- 
eae z rebuttal of the testimony introduced by the contestee in the 

wenty days g. 

It is true that the informative sheets referred to in section 7238 of the law 
above referred to were ihtroduced in evidence in chief by the contestant, 
but the maperialiy of such testimony could not have a gare’ to any rea- 
sonable mind without the supplementary testimony of Mr. Owen and his 
scheme of exhibits until they were introduced. Any court, yea, even the 
court of a justice of the pane. would not have allowed the testimony of Mr. 
Owen and his scheme of registered letters and ‘self-manipulated tabulation 
sheets to have been introduced in evidence without an portunity for con- 
tradiction or full cross-examination by the contestee. To the introduction 
of this testimony the contestee registered all legal and possible objections. 

The lists above referred to, which are marked “ Exhibit C, of January 8, 
1903, on the part of the contestant,” and are made a part of the record in this 
case, were introduced on January 3, 1903, with the testimony of Louis P. Aloe. 
which appears on page 289 of the record. Mr. Aloe identified them as official 
lists of the registered voters of the various precincts, as issued by the elec- 
tion commissioners’ office for the convenience of voters—official, however, 
only, as he afterwards stated, in the sense that they were issued by the elec- 
tion commissioners’ office. He states that these sheets were printed from 
tho verification lists which are prepared by the judges and clerks of election 
in the various precincts, as provided for by section 7233, which is as follows: 

“Sc. 7233. Verification lists—challenges.—The election commissioners shall 
“ote yare and furnish to the board of registration in each precinct two blank 

»00ks, to be known as ‘ verification lists,’ each page to be ruled into columns 
and contain pages sufficient for each street, avenue, and alley in the precinct. 
During the pro: of registration, or immediately thereafter, the clerks of 
said board shall transfer all the names upon the register to the left-hand 
pages of such ‘verification lists,’ meus them according to the stree' 
avenues, alleys, or courts, beginning wi © lowest residence number an: 

lacing them numerically, as nearly as possible, from the lowest up to the 

mene number. They ll first write the name of such street, avenue, 
alley, or court at the top of the second column and then proceed to transfer 
the registered names to the 3 of such ‘ verification lists.” headed ‘ Regis- 
tered names,’ according to the street number, as above indicated. 

“Tf, during either day of registration, a registered voter of the ward shall 
come before the board of and make oath that he believes that an 
yarticular person upon such roaistry is not a qualified voter, such fact sha 

e noted. and after the completion of such ‘ verification lists’ such board or 
one of said judges shall 6 a cross or check mark in ink te such 
name upon each of said ‘ verification lists.’ If such judges shall, however, 
know tany nm so complained of is a qualified voter, and shall believe 
that such complaint was only made to vex and harass such qualified voter 
then such cross or checked mark shall not be put — such lists. Said board 
of registration shall, before 8 o’clock on the following day, return said ‘ veri- 
fication lists’ to the office of such election commissioners.’ (New section.) 

The above section is contained in the law of 189% and is no part of the much- 
abused Nesbitt law. 

It will be seen that these registration sheets, upon which the majority of 
the committee rests so much of their case, can not be said to have special 
verity or genuineness of character to he admitted as evidence of the actual 


legal registration in any court in the United States. It is not su that 
they have the color of verity in any degree, such as would ed copies 
or certified copies of the ration books. 


They are not copies of the registration books. They are not even les 
of copies of the tration books, but they are arranged from verification- 
lists, which verification lists are made up by taking the names of the regis- 
tered voters from the registration books and arranging them by streets, 
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avenues, and alleys, commencing with the lowest street number of any voter 


regis m any street, etc. 

ry tpt A ae of these ration lists, upon which the 
whole case of the contestant is founded, we have but to refer to the testi- 
mony of Louis P. Aloe, a Republican member of the board of election com- 
missioners, contained on pages 289 and 290 of the printed record: 

Page 289: 

“Cross-examination by Mr. FROMBERG: 

“Q, I will ask you, Mr. Aloe, whether or not Exhibit C contains the names 
of all the duly qualified voters of each precinct of the Twelfth Congressional 
district? 

“A. I should say not. 

“Q. Do you know of your own knowledge that names appear upon the 
registration books in various precincts of a who are entitled to vote 
and whose names do not appear in Exhibit C? 

eager to as calling for a conclusion of the witness on a question of 
la 


“Mr. FromMBERG. I ask of his own knowledge. 

“A. I don't know that of orn knowledge. Ishould say it isquite likely. 
¥ Q. In your opinion does that condition prevail? 

“ iyestes to as indefinite, irrelevant, and immaterial.) 

“8. am asking you in your capacity of election commissioner. 

“A. I would answer that by stating that it is most likely that a great 
many of those sheets are incorrect. 

*Q. $ greet many of those sheets are incorrect? 

“A. es, r 

“Q. When you say a great many of those sheets are incorrect, what do 

ou mean? 
" “A. Well, I mean this—that those sheets are published by us from the 
verification books prepared by the clerks acting in the precincts on a board 
of revision. They are an exact facsimile of the verification books as turned 
in to the board of election commissioners by the judges and clerks. 

**Q. Then, how do you account for the surplusage of names of duly quali- 
fied voters appearing upon the registration books of various precincts? 

‘“‘A. Incompetency upon the part of clerks as well as judges. 

“Q. That is one of the conditions that exists? 

“A. It does exist; yes, sir. 

“Q. Do 7 know anything about the first precinct of the Twenty-second 
Ward, of the variances there between the lists and the registration ks? 

“A. Nothing to my knowledge.” 

+ * + * * «© * 
“Mr. FROMBERG. What is the reason that these lists are prepared— 
uttered—as my friend Richey says? 

“A. The purpose of the publication of the registration is generally under- 
stood to be for the guidance, first, of the—I should take it—the workers, to 
permit them to ascertain who is qualified to vote, and also for the benefit of 
citizens at large, that they may ascertain in advance that they are qualified. 

5 yd — instrument is not absolutely conclusive? 

‘A. It is not. 

“Mr. RicnEy. Isn't it true that some of those sheets were uttered only 

the day before the election? 


“A. That is true, yes, in several precincts of the Fourth Ward. On Sun- |’ 


dey. two days prior to the election, the revision was still going on.. They 
didn’t go to the printers until late that particular Sunday afternoon. It is 
fair to presume that they didn’t go to press until the day before the election.” 

We call the attention of the House specifically to the statement of the 
witness on page 1466, where the same witness states that the printed list (re- 
ferring to the list in evidence) is the official printed list: 

“It is not the official list, however, by which it can be determined whether 
or not a man is in fact a qualified voter.” 

On page 1466 the witness was asked: 

“Q. In making the affidavit of the character which Mr. Conrad has made 
there, would your method be to depend on these printed lists for the purpose 
of ving aeematen or on the original registration? 

ye y, I would pay no attention to anything but the official register.” 

This testimony is corroborated by the testimony of John H. Stansberry, an 
assistant in the election commissioners’ office, page 1454, as follows: 

“Q. Are there any proofs submitted to the rd of election commission- 
ers of those lists, so that they can be compared with your books? 

““A. None whatever. 

“Q. There is never any verification, so far as this particular book is con- 
mr, a - printed lists? 

“A. No, sir. ; 

onal The book is the official record of the individual voters of that pre- 
cinct? 


“A. Yes, sir. 
“@, And the printed list can not be an official record under any circum- 
stances, can it? 

“A. Never so considered as an official record. 

“Q. I believe you have stated that there has been no comparison of the 
printed list with the registration book? . 

“A. No, sir; never has been. 

“Q. There are no proofs ever sent from the printers to you before you get 
your sheets? 

“A. No, sir.” 

Also the testimony of Louis Kunz, secretary of the board of election com- 
missioners, on pages 1554 and 1555: 


“Direct examination by Mr. WALSH: 


“Q. Did you as the secretary of the board arrange for the printing of the 
lists of names which were given out after? 
“A. The board arranged for the printing of those lists. 
“@Q. Do you recollect on what day the copy was given to the printers? 
“A. Saturday. Started in on Monday. Started to send them down to the 
rinters on the 20th of October. The last day of revision was on the 18th, 
t was Saturday, and some of the books came in Sunday, and some came 
in Monday, and some came in Tuesday and Wednesday. 
“QQ. Was that immediately after the books were returned to you that you 
ae them to the printer? 
“A. Yes, sir 
“Q. Now, did you subsequently take the printed lists received from the 
printers—did you get any printers’ proof? 
“A. We did not. 
“Q. Did you ever at any time take those printers’ lists and compare them 
with the registration books? 
“A. We did not. 
““Q@. Do you know whether those printed lists were absolutely correct as 
to the reppared voters in the various precincts? 
“A. We found out since that they were not correct. 
“Q. Your effort had been to make them correct, had it? 
the Sine made no effort. We sent the books as made up by the clerks to 
© printer. 
“Q. Well, it was your intention to get the lists correct—to get correct lists 
of the voters? 


“A. Of the voters, yes, sir. 

“Q. And you failed to do that? 

“A. Well— 

*Q. Foon = through no fault of the election board, so far as you know? 

“A. Nota bit. 

“Q. And you did not subsequently make any comparisons with the regis- 
tration books? ; 

“A. None at all. 

“Q. Now, is there any other official record of the voters, the registered 
voters, than the registration books? 

= fooqegted to as asking the witness to decide a question of law.) 

“Mr. WALSH. I am asking for a question of facts. The register of the 
voters in the office of the board is the only correct register. That is the book 
= which the voter in each precinct who desires to vote registers his name, 

m't it? 

“A. It is. a bark 

“Q. That is a record which is open at all times to public inspection in the 
office of the election board, isn’t it? 

“A. Yes, sir; and which book the speowle vote from. 7 

“Q. And if any person comes to the office of the board of election commis- 
sioners and desires to inspect those books, are they permitted to do so? 

“A. They are. 

“Q. Is there any method, or any means, or any effort made to prevent an 
absolutely free inspection of the registration books at all times, or any time 
between the hours of 9 a. m. and 5 p. m.? 

**Mr. Ricury. An effort made by whom? 

“Mr. WALSH. By anybody. 

“A. No, sir. ‘ 

“6. sa anyone inspect those books who desires? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

*“Q. Anyone who calls at the office of the board of election commissioners? 

“A. Yes, sir; they are public records. 

“Q. They are absolutely public records? 

“A. Yes, sir. ; 

‘““Q. With no limitations on an inspection? 

“A. No, sir. 4 

*\Q. No fence or guards put around them; they are kept ina case, are they 
not? 

“fs, Youate. 

“Q. 4s a request must be made to inspect them? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. They are not out where anyone can get hold of them, are they? 

“A. No, sir; they are in a row of cases like any books are kept. 

“Q. os application to the clerk in the office the books are presented? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And the — formality is an application for the book? 

“A. Yes, sir; and whileanyone is inspecting the book the clerk stands near 
to see that he does not strike off any names or tamper with the book. 

“Q. ve see that he does not tamper with the book in any way? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

*Q. a same method practically that is used in all places of record? 

“A. Yes, sir.” 

The unreliability of these lists as evidence of the original registration 
books is further evidenced by the certificate of the secretary of the board of 
election commissioners, which is in evidence in this case, showing that 459 
names of | qualified voters were upon the registration book of Ward 22, 
precinct 1, whereas the informative sheet shows only 205, and also a certifi- 
cate showing that in Ward 4, precinct 7, there were 6/0 names of duly quali- 
fied voters upon the original registration book in the office of the board of 
election commissioners, although these informative sheets show only 169. 

But in spite of the above testimony, and in spite of the fact that these lists 
can not be said to be of any genuine import as vessels of truth as to what 
names were on the official registers, the majority of this committee, with 
all the mock solemnity of a Pooh Bah, declares that “duly authenticated 
copies of all these printed precinct registers are found in the testimony in 
this case.” If these fugitive or informative sheets could be said to be “ pre- 
Sat renee ” there might be some seriousness in the statement above 
quoted. 

Taking these lists as a basis for operations, the majority proceeds to ac- 
cept the contention of the contestant that because, forsooth, 25,179 registered 
letters were addressed to 25,179 persons whose names appear on these inform- 
ative sheets which are alleged to represent the duly and regularly qualified 
voters in each of the 63 precincts which are in controversy in this case; be- 
cause 12,608 of these registered letters were returned with indorsements 
thereon bearing the number of the letter carrier and notations indicating 
that the persons to whom these letters were addressed were not found at the 
address given; because 4,123 of these 12,608 voted at the last election, Novem- 
ber 4, 1902, in the Twelfth Congressional district, and because 2,221 of these 
represent persons whose names did not appear in the directory of 1902, and 
for other reasons which the majority did not think important enough to state 
in the report, Mr. Butler should be deprived of his seat and Mr. Wagoner 
givenaseatinthis House. —_ 

The testimony is that this directory was canvassed for just one year pre- 
vious to the time at which these letters were addressed to the persons whose 
names were on the printed lists. 

On the face of each letter sent out is the direction of the sender to the 
mail carrier—*“If not at this address, return at once.” 

The fact of this great variance, such as is exhibited by the certificate of the 
secretary of the board of election commissioners in the two instances above 
referred to, is seized upon as a veritable life saver by the majority of this 
committee in its attempt to extend a straw by which the contestant can sur- 
vive the wave of popular disfavor which engulfed him in the election, and 
secure a seat for the remaining days of this session and the salary of a mem- 
ber of Congress. 

“These exhibits,” say the majority, ‘‘seem to present the highest evidence 
of fraud. No names could have been honestly placed upon the registration 
books after the public ers sheets were given out, except in a few cases 
of persons who, havin m refused registration in their respective pre- 
cincts, had ae to the board of election commissioners. 

“The ony of the minority commissioner is to the effect that there 
were no more than 40 of such cases in the entire city of St. Louis, and in this 
Congressional district alone thousands of persons voted whose names were 
not upon the printed registration lists, and it now appears from the con- 
testee's own eo in one of the precincts above mentioned less than 
half the names upon the registration books were down in the printed sheets, 
and in the other less than a fourth.” 

The majority brushes aside the probability, which is more than reason- 
able, that the variance is accounted for by the fact that these lists are made 
from copies of copies of the registration book by inexperienced men, selected 
for a day to perform the duty of judge and clerk of election. Whata trav- 
esty it is for this — to base its decision of this election contest upon 
the verity of these lists, prepared in such a manner. “But,” say the ma- 
jority, ‘“‘ these lists are official. They are ordered to be prepared by laws 
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and they must be prepared under the supervision of the election commis- 
sioners.” 

Was it ever intended by the law which directed the preparation and dis- 
tribution of these sheets that they should be used ina court or before a body 
of thiskindasevidence? Had it been sointended, the legislature would doubt- 
less have provided the means for versryang 226 proving these lists by a com- 

rison or examination in connection with the original registration books, 

ut the majority, waiving aside all thought of the fugitive character of these 
sheets, proceeds to say that the variance between the number on the regis- 
tration books and the number on these sheets shows “‘ premeditated and de- 
liberate fraud.” , 

The minority simply submits that this conclusion—for it is nothing else 
and has no basis for its foundation—is adopted only for the p= of com- 
bating fact with epithet and adjective. The majority say that they are not 

srepared to accept the conclusions which the contestant asks them to draw 
eae his testimony. 

“In a given case a man may have been lawfully entitled to vote, although 
his name did not appear in the city directory published some months” [the 
fact is, one year] ‘before the election, and he was not found by the letter 
carrier a few weeks after the election” (six weeksafter the election]. “ We 
therefore decline to cast out any particular vote or votes upon that ground.” 

How gracious of this majority when it concludes not to throw out an 
particular vote or votes upon eed er But upon this very groun 
upon the facts alleged to be developed by the Owen scheme of the registered 
letter and the directory, the ey of the committee propose to throw 
out “not any particular vote or votes, but the whole poll in 41 precincts.” 

Can it be determined from the report that the majority of the committee 
has any other evidence upon which to throw out the whole _ in these 41 
precincts except that developed by the Owen scheme of tabulating returned 
registered letters, the directory, etc.? During the hearing of the case mem- 
bers of the committee insisted that counsel for the contestant submit and the 
chairman of the committee directed that he submit to the committee citations 
of the pages in the record and the names of the witnesses in whose testimon 
could be found proof of specific acts of fraud in each particular precinct which 
might be regarded as sufliciently vicious to permeate the whole result and 
warrant the committee in rejecting the whole return. 

This counsel promised the committee to do. This he has never done, as 
not even the majority of the committee will deny. Is it not a reasonable 
inference for the minority of this committee to draw that it was beyond his 
power to submit such specifications outside of a few isolated cases in the rec- 
ord where the minority and the contestee admit considerable fraud and 
ivregularity existed and which the minority believe can be segregated from 
the whole return and can be, and should be, rejected in making up the cor- 
rect return in the case? ; 

The Fourth Ward, ninth precinct, is a territory dearly beloved by the 
majority of the committee in thiscase. This isa precinct in which lived a 
candidate for constable. Members of this House know that candidacies for 
minor offices, even the unimportant office of constable, ordinarily engender 
bitter conflicts of clan, and render the maintenance of strict order almost 
impossible at times during the conduct of the voting in certain localities. 

s to this precinct, the minority desire to say that they have not had the 
opportunity to examine all the testimony referring to it, but that they believe 
from what they have read that they would be justified in excluding the wholes 
poll of that precinct from the return. It seems that the same can be said 
about Ward 4, precinct 1. This is the precinct in which the testimony tends 
to show unusual activity in securing registration by one William Lee. 

Ward 4, ninth precinct, is the precinct in which one Suake Kinney, who 
has afforded considerable ammunition for contestant and for the majority 
of this committee, was active. 

The minority of this committee feel that in declaring that these two pre- 
cincts should be excluded they are following the dictates of fairness and the 
evidence adduced. While the testimony of the witnesses for the contestant 
has been attacked by the contestee and demonstrated beyond doubt, in the 
opinion of the minority, to be faulty and unreliable, and the witnesses to be 
oF the most disreputable character—such as yaare river roustabouts and 
fence-house keepers on the levees—and unworthy of belief, still the con- 
testee failed to meet their testimony with sufficient reliable contradictory 
evidence. 

The next precinct in which the whole poll is excluded by the majority is 
precinct 10, Ward 15. We have had no positive evidence pointed out to usby 
counsel for the contestant of any i rity in this precinct outside of 
what is shown in the Owen istered letter and.directory tabulation. On 
the contrary, we find the tive testimony of Judge of Election Steve 
Pensa, page 1732, that the election in that precinct was conducted honestly, 
fairly, and in an orderly manner. 

The next precinct excluded from the poll is precinct 6, Ward 15. No cita- 
tion of positive evidence of irregularity was furnished the committee b 
contestant’s counsel and we find positive evidence of Election Officials Wil- 
liam S. Wellman ( e 1741) and Otto Bell (page 1747) as to the absolute fair- 
ness and regular conduct of the election in that precinct. 

The next precinct excluded from the poll is precinct 10, Ward14. No cita- 
tion of positive evidence of irregularity was furnished the committee by 
contestant’s counsel, and we find a evidence of Election Official Michael 
Noonan (page 1709) as to the absolute fairness and regular conduct of the elec- 
tion in that precinct. 

The next precinct excluded from the poll is precinct 6, Ward 14. No cita- 
tion of positive evidence of irregularity was furnished the committee by con- 
testant’s counsel, and we find positive evidence of Election Official Charles 
Flecke (who was subpoenaed by the contestant, though not examined) as to 
the absolute fairness and regular conduct of the election in that precinct. 

Of the remaining precincts excluded by the majority, which are precinct 
5, Ward 22; precinct 4, Ward 14; precinct 2, Ward 14; precinct 5, Ward 13; 

recinct 12, Ward 7; precinct 12, Ward 6; precinct 8, Ward 6; precinct 8, 
Ward 14; precinct 1, ard 22; precinct 11, Ward yom 4, Ward 23: pre- 
cinct 9, Ward 22; precinct 22, Ward 22; precinct 7, Ward 22; precinct 3, Ward 
6; precinct 4, Ward 5; precinct 2, Ward 5; precinct 7, Ward 4; precinct 6, 
Ward 4; precinct 4, Ward 4; precinct 3, Ward 4; precinct 7, Ward 5; precinct 
2, Ward 4: precinct 12, Ward 23; precinct 6, Ward 5; precinct 1, Ward 5; pre- 
cinct 9, Ward 5: precinct 13, Ward 22: precinct 3, Ward 23: precinct 5, Ward 
6; precinct 1, Ward 15; precinct 12, Ward 24; precinct 5, Ward 4; precinct 3, 
Ward 5, the minority say that they have been unable to find anything in the 
testimony to justify the conclusion of the majority that the election was con- 
ducted in an ir lar manner and that the p pols of the several precincts 
were unworthy of belief and should be excluded. Onthe contrary, they find 
in 37 of the 41 precincts the evidence of the election officials in each of ‘he 
precincts to be to the effect that the election in those various precincts was 
conducted in a regular and lawful manner. 

The remaining precinct, which seems to have been a t boon to the 
contestant, was precinct 13, Ward 23. ‘The Butler stables,” the majority 
say in their report, “are located in this precinct.” Here the majority ex- 
hibit their usual amount of fairness in this case by quotin of the testi- 
mony of John R. McCarthy, superintendent of the Excelsior Hauling and 
Transfer Company, which concern owns the stables referred to. The testi- 
mony of Mr. McCarthy is ae below in toto. 

This testimony proves that the Butler stables, so called, is an institution 
made the headquarters for several hundred employees of the Excelsior Haul- 


ing and Transfer Company. This testimony proves that these stables con- 
stituted practically the only home that several hundred employees of the 
company owning the stables had. 

It is true these voters may out a nomadic element, but under the law 
of the United States and the State of Missouri they were entitled to partici- 
pate in the election of a Representative from that district, and the minority 
submit that a more deliberate attempt to disfranchise voters was never 
attempted than the expunging from the returys in this case the whole poll 
from precinct 13 in Ward 23. 

Testimony of John R. McCarthy. (Pp. 2043-2047, record.) 

“John R. McCarthy, of lawful age, being produced, sworn, and examined, 
deposeth and saith as follows: 

‘Direct examination by James J. Butler, Esq.: 

“Q. What is ier name? 

“A. John R. McCarthy. 

“Q. Where do you reside? 

“A. 8418 Laclede avenue. 

“Q. Have you any other place of residence that you occupy, Mr. McCar- 


y? 

“A. Yes, sir; 8865 Forest Park boulevard. 

““Q. Do you reside and sleep at both of these places? 

“A. Yes; I reside at—I resided at 3865 Forest Park boulevard continually 
for about six years, up to within about a year and a half ago. 

“Q. You still sleep there? 

“A. Isleep now at 3418 Laclede avenue. I have a room over the office, and 
I occasionally sleep there at 3865 Forest Park boulevard. 

“@. What is your business? 

“A. Superintendent of the Excelsior ry Transfer Company. 

- &: Mr. McCarthy, as superintendent of the Excelsior Hauling and Trans- 
fer ~——~ I will ask you to state where the stables of that concern are? 

“A. You might call it the northeast corner of Vandeventer and Forest 
Park boulevard. 

— srepaans corner of Vandeventer avenue and Forest Park boulevard? 
“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. What are the dimensions of that stable? 

“A. I believe the correct dimensions are 200 feet front by 215 feet deep. 

“@. These are about the dimensions? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Is it a one-story or two-story structure? 

. Two-story. 

7 yous the second story cover the complete area of the building? 

. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And has the same ae footage as the lower floor? 

“A. Yes, sir; the same thing. 

““Q. What is the area of that building by square feet, if pos know? 

“A. Well, I don’t know positively; I judge somewhere about—— 

my Well, aps say it is 200 feet front and 215 feet deep? 

“A, I think that would make 430,000 square feet, or something like that. 
“Q. Forty-three thousand square feet? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

— I will ask you, Mr. seine, to state what that stable is used for. 
“A. Well, the lower floor is usec tor nothing but stalls—stall room. The 
upper floor—why, one corner we use fora little feed. We get our feed in 
there just as we use it. The rest of it—why, the men sleep there. 

“Q. How many men are employed by the Excelsior Hauling and Transfer 
Company? 

“A. Weemploy all the way from two close up to four hundred men. 
That all depends on the season of the year. 

“Q. How many men do you employ in the summer time? 

“A. In the summer time it all depends on the crop of vegetables. If we 
have a plentiful crop, we have close to 400 men. 

“Q. Employed in the collection of garbage, and so on? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. How many men are employed there in the duller seasons? 

“A. Well, they will run from 15) to 175, and so on. 

“Q. How many men were employed by the Excelsior Hauling and Trans- 
fer Company on or about November 4 last? 

“A. I could not say sees something over two hundred. 

“Q. How many of that two hundred sleep or make their lodging in that 
building? 

“A. In fact, the most of them make their lodgings there. In fact, I induce 
them to doso. 

*Q. You say you induce them to do so; why? 

“A. Well, we turn out,asa rule, very early in the morning, and we require 
a lot of men, and by ‘niaing Se men and giving them a piace to sleep, you 
always have men on hand. Then, again, we do other outside hauling that 
requires us to have men. Just, for instance, look at two weeksago last Sun- 
day in that snowstorm. I got an order for forty. or fifty, or sixty teams— 
whatever I could turn out—from the city—from Mr. Becker, of the street 
department—for teams to haul snow with. In cases of that kind the men 
come in very handy. Go out and try to find forty or fifty men through the 
town at 6 o'clock on a Sunday morning, and you will find it a very hard 
thing. In fact, you wouldn't be able to find them. 

*@. Then you will state that last November there was from 150 to 200 men 
sleeping around that stable? 

“A. We have pretty near that many constantly the year round. 

“Q. Do you know how many men were registered from that stable? 

“A. I could not —,< 

*Q. Do you know how many men voted from that stable? 

“A. I couldn’t tell you that either. 

**Q. Were you present on election day when any of the negroes from that 
stable were voting or went to vote? 

“A. I was in the precinct when there were a few of the men voting there, 
and I was at the barn in the neighborhood of noon time, when a few of the 
men then were feeding their teams in the barn. They told me they were 
going over to vote. 

“@. Did you send any of these men to vote, or marshal any of their forces 
in any way? . 

“A. I never asked a man to go to the polls and vote. 

“Q. I will ask you, Mr. McCarthy, as superintendent of that stable, in 
view of the fact that Mr. Udell and others have testified here that officers of 
that stable and company have had — passed to negroes, and so and so, 
which they claim and allege contained the names of fraudulent registrations, 
is that true or not? 

“A. That is absolutely false. 

“Q. Were there any slips of any character — to any men at that stable 
ewe day with the intention of fraud, fraudulent voting, or anything of that 

ind? 

“A. As I say, there was not a slip to my knowledge, and I was around 
most of the day. In fact, we never made a practice of that. We never did 
doit. As Isay, those gentlemen whom you have reference to, I don’t know 
them. I seen them at the —_— myself two or three times during the day, 


“ 
“ 
“ 
“ 


bOPOPOPOPOPO 


and conversing with the policemen within 5 feet of the polling place. 

“Q. Do you know who they were? 

“A. I understood, afterwards, Mr. Udell was one, and Ford Smith, the law- 
ver, was one of them. 
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“Q. You state positively that there were no slips issued that day to any of 
your men? 

“A. No, sir; nota — 

“Q. Do you _know of any fraudulent registration of any kind whatever 
from o — 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Were there any slips, or anything of any character, handed to these 
men on that day? ; 

“A. Well, the day before the election Mr. Archibald Carr, who was run- 
ning for clerk of the circuit court, and Eddy Barnard, both Republicans, 
came over to the office and handed me, I judge, in the neighborhood of 300 to 
600 each of their cards. I told them I would distribute them around or have 
the boy in the office distribute them. I never asked any of the men to vote, 
and I didn't care who they voted for. 

“Q. A you distribute any of these cards? 

“A. No, sir. . 

“Q. Do you know if anybody else distributed any? 

“A. I didn't see any distributed. 

“Q. Did you ask them to distribute them? 

“A. Iasked the young man—the boy who attends to the ‘phone—to dis- 
tribute them. 

**Cross-examination by Wm. M. Kinsey, esq.: 

“Q. Mr. McCarthy, are you a Republican or Democrat? 

“A. Tam a Democrat, 

“Q. Married or single? 

“A. Married. 

“Q. You now live at 3418 Laclede avenue? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. How long have you lived there? 

“A. Close onto two years. 

*Q. You say you sometimes sleep at 8865 Forest Park boulevard? 

“A. Yes, sir; as I said, I slept there for six years, up untilI married. Iam 
only married a few years. en we were on early watches in summer time, 
when we got out at 1 or 2 o’clock in the morning, we slept there altogether. 
“ * oe you sleeping there last fall on the 4th of November, and prior 

ereto? 

“A. No, sir; only on Sunday mornings. We turn out earlier on Sunday 
mornings than other days. 

“Q. Were you a registered voter at the last election? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you vote? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. What class of people are these men that work about this stable, white 
or colored? 

‘A, Colored. 

“Q. All colored? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. oer are men who live all over town, do they not? 

“A. Well, most of them, as I say—the reason that I induce the men to stay 
there is that the majority of them, if they were not allowed to stay there, 
really would not have any home. 

“Q. They live about town from one place to another, don’t they? 

“A. I couldn’t say they live about town. I don’t know of them even 
having a home. 

* 2. Do you know that they have no homes? 

“A. Icouldn’t say any more than the home they have there. They slept 
there with me. I slept there six years myself. 

uf Are any of them married men, as far as you know? 

“A. Well on pay night you would think they had a dozen wives. I have 
seen three and four come up and say they were the same man’s wife. 

“@. They are muchly married, are they? 

“A. Yes, sir. 
my These are all drivers of your slop carts and wagons? 


“A. Yes, sir. 

a * * And what is called the poor class of labor, in the sense that it com- 
mands low wages? 

“A. No, sir; we pay a fair wage. 

“Q. I don’t mean that—I say, it is a class of labor that commands a lower 
scale of eg 

“A. Well, they don’t get an exorbitant scale; no. 

“Q. They come and go from time to time? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Your force is changing all the time? 

“A. Yes,sir; in winter time, you know, we are forced to lay off some of the 
men, and they go away for twoor three months and in the spring come back 


“Q. Don’t the force change all the time? 

“A. No, sir; of course some of them change, like in any other business. I 
have some there eight and nine years. 

“Q. How many? 

“A. I guess a hundred or over; I could not say exactly how many; quite a 
number; in fact, the colored men consider the position a very good one. 

“Q. You say these men, or a considerable number of them, sleep in the 
second story of this building? 


A. Yes, sir 
“Q. How is that story fitted up? 
“A. There are three rooms. e have three rooms in one corner of it, and 


the others run down between in regular aisles. There are cots. 

“Q. Is it divided into rooms? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. What sleeping accommodations are there there? 

“A. One big room there outside of the three rooms which we separate 
ourselves off from them. 

“Q. That is the rooms you occupy yourself sometimes, and some others, 
employees of the company, who have separate rooms? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. They are partitioned off? 

“A. Yes, sir. . 

e 2 Serer persons sleep there sleep in the large room, do they? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. What accommodations are there? 

“A. Those who wish to can buy their own cots and bedding. We allow 
them that privilege. 

“Q. The company don't furnish beds? ; 

“A. No, sir. e only keep a night watchman on that floor at nighttime. 

rei So whatever beds, cots, or clothing they have they furnish them- 
Selves? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. How many men were doing that in that stable on November 1 last 


yea: 

“A. Icould not tell exactly. I judge in the neighborhood of 200 men. 

a 2 ve mean that 200 men were sleeping there? 

‘A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Do you mean by that they slept there every night for some time prior 
to the election? 


“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. For how long? 

“A. I judge pretty near all thesummer. We had quite a force on, and 
this was about the winding up of our season. 

““Q. Did they sleep there every night? 

“A. Pretty near every night; yes, sir. 

*“Q. Any women among them? 

“A. No, sir; that is something we don't allow. 

“Q. How many other places—stables—has the Excelsior Hauling and 
Transfer Company? I mean besides this one you mentioned. 

“A. We have no other stable. We have places where we keep some of our 
stock once in a while, at what is known as the south factory of the St. Louis 
Sanitary Company. 

“< You don’t mean that all of your teams start out from one place in the 
morning to go over the entire city? 

“A. Yes, sir. : 

“Q. They all leave this place at Forest Park boulevard and Vandeventer 
avenue? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Are all of these people colored men who sleep there? 

“A. Yes, sir. There is myself—— 

“Q@. I mean excluding yourself. 

“A. There are about two more white men. 

— Aside from yourself and those two other white men, all those who 
my: —~ and who were registered from there are colored'men? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

o a Do you take any active interest or part in politics yourself, Mr. Mc- 
arthy? 

“A. Well, I take a little. 

*Q. What do you mean by a little? Did you see that the menin your pre- 
cinct are registered? Did you do that? 

“A. No, sir; I don’t believe I ever asked a man to register. 

“Q. Did you ever ask a man to vote? 

“A. No, sir. I think that is the duty of every citizen to do that himself? 

‘*Q. You never asked a man to register and never asked a man to vote? 

“A. No, sir; knowingly, I did not. 

““Q. The Excelsior Hauling and Transfer Company is a corporation, is it, 
Mr. McCarthy? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

““Q. Who is the president of it? 

“A. Mr. John R. Butler. 

*“Q. Who are the other officers of the corporation? 

“A. I don’t know them. 

“Q. Don’t you know who the vice-president is? 

“A. No, sir; I don’t know if there is a vice-president, 

" 2. Don't you know who the secretary is? 

. No, sir; I think Mr. O’Connor is. 

*“@. Don’t you know who the treasurer is? 

“A. No, sir. 

**Q. Who the stockholders are? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Mr. John R. Butler is the brother of Hon. James J. Butler, the con- 
testee in this case? 

= 2. Yes, sir. 

““@. Where were you on election day, Mr. McCarthy? 

“A. That would be a pretty hard question for metoanswer. Iama poy 
busy man. Iam allover this town, you might say, especially the north part 
of the city. Iwas principally all over that ward that day, you might say, 
with the exception of two hours at noon time that I put in feeding. 

“Q. What time did you start out in the morning? 

“A. We start out to work every morning at 5 o'clock. 

“Q. Iam speaking of this particular morning. 

“A. Lleft the barn, I judge, about 7, and went to breakfast. 

““Q. Where did you go to breakfast? 

“A. I went to 3418 Laclede avenue. 

“Q. Ane from there you started out through the ward? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. That is, the Twenty-third Ward? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And you didn’t go back to the barn until about feeding time at noon? 

“A. Yes, sir; I was back in the neighborhood of the barn, as I say, two or 
three times before dinner. 

**Q. Well, what did you do in the afternoon? 

“A. After I had dinner, I came in to feed my horse, and, as I said, stayed 
there about two hours, and went through, you might say, again. Mr. Clark, 
Imethim. Him and I had several little conversations. I believe I met him 
about three or four times. 

“Q. What Clark do you refer to? 

“A. Pat Clark, the Republican committeeman of that ward. 

““Q. Where did you meet him? 

“A. At precinct 4,and I met him once in the morning at precinct 13. That 
is that precinct there. I met him at precinct 4and met him and Mr. Regan 
at precinct 10, I believe it is,on South Compton avenue. Just as a person 
will on election ow. I asked him how everything was, and he said every- 
thing was quiet and peaceable. 

“Q. Then you were out through the Twenty-third Ward on that day prin- 
cipally in the interest of Mr. Butler, the candidate for Congress, were you? 

“A. No, sir; I was out for the Democratic ticket. 

“Q. And incidentally for Mr. Butler? 

“A. No, sir; as I told you before, I am a Democrat, I don’t stop for one 
man. I go from top to bottom. 

*“@. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Udell that day? 

“A. I don’t know the gentleman atall. Just as I told you, these gentle- 
= were <n nate and at this precinct in the morning. They were there 
all day, in fact. 

“9 ‘How far is the polling place from the stable? 

“A. I judge about—the blocks there are awfully long, two numbers come 
in there together—I judge, in the neighborhood of 8} to 4 blocks. 

“Q. The blocks being long, how many feet would they be—1,500 feet? 

*“*A. Yes, sir; they are all of that, I think. 

ot When you saw these men were you at the barn orat the polling place? 

“A. At the polling place. When I was standing in front of the barn! seen 
one of the gentlemen coming down Forest Park boulevard, on the opposite 
side. That street there isa very wide street, something in the neighborhood 
of 150 feet wide. 

o “Q. Are you a stockholder yourself in the Excelsior Hauling and Transfer 
ompany? 

‘““A. No, sir; I wish to God I was a stockholder in something. 

“@Q. I don’t want to or into the private business of the company, Mr. 
McCarthy, but I would like to have you state about the average wages you 
pay. 

“A. The lowest wages we pay is $40 a month, up to $80. 

or I am speaking of the men who drive the wagons. 

“A. That is what Iam talking about. No, $75; we have one man at $75 
who drives a wagon. 
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ue The majority of them get about $40? 
“A. Yes, sir; nothing less. 

m g a higher-priced men who get about $75 aresomething like foremen, 
are the 

“A. Not exactly foremen; they are men whose value we have appreciated, 
who take care of their stock, etc. We always appreciate good men the same 
as any other business concern. 

“@. t territory do you have to cover in the summer time? 

“A. Cover the whole city of St. Louis; the entire city. 

mg - we city of St. Louis? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. You know, I presume—it has been in evidence before—but I will ask 
you whether this company _ has a contract. 

“A. Yes, sir; for the entire city of St. Louis. 

“Q. For removing —_ 

“A. Yes, sir. We cover the whole, entire city, also including the World’s 
Fair grounds. We have a special contract for that. 

‘“*. Is all of that hauled one place or more than one place? 

“A. It is hauled two places. 

“@. One in South St. Louis and one in North St. Louis? 

“A. Yes, sir; the most of it to South St. Louis. 

- 2; What time, what number of hours per day, are your men required to 
work? 

“A. Some of our men work six, seven, eight hours. Of course, where you 
have a great number of teams and men out, barring accidents, they never 
work over eight and a half or nine hours. 

=e, wens or nine hours is the limit for a day’s work? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

* 2. For the haulers? 
“A. Yes, sir. 

* Q. And the remaining of the twenty-four hours of the day belong to the 
men? 

“A. Yes, sir. Well, there is a time in the morning taking care of their 
team, and in the evening coming home, and the men have their wagons to 
grease and harness to clean. That occupies some of the time. 

- 2. Is that included in the eight or e hours? 

“A. I figure they are on the street from eight to nine hours. As I say, 
sometimes they are later. A wagon might break down, and take weather 
like this and try to clean some of the alleys in the west end of St. Louis 
7 are liable to be there for a week if you don’t go after them four or five 

es. 

“@. How many teams do you keep in South St. Louis, near the reduction 
works there? 

“A. Icouldn’t state positively; I very seldom get to the reduction works 
in South St. Louis. 

“Q. You include in the number of employees those that headquarter down 
there, do you not? 

“A. None of them headquarterdown there. These teams that stay there, 
the men come home with other men coming home at that time. 

- 2 F oy mat their teams there? 

“A. es, 

“@. You have a place in North St. Louis where the same thing is done, 
where the teams are stabled and the horses taken care of? 

“A. There are only very few—— 

“Q. There is a place where that is done? 

“A. Yes, sir; but they only keep a few head of stock there, I believe. 

“Q. Don’t you know 

“A. I couldn't state positively, because we have no to do with that 
com: y; that is a separate and distinct corporation entirely. 

“O. b - the hauling of the garbage? 

“ es, c 

“Q. You mean you don’t do any of the reduction up there? 

“A. No, sir; we just haulinthere. Theonly time we keep any stock there 
is in the real warm weather; that is, ——> provide for any of our stock 
that may be very hot, or such as that. en we = our stock up into the 

ry there. ey are 0 to keep the windows down, and it is very 
ot in there. We keep stock there to pull a wagon up the incline. 

“Q. What months in the year do you consider your busy months? 

— From the 15th of June to about the 15th of November or the Ist of De- 

re.” 
tis true that there isshown in the evidence instances where fewer ballots 
were found in the box than the poll books show to have been cast, and thisis 
taken by the ma a to be an evidence of fraud. and great stress is laid 
upon that act in their report. They totally exclude from their 
guessing the possibility that defective ballots are not placed in the box but 
are directed under the law to be segregated and a in envelopes and kept 
te and —_ from the remaining ballots when returned. 
ese envelopes are what are known as rejected-ballot envelopes. The 
evidence shows that no demand was made by contestant or his counsel for 
these rejected-ballot envelopes, by which the pancy between the num- 
ber of ballots found in the box and the number of votes shown by the poll 
book to have been cast would have been accounted for. 

The unreliability of the city directory as used in this case is demonstrated 
sufficiently by the fact that 41 per cent of the witnesses called by the con- 
testant to sustain his contentions have not the honor to have their names 
entered in that book as residing at the addresses which they gave at the time 

testimony was taken. : 

he minority submit here the testimony of Henry Smith, superintendent 
of the ry division of the St. Louis ffice (p. 1577), and Susan E. 
Austin, su tress of the United States post-office at St. Louis (p. 
1570), as to the reliability of this registered-letter testimony, without whic 
evidence the case of the contestant must fall. 

Their testimony is as follows: 


“Henry Smith, of lawful being produced, sworn, and examined on 
behalf of contestee, Geposeth endl saith as follows: 
“ Direct examination by Mr. BUTLER: 
“Q. What is your business? 


“A. Superintendent of the registration division of the St. Louis post-office. 

s * Do a3 remember of a number of letters being sent out by 
yr. ohn B. Owens or others d the cam: to various citizens of 
city of St. Louis in the Co’ nal ct, with a notice to 


no 
return toa Mr. Brushaire, or some such name, if the parties were not 


rly found? 

wh I know that one John Brushaire presented some 26,000 registered let 
ters to be sent through the mails during the month of November some time. 

“Q. Do you know John 

“A. No, sir; I don't know him from Adam. 

“ee Nae aeons 7 : 

‘A. m) f 

“9: De you know to whom you gure the receipt for those laters 

we © ‘t remem name of the got the ut they were 
sent on John Brushaire’s order. The wie & deliver was slgned by John 
Brushaire. I have the order in — 


FEBRUARY 25, 


* 2. Never saw him before? 
. Not to my knowledge. 
“Q. Would you know him if you saw him again? 
“A. The party that the letters were delivered to? 
* 2. a party that the letters were sent by? 
. No, sir. 
. 2. You were the party that received —— 
. No, sir; the clerk at the window received them. 
““Q. Do you know what the modus operandi of the distribution of the reg- 
istered letters of that character was; what the special orders? 

“A. To let them take the course, the same as registered mail does 
in every particular. A registered letter is su to be received with the 
address and the name of the sender and the name and address of the ad- 
dressee plainly written on. 

=e ow long is registered mail held for the parties for whom it is ad- 


ressed? 

“A. Thirty days, unless not otherwise specified. In this case it was speci- 
fied to return at once. It was not the same as the usual registered mail. 
Any individual can put on a letter ‘return at once.’ 

“Q. There was no time given—no one or two days, or anything like that? 

“A. Just simply ‘return at once.’ 

““Q. Andin case the party was not found the letter was returned at once? 


“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. pores know what the rule is with regard to whena is not found? 

“A. If there is no specified instructions there is a card left for the per- 
son to call at the office. Butif the instructions are that the letter m 
tried—if not found to be returned to the sender at once—you must be guided 
by the discretion of the carrier. 

“Q. What was the rule in this case? 

“A. The request was complied with. 

“Q. To return at once to the sender? 

“A. Yes, sir. There was no discretion left with the carrier whatever to 
attempt to find the party later. The carrier was left simply to carry out his 


orders. 
“Q. If he did not find the party at the first call it was returned at once? 
That was the order? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Even Rough the letter carrier knew the party lived there, but was 
not at home, would the registered letter be left? 
ec" ; a sir; not unless there was an order there so that somebody could 
8 or it. 
“Q. Isn't ita fact that if a registered letter was addressed to me at my 
residence—I believe I am aye ee known in the city of St. Louis—that 
even that letter would not be left at my address unless I had previously left 
an order there? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
. oak Notwithstanding the fact that I had not been expecting a registered 
etter? 


“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. What would happen then? 

“A. It would be returned to the office and notice left that there was a reg- 
istered letter there, unless the party that lived at that house stated that you 
would be in to-morrow at such and such a time during delivery hours. nm 
the carrier would bring it back. 

“Q. If the ay stated that I was not in the habit of being in at delivery 
hours, what then? 

“A. Notice would be left at your house to call at the main office for your 
letter. The letter would be kept thirty days, unless otherwise ed. 

““Q. In this case the specification was to return it immediately—no order 


to the post-office, what then woul r to secure 
session of this coveted letter? 

“A. They could not possibly get it if the party had called and it had been 
returned to them. 

*Q. In case the letter was there, what would be mocemnet 7? 

“A. They would have to beidentified tothesatisfactionof oGuirergient 

“Q. In the event the person was not in a position to bring such evidence, 
he could not receive the letter? 

“A. That is not the rule in all cases. If the person has any letters to show 
that they are the proper es they aenally oot them. 

“Q. So this indy w oO Fast testified here, who is a postmistress in the 
city of St. Louis and claims that about 2,000 of these letters went through her 

t-office, and says that she would not give any of them up to an y un- 
ess they were positively identified by parties known to her, did she do any- 
thing which was contrary to the rules of the post-office? 

vk . Iam not responsible for her acts at all. 

. & Is there any record kept eee of the number of people who 
called for those letters and arere on account of improper identification? 

“A. None whatever. 

“Q. Thenit would be pene for you or any of the ffice authori- 
ties to state how many of the so-called 25,000 registered letters which were 
sent out were called for and refused? 

“A. Yes; the only ones we know about are the ones that were delivered. 

“By Mr. Holtcamp: 


“Q. In the event that a letter should be delivered, for instance, at Mr. 
Butler’s house, would his wife be allowed to receipt for it? 
“A. No, sir; not unless she had an order from him. 


“Mrs. Susan E. Austin, of lawful age, being produced, sworn, and exam- 
ined on behalf of the contestee, deposeth and saith as follows: 
“Direct examination by James J. Butler, esq.: 

“Q. What is your name? 

“A. Susan E. Austin. 

“Q. Where do you live? 
“A. I have a place at 2834 Manchester and 2949 Garrison court. 

2884 Manchester? 


“A. That is the store—the office, 
“Q. You conduct a store there and a subpost-office? 


“A. Yes, sir. 
“QO. In the event of a notice betog lett and the party carrying the notice 
d be necessary in orde the pos- 


“A. Yes, sir. “ 
“Q. You are a postmistress of the United States? 

a Yes, sir; Iam superintendent of that station, 

a o_o of the city of St. Louis? 

“ 2 You were so commissioned on November 4 last? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“2 And later? 

“A. Yes, sir. 


meat Do zen semember, are, A: _ ofa or of resisted jetters be 
sent ou m your essed op 
them, by Mr. ‘Aldridge, t believe is the name? ae 


. No, sir; no letters sent out under that name. 
“Q. Sent by Aldridge? 
“A. No, sir. 
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“Q. Do you remember any letters being sent out for political purposes of 
that character? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
| What was the name? 
reshaire 


“A. B : 
“Q. Do you remember how many went through your office, if any? 
od I con's say exactly; in the neighborhood of 2,000. 

“Q. Do you know what the contents of those letters were? 

“A. I can’t tell what the contents were of all of them. I saw the contents 
of some of them. 

“Q. What were the contents of the few you read or saw? 

“A. Something about election purposes. I can’t say. 

*Q. Election purposes? 

“A. I can’t say. 

““Q. Nothing of any value nor anything of that kind contained therein? 

“A. Not that I saw. 

““Q. It was a series of questions, was it not, asking them to give informa- 
tion about election laws? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. Was it? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Do oa know how many of those letters came back to your post-office, 
or were called forat our post-office, or how many were delivered from there? 

“A. I can’t say. e books will show. 

**Q. Do you know there was a number of them? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. For which notices were left? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

**Q. Do you know how pers, were delivered upon notice? Returned? 

“A. Ican’tsay. I could tell if I had the books. 

“Q. Do you know how many notices were brought to you of registered 
letters delivered at the house in which the es failed—were not present— 
and that —. brought the notice to you for the registered letter? 

“A. About how many there were? 

“Q. Yes. 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Do you know how many notices were brought that you refused to 
give letters to? - 

“A. No, sir. 

**Q. Do you know that there were any? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

mg How many? 

“A. Ican’t say. 

“@, ee was a number of them that you know of? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Why didn’t you pice the letters upon the— 

“A. Because I didn’t know the parties. They were not identified; did not 
identify themselves to my satisfaction. 

“Q@. And the Post-Office Department required that they should bring iden- 
tification? 

“A. pCa sir. : \ 

: : ‘ oo identification, with their notice of registered letters? 

‘A. Yes, sir. 
“Q, ona ou would not give it to them under any other circumstances? 
“A. No, sir. 
” 2. You don’t know how many so came? 
“A. No, sir; I can’t say. 
nae? You don’t know what was the number of them; but there was a num- 

r 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“ 2: Sone erene notices to you and claimed that they were the parties? 

a) : es. f 

“Q. And you refused to issue the letters to them because they could not be 
identified to your satisfaction? 


. Yes, sir. 

*“@. Do you think it would be possible for you to identify many of the 
2,000 persons to whom those letters were sent? 

“A. No, sir; I could not; but they could bring someone. I 
privilege of bringing any of the merchants around there t 
quainted with. 

“Q. How many of the 2,000 to whom those letters were sent could you iden- 
tify een: if you know? 

‘A. Ican't say that. Quitea good many. I have been in business nearly 
four years there. 

“*Q@. How long were the letters held in your possession before being re- 
turned to the writer? 

“A. Five or six days—some of them. 
¢ ™ G woaw't there an order in this particular case to return them within 

wo 
ee No, sir; return immediately. 

“Q. You did not return them immediately? 

“A. Icouldn’t. There was too many for the carriers to attend to. 

“Q. Those that were returned to you as not delivered were returned to 
the yee, aeneeeny, were they? 

‘A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. There was no chance given to persons to come and claim them? 

“A. Oh, yes; they were kept there five days. 

“Q. Five days? 

“A. Five or six. 

““Q. After the carrier had failed to deliver them? 

“A. No, sir; not all of them. 

“Q. Not all of them? 

“A. No, sir. 

““Q. Were there any persons—did any persons come to claim the letters 
after the letters had been sent back to the original post-office? 

“A. I couldn't say. 

“Q. Do you know what became of their claim? Where they were referred? 

“A. Down to the main post-office. 

“ Cross-examination by Mr. HOLTCAMP: 

**Q. When these parties came to your office to call for these letters you 
were ready to deliver them if they been identified by anyone there in 
the neighborhood? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Anyone that you knew? 

“A. Yes, sir, 


“Q. And when they failed to do that—failed to bring anyone in the neigh- 
borhood there to identify them—you did not deliver them the letters? 


“A. No, sir. 
consent of parties the signature of the witness to the above 


Norr.—By 
deposition is waived. SUSAN E. AUSTIN 
February 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 8d day of 1908. 
[SEAL.] PETER J. NOLAN, 


Notary Public, St. Louis, Mo. 
My term expires June 30, 1908. 


ve them the 
t I was ac- 


The attention of the House is called to the fact that several hundred wit- 
nesses were called to ar as to the genuineness of their signatures to the 


=. of electors by which Mr. Wagoner secured a eee upon the official 
ot, and that over one-half of these witnesses testified that their signatures 
as attached to the petition were absolute forgeries; that they were signed 
without their consent and without their knowledge; that a large majority of 
the remainder of the witnesses testified that their names were secured 
through fraudulent representations, and that a t number of these were 
Democrats and testified that they voted for Butler. _ 

The attention of this House is wo nag the minority of the committee to 
the fact that Mr. Butler’s yooarsy th the colored population of this 
district is amply ven by the testimony of leading mem of the colored 
race, includin: . Milton Turner, ex-minister to Liberia under President 
U. 8. Grant; ma J. ernees @ prominent colored Republican attorney 
of the city of St. Louis; rge B. Vashon, a colored educator and journalist 
of the city of St. Louis, and C. C. Rankin, William Wilkinson, whose testi- 
=9 is oes as follows: , 

“J. Milton Turner (p. 1951): Direct examination by Mr. Walsh: 

“Q. Where do you live? 

“A. 1516 Goode avenue. 

“Q. What is your age, Mr. Turner? 

“A. Sixty years old. 

“Q. What position, if any, have you occupied under the National Govern- 


ment? 

“A. Well, I was ial agent for the United States Revenue Service un- 
der Mr. Arthur's A nistration. I was United States minister and consul- 
general under Mr. Grant’s Administration, and Mr. Hayes’s partly. 

**Q. Didn’t you hold some position in connection with the Cherokee matter? 

“A. Well, [represented them ina claim against the Government, a very 
large claim, amounting to more than a million dollars. 

; “Q. ae long have you been a Republican, or affiliated with the Repub- 
ican party 

“A. From 1870 until the first election of Mr. Cleveland. 

“ 9. Have you had an opportunity for learning the sentiment of the colored 
ae e ? the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

**Q. What has been your connection and affiliation with the colored 
of the Twelfth Con; 
affiliation continued? 

“A. Well, Iam a native of St. Lo and of course became a voter in 1870, 
and I have had a close identification with the voters not only in the district, 
but all the districts of the State ever since. 

“Q. What is and what was the sentiment on the 4th day of November, 
1902, of the colored people of the Twelfth Congressional district so far as you 
were able to observe? 

“A. Well, the negro people of that district ever since the last election of 
Mr. Pearce have been dissatisfied with the Republican party, in large num- 
bers. At least two-thirds of them voted the Democratic ticket, and on the 
4th of November —— that they had additional reasons, because they had 
: gg liking, in large numbers, for Mr. James J. Butler, and they voted 

or him. 
3 wT was owing to the personal regard that they had for Mr. James 
. Butler? 

“A. Largely, and largely because of their utter dissatisfaction with the 
Republican party. 

“Q. About what porenie of the colored voters of the city of St. Louis 
are residents of the Twelfth Congressional district? 

“Mr. Ricney. If you know about that? 

“A. Icanapproximateit. Approximately between 3,000and 4,000. Nearer 
4,000 than 3,000. 

“Q. Voters? 

“A. Yes, sir. 
3s What proportion does that bear to the colored voters of the city of 

. Louis? 

“A. Well, I should say that very nearly one-third—fully a third—of the 
=a votersof St. Louis, and possibly more, live in the Twelfth Congressional 

istrict. 

“Q. Isn't it a fact that the larger colored settlements are contained in the 
Twelfth Congressional district? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

- + ae where the greater number of the colored population actually 
center? 

“A. Where they colonize. They live in little clusters, you know, and most 
of those are in the Twelfth Congressional district. 

“Q. So that roe approximation of about one-third is likely to be less than 
the actual number? 

“A. Well, I wanted to be conservative in my expression. I am satisfied 
that it is less. To answer you, if you will permit me, there are about 9,000 
registered ne voters in the city of St. Louis, and I expect nearly half of 
them live in the district. 

“Q. Now, of that cquseninetty one-half of the negro voters of the city 
of St. Louis, what propoctics did I understand you to say supported Mr. 
James J. Butler and voted for him? 

“A. Oh, Ishould think there are more than two-thirds. You seein Mr. 


ecti people 
onal district, and how long has this connection or 


Butler's election politics largely Speeene’ in that neighborhood. Very 
many Republican negroes rams emselves to me, both before and after 
elec on, as desiring and having voted for Butler. 


. Mr. Turner, you are a colored man? 
“Witness. I don’t think I would be mistaken for a white man.” 


George B. Vashon (p. 1593): 


. 2. Where do you reside? 

“A. 2243 Oregon avenue. 

“ 9. zon ase & negro citizen and voter of the city of St. Louis? 
“ % es 


*Q. What is your business, at present? 

“A. I am idle at present; Tam not doing anything. Up to the first of the 
year I was i tor in the license department. Prior to that time I was as- 
sistant in the election commissioners’ office. Prior to that time I was pub- 
lishing a newspaper here in St. Louis. 

- 2: as a negro newspaper in St. Louis? 

“A. Yes,sir. 


“Q. Have you made yourself familiar with the politics and feelfngs of the 
colored ple of the Twelfth Congressional district prior to the last election? 

“A. Yes; I think I am pretty familiar with it. 

“Q. Will you state, as nearly as you can, what the sentiments of the col- 
ored people in the Twelfth Congressional district were prior to the last elec- 
tion with to the Congressional candidates? 

“A. I think, lam positive, that 90 per cent of the coloreg men in the Twelfth 
Congressional district were supporting Mr. Butler's candidacy for Congress; 
about 9) per centof them. The reason I state that is this: For thelast twelve 
years I and some number of other negro men—the number augmented in re- 
cent years— making political ae amongst the negro men in the 
interest of the Democratic party and the Democratic nominee with more or 


less marked success. The first success we had, which exceeded our expecta- 
tions, was in 1900, when Mr. James J. Butler was first nominated for Congress, 
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Negro men, with whom argument failed to cause to give any consideration 
to Democratic nominees before, came into the Democratic party and sup- 
ported the ticket, and many of them supported him; a number beyond our 
expectations supported the entire ticket. They came practically en masse. 
After the contest resulted in his unseating we found that the number was 
further augmented. I can safely say that I consider 90 per cent to be an un- 
derestimation of the negro vote in the Twelfth Congressional district. 

eo ““Q. Heretofore the negroes have been voting the Republican ticket, have 

ney not? 

“A. To a greater or less degree. Now, when we began this campaign 
about nine years ago, in 1893, the first campaign, we only found 18 negroes 
that would stand out and out and be counted for the Democratic party. 

“Q. A number of negro voters in St. Louis are now holding positions of 
trust under the government of the city of St. Louis, are they not? 

“A. Yes; there are quite a number of them. 

*“Q. Under the Democratic government? 

“A. Yes, sir. I don’t think that was one of the moving reasons why they 
went into the Democratic party, or why they voted the Democratic ticket. 
Of course that is aconsideration. Itiswithallmen. When we first started 
the campaign in 1893 we found it was very difficult to convert a great many 
negroes that were bigoted in their political views to the Democratic party. 
We began on negroes who were not of voting age. Started the P. J. Pauley 
Club in 1894, and afterwards the Greely Club. Teay of them became of age 
in 1895, 1896, and 1900, and in 1898 it blossomed out into an independent move- 
ment where they put up their own nominee for Congress in two districts— 
& man named Scott in the Twelfth district and a man named Dodge in the 
Eleventh district.” 

C. C. Rankin (p. 1596): 

“Direct examination by Mr. BUTLER: 

= 2. Where do you reside? 

“A. 1714 Chestnut street. 

“Q. You are a voter in the city of St. Louis—a colored voter? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Negro voter, rather? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“@Q. Are you familiar with the sentiments and feelings of the negro popu- 
lation of the city of St. Louis politically? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

““Q. Do you know what the sentiments of the voting pate, the negro 
voting population, of the Twelfth eee district were in the last 
— zn with reference to candidates for Congress? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“. What were they? 

“A. I think about 90 per cent of the negro voters were for James J. Butler 
for Congress; many of them voted for Mr. Butler and voted the Republican 
ticket as to the rest of the ticket. 

““Q. You believe that to be a censervative estimate of the negro voters of 
the Twelfth Congressional district? 

“A. Yes, sir; I do. 

“Q. You are in a position to know the sentiment of those ple? 

“A. Yes, sir: I certainly am; I was amongst them enough during the cam- 


ign. 

“Q. What is your ition? 

“A. Deputy sheriff. 
5 *@. — position is of such a character as to bring you amongst them 
requently? 

“A. Yes, sir.”” 

Page 1964: 

“William Wilkinson (colored), of lawful age, be Eprotneet, sworn, and 
examined on behalf of the contestee, deposeth and as follows: 

“Direct examination by Mr. WALSH: 

“Q. Where do you live? 

“A. 2634 Lucas. 

“Q. What ward and precinct do you live in? 

“A. Twenty-second Ward, tenth precinct, I think. 

*“Q. You have had some opportunity to learn the sentiment generally of 
the colored people in the Twelfth Congressional district, have you? 

“A. Well, I don’t know what you mean exactly. 

“Q. As to their feelings toward the Congressional candidacy of Mr. Wag- 
oner and Mr. Butler for Congress? 

“A. I have heard some few people —— themselves. 
uk Do you know whether or not t sentiment was favorable to Mr. 

er? 

“A. Yes; from all that I could learn, it seemed to bein favor of Mr. Butler. 

“Q. What is your business? 

“A. lama barber. 

— = you are the proprietor or the part proprietor of a shop? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Where is that? 

“A. In the Commonwealth Trust eee 

m4 oe of the large buildings of the ci 


es, Sir. 

. Do ya know of your own knowledge the general sentiment of.the bet- 
ter class of colored people in the Twelfth Congressional district with refer- 
ence to the candidacy of James J. Butler? 

“Mr. RicnEy. He said he talked to some few of them. 

“Wirness. I can't say; I mentioned the fact that those with whom I came 
in contact had spoken very favorably of Mr. Butler. 

“Q. You came in contact with a large part of the better class? 

“A. I know quite a number; yes, sir.” 

Roma J. Raymond: Cross-examination by Mr. Walsh (p. 108): 

= 2 or. sapenene, you are an attorney? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. A colored attorney, who occupies quite a position among the colored 
people and mix with the Cary best — people in town? 

7 . Ricwey. That is admitted on the part of the contestant. 

“Mr. WALSH. I want to get it in the record. This precinct is 
—_ = petenen people—on Morgan, High, Lucas, Eleventh, and Tw 
stree *t it? 

ane Well, not so much on Morgan as it is on Linden, Gay, Twelfth, 
an : 

“Q. And the population is what you might call in a general way dense, 
isn’t it, as tonumbers? 

“A. Ina way, yes, sir; Imight. There is a large Italian vote there. 

") 7 - ere is quite a large colored population there? 

“Q. With many of whom, and in fact most of whom, you are scarcely ac- 
quainted, owing to the fact that your profession or business calls you away 
early in the morning and you return late in the evening? 

“A. Well, that may be. Yes; I stated that. 

“Q. You are familiar to some extent with the political condition which ex- 
ists = ae Reg interested in this city, are you not? 

“Q. Is it not a fact that the last few years there has been a marked defec- 
tion of the colored vote from the Republican party to the Democratic party? 


)} 


“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Very noticeable? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Is it not a fact that a large number of the colored people with whom 


zon See acquainted are very strong and ardent supporters o 
utler? 

“A. Yes; that is right. 

% 9. Is it not a fact that many of those colored ple have come out and 
open y avowed themselves as supporters of Mr. Butler, and actually voted 

or him? 

“A. Yes, sir. f 

*“@. Those who have previously been Republicans and voted the straight 
Republican ticket? 

“A. Yes, sir.” 

Page 110: 

“@Q. Have po any idea to what extent the negro voters of the Twelfth 
Congressional district supported the Democratic candidate for Congress, Mr. 
James J. Butler? 

“Mr. Ricuery. I object to whether he has anidea. If he has knowledge of 
the fact I don’t object. . 

“A. Well, I couldn't say that it is a fact; I couldn't base it on a fact. 

“Mr. WALSH. Well, approximate from your knowledge. 

“A. I should say about 70 per cent. 

“Q. Seventy per cent of the negro voters supported James J. Butler for 
Congress. 

“A. I think so. 

Page 1968: 

“Direct examination by Mr. WALSH: 
“Q. Mr. Raymond, are Yr. familiar with the sentiment of the colored 
ple living in the Twelfth Con ional district with reference to James 
y putler, ae to the election of November 4, 1902? 

“A. Well, to some extent; yes, sir. 

“Q. Do you know from what you have learned from your connection with 
them what their attitude was toward the election of Mr. Butler prior to No- 

syember 4, 1902? : 

“A. Well, I will say this, that the great bulk of them was tly im- 
pressed with him; they were favorable to his candidacy, you might say.” 

It is submitted by the minority that while in the report in the contest of 
Horton v. Butler in the first session of this Congress page after page was de- 
voted to a discussion of the  ardew pay activity of the police in the election of 
1900, there is no censure contained in the present report of the activity of the 
police in the election of 1902. coy once during the argument did counsel for 
the contestant refer to the activity of the police, and that was to say thata 
general order had been given transferring patrolmen from the em in 
sae nage »rhood of their ordinary beats to precincts with which they were 
untamiuilar. 

Men of affairs will recognize at once that this is an old and familiar meas- 
ure, taken advantage of in all well-governed cities in order tosecure fairness 
and impartiality in the conduct of elections, and had the majority of the 
committee seen fit to say anything concerning the activity of the police it 
would have been to commend the judgment which dicta’ such an order. 

It is also submitted that while in the report on the contest for the seat from 
this district inthe first session there were various references to the perni- 
cious activity of contestee and persons nearly related to him in the election, 
in this report of the majority, in the argument of counsel, and in the 
record of the case there is not one syllable which in any way reflects upon 
the attitude of the contestee or anyone related to him ane Se campaign 
for i seat preceding the election of November 4, during the election, or 
since that time. 

The minority of the committee submit that there may have been frauds in 
the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri in the recent election, but it 
submits that there has not been pointed out to that committee, and the com- 
mittee has not been able to determine for themselves, that such fraud is 
sufficient to vitiate the returns in sucha large number of precincts as to give 
the seat to the contestant. 

The minority feels constrained to believe that the majority has ridden 
roughshod over precedent, law, and orderly procedure in their endeavor to 
decide this case without sufficient consideration, and to seat a man by the 
power of a partisan majority who was not elected by the people of the dis- 
trict, and who was not evea strong enough with his party to secure a party 
nomination. 

The minority feel that they can not disregard the law that until the con- 
trary is proved the contestee, armed with the credentials of the sovereign 
State of Missouri authorizing him to represent her on the floor of this House 
is entitled to enjoy the rights and privileges of a member of this House un 
the contrary appears by legal evidence produced before the committee. 
That such evidence has not been produced before the committee the House 
and the weary can determine without reference to the action of the parti- 
san majority. 

Wet oretore recommend the adoptionof the following resolutions, to wit: 

“ Resolved, That George C. R. Wagoner was not elected a Re ntative 
in the Fifty-seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressio: district of 
Missouri, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

“ Resolved, That James J. Butler was elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-seventh Co: from the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, 
and js entitled to a seat therein.” 


Mr. James J, 


J. M. ROBINSON. 
HENRY D. GREEN. 
JOHN J. FEELY. 

Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock 
noon. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. SULZER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 273) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish the Hebrew Union 
Veteran Association with condemned cannon and cannon balls 
for a monument to be erected by the Hebrew Union Veteran 
Association to the memory of soldiers and sailors who lost their 
lives in the war for the Union and in the recent war with Spain, 





1903. 
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reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3858); which said joint resolution and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16945) to authorize the 
sale of a part of what is known as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, 
in the State of eee “ison: a _—— go pee pee 
accompanied by a report (No. ; which said bi report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on the Public Lands. to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7123) for the protection of 
the public forest reserves and national parks of the United States, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 8860); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6689) for the protec- 
tion of game animals, birds, and fish in the forest reserves of the 
United States, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3862); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7714) to 
increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize 
the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection | 
and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes, re- | 
ported the same with amendments, accompanied bya report (No. | 
8863); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee | 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | 
| bill 16457, to amend section 3394 of the Revised Statutes of the 
| United States, relating to tobacco, from the following: Luchs 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill of 
the Senate (S. 5369) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
R. Allen, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3861); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

.— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 17507) to provide for ad- 
ditional lighting service in the harbor of Norfolk, Va.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





By Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 17508) to provide certain | 


souvenir medallions for the benefit of the Thomas Jefferson Memo- 
rial Association of the United States—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND): A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 93) 


requesting the President to obtain certain information—to the | 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY: A resolution of the legislature of Oregon, rel- 
ets open in eastern Oregon—to the Committee on the Pub- 
ic Lands. 


Also, a resolution of the legislature of Oregon, relative to the | 


bill 8. 4580—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 





Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 


follows: 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 17509) to refund $105 to the 
Lavaca County National Bank for currency burned—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURTO 
posed upon the Lawrence- Williams Company—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 17511) for the relief of the 
estate of Andrew Roberts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17512) for the relief of the estate of William 
B. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOREING: Petition of citizens of Burnside, Ky., in 
= of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of M. D. Lathrop and others, in 
favor of the bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
Government buildings, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liq- 





N: A bill (H. R. 17510) to remit a penalty im- | 


Also, resolutions of the Paint Grinders’ Association of the 
United States urging legislation to empower the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to establish uniform freight classifications and 
freights—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Scranton, Pa., favor- 
ing liberal laws for Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 8. S. Dillman Post, No. 342, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, favoring a 
service pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutionsof the New York State con- 
vention of Universalists, favoring the establishment of a labora- 
tory for the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective classes— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Independent Tobacco Mann- 

*facturers’ Association of the United States, favoring the passage 
of House bill 16457—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the American Protective Tariff League, New 
York City, in relation to reciprocity—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, letter of Edwin C. Dinwiddie, legislative superintendent 
American Antisaloon League, in reference to the Army saloon or 
canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Trades 
League of Philadelphia, in favor of legislation to encourage the 
building of American ships by American labor through the pay- 
ment of subsidies—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Department of Massachusetts, Grand 
Army of the Republic, urging the passage of House bill 14105, 
giving preference to honorably discharged war veterans in ap- 
pointments—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Protests against the passage of House 


| & Bro., of Washington, D. C.; F. W. Wagener & Co., of Charles- 
'ton,S.C.; J. J.& J. E. Maddox, of Atlanta, Ga.; Hurff & Haines, 
| of Bridgeton, N. J.; Gildehaus-Wulfing Company, of St. Louis, 
| Mo.; J. & B. Moose, of Chicago, Ill.; Oakford & Fahnestock, of 
Peoria, Ill.; Frank Kuhn & Bro., of Philadelphia, Pa.; Aug. 
Nasse, of St. Louis, Mo.; Waples Platter Company, of Dallas, 
| Tex.; Meyer-Schmid Grocery Company, of St. Louis, Mo.; J. W. 
Cooper, of St. Paul, Minn.; Miliken-Tomlinson Company, of 
Portland, Me.; J. N. Pike, of Lynn, Mass.; Arthur Knecht, T.C. 
Spears, and E. E. Martin, of Cripple Creek, Colo.: H. D. Lee 
Manufacturing Company, of Salina, Kans.; A. Goldberg, of 
| Seranton, Pa.; Voight & Winter Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio; 
Gilbery Grocery Company, of Portsmouth, Ohio; C. S. Morey 
Mercantile Company, of Denver, Colo.; Fort Smith Wholesale 
Grocery Company, of Fort Smith, Ark.; Lehmann-Higginson 
Grocery Company, of Wichita, Kans.; Joseph A. Stern & Bro., 
| of Erie, Pa.; T. R. Savage, of Bangor, Me.; Waples Platter Gro- 
cery Company, of Denison, Tex.; L. W. Davis Tobacco Company, 
of Norfolk, Va.; Frings Brothers Company, of Wilmington, Del.; 
Augusta Grocery Company, of Augusta, Ga.; Charles Gross & 
Co., of Philadelphia, Pa.; 5. Guckenheimer’s Son, of Savannah, 
Ga.; H. L. Spencer Company, of Oskaloosa, Iowa; Johnson & 
Murray, of Utica, N. Y.; M. Fersts, Sons & Co., of Savannah, 
Ga.; McCart-Christy Company, of Cleveland, Ohio; Austin Bur- 
rington Grocery Company Branch, of Lansing, Mich.; Eldridge 
| & Higgins Company, of Columbus, Ohio; George F. Young & 
| Bro., of Providence, R. L.; Coghill & Kohn, of San Francisco, 
| Cal.; Tracy-Avery Company, of Mansfield, Ohio; Wulfing Gro- 
cery Company, of St. Louis, Mo.; Stoddard, Gilbert & Co., of 
New Haven, Conn.; Estabrook & Eaton, of Boston, Mass.; Na- 
tional Grocery Company, of South Bend, Ind.; Savannah Grocery 
Company, of Savannah, Ga.; Wichita Wholesale Grocery Com- 
pany, of Wichita, Kans.; Parkhurst Dayis Mercantile Company, 
of Topeka, Kans.; Loudon & Co., of St. Louis, Mo.; The Weide- 
| man Company, of Cleveland, Ohio; Jackson Grocery Company 
Branch, of Jackson, Mich.; Musselman Grocery Company, Lemon 
& Wheeler Company, Clark-Jewells Company, Woodhouse Com- 
| pany, Worden Grocery Company, Judson Grocery Company, and 
| Daniel Lynch, all of Grand Rapids, Mich.; Bloch Brothers To- 
| bacco Company, of Wheeling, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of General Thomas Post, No. 
362, Grand Army of the Republic, Baldwin, Mich., in support of 
House bill 17103, relative to homestead rights to public lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Orangeville; Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor and Presbyterian Church of Slatelick, and citizens of Wa- 
terville, Pa., for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors in all Government buildings, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. JOY: Resolutionsof Rabbi Izchok Lodge, No. 132, of St. 
Louis, Mo., Order of B’rith Abraham, asking for an amendment 


j 











to the immigration laws—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. KAHN: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal.,in favor of House bill 17147—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the same, favoring an increase of the 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany House bill 5209, to 
correct the military record of Alexander Bennett—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, affidavit to accompany House bill relating to the claim of 
William B. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, affidavit to accompany House bill relating to the claim of 
Andrew Roberts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: Resolution of the annual convention of the 
Kansas State Temperance Union for restriction in the liquor traf- 
fic—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petition of citizens of 
Jackson County, Ala., for the relief of G. M. Hawkins and 
others—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Diamond Medicine Company, Buf- 
falo, N. Y., urging the passage of House bill 178, for the reduc- 
tion of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Protest of certain taxpayers and 
residents of Arizona against cession of that part of Arizona north 
of the Colorado River, near westerly boundary of Arizona, to the 
State of Utah—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Independent Tobacco Manufac- 
turers’ Association, in favor of House bill 16457—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Independent Tobacco Manufac- 
turers’ Association, in support of House bill 16457—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the American Protective Tariff League, in 
relation to reciprocity—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 26, 1908. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMaN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved. 

FIRST CUSTOMS CONGRESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report by the Rosesteay of State, with accompany- 
ing papers, relative to the proceedings of the Customs Congress of the 
American Republics, held at New York in J onzer , 1903 


ODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuite Hovst, February 25, 1908. 


CONDITION OF LABOR CLASSES IN HAWAII. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | 


munication from the Commissioner of Labor, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report upon the commercial, industrial, social, 
educational, and sanitary condition of the laboring classes of the 
Territory of Hawaii; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOONER TABITHA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the 
act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out 
in the findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner 
Tabitha, Daniel Gould, master; which, with the accompanying 

per, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
Be printed. 

BRIG POMONA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the 
act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out 
in the findings by the court relating to the vessel brig Pomona, 
Reuben Coffin, master; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to give notice at this |_ 


time that immediately at the close of the morning business I 
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pee proceed to the consideration of House bill 3109, the pure- 
ill. 

Mr. WARREN. This morning? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the attention of the Senator from North 
Dakota to the notice which I gave yesterday, that I would ask 
immediately following the morning business to take up half a 
dozen small House claims bills which it is necessary to have 
to-day in order that they may receive the attention of the Execu- 
tive and be duly referred to the departments for report before 
approval or disapproval. 

, r. McCCUMBER. The notice does not appear upon the Calen- 
ar. 

Mr. WARREN. It was given, nevertheless. It isin the Recor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We did not hear the statement of the Senator 
from North Dakota. The notice is for what time? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Immediately after the morning business. 

Mr. TILLMAN. To-day? 

Mr. McCUMBER. This morning. 

Mr. SPOONER. What are the claims bills? 

Mr. WARREN. They are House bills paying claims of a few 
hundred dollars each which, as is the case with all claims bills, 
must go from the White House to the various departments for 
investigation and return before they can be considered. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are they bills which have already passed 
the Senate in a former Congress? 

Mr. WARREN. A part of them have and a partof them have 


not. 
he SPOONER. They are bills reported by the Committee on 

aims? 

Mr. WARREN. They are bills reported by the Committee on 
Claims, and they are all House bills. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are they Court of Claims bills? 

Mr. WARREN. Some of them are Court of Claims and some 
are miscellaneous. They are mainly miscellaneous. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the pres- 
entation of petitions and memorials. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the 
legislature of Arizona, remonstrating against the annexation to 
the State of Utah of all that portion of the Territory of Arizona 
lying north and west of the Colorado River; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Arizona, ss: 


I, Isaac T. Stoddard, secretary of the Territory of Arizona, do hereby cer- 
tify that the annexed is a true and complete transcript of house memorial 
No. 2 of the twenty-second legislative assembly of Arizona, which was filed 
m sen ofice the 20th day of February, A. D. 1908, at 9.40 o’clock a. m., as pro- 
vided by law. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
aon pene at the city of Phoenix, the capital, this 20th day of February, 

[SEAL.] ISAAC T. STODDARD, 

Secretary of the Territory of Arizona. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the twenty-second legislative assembly of the Territory 
of Arizona, ctfully represent that— 

Whereas a bill is now pending before the Con of the United States 
fe | for the annexation to the State of Utah of all that portion of the 

erritory of Arizona lying north and west of the Colorado River; and 

Whereas the legislative assembly of the State of Utah has recently sent 
commissioners from that State to secure, if possible, the assent of the legisla- 
tive assembly of the Territory of Arizona to such annexation; an 

Whereas the members of this legislature, having carefully investigated 
the matter and beihg fully advised, declare that the territory sought to be 
acquired by the Stateof U from Arizona comprisesan area nearly as large 
as the Stateof Massachusetts; that it is rich in mineral resources, containing 
vast areas of valuable timber and grazing lands, and thousands of acres of 
land that can readily be renee under cultivation by a system of water 
storage and irrigation; that said tract is of inestimable value and importance 
~ me Souwitony of Arizona as a source of revenue and a field of industry and 

usbandry; an 

Whereas the said tract is traversed from east to vee the Grand Can- 

on of the Colorado River, the most marvelous and er of all nature's 
ndiwork, of world-wide fame, and which has always m peculiarly and 
exclusively an Arizona endowment: 

Therefore, your memorialists respectfully declare that the people of the 
Territory of Arizona, through the members of their legislative assembly, are 
unalterabl to the annexation of any portion of said tract to the 
State of U and earnestly protest against the enactment by Congress of 
my et ESA 
main of Arizona Tro © pro ust an 
indefensible encroachment b: the State of Utah. 7 

That the secretary of the T= directed to forward one copy of this 
—_— 2 the ay ey of a a. one copy to the Speaker of the 

ouse, and one copy to our Delega 
FEODORE T. POWERS, 
Speaker of the House. 
EUGENE 8. IVES, 
President of the Council. 
I hereby certify that the within is a true copy of house memorial No. 2. 
CU W. MILLE 


R, Chief Clerk. 
Filed in the office of the of the Territory of Arizona this 20th 


day of February, A. D. 1908, at 9.40 a. m. 


ISAAC T. STODDARD, 
Secretary of Arizona, 
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Mr. BURTON presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Winfield, Kans., praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution ap vee polygamy; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 141, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Ellis; of Local Union No. 17, 
American Federation of Labor, of Topeka, and of Carpenters and 
Joiners’ Local Union No. 458, American Federation of Labor, of 
Lawrence, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of 
the so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the — of S. H. Hamilton and sundry 
other citizens of Clifton, Kans., and the petition of J. O. Peebler 


and sundry other citizens of Meriden, Kans., praying for the en- : 


actment of legislation making $12 the minimum for all pensioners 
of the civil war instead of $6, as now exists; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Central Labor Union, 
American Federation of Labor, of Mattoon, Ill, praying for the 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Spring Hill, 
Prophetstown, Wyanet, Marshall, Chicago, Rockford, Vandalia, 
Philo, Lamoille, Javksonville, North Henderson, Norwood, Lean, 
Payson, Bloomington, and Decatur, all in the State of Illinois, 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting to the States 
power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be shipped 
into their territory from other States; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of Strauss Brothers Company, of 
Chicago; of the Strickland Company, of Chicago, and of F. Korbel 
& Bros., of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation granting to the States power 
to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be shipped into their 
territory from other States; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Congregational Church of Albee, 8. Dak., and a petition of 
the congregation of the Congregational Church of Flandreau, 
8. Dak., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ° 

He also presented the petition of G. H. Brown and other citizens 
of Northville, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation 
giving to the States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which 
may be ship into their territory from other States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON. I present resolutions of the legislature of the 
State of Minnesota in favor of the enactment of legislation plac- 
ing lumber on the free list and for the complete and absolute re- 
peal of all tariff duties pertaining to that industry. I ask that 
the resolutions may be printed in the Recorp and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
oe on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


Whereas the philosophy and policy of protection was violated when lumber 
wer —— upon the protected list, and is being violated by retaining it upon 
suc Ist; an 

Whereas the existence of a tariff upon lumber isa constant menace to 
the existence of our forests and offers a premium for their destruction; and 

Whereas the supply of standing or growing timber was originally limited 
in amount and has always been a diminishing quantity, and no adequate or 
pectical steps or measures have ever been takon or devised or adopted in 

his country to preserve our forests or lumber supply or to restock any of 
the cut-over areas; and 

Whereas the constant diminution of our forest areas is a direct menace 
to the existence of our water supply, and by their destruction the arid belt 
in this country is annually increasing, and the existence of our forests is es- 
sential to the perpetuity of our lakes and streams, and to maintain the water 
supply essential to irrigation and for general use and comfort; and : 

hereas the supply of standing and growing timber in this State and in 
many if not all of the Northwestern lumber-producing States will not last to 
exceed ten years at the present rate of destruction, and there is no present 
sign of abatementof such destruction, but, on the contrary, there is evident 
on every hand an intention and disposition on the part of those enga _ in 
lumbering operations to completely and within the shortest possible period 
of time lay bare our pine lands under the invitation and protection of the 


lumber tariff; and 

Whereas lumber is not a product or industry entitled to protection upon 
any theory or principle for the reason that the =e is not produced or in- 
creased by human agencies, but is peoseees by taking from the public do- 
maina procuct and wealth placed there by nature unaided by human agen- 
cies, and the supply has always been diminishing and has now reached the 
verge of annihilation, and the complete annihilation of which can only be 
pee —_ or prevented by the repeal of the unjust and nefarious lumber 
riff; an 

Whereas we shall soon be completely at the mercy of the foreign producer 
of tamber and entirely dependent upon the foreign product for our supply; 


Whereas the gatco of lumber is constantly increasing and the domestic 


supply is wholly inadequate to meet existing demands at reasonable rates 
ead Prices, and the existing tariff duties are largely, if not wholly, responsi- 
0 


r the present exorbitant and extortionate petcen of lumber and prac- 
tically shut out the foreign product and effectually stifle competition; and 

ereas there is not now and never has been any valid reason or excuse 
for the existence of any tariff duties upon lumber, and the same should at 
once and forever be completely and fully abolished and repealed: Therefore, 


Resolved (the house concurring), That our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress be, and they hereby are, requested and petitioned to forthwith ini- 
tiate and work for such legislation in our National Congress as will at once 
secure oe pacing of lumber upon the free list and the complete and absolute 
re of duties pertaining to the same. : 

Resolved, That a duly authenticated copy of this resolution be, immediately 
upon its adoption, forwarded to each of our Senators and Representatives in 


ye 
Adopted by the senate January 27, 1903. 

Adopted by the house January 30, 1903. 

I hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of concurrent 
resolution passed by both houses of the Minnesota legislature as indicated 


above. 
8. A. LANGUM, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of American Star Lodge, No. 
147, Order of B’rith Abraham, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to modify the methods and practice 
pursued by the immigration officers at the port of New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Sleepy Eye, Minn., and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Brownsdale, Minn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the.sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Government buildings; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented the petition of John W. Lewis, 
late captain, Fourth Kentucky Volunteers, and sundry other cit- 
izens of the United States, praying that their claims for services 
rendered during the civil war be referred to the Court of Claims 
under the so-called Tucker Act; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of Cheyenne Lodge, No. 46, 
Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, of Cheyenne, Wyo., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called ship-subsidy bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KEAN presented a memorial of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of New Gretna, N, J., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the present anticanteen law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 4, of Trenton; 
of Local Union No. 49, of Trenton, and of Local Union No. 45, of 
Trenton, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Somerville; of Joel W. Brown, of Jersey City; of 
William Potts, of Orange; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Manton; of Thomas M. Moore, of Passaic; of John H. 
Robertson, of Paterson; of Adolphus Lamson, of New Gretna; 
of J. Walter Pancoast, of Sharptown; of William T. Decker, of 
Newark; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Had- 
donfield, and of sundry citizens of Ridgewood, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation granting to 
the States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be 
shipped into their territory from other States; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. I present sundry petitions signed by the presidents 
and professors of a large number of American colleges, in addi- 
tion to those presented heretofore by me, praying that a commit- 
tee be appointed to inquire into conditions in the Philippines, so 
that the American people may know the exact condition of affairs 
in those islands. I move that the petitions be referred to the 
Committee on the Philippines. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Springfield, Mass., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the importation of liquors into 
prohibition territory; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a —— of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Springfield, Mass., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants 
to this country; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Springfield, Mass., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
Government buildings and grounds; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Building and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of James S. Cowden, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the abolition of capital punishment by the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of White Cot- 
tage, Mount Perry, Brownsville, Zanesville, and South Zanes- 
ville, all in the State of Ohio, and of sundry citizens of Rochester, 
N. Y., praying for the repeal of the Chinese-exclusion law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of the Wholesale 
Liquor Dealers’ Association of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating 
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against the enactment of legislation granting to the States power 
to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be ship into 
their territory from other States; which was referred to the Com- 
miitee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Coopers’ Local Union No. 164, 
American Federation of Labor, of Haubstadt, Ind., and a me- 
morial of Coopers’ Local Union No. 12, American Federation of 
Labor, of Evansville, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the issuance of revenue stamps on 
eighth kegs of beer; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the State Bar Association, of 
Indianapolis. Ind., praying for the establishment of a laboratory 
for the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective classes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of | 


St. Paul, Minn., praying for the ratification of the pending Hay- 
Bond Newfoundland reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. HANNA presented petitions of the Journeymen Stone | 
Cutters’ Association of Youngstown; of the Cooperative Trades | 


and Labor Council of Hamilton; of Carpenters and Joiners’ 
Local Union No. 676, of Norwood; of the Akron Central Labor 
Union, of Akron; of Musicians’ Protective Association No. 111, 
of Canton; of Akron Printing Pressmen’s Union No. 42, of Akron; 
of Core Makers’ Local Union No. 7, of Cleveland; of International 
Leather Workers’ Local Union No. 55, of Marietta; of the Lorain 
Trades and Labor Council, of Lorain; of Carpenters and Joiners’ 
Local Union No. 667, of Cincinnati; of Screw Makers’ Union No. 
23, of Dayton; of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 589, 


of Chillicothe; of the Trades and Labor Assembly of Springfield; | 


of International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers’ Local Union 


No. 54; of Laborers’ International Protective Union No. 73, of | 
Sidney; of the Trades and Labor Council of Salem; of the Trades | 


and Labor Assembly of Massillon; of Niles Lodge, No. 16, of 
Niles; of Cigar Makers’ Protective Union No. 43, of Urbana; of 
International Association of Machinists, Local Union No. 407, of 
Canton; of International Association of Machinists, Local Union 
No. 162, of Cincinnati, and of the Central Labor Union of Lorain, 
all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of Ohio, 


praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which | 


were ordered to lie on the table. 
Company, of Cleveland; of the B. F. Goodrich Company, of Ak- 


Church, of Bryan; of Rev. Ulysses G. Humphreys, pastor Broad- 
way Methodist Episcopal Church, of Middletown; of A. R. Chap- 
man, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Steubenville; of W. A, 
Deaton, pastor of Madisonville Methodist Episcopal Church. Cin- 
cinnati; of Carl G. Doney, pastor King Avenue Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, Columbus; of D. W. Knight, pastor First Methodist 
Episcopal Church, Bellaire; of J. M. Miles, presiding elder Lima 
district, Lima; of P. P. Pope, pastor First Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Vanwert; of Homer J. Smith, pastor Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Ironton; of B. F. Jackson, pastor Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Ironton; of A. J. Hawk, pastcr Gilman Ave- 
nue Methodist Episcopal Church, Marietta; of J. W. King, pre- 
siding elder Youngstown district, Youngstown; of W. H. Dicker- 
son, pastor First Methodist Episcopal Church, Kent; of William 
W. Lance, presiding elder Findlay district, Fostoria; of F. V. 
Brown, presiding elder of Hillsboro district, Hillsboro; of Arthur 
E. Johnson, presiding elder of Gallipolis district, of Gallipolis; of 


| J. P. Porter, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, of James- 





town; of J. S. Griffith, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Hamden; of C. B. Henthorne, presiding elder of Uhrichsville dis- 
trict, of Uhrichsville; of M. J. Slutz, presiding elder of Barnes- 
ville district, of Barnesville; of F. A. Domer, pastor Methodist 
Episcopal Church, East Palestine; of J. W. Wright, pastor 
Mount Vernon Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, Zanesville, 
all in the State of Ohio; and of J. Y. Reid, presiding elder Mount 
Carmel district, Carmi, [ll.; of Rev. Edwin A. Schell, presiding 


| elder, Crawfordsville, Ind.; of W. A. Hall, po Methodist Epis- 


| copal Church, Stevens Points, Wis.; of S. 


Leavell, pastor Ful- 


| ton Street Methodist Episcopal Church, Chicago, I11.; of W. W. 
| Stevens, pastor Park Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, Keno- 





ron; of the James E. Thomas Company, of Newark; of the Mer- | 


rell Manufacturing Company, of Toledo; of the Samuel C. Tatum 
Company, of Cincinnati; of the Buckeye Iron and Brass Works, 


of Dayton; of the Marion Steam Shovel Company, of Marion; of | 
the Triumph Electric ern of Cincinnati; of the United Breth- | 


ren Publishing House, of Dayton; of the Robbins & Meyers Com- 
pany, of Springfield; of the Cleveland Stamping Tool Company, 


of Cleveland; of the Davis Sewing Machine Company, of Dayton; | 
of the J. Joyce Cridland Company, of Dayton; of the United | 


States Bung Manufacturing Company, of Cincinnati; of the J. M. 
Skinner Bending Company, of Toledo; of the Berger Manufac- 
turing Company, of Canton; of the Lunkenheimer Company, of 
Cincinnati; of the Monarch Stove and Manufacturing Company, 
of Mansfield; of the McSherry Manufacturing Company, of Mid- 
dletown; of Dana & Co., of Cincinnati; of Manufacturers’ Club. 
of Cincinnati; of the Ault & Wiborg Company, of Cincinnati: of 
the W. I. Clark Company, of Salem: of the Silve Manufacturing 
Company, of Salem; of the F. M. Watkins Company, of Cincin- 
nati; of the Riverside Foundry Company, of Cleveland; of the 
Akron Cultivator Company, of Akron; of the Hinde & Dauch 
Paper Company, of Sandusky; of the Sandusky Foundry and Ma- 
chine Company, of Sandusky; of the Philip Garen Manufacturing 
Company, of Lockland; of the Sidney Steel Scraper Company, 
of Sidney; of the Taylor & Boggis Foundry Company, of Cleve- 
land; of the Troy Carriage Sun Shade Company, of Troy; of the 
Barnett Carriage Company, of Cincinnati; of J. A. Fay & Egan 
Company, of Cincinnati; of the I. & E. Greenwald Company, of 
Cincinnati; of the Gilliam Manufacturing Company, of Canton; 
of the Mead Paper Company, of Dayton; of the Cincinnati Mill- 
ing Machine Company, of Cincinnati; of the Warner & Swasey 
Company, of Cieveland; of the Butcher & Gibbs Plow Company, 
of Canton; of the National Cash Register Company, of Dayton; 
of the Perkins Campbell Company, of Cincinnati; of the Aultman 
& Taylor Machinery Company, of Mansfield; of the Vulcan Iron 
Works Company, of Toledo, and of the E. L. McClain Manufac- 
turing Company, of Greenfield, allin the State of Ohio, remonstrat- 
a ; 


g against the of the so-called eight-hour bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented tions of Rev. J. R. K , pastor Metho- 


dist Episcopal Ch . of Uhrichsville: of W. D. Starkey, of Con- 
neaut; of Rev. M. LeSourd. pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Milford; of Rev. John I. Wean, pastor Methodist Episcopal 





sha, Wis.; of W. I. Cogshall, pastor First Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Benton Harbor, Mich.; of Charles C. Elson, pastor Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, Lancaster, Ohio; of W. A. Angle, pastor 
Grand Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, Kansas City. Mo.; 
of H. G. Jackson, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Chicago, 
Ill.; of R. F. —— pastor Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Boston, Mass.; of W. C. Lovett, editor Wesleyan Christian Ad- 
vocate, Atlanta, Ga.; of C. King, pastor Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Newcastle, Ind.; of H. T. Quigg, pastor Foretz Memorial 
Church, South Bethlehem, Pa.; of Charles W. Baldwin, presid- 
ing elder West Baltimore district, Methodist Episcopal Charch, 


| Baltimore, Md.; of J. F. Dobbins, pastor Montclair Methodist 
He also presented memorials of the Cleveland Steel Casting | 


Episcopal Church, Montclair, N. J.; of H. G. Leonard, pastor 
First Methodist Episco Church, Fargo, N. Dak.; of C. E. 
Mendeville, presiding elder Chicago northern district, Chicago, 
Ill.; of James W. Anderson, presiding elder Cameron district, 
Chillicothe, Mo.; of E. 8. McChesney, presiding elder Janesville 
district, Janesville, Wis.; of C. H. Dunton, principal Troy Con- 
ference Academy, Poultney, Vt.; of R. W. Sas Schoick, presid- 


| ing elder Niles district, Coldwater, Mich.; of G. E. Reed, presi- 


dent Dickinson College, Carlisle, Pa.; of F. A. Chapman, pastor 
First Methodist Episcopal Church, Big Rapids, Mich.; of Edwin 
George, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Dalton, Mass.; of 
M. H. Chamberlin, president of McKendree College, Lebanon, 
Ill.; of A. H. Eberhardt, — Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Freehold, N. J.; of A. W. Harris, director the Jacob Tome Insti- 
tute, Port Deposit, Md.; of Herbert E. Foss, tor Arch Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Philadelphia, Pa.; of G. W. Izer, 
pastor Methodist a Church of the Covenant, Philadel- 
awe Pa.; of W. J. McKay, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, 

aukegan, Ill.; of John H. Newland, pastor First Methodist 
en pal Church, Willimantic, Conn.; of G. W. Carter, pastor 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Sea Cliff, N. Y.; of C. W. Millard, 
presiding elder New York district, Yonkers, N. Y.; of Sherman 
Powell, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Redkey, Ind.; of 
F. M. Van Treese, presiding elder Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Alton district, Lebanon, Ill.; of J. G. Dee, pastor Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, Jerseyville, Ill.; of W. P. Davis, presiding elder 
Trenton district, Methodist Episcopal Church, Camden, N. Y.; 
of Norman LaMarsh, pastor Knight Memorial Church, Calais, 
Me.; of Charles B. Taylor, presiding elder Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Bloomington, Il.; of J. W. Cain, pastor Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, Peru, Ind.; of C. A. Brook, presiding elder Lafayette 
district, Lafayette, Ind.; of E. K. Towle, pastor Methodist pis- 
copal Church, Rantoul, [lL.; of J. C. Arbuckle, pastor Methodist 
Church, Washington Court-house, Ohio; of G. W. Flagge, pastor 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Paxton, Tl.; of U. 8. A. Bridge, pas- 
tor Kemp Methodist Episcopal Church, Tipton, Ind.; of H. F. 
Fisk, of the Academy of Northwestern University, Evanston, 
Tll.; of Frank Doran, r First Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Rochester, Minn.; of W. P. Eveland, pastor Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Chambersburg, Pa.; of De bon M. Tompkins, pastor 
Methodist Episco urch, Dekalb, Ill.; of James Mudge, 
pastor First Methodist Episcopal Church, Webster, Mass.; of 
A. P. Sharp, pastor Park Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Somerville, Mass.; of M. G. Shuman, pastor First Methodist 
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yal Church, Red Wing, Minn.; of O. T. Dwinnell, pastor 
iscopal Church, Watseka, Ill.; of Henry J. Coker, 
presiding elder Eleventh district Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Emporia, Kans.; of Thomas F. Jones, presiding elder Rockland 
district Methodist Episcopal Church, Thomaston, Me.; of A. C. 
Skinner, pastor Park Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Worcester, Mass.; of Amos E. Griffith, presiding elder Methodist 
Episcopal Church, Council Bluffs, Iowa; of J. O. Kemble, pastor 
Chatham Square Methodist Episcopal Church, Keokuk, Iowa; of 
Anthony T. Horn, presiding elder Dixon district Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, Dekalb, I1l.: of Robert Smylie, presiding elder Al- 
gona district Methodist Episcopal Church, Algona, Iowa; of E. M. 
Holmes, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Red Oak, Iowa; of 
C. O. McCulloch, pastor First Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Macomb, Ill.; of John F. Poucher, pastor First Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, Norfolk, Nebr.; of J. A. Johnson, pastor First 
Methodist Berecopel Church, Fairbury, D1; of J. F. age rey, 
pastor First Met odist Episcopal Church, Taylorsville, Ill.; of 
J. C. W. Coxe, pastor First Methodist Episcopal Church, Knox- 
ville, Iowa; of F.8. Tincher, presiding elder Connersville dis- 
trict, Connersville, Ind.; of C. W. Baldwin, Port Huron district 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Port Huron, Mich.; of Charles F. 
Parsons, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Westbrook, Me.; 
of H. V. Givler, pastor First Methodist Church, St. Paul, Minn.; 
of J. T. Ladd, pastor First Methodist Episco Church, Elgin, 
TiL.; of an Earngley, presiding elder kriver district 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Rockford, Ill.; of L. L. Hanscom, 
pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Rockland, Me.; of C. E. Davis, 
pastor Tremont Street Methodist Episcopal Church, Boston, Mass. ; 
of H. H. Millard, presiding elder Grand Island district Grand 
Island, Nebr.; of A. C. Byerly, presiding elder Springfield district 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Springfield, Ill.; of Clarence Abel, 
pastor Trinity Methodist oem Church, Chicago, Ill.; of Wil- 
liam Stevenson, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Jefferson, 
Iowa; of W. F. Short, presiding elder West Jacksonville district 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Jacksonville, [il.; of J. H. Water- 
bury, pastor First Methodist Episcopal Church, Beardstown, IIL; 
of J. W. Pruen, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Forrest, II1.; 
of F. E, White, presiding elder Fairmount district, Blue Earth, 
Minn.; of J. W. Stewart, pastor Methodist Episco Church, 
Pawnee City, Nebr.; of C. A. Brooks, pastor Methodist Episcopal 
Church, New Windsor, Colo.; of J. E. Smith, pastor Grace Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, Washington, D. C.; of W. H. Jordan, 
vice-president board of control of the Epworth League, Sioux 
Falls,S. Dak.; of C, A. Grise, pastor Ebenezer Methodist Episco 
Church, Easton, Md.; of John W. Wagner, pastor Methodist 
Episcopal Church, Simsbury, Conn.; of F. P. Blakemore, tor 
Methodist a Church, Tecumseh, Nebr.; of J. W. Hack- 
ley, pastor Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, Burlington, Iowa; 
of O. 8. Baketel, Manchester, N. H.; of L. C. Muller, pastor Grace 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Paterson, N. J.; of D. B. Dow, 
presiding elder Methodist Episcopal Church, Fort Fairfield, Me.; 
of Frank B. Cowgill, pastor Centenary Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Mankato, Minn.; of J. Ellis Bell, presiding elder Altoona 
district, Altoona, Pa.; of I. N. Shipman, pastor Methodist Episco- 
al Church, Susquehanna, Pa.; of John 


Episco 
Methodist E 


| and for other purposes, to report it with amendments. 
oucher, presiding elder | 


vew Albany district, New Albany, Ind.; of L. C. Beulley, pastor | 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Brazil, Ind.; of W. W. Duncan, | 


bishop in the 
yo elder Lincoln district, University Place, Nebr.; of W. 

- Newhall, principal Wesleyan Academy, Wilbraham, Mass.; 
of William Eakins, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Dover, 
N. J.; of W. F. Corkran, presiding elder, Smyrna, Del.; of Simp- 
son B. Evans, pastor First Methodist Episcopal Church, Milton, 
Pa.; of W. T. Worth, pastor Centenary Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Auburndale, Mass.; of A. M. White, pastor Methodist 
Episcopal Church, Austin Station, Chicago, Ill.; of George Wild- 
ing, pastor St. James Methodist Episcopal Church, Elizabeth, N.J.; 
of Joseph L. Roe, Asbury Park, N. J.; of Florus L. Streeter, pas- 
tor Thames Street Methodist Episcopal Church, Newport, R. L.; 
of R. H. Gilbert, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Berwick, 
Pa.; of H. C. Clippinger, presiding elder Vincennes district, Vin- 
cennes, Ind.; of W. C. Snodgrass, pastor First Methodist Episco- 


ethodist Episcopal Church, South; of J. F. Kemper, | 


| 


of Henry Wheeler, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Canty- 
ville, Pa.; of J. Richard Royle, pastor Spring Garden Street Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, Philadelphia, Pa.; of J. H. Hand, pastor 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Ansonia, Conn., and of W. A. Rich- 
ard, presiding elder New Haven district, Methodist Episcopal 
Church, New Haven, Conn., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to recognize and promote the efficiency of chaplains in the 
Navy; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present a concurrent resolution of the leg- 
islature of Michigan relative to the erection of a monument to 
Charles Vernon Gridley. I ask that the concurrent resolution be 

rinted in the REecorp, and referred to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed in 
the REcoRD, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution relative to the erection of a monument to Charles 
Vernon Gridley. 


Resolved (the senate concurring), That the Senators and Representatives 
from Michigan in the Congress of the United States are hereby respectfully 
requested to use all honorable means to secure, at the present session of Con- 
gress, the passage of a bill appropriating the sum of $5,000 for the purpose of 
erecting a monument in Arlington National Cemetery, at Washington, to the 
memory of Capt. Charles Vernon Gridley, commander of the Olympia at the 
great naval battle in Manila Bay, May 1, 1898, or to secure the adoption of an 
amendment to the naval appropriation bill arranging for the same result. 

Resolved, That under the signature of the president of the senate and the 
speaker of the house of representatives, the clerk of this house is instructed 
without delay to mail to each of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress a copy of this concurrent resolution. 

Adopted by the legislature of the State of Michina Felewey Bi 1908. 

O. B. FUL i 


President of the Senate pro tempore. 
JOHN J. CARTON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present a memorial in the matter of Reed 
Smoot, Senator-elect from the State of Utah. I move that the 
memorial be placed on the files of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of Sherry, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Government build- 
ings and grounds; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ardmore, 
Ind. T., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing unconditional statehood to Oklahoma and Indian Territories; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Department of Ohio, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the 
enactment of legislation giving preference in the civil service to 
veterans of the civil war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17288) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 
I give 
notice that very early to-morrow morning I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7328) to authorize the appointment of 
Ricardo Islesias as a midshipman in the United States Navy, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, reported an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$63,620.59 for payment of the award made by the Secretary of the 
Navy to N. F. Palmer & Co. for losses and damages incurred by 
them in the construction of the engines, boilers, and appurte- 
nances of the armored cruiser Maine, intended to be proposed to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 


| was agreed to. 


1 Church, Plainfield, N. J.; of M.S. Godshall, pastor Methodist | 


a Church, Waverly, Pa.; of A. S. Mowbray, secretary 
Methodist Episcopal conference, Port Deposit, Md.; of Geo. G. 
Vogel, pastor Emory Methodist Episco 
N. J.; of J. S. Reager, pastor First Me 
Steubenville, Ohio; of J. B. Haines, 
Episcopal Church, Redbank, N. J.; of J. S. Hughes, pastor St. 
George’s Methodist Episcopal Church, Philadelphia, Pa.; of R. K. 
Stevenson, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, Elkton, Md.; of 
L. R. Streeter, pastor East Pearl Street Methodist Episcopal 
Church. New Haven, Conn.; of N. H. Layton, 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Brooklyn, N. Y.; of G. H. Humason, 
pastor Centenary Methodist Episcopal Church, Camden, N. J.; 


XXXVI——169 


odist Episcopal Church, 
astor First Methodist 


1 Church, Jersey City, | 


Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4105) to validate certain certificates of 
soldiers’ additional homestead right, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


| whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6745) for the relief of Anthony 


| 


} 


R. Ravenscroft, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 24th 
instant, proposing to appropriate $50,000 for payment of claims 


tor De Kalb | filed with the Quartermaster-General under the act of February 


27, 1902, for horses, saddles, and bridles taken from Confederate 
soldiers in violaticn of terms of surrender, intended to be proposed 
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to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 7425) authorizing and empower- 
ing the Secretary of War to locate a right of way for and grant- 
ing the same and a right to operate and maintain a line of rail- 
road through the Vancouver Barracks and military reservation, 
in the State of Washington, to the Northern Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. , 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 15248) to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint Kensey J. Hampton captain and quartermaster in the 
a reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

EDITION OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. From the Committee on Printing 
I submit a report, accompanied by an amendment. I ask that 
the report be read. 

The report was read, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, who, by resolution of January 5, 1903, was di- 
rected to inquire whether the edition of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States published in 1878 be out of print, so that none can be furnished for the 
use of Congress or the public; and if in its opinion it be desirable and neces- 
sary to reprint the same, and legislation be required for that purpose, that 
they report such legislation, etc., respectfully reports that it has made such 
inquiry and is informed by the superintendent of documents, under whose 
iz isdiction the sale of the Revised Statutes was placed by act - ag March 

5, 1898, that the supply of the Revised Statu’ second edition, 1878, was 
practically exhausted in the month of March, 1902; and that, in pursuance of 
the provisions of a joint resolution of May 22, 1878, request was made upon 
the Secretary of State for the number of copies estimated to be required for 
sale and to supply the demand created by act of July 1, 1902, providing for 
the distribution to each Senator and Representative in Congress of one copy 
thereof, was informed that the plates were unfit for further use. Your com- 
mittee, after diligent and repeated inquiry of the Secretary of State, to 
which inquiries no replies have been as yet received, is of the opinion that, 
by reason of the public demand for the statutes as well as in view of the ne- 
cessity of carrying out the provisions of the act of July 1, 1902, aforesaid, the 
Statutes should be reprinted at the earliest practicable date. In order to 
carry out what your committee conceives to be the desire of Congress, an 
amendment in the following language to the bill (H. R. 17493) making appro- 
sy to ey deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 

ng June 30, 1903,and for prior years, and for other purposes, has been re- 
ported from your committee, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions for its consideration: 

That the Public Printer shall print and bind in full sheep, at the earliest 
practicable date, 1,000 copies of the Revised Statutes, second edition, 1878, 
and shall deliver the same to the superintendent of documents for distribu- 
tion, as provided by law.and for sale by his office: Provided, That if the 

lates from which said edition was printed are so worn as to be unfit for use, 

e matter shall be reset and plated, or otherwise reproduced, under the 
supervision of the Secretary of State. 

your committee is of the belief that the adoption of this amendment will 
relieve the immediate necessities, which are urgent, and admit of the ques- 
tion receiving such further consideration in future, in its broader aspects, 
as may be found to be desirable. 
T. C. PLATT, Chairman. 


WIDOWS ISLAND, MAINE, 


Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3100) providing for the con- 
veyance of Widows Island, Maine, to the State of Maine, to re- 
port it favorably without amendment. It is very brief and I 
should like to have it considered now. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. BACON. I have no doubt the bill is all right, but I desire 
that we may have some information as to the history of this 
matter. 

Mr. HALE. The place was selected years ago with the idea of 


making it a hospital for sick sailors, but nothing has been done | 


about it. The Department has taken no advantage of that selec- 
tion, and does not require it now, and gives it up. This is simply 
ceding it back. The bill contains a provision that whenever, in 
the judgment of the President of the United States, the building 
and grounds ceded to the State are needed by the Navy Depart- 
ment, the United States may resume possession. 

It also provides that if the State shall at any time cease or fail 
to use the property for public purposes it shall immediately re- 
vert to the United States, and in that case no compensation shall be 
made by the United States for any improvements or betterments. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


‘to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


KANSAS RIVER DAM. 


Mr. NELSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 7392) to authorize the construc- 
tion and maintenance of a dam across the Kansas River within 
the counties of Shawnee and Wabaunsee, in the State of Kansas, 
to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. BURTON. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considertion. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANALS, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. MorGan on the 23d instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interoceanic Canals be, and it is hereby, 
authorized to employ an assistant clerk, who shall be an expert typewriter, 
at an annual salary at the rate of $1,400, to be paid from the contingent fun 
of the Senate until otherwise provided for by law. 


G. W. HARDY. 


Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7339) to indemnify 
G. W. Hardy, of Scott County, Miss., for homestead lands b 
granting other lands in lieu thereof, to report it favorably wit 
an amendment; and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

The amendment of the committee was, in section 1, after the 
words ‘* United States,’’ in line 5, to insert ‘‘in the State of Mis- 
sissippi;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That there is hereby granted to G. W. Hardy, of Scott County, Miss., 160 
acres of the unreserved public land of the United States in the State of Mis- 
sissippi, such as he shall select and notify to the Secretary of the Interior, in 
subdivisions not less than 40 acres, the same to be in lieu of land held by him 
but dwarded by the General Land Office to the railroad company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSENGER TO COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Forest Reservations 
and the Protection of Game, reported the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection 
of Game be, and is hereby, anthorized to employ a messenger, to be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $1,440 per annum until 
otherwise provided by law. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 7483) for the re-. 
lief of the Pine Bluff Baptist Church, of Jefferson County, Ark.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7434) for the relief of the First 
Baptist Church of Helena, Ark.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 7485) for the relief of La 
Grange College, of Colbert County, Ala.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 7436) for the relief of 
Mary B. Douglass; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MASON submitted an amendment extending the provisions 
of section 11 of the act ‘‘ To reorganize and increase the efficiency 
of the personnel of the Navy and the Marine Corps of the United 
States,’’ approved March 3, 1899, to all officers of the Navy re- 
tired prior to March 3, 1889, intended to be proposed by him to 
the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affars, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an endian proposing to appro- 
priate $350,000 for the purchase of a site in the city of Washing- 
ton. D. C., for a hall of records, intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil a bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 


_ i 


PAYMENT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. BACON submitted an amendment intended to be proocned 
by him to the bill (S. 7142) for the allowance of certain claims re- 
ported by the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MAY MOSHER CHASE, 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That the rs accompan Senate bill 7207, nting an in- 
crease of pension to ay Mosher Chany ts withdrawn fresh tee files of the 
— and returned to the beneficiary, no adverse report having been made 

ereon. 





PHILIPPINE RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a statement of the revenues and ex- 
penditures in the Philippine Archipelago during the period from 
August 20, 1898, to June 30 1902, as certified by the Auditor. I 
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move that the statement be printed as a document and referred 
to the Committee on the Philippines. 

The motion was agreed to. | 

On motion of Mr. LODGE, it was 

re hat the Secretary of War be allowed to withdraw from the files 

of ag the nanarinn at the receipts and expenditures in the Philip- 
pine Archipelago during the period from August 20, 1898, to June 30, 1902, as 
certified by the Auditor, a summary of said receipts and expenditures having 
been ordered printed for the use of the Senate. 


MANUFACTURING PLANTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the bill (S. 5718) providing for the sale of sites for manu- 
facturing or industrial plants in the Indian Territory, returned 
by the House in compliance with the request of the Senate. 

“Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment of the House was adopted by 
the Senate some time since. The purpose of the motion is to 
send the bill back to the House. It is understood that the amend- 
ment will be disagreed to there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator please state 
the exact position of the bill? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The bill was passed by the Senate 
and sent to the House. It was amended bythe House by provid- 
ing for a court at Duncan, in the Indian Territory, the amend- 
ment having no relation whatever to the bill. The amendment 
was concurred in by the Senate. I was opposed to it, and after- 
wards when I came into the Senate I asked to have it reconsid- 
ered. We sent it to the House, and the House, by a single ob- 
jection, declined to vacate the action of the Speaker in signing 
the bill. It remained then on the Calendar for some months, 
everybody being anxious that the bill should pass, the only con- 
troversy being as to whether there should be attached to the bill 
a provision for a court at Duncan. The gentleman who moved 
the amendment in the House is anxious to have the bill passed, 
and suggested that if the bill should be sent back to the House 
there would be no objection to vacating the action of the Speaker, 
and the bill could then be returned to the Senate. 

Now, the Senate having agreed to the amendment, my motion 
is that the Senate reconsider the vote by which it agreed to the 
amendment, the purpose being to disagree to the amendment and 
send it back to the House, when the House will, I understand, 
recede from its amendment and pass the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The attention of the Senate and 
of the Senator from Arkansas ought to be called, I think, to the 
fact that a House bill fixing courts in the Indian Territory has 
been reported from the Judiciary Committee by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], who I do not see in his seat, and that 
bill I think provides for this matter. I suggest to the Senator 
from Arkansas to let this bill lie on the table until the Senator 
from Texas comesin. I think that court is already provided for 
in another bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not know that the bill had been 
reported from the committee; but it is due to absolute frankness 
for me to say that I will not consent to the establishment of any 
new courts in the Indian Territory until the circumstances are 
understood a little better than they are now. UnlessI get some 
information I have not now, Ishall not agree to the establishment 
of the court, and if I can prevent it I will do so. However, when 
I see the report and confer with the Senator from Texas I may be 
willing to do it. 

This bill has no relation whatever to that measure. 
which is separate and distinct, authorizing the chiefs of those 
tribes to sell certain tracts of land for manufacturing purposes to 
manufacturing companies. 


at Duncan has no relation whatever to the bill. It was put on 


by the motion of a member of the House, and that member is | Chittum: 


now willing to have the amendment abandoned, so that the bill 
may become a law. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And if this bill becomes a law 
there will be nothing in it about a court at Duncan? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then I have no objection. It 
does not interfere with the bill from the Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
moves that the vote be reconsidered by which the amendment of 
the House was agreed to. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The Senator now moves that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment, : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That it disagree to the amendment 
and that the bill be returned to the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and that order is made. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BakNzs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 


It is a bill | 





The proposition to establish a court | 





on the 24th instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 

An act (S. 265) to establish a light-house and fog-signal station 
on Burrows Island, State of Washington; 

An act (S. 1905) for the erection of a keeper's dwelling at 
Grosse Isle, North Channel Range, Detroit River, Michigan; 

An act (S. 7043) to establish a light-house depot for the Second 
light-house district, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 

An act (S. 7363) to permit the Secretary of State to cause the 
destruction of invoices of merchandise exported to the United 
States which have been on file in the consular offices for more 
than five years; and 

The joint resolution (S. R. 108) to provide for the printing of a 
digest of the laws, decisions, and opinions relating to pardons and 
other acts of Executive clemency under the United States and the 
several States. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 25th instant approved and signed the follow- 
ing acts: 

An act (S. 7288) extending the time for making proof and pay- 
ment for all lands taken under the desert-land laws by the mem- 
bers of the Colorado Cooperative Colony for a further period of 
three years; 

An act (S. 6968) granting the Central Arizona Railway Com- 
pany a right of way for railroad purposes through the San Fran- 
cisco Mountains Forest Reserve, in the Territory of Arizona; 

An act (S. 1335) granting a pension to Elizabeth Neal; 

An act (S. 2007) granting a pension to Mary A. Everts; 

An act (S. 2130) granting a pension to Margaret A. Munson; 

An act (S. 2259) granting a pension to Sarah J. Snook; 

An act (S. 2302) granting a pension to Rose O. Crummett; 

An act (S. 4029) granting a pension to Mary J. Parker: 

An act (S. 4087) granting a pension to Lemuel Kingsbury; 

An act (S. 4123) granting a pension to Eliza Gallagher; 

An act (S. 4429) granting a pension to Alvira Randall; 

An act (S. 4812) granting a pension to Addison Arnold; 

An act (S. 5006) granting a pension to Annie P. Pinney; 

An act (S. 5020) granting a pension to Emma D. Goslin; 

An act (S. 5053) granting a pension to Deborah Edwards; 

An act (S. 14) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Howe, alias Harrington; 

An act (S. 532) granting an increase of pension to Merritt Young: 


An act (S. 699) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Chase; 

An act (S. 966) granting an increase of pension to William Y. 
Turner; . 

An act (S. 1043) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Hatch; 

An act (S. 1128) granting an increase of pension to Lyman Mat- 
thews; 


An act (S. 
Colby; 

An act (S. 
George; 

An act (S. 
Peterson; 

An act (S. 1550) granting an increase of pension to Flavius 
Shanks; 

An act (S. 
Hoyt; 

An act (S. 1738) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


1166) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
1194) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 


1227) granting an increase of pension to Bowman H. 


1631) granting an increase of pension to Edna K. 


| Doyle; 


An act (S. 1873) granting an increase of pension to Hilas D. 
Davis; 
An act (S. 1914) granting an increase of pension to Elbert 


An act (S. 
Drake; 

An act (S. 
Kepler; 

An act (S. 
Barger; 

An act (S. 


1939) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
2111) granting an increase of pension to William 
2114) granting an increase of pension to Sarah B. 


2256) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 


Penne!; 

An act (S. 2363) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Capen; 

An act (S. 2439) granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 
Larimer; ’ 

An act (S. 2591) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
McComb; 

An act (S. 2596) granting an increase of pension to Israel F. 
Barnes; 
nae act (S. 2626) granting an increase of pension to Ardenia 

illon; 

An act (S. 2799) granting an increase of pension to Israel V. 


Hoag; 
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An act (S. 2860) granting an increase of pension to Henderson | An act (S. 5117) granting an increase of pension to John U. 


Mercer; 

An act (S. 2936) granting an increase of pension to Berthold 
Fernow: 

An act (S. 2974) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Boyer; 

An act (S. 3020) granting an increase of pension to Eliza E. 
Littlefield; 

An act (S. 3081) granting an increase of pension to Leonard A. 
Norton; 

An act (S. 3174) granting an increase of pension to Fredericke 
W. Lillman; 

An act (S. 3249) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Scherzer; 

An act (S. 3405) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. H. Bouslough; 

An act (5S. 3542) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Shaw: 
. An act (S. 3568) granting an increase of pension to John P. 

ravis; 

An act (S. 
Post: 

An act (S. 
Bennett: 

An act (S. 
T. Gould; 

An act (S. 
Freeman; 
act (S. 3645) granting an increase of pension to Simon 

eno; 

An act (8. 3803) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Caslow; 

An act (8S. 3912) granting am increase of pension to John T. 
Deweese; 

An act (S. 3929) granting an increase of pension to Leman A. 
Brace; 
a An act (S. 4023) granting an increase of pension to Almon J. 

ouston; 

An act (S. 4134) granting an increase of pension to Timothy | 
Loughlin; 

An act (S. 4140) granting an increase of pension to James | 
O'Neil; 

An act (S. 4239) granting an increase of pension to Oscar H. 
Prink; 

An act (S. 4287) granting an increase of pension to David N. | 
Tolles; 

An act (S. 4805) granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. | 
Towle: 

An act (S, 4337) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Thompson; 
— act (S. 4859) granting an increase of pension to John S. 

ilam; 

An act (S. 4879) granting an increase of pension to George 
Davis; 

An act (S. 4443) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Bassett; 

An act (S. 4466) granting an increase of pension to Archibald 
McIntire; 

An act (S. 4544) granting an increase of pension to Phineas L. | 
Squires; 

An act (S. 4607) granting an increase of pension to Oliver G. 
Wright; 

An act (S. 4656) granting an increase of pension to Orlando S. 
Osborn 

An aot (S. 4702) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim | | 
Cunningham; 

An act (S. 4752) granting an increase of pension to Betsey | 
Jones; 

An act (S. 4760) granting an increase of pension to John Ham- 
ilton, second; 

An act (S. 4806) granting an increase of pension to Frank A. 
Olney; 
— act (S. 4807) granting an increase of pension to Emmet C. 

ill; 

An -_ (S. 4854) granting an increase of pension to Cassius B. 
Fishe 

An act (S. 4892) granting an increase of pension to John De- 
berr 

ro os (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
White; 

An act (S. 4922) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
Smith 

An act (S. 5040) granting an increase of pension to Stephen G. 

le; 


An act (S. 5055) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Phillips; 


8573) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
3574) granting an increase of pension to Henry R. 
3608) granting an increase of pension to Alphonso 
3632) granting an increase of pension to Frank E. 


Allen; 

An act (S. 5123) granting an increase of pension to James 
McMorrow; 

An act (S. 5205) granting an increase of pension to Grace E. 
Ash; 

An act (S. 5215) granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 
Smith; 

An act (S. 
Farmer; 

An act (S. 5389) granting an increase of pension to Jasper N. 
Acree; and 
ot act (S. 5507) granting an increase of pension to Jarrot F, 

igg. 


5259) granting an increase of pension to Hampton B, 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the sun civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. r. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 17202) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
a. for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other pur- 


Pos 


Mr, McCUMBER. Mr. President, I desire to make an inquiry 
for information. I gave notice this morning of a motion that 
would be made immediately after the morning business was 
closed, and I simply wish to ask the Chair whether that notice 
gives any precedence of a right to be heard to make the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It does not? I wished to know. 

Mr. ALLISON. TI was not aware of the notice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is only by courtesy of the 
Senate, not by virtue of any rule, that a notice becomes effective. 

Mr. McCUMBER. At the same time I wished to be heard on 
the motion made by the Senator from Iowa. I addressed the 


| Chair, and I did not get recognition to make an objection or to be 


| heard. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The motion was not debatable. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ofcourse I have no desire to cut off the Sen- 
_ ator from North Dakota from any motion he desires to make, if 
it does not lead to debate. 

.The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can not lead to debate, 
| because under the rule it is not debatable. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course, if he gave notice of a motion, lam 
| quite willing that he may make the motion. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The motion of the Senator from Iowa has 
now passed. It has been declared agreed to by the Chair, and I 
do not desire to speak of it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At this time in the session it 
is the duty of the Chair to recognize any Senator in charge of an 


appropriation bill in preference to anyone else who rises. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that. But the question is 
whether it was not also the duty of the Chair, before a motion 
was acted upon and before he declared the motion carried, to rec- 
| Canine anyone who asked to be heard with reference to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not a debatable motion. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the point I desire to make. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I was not aware that the Senator 
_ from North Dakota had any plan this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate 
_as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment, If there 


| be no further amendment-—— 


a PLATT of Connecticut. Is there not an amendment pend- 
The PRESIDENT protempore. There is no amendment pend- 


ing. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What became of the amendment 
proposing to pay $200,000 to Queen Liliuokalani? 

The PRESIDENT pro tem — Notice was given by the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. EAN] that he proposed to raise a 
point of order when that amendment was reached in the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I rose for the purpose of say- 
ing that while I was absent from the Chamber yesterday, en- 
gaged in work in committee. I am informed that item in the ap- 
ma seen 2 bill was reached, and it was agreed to at that time. 

f there is any objection to it, I will undertake briefly to state 
why it was that the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico 
recommended that the bill be so amended as to make an appro- 
priation of $200,000 to be paid inthe manner provided. I do not 
care to do it unless there is opposition to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state for the 


information of the Senate that the amendment was agreed te as 
in Committee of the Whole, and it having been agreed toas in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, it can not be considered further unless by a 
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: . ° i open i vided, the commission shall make a report to Congress, stating the location, 
reconsideration of that vote; Pw > es te to a point of dimensions, and cost of the same, and recommend to Congress the character 
order in the Senate or to amendment in the Senate. and size of a building that should be erected upon said site and state the 

Mr. FORAKER. No point of order is now made? probable cost of such a building, including fireproof vaults, heating and 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Nopointof orderis now made. | Ventilating apparatus, and approaches. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the item of $200,000, to; There was in section 13 no appropriation made. This commis- 
which the Senator from Ohio has alluded, has been already agreed | sion have reported that they have selected and procured a site 
to, and it will be subject to reconsideration after the bill reaches | that will cost $2,000,000. I see the Senator has added a proviso 





the Senate. | to the amendment authorizing the purchase of a site. I do not 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further amendments | think that is necessary under section 13, but it will do no harm. 
as in Committee of the Whole? Mr. FAIRBANKS. The reason why I added the proviso was 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to return to page 89, | the commission recommended it, having some doubt as to whether 
line 12, and to reconsider the vote by which that paragraph was | under existing authority they have the right to complete the pur- 
stricken out yesterday. chase. Iask, if the Senate please, that the report of the commis- 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa asks | sion may be inserted in the REcorpD without reading. 
unanimous consent to reconsider the vote of the Senate adopting The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
the amendment beginning on page 89, line 12. Is there objection? Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to have it read. 

The Chair hears none, and it is reconsidered. Mr. FAIRBANKS. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. BACON. What is the amendment? The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. It relates to the proposed building south of Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not wish to take up the time of the 
the Capitol. I move on page 90, after the word “‘ act,” at the end | Senate. 
of line 26, to insert the following proviso: Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Indiana what 

Provided, That the Superintendent of the Capitol is directed to prepare a | Other methods of acquiring land the Government has in the city 
general plan for Se —= nr ty Ge econ Bo 4 Ae tel a of re moet by Yeas or as The section 
oy ef at aati aan ete read ‘* by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise.”’ 
$e ee tenant ith day of Somanen’ 103. i ini aaa eo ALLISON. I donot know what the word “ otherwise’”’ 

g . uestion i i might mean. 
sthe pcs ny ee ee Mr. McCOMAS. It might be done by devise. 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. GALLINGER. Or gift. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 2, page 91, after the word “ building,” | _ Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Maryland propose that 
I move to insert the words “for the House of Representatives.” | the United States shall get the post-office when somebody leaves 

The amendment was agreed to. it by devise or legacy? ; : 

Mr. WARREN. I beg to call the attention of the Senator from Mr. HALE. Occasionally there are donations. That is the 
Iowa to the amendment which I now offer, and I ask unanimous | USual language. ? 
consent that it may be inserted in the bill at the proper place. _Mr. ALLISON. It is very rare, however, that there are dona- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming | tions. 


asks unanimous consent for the adoption of an amendment, which Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if 
will be read. there was a limit of the cost fixed by the original act? 


The SECRETARY. Insert the following: Mr. ALLISON. There was not. I have read the section of the 
General Land Office: One additional chief of division, at $2,000 per annum, | 4ct to which the amendment applies. ae a 
from March 1, 1903, to June 30, 1903, $672.20, or so much thereof as may be Mr. BERRY. Then this is not an increase of the limit of cost 


required. of the building? 
One additional chief of division, at $2,000 per annum, from July 1, 1903, to “4 
June 30, 1904, $2,000. Mr. ALLISON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the adop- 
tion of the amendment? | 


‘ 


It is not, as I understand it. If it had been 
I should have made a point of order against it. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 
Mr. MALLORY. Iask that the amendment be read again. 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 19, after line 3, I move to insert: a PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be again 
ail a o Z scat - ; read, 
be, and he is hereby, authorized in his diserction, upon the application of the | The SECRETARY. On page 17, after line8, insert the following: 


Secretary of the Treasury, to transfer to the custody and control of the For the purchase of a site for a post-office building in the city of New 
Treasury Department as a marine-hospital site so much of the United States | York on the west side of Eighth avenue and running from Thirty-first to 
arsenal grounds in the city of Pittsburg, Pa.,as may be required for that | Thirty-third streets, $2,000,000: Provided, That the power of the commission 
yurpose, not exceeding 5 acres in extent, fronting on Pennsylvania avenue, | created by section 13 of “An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public 

hirty-ninth and Fortieth streets. buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize 


4 > the erection and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes,” 
The amendment was agreed to. approved June 6, 1902, be, and thesame is hereby, extended so as to enable 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iam directed by the Committee on Pub- | them to purchase said site. 
lic Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
submitted by the Senator from New York [Mr. Patt], provid- | tno amendment. pr = — a 
ing for the purchase of a site for a post-office building in the city The amendment was agreed to. 
Caine Yor tn yi west side of Eighth avenue, etc., toreportit | Mr. FAIRBANKS subsequently said: In connection with the 
wie 68 Seen. : . amendment, I ask that a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. FatrBanks], | transmitting the report of the commission authorized to secure a 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, | cite for the erection of a post-office building in the city of New 
has just reported an amendment relating-to the post-office build- | yori be printed in the Recor. mi 
ing at the city of New York. If the amendment be offered now, | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
I will consent that it may be considered. It will come in on page | acks that a document presented by him relative to the amendment 


17. after line 8. be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I offer the amendment to come in on page arte it will be a ve Hee —e ne Chest hears 


17. after line 8 Tk i : 
: ; 1e document is as follows: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the report of the 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 





The SkcRETARY. On page 17, after line 8, insert: commission authorized to secure a grant for the erection of a post-oftice 

For the purchase of a site for a post-office building in the city of New building in thecity of New York. February 24, 1903.—Referred to the Com- 
York on the west side of Eighth avenue, and running from Thirty-first to mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered to be printed. 
Thirth-third streets, $2,000,000: Provided, That the power of the commission | TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
created by section 13 of *‘An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public Washington, February 24, 1908. 
buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to author- Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith the report of the commission 


ize the erection and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes,” | authorized by Congress to secure a grant for the erection of a post-office 
approved June 6, 1902, be,and the same is hereby, extended so as to enable | puyiiding in the city of New York. & ” daar — 


them to purchase said site. Respectfully, L. M. SHAW, 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say one word in respect to this Secretary. 
amendment. What is known as the public-building act, passed | 72° S?#4KER or THe House or REPREsENTATIVEs. 
in 1902, provided.in section 13 as follows: The SPEAKER OF THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES: 

That a commission hereby created, consisting of the Secretary of the The commission created by Congress and ‘authorized and directed to ac- 





Treasury, the Postmaster-General, and the Attorney-General of the United quire by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise a suitable site in the city of 
States, be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to acquire, by eae, New York, borough of Manhattan, State of New York, upon which to erect 
condemnation, or otherwise, a suitable site in the city of New York, bor- |, a fireproof building for the use of the United States post-office in said city 
ough of Manhattan, and State of New York, upon which to erect a fireproof | of New York,” beg leave to report to Congress as follows: 

building for the use and accommodation of the United States post-office in Very few sites have been offered at a definite price; many have been sug- 
said city: Provided, That the site selected shall.-be bounded on each side by a | gested to which title could be secured only through condemnation proceed- 
street. When said commission has acquired a site in said city, as herein pro- ' ings. The commission visited the city of New York and inspected the several 
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sites pro 
mission in reaching a determination. 

The location of the city of New York upon the island of Manhattan creates 
a city long and narrow, congesting the business within narrow limitations 
and presenting a very unique problem in expediting and properly transact- 


It is deemed proper to state the reasons governing the com- 


ing the postal business of the city. In determining a location for the new 
t-office building the expedition of the mails is of greater importance than 
he location of the building in a sightly or conspicuous place. 

On an average more than half an hour is lost in transporting the mails to 
or from the railroad stations to the post-office. To save this half hour or 
more would be of incalculable benefit to the business interests of the city, 
and the location of a building or buildings over the tracks of each of the two 
great railroad systems, the Pennsylvania and the New York Central, would 
abolish the necessity of transporting the mails in wagons from the railroad 
stations to the post-office and from the post-office to the railroad stations. 
Having this idea in mind, negotiations have been entered into with the re- 
spective managements of the railroad companies mentioned, and we are able 
to report material progress. 

The Pennsylvania f 
ment a site extending on Eighth avenue from Thirty-first to Speeey rd 
streets, with a frontage of 460 feet on Eighth avenue and with a depth of 640 
feet on Thirty-first and Thirty-third streets, and on the west line of which a 
street could be made, thus complying with the provision of the law that the 
site selected shall have a street on each of its four sides. The actual floor 
space of a building on this site will be 145,000 square feet to each story. 

he railroad company has acquired title to nearly all of the land in ques- 
tion, and when title is acquired to the small remaining portion the aggre- 
gate cost to them, it is stated, will be about $4,400,000. The price named by 


the company to the Government is $2,000,000, subject to the use of the com- | 


pany for tunnel or trackage purposes underneath, which track location is 
he factor taken into consideration by the commission in selecting this site. 
Owing to recent appreciation of property values incident to the location of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad terminals, an equally large and eligible site adja- 
cent to the one offered would now cost probably $6,000,000. 

If this plan should be adopted and the post-office building located upon: 
this site, the mail cars carried by this company (which, it is estimated, con- 
vey to and from the city of New York over 4) per cent of the mail received 
and dispatched) will pass immediately under the post-office, thereby per- 
mitting the mails to be unloaded directly from the mail cars to elevators 
running to the floors of the post-office building and doing away with the 
necessity for wagon service. 

The commission believe that a post-office building should be erected b 
the Government on a site to be secured over the tracks of the New York 
Jentral Railroad, at or adjacent to the new station to be erected by that 
company, and an informal proposition looking to such an improvement has 
been received. 

We recommend that Congress extend the powers of this commission so as 
to enable them to purchase the site offered by the Pennsylvania Railroad, 
also to obtain the right to erect a post-office building over the tracks of the 
New York Central Railrdad system, at or adjacent to their new station, 
thereby securing the expeditious handling of the mails tributary to that 
locality and mails received or forwarded over the lines of that company. It 
is estimated that at this time the mails transported over the lines entering 
the New York Central Company’s station amount to 50 percent of the aggre- 
gate for the city of New York, the Pennsylvania Company, as above stated, 
carrying over 40 per cent, which proportion, it is expected, will be increased 
when their new terminals are completed. 

We recommend, therefore, the appropriation of $2,000,000 for the purchase 
of a site for a post-office building in the city of New York on the west side of 
Eighth avenue, and running from Thirty-first to Thirty-third streets, and 
that, in addition, this commission be authorized to purchase, or otherwise 
acquire, a site in connection with the new terminal of the New York Central 
Railroad Company. 

Owing to the widened street on all sides and the large court in the center, 
the light will be unusually good, and its very large ground area will render 
it unnecessary to extend the building very high. A suitable building, worthy 
of the city, can be erected for about $5,000,000. In view of the fact, however, 
that the proposition to sell includes the excavation by the grantor, it will be 
unnecessary and perhaps inadvisable to make the appropriation for. the 
building at this session. If the plan proposed by your commission shall be 
carried out, which includes connecting the three principal post-offices in the 
city by pneumatic tubes, as Station H is now connected with the main post- 
office, the problem of handling the mail in this most important city will have 
been solved for many years tocome. The commission attaches hereto copies 
of the proposition tosell, and a letter from the president of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company explanatory of the same. 

L. M. SHAW. 


H. C. PAYNE. 
P. C. KNOX. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 24, 1903. 


THE PENNSYLVANIA RATLROAD COMPANY, 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
Philadelphia, February 16, 1903. 

DEAR Str: The Pennsylvania Railroad Company hereby offers to sell to 
the United States Government, for a general post-office in the city of New 
York, the plat of ground situated between Eighth and Ninth avenues and 
between Thirty-first and Thirty-third streets, as shown in hatched lines with 
red borders upon the inclosed plan, containing 145,000 square feet, and the 
ground for a driveway at the west end of the said plot 30 feet wide and ex- 
tending from Thirty-first to Thirty-third street, containing 13,600 square 
feet, for the sum of $2,000,000. The conveyance of the land to be in fee, sub- 
ject, however, to the following conditions and reservations: 

First. The Pennsylvania Railroad Company to have the right to occupy 
for station purposes all the space under a plane 20 feet below the curb line of 
the aces streets, subject, however, to the right of the Government to 
erect the supports required for its building, which shall be so placed as to 

rmit the company to occupy the ground below with tracks and platforms. 

he company to further agee that it will excavate at its cost the entire space 
down to the track level, and that it will build the necessary retaining walls 
to support the adjacent lands, and will thus leave the ground—which at this 
— rock—ready for the erection of the supports of the Government 
uilding. 

Second. The Pennsylvania Railroad Company to further ogre to reserve 
all the areas colored in yellow on the plan and containing 132, uare feet 
for the pu of affording light and air to the Government building, and 
to keep such areas free from any structures except roofs of steel and glass 
to protect the platforms and tracks, which shall be so constructed and of 
such height as not to interfere with the Government's full enjoyment of said 
open space for light and air; the Government further to have the right to 
bridge the outer areas wherever necessary to give access from the street to 
its buildings, and to bridge the inner area to give means of communication 
between different parts of the building if it so desires. 


tailroad Company has offered to sell to the Govern- | 





| the plot which would be covered by its buildin 


Third. The Government to that if it should ever cease to use the 
building and should desire to sell the land, the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany shall have the right to purchase it at its market value at that time. 


Yours, truly, 
A.J. CASSATT, President. 
Hon. Henry C. PAYNE, 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. VU. 


THE PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD CoMPANY, 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
Philadelphia, February 16, 1903. 

DEAR Srr: In endeavoring to arrive at a fair valuation of the ground 
offered to the Government in the formal proposal made to-day we have been 
governed by the following considerations: 

The land comprised within the two blocks between Thirty-first street and 
Thirty-second street and between Thirty-second street and Thirty-third 
street and between Eighth avenue and a line parallel with and 160 feet east 
of the east line of Ninth avenue contains 258,000 square feet. Of this the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Coane has purchased 198,256 square feet, at a cost 
of $2,895,752.12, an average of $14.606 pt square foot. 

There remains 57,744 square feet to be aoasnred by purchase or condemna- 


tion. Assuming the average cost of this will be 33} per cent above the cost 
of the land already bought, or $19.475 per ae foot, would bring the total 
cost of the property yet to ‘be acquired to $1,124,564.40. 


Thecost of that part of Thirty-third street comprised within the plot to be 
conveyed, at the average price per square foot which is to be paid the city of 
New York upon the vacation of the street, comes to $315,456. 

To this must be added the cost of dispossessing tenants and legal expenses 
connected with condemnation proceedings, say $100,000. 

Making the total cost of the property within the above limits $4,495,772.52, 
or $15.05 per square foot. 

Assuming that the value to the Government of all the space included in 
and above a plane 20 feet 
below the street level to be two-thirds of the value of the fee free from the 
subsurface easement, and it seems to us that this is a very favorable estimate 
from the Government standpoint, since it leayes the company to pay one- 
third of the value of the whole for the use of the subcellar space only, would 
at ao of the 158,650 square feet to be conveyed to the Government 

501,894.10, 

To this must be added the value to the Government of the areas reserved 
for light and air, and if in dealing with this we reverse the proportions and 
charge against the Government's purchase one-third and against the com- 


| pany’s two-thirds of the cost of these areas, would make the Government's 


proportion (132,550 square feet, at $5.017) $665,003.33. 
otal value of Government’s purchase, $2,256,897.45. 

You will observe, therefore, that in naming the price $2,000,000 we are well 
within the actual cost of the property to the company upon the above basis. 

If a lesser frontage along Thirty-first and Thirty-third streets will be 
—e for the Government's purpose, the price can be proportionately re- 

"Wee »ect to be in position to commence the work of excavating this plot 
of ground by or before July 1 next, and to have it ready for the Government 
to commence its building by July 1, 1904. 

Yours, truly, A. J. CASSATT, 
President. 
Hon. Henry C. PAYNE 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to recur again to the provision respect- 
ing the building south of the Capitol. I understand that some one 
has understood the amendment I offered to mean that the whole 
text was stricken out. My intention was—and I thought I so 
stated—that the language restored was that which related to the 
building south of the Capitol, and not to the eastern extension of 
the Capitol itself. 

The PRESIDENT 7 tempore. Will the Senator look at the 
bill, = page 89, and state exactly how far the amendment ex- 
tended? 

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed the clerks at the desk had under- 
stood it; but I will state again that the clause from line 12, on 
page 89, down to and including line 3, on page 91, is restored. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Then the amendment proposed 
by the committee striking out that clause is disagreed to; but 
nothing is done in relation to the next amendment, commencing 
at line 4, on 91? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nothing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not so understood at 
the desk. Then the amendment to strike out that portion of the 
bill from line 4, on page 91, to line 2, inclusive, on page 92, is 
agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment is agreed to, and was agreed 
to. LIasked only to reconsider the amendment of the committee 
striking out that portion of the bill which relates to the building 
south of the Capitol. 

Mr. BERRY. That amendment was agreed to with an amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Indiana will allow me, before 
this matter passes, I want it clearly understood that the action of 
the Senate in striking out the House provision from line 12, on 
page 89, down to and including line 3, on page 91, has been recon- 
sidered, and the provision in the bill as it came from the other 
House stands. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That wasreconsidered, and the 
language stricken out has been restored. 

Mr. HALE. And agreed to with an amendment. 

= PRESIDENT pro tempore. Agreed to with two amend- 
ments. 


Mr. HALE. What are the two amendments? 
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The amendment originally suggested by the 
Senator from Maine, and also, in line 2, on page 91, after the 
word ‘‘ building,” to insert “‘ for the House of Representatives; ”’ 
so as to make the provision relate to that single building. 

Mr. HALE. That is the designation? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. , 

Mr. HALE. Howastothe clause from line 4, on page 91, toline 
2. inclusive, on page 92, for the extension of the Capitol building? 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the com- 
mittee was agreed to. ate 

Mr. HALE. Striking out the provision? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I made the eed because the report has been 
made, and I think that some of our friends outside have got the 
impression that all of these clauses had been agreed to with an 
amendment. There can, however, now be no question about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. There ought not to have been any question 
about it at any time, because I stated distinctly that I wished the 
amendment of the committee striking out the provision as it came 
from the other House, relating to the building south of the Capitol, 
to be disagreed to, so as to let the clause stand. 

Mr. FORAKER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


Mr. ALLISON. 


desk. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
sert: 

In order to provide for the treaty obligations imposed by article 9 of 


the award of thetribunal of arbitration constituted by treaty of Wash- 
ington February 29, 1892, and made by the arbitrators at Paris August 


On page 72, after line 2, it is proposed to in- 


16, 1898, the said review and acquisition of authentic data thus ordered to be | 


made by and under the direction of the Secretary of State, $20,000, the same 
to be made immediately available. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
upon the suggestion that that amount may be necessary, I have 
inserted $20,000, instead of $10,000, as I originally intended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKER], which I understand has been 
reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, shall be in- 
serted on page 160, after line 5. That portion of the bill relates 
to the State Department, and the amendment will properly come 
in at that point. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the request of the Senator from Iowa, and that order will be 
made. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. On page 160, line 5, I move to strike out | 
the word “‘ fifty,’’ before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ and insert ‘‘ one | 


hundred;’’ so as to make the appropriation conform to the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of State. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 160, line 5, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ fifty,’’ and insert ‘‘ one hun- 
dred;’’ so as to read ‘‘ one hundred thousand dollars.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish the chairman of the com- 
mittee would tell the Senate what, if anything, has been done 
with the proposition that was presented providing for a commis- 
sion to be appointed by the President with reference to establish- 
ing—1 think I may call it—an exchange touching the parity of 
silver and gold. I desire to know what has been done with that 


proposition. I was absent yesterday in committee considering | 


the naval appropriation bill, and so am not fully informed; oth- 
erwise I should not now be intruding on the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
the Senator from Maine was adopted yesterday, it having been 
reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was an amendment providing for the estab- 
lishment of a rate of exchange between silver-using countries 
and gold-using countries. - 

Mr. HALE. I have the amendment now, and it reads: 

To enable the President to cooperate through diplomatic channels or by 
the appointment of a commission, or both, with the Governments of Mexico, 
China, and other countries— 

That is the world-— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
**China,”’ 

ir. HALE. That was not needed, because ‘‘ other countries ”’ 
included Japan and every other country under the sun— 


** Japan’’ was inserted after 


for the purpose set forth in the message of the President and accompanying | 


notes submitted to Congress January 29, 1903, and printed as Senate Docu- 
ment numbered 119, second session Fifty-seventh Congress, $100,000. 

Before this matter passes from the Senate, I want to call the 
attention of Senators to it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator permit me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 


yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 


I will say to the Senator from Iowa that | 


I ask that the amendment proposed by the | 


The Chair hears no objection | 


Mr. President, the amendment referred to by | 


Mr. HALE. I do. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I merely want to ask whether that amend- 


ment has already been adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wanted to know whether that amendment 
is now being proposed or whether it is already in the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment is in the bill, but it is still open. 

I want to call the attention of Senators, and especially of cer- 
tain old Senators, to the attitude which the Senate has taken very 
clearly in reference to the practice, which the Senate reprobated, 
of selecting members of this body for appointment on commis- 
sions to negotiate treaties which are to be reported to the Senate. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will very 
well remember that upon an occasion where the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CULLoM] and the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. Mor- 
GAN] had been appointed upon an important commission, to be 
confirmed by the Senate, the Senate declined to confirm the nom- 
inees upon the ground that it would not further consent to the 
selection of members of this body to negotiate important treaties 
that were to be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to inquire what 
reference he has made to me? 

Mr. HALE, I think it was a commission that dealt with 
questions and subjects in Hawaii, where I think the Senators vis- 
ited the islands and made a report. They had been appointed by 
the President, to be confirmed by the Senate; but so strong was 
the feeling in the Senate, upon the statement of the case and the 
ill effects of this practice, presented by the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts, that the Senate declined to confirm them, and 
| they never were confirmed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. 
I do not think that question ever came before the Senate. We 
| were merely the President’s appointees. 

Mr. HALE. The names were reported to the Senate for con- 
firmation. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] was 
chairman of that commission, and he can state about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the law required that the nominees 
should be reported to the Senate, and that the Senate should act 
upon their confirmation; which it never did. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. I recall the circumstance very 
distinctly. 

Mr. MORGAN. We went out as the personal representatives 
| of the President, as I understood it. 

Mr. CULLOM. We went out by appointment of the President; 
but there was a doubt about it, and the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate, in view of the doubtful attitude which we occupied 
as receiving appointments from the President while being mem- 
bers of the Senate, thought it best not to act upon our confirma- 
tions at all; and they were not acted upon. We never were con- 
firmed by the Senate, as a matter of fact. 

Mr. HALE. I have stated, Mr. President, what is the fact. 
At that time the senior Senator from Massachusetts also stated 
that the Judiciary Committee had in mind, and proposed at some 
time to submit to the Senate, a bill prohibiting the practice, and 
I do not want this proposition to become a law in the encourage- 
| ment of that practice. 

I raised no question the other day when the President, rather 
closely upon the action of the Senate, appointed a commission to 
consider and negotiate with British and Canadian commissioners 
upon the northern boundary. 
| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
| mission? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that is the one; that is the tribunal; but I 
made no objection, for the reason that the names of its members 
do not come before the Senate for confirmation and because 
personally I could have no objection to the gentlemen selected 
upon it. I knew well enough that it was a tribunal to which 
our interests could be intrusted, and that there would be no 
| yielding and no giving up, as there has been in times past, to 
the claims of Canada and Great Britain. No question was made 
about that tribunal. 

But I want here and now to enter my protest, expressing the 
view that was unanimous in the Senate when the matter came 
| up in relation to the Hawaiian Commission—I will not say ‘‘ unani- 
| mous,’’ but there was a general expression that way—and then 
it was not because there was the slightest objection to the Sena- 
tors upon the Commission, for nobody could object to the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Mor@an] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
| CuLLoM]. They had not sought the appointment, and they per- 
formed the duty, as the Senator from Illinois suggests to me, 
without receiving any compensation for their services, which, of 
| course, they could not. and which Senators do not, beyond their 
| salary as Senators. There was no objection whatever to those 
' appointments; but one commission after another follows. After 





The Alaskan arbitration com- 
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the feeling which the Senate then showed in a very marked way— 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts, who is in his seat, will 
recall how he brought the matter up at that time—I hope some 
attention will be paid in the future to the attitude which the Sen- 
ate has taken upon this subject. 

I should not want upon any of these matters that a selection 
should be made of Senators in this body to act and appear in this 
body advocating the adoption of a treaty which they themselves 
negotiated, representing the Administration, and I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to this for the purpose of recalling the attitude | 
the Senate took at that time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Haz] has called attention to what many Senators consider an 
abuse. We all recollect at the time of which he speaks that an 
amendment was proposed, and almost unanimously carried 
through this body, to prohibit such appointments in the future, 
but, for the reason that it was considered a reflection on the ap- 
pointments then pending, it was thought proper to reconsider 
and withdraw that amendment. 

We have just had, as the Senator from Maine has said, another | 
exhibition of what the Senate considers as improper in the ap- 
pointment of two Senators to consider the Alaskan boundary 
treaty, with which they will have afterwards to deal as Senators. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not two Senators. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] 
will not then be a Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well,there are two Senators all the same. 
I am speaking of the principle rather than of its particular appli- 
cation. Nobody is opposed to these gentlemen acting, because 
we feel that the interests of this country will be perfectly well 
safeguarded in their care, but it is the policy of the thing to 
which I object. 

We had the Paris treaty or the Spanish or Philippine treaty 
negotiated by Senators, whose votes, no doubt, were influenced 
by the fact that they were on that commission. I do not see why 
we should palter with this thing any longer. Probably we can 
not convince the Executive that this practiceis improper and con- 
trary to the will of the Senate unless it is forbidden by law, and 
I propose to now offer an amendment to come in at theend of the 
amendment already adopted. I move to insert: 

Provided, That in making appointments to any such commission no Sen- 
ator or Member of the House shall be eligible. 

I will send the amendment to the desk and ask for a vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Where is the amendment 
which the Senator offers to come in? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is an amendment to the amendment which 
was adopted yesterday, as I understand, in regard to this com- 


mission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Strictly under the rule that | 
can be done only in the Senate, the amendment having been | 
agreed to. The Senator may, however, ask unanimous consent | 
to now offer the amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It does not matter when I offer it, so that I | 
ceme within the rule. I will ask unanimous consent now, or | 
wait until the bill gets into the Senate, when the amendment | 
will be in order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. At this stage I object. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no objection to the amendment being 
considered now, if it is to be considered at all; but I sincerely 
hope that the amendment will not be adopted. I donot expect to 
receive any appointment of that character whiie I am in the Sen- 
ate or afterwards, for that matter,soI am not speaking from any 
personal interest; but I do not think that Senators and Members of 
the other House ought under any and all circumstances to be ab- 
solutely prohibited from serving on such commissions. There | 
may come a time when the President in a wise discretion would | 
do well to appoint some Senator on a commission, as I think the 
President did do well to appoint Senators on the Paris Peace Com- 
mission, which has been referred to. I do not think we ought to 
shut the door against that being done under any circumstances, 
as this amendment would do. I think the discretion of the Presi- 
dent in that matter can be trusted. Certainly there is not any 
objection to a Senator serving on such a commission after his 
term of service in this body shall have expired. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course not. ; 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not like the practice of Senators being 
selected for that kind of service. I think we are entitled to their 
services here in this body, and we ought to have the benefit of 
their services here; but what I object to is not calling attention 
to it, for I think that will have a good, healthy effect, but I ob- 
ject to absolutely prohibiting the utilization of the services of a 
Senator or a Member of the House of Representatives, because we 
know there are instances when they will be of inestimable value | 
and when their services would be of more value than the services | 











of anybody else who could be found. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as this amendment was re- 


poe by a unanimous vote of the Finance Committee and adopted 
y the Senate on my suggestion, perhaps I ought to say a word, 
in view of the remarks made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. ene 

In my judgment there is no possibility of any Senator being 
appointed on any commission connected with this business. There 
certainly is no member of the Committee on Finance who would 
serve on the commission, and I have no idea that this question 
has any practical importance or value. Of course I am not in the 
secrets of the President and I have no idea as to whom he would 


| select; but I am sure, especially after the expressions which have 
| been made heré this morning, that under no circumstances would 


he appoint either a Senator or a Member of the House of Repre- 


| sentatives upon that commission. 


I am myself, however, unwilling to see the Senate undertake to 


| restrict the Executive power of appointment by an amendment of 


this kind, and I hope the Senator from South Carolina, in view 
of the fact that there is no practical question involved, will not 
insist on his amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, this matter was quite carefully 
considered in a former Congress, and I think the judgment of the 
Senate has come to be practically unanimous upon the subject of 
the impropriety of the appointment of Senators or Representa- 
tives to any other position than that which relates strictly to 
their legislative duties. The senior Senator from Massachusetts 
|[Mr. Hoar], the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
is present, and of course is best capacitated to speak upon what 
occurred in reference to the subject under a resolution introduced 
by himself and considered by the Judiciary Committee. So I 
shall not now undertake, as he is present, to recite what did occur 
and what was done in pursuance thereof; but if the Senator from 
Massachusetts will relate it, it will cast great light upon the atti- 
tude assumed by the Senate and especially by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee in reference to this matter. 

I only rose, Mr. President, for the purpose of particularly call- 
ing attention to the fact that, however correct the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. ForaKER] and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] may be as to the desirability upon certain occasions 
that Senators should serve upon any of these commissions, it is 
distinctly in opposition to the express policy, if not to the express 
command of the Constitution of the nited States. The policy 
of the Constitution and the design of the Constitution is that no 
man occupying a seat in this Chamber orin the other House shall 
exercise any other function in the shape of an office under the 
Government. So far as it may be technically an office, that is 
distinctly and positively prohibited. The only possible escape 
from the prohibition is to say that a position on one of those com- 
missions is not an office. But whether it is or is not technically 
an Office, it is distinctly in contravention of the policy which is 
declared by this prohibition which I now read to the Senate. In 
Article I of the Constitution, in the second paragraph of section 
6, there is this provision: 

No Senator or Re mtative shall, during the time for, which he was 


elected, be appointed to any civil office under the authority of the United 


States which shall have been created or the emoluments w ve 


been increased during such time— 
Now— 
and no person holding any office under the United States shall be a member 


| of either House during his continuance in office. 


I say Mr. President, that the only escape from that as a dis- 


| tinct, direct prohibition is the technical position that a place on 


one of those commissions is not an office; but even if there is 
that escape from the technical prohibition, there is no escape from 
the broad, unambiguous expression of the policy of the Constitu- 
tion, that no man holding a seat in this Chamber shall hold any 
other position under the Government. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not wish to 


| debate the subject which is now before the Senate; but since it 


has been said that there was almost a unanimous view of the 
Senate that there ought to be some law passed prohibiting the 
President from making these appointments, I desire to say that I 
have never shared in that opinion of the Senate, if it has been an 


_ opinion of the Senate. I do not think we ought to pass any law 


limiting or prohibiting the President in his appointments in such 
cases. I do not believe there is any danger whatever of the 
abuse of it; and circumstances might arise under which, in my 
judgment, it would be not only proper, but almost necessary, to 
appoint a member of the Senate or a judge to take part in such 
deliberations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend- 
ments in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. What has become of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Tm.umMan]? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection has been made to 
its consideration at this time, The Senator can offer it when the 
bill is in the Senate. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I desire to sa ’ 
which has been under discussion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this proposition, I think, will not 
result under any circumstances in the appointment of any Sena- 
tor as a member of this commission if such commission should be 
authorized. I do not believe that a commission can be of any serv- 
ice for the furtherance of this | on e-m which is to establish a fixed 
relation, as near as may be, of exchange between the silver-using 
countries and the gold-using countries of the world. It is not 

ssible, as I understand this plan or scheme, that anything can 
& done by means of international agreement. Whatever is done 
must be done after this matter has been thoroughly considered by 
the individual action of independents states. For example, if 
Mexico shall desire to have the standard of gold with a silver 
circulation, she must do that domestically; she can not do it very 
well in accord with other nations, because it will be necessary 
for her to change her laws as to the coinage of those metals. 

So I believe whatever is done under this paragraph will be done 
largely by diplomatic methods and not by means of a commission. 
I believe it is a feasible thing to do, and that it can be done to the 


great advantage of silver-using countries and gold-using coun- | 


tries. It seems to me that diplomatic methods are the wisest and 
best to accomplish this purpose, but the Committee on Finance 
believe that it might occur, in the course of this procedure, that 
a commission might be needed for the purpose of securing concert 
of action among the various nations, and therefore this para- 
graph was inserted. I think it will do no harm. 

I am in sympathy with the general suggestion made as to who 
should go upon the commission. I do not believe a Senator or 
Representative should be appointed, nor do I believe there would 
be any purpose anywhere to make such an appointment. So I 
hope the Senator from South Carolina will withdraw his amend- 
ment and allow this matter to rest as it was reported by the 
Finance Committee and as already agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I agree with the Senators who 
say that this commission, if appointed, ought to be made up of per- 
sons outside of the Senate and the House. I do not think it is 
worth while or perhaps quite right for us to pass a provision of 
this kind. A day or two ago the President sent to us for service 
on a commission, for which I did not myself vote and which I 
regret we are going to have, the names of two Senators. Iam 
sure nobody will claim that they were unfortunate appointments. 
I do not believe he could have done better than to take the Sen- 
ator whom he took from this body and who is to remain here and 
the Senator who is to go out on the 4th of March to handle that 
subject. I was very much opposed to the commission; I was 
very much afraid of it; but I am very much less afraid of it to-day 
than I was the day it was passed. And if I had the power of recall- 
ing those two appointments Iam sure I would not doit. I think I 
could show in a very few moments why these two appointments 
from this body are especially good, but I will not attempt to do 
it now. 
There are times, undoubtedly, when the President may exercise a 
discretion in matters of this kind, although as a rule I think the 
practice is reprehensible. 

I doubt very much whether in some classes of cases the position 
does not rise to the dignity of an office, and whether the appoint- 
ment of Senators or Members is not absolutely prohibited by the 
Constitution. But I am not so much worried about the question 
of the Cp sapere of Senators as I am about the question as to 
who will be appointed if this commission is created. This ques- 
tion is one of the very greatest importance. It is one which, I 
thmk, a great many people for many years have foreseen would 
confront us. 
question what shall be our own treatment of the two metals. 


These two powers, Mexico and China, with whom we trade, | 


have both felt the difference in value of the two metals, and I 
know very certainly myself they have been suffering because of 
it for some years. To such an extent do they feel it now that 


they have appealed to us to do something to establish, if possible, | 


ar of exchange between silver and gold using countries. 

_ 1 do not know whether we shall be able to do anything in that 
line or not. I have great fear nothing will come out of the at- 
tempt to establish a stable rate of exchange, although I think I 
can see how it might be done. But I know that the condition of 
the financial world is such that the theory which some of us have 
advocated for the treatment of gold and silver on a ratio estab- 
lished by law is not now attainable. If we could secure the rec- 
ognition of silver as the coequal of gold on a ratio to be estab- 
lished by a great, powerful nation, or by a consensus of opinion 
in the world, we could secure the stability of exchange between 
the gold and silver using nations of the world; but we can not 
hope for that. Ican see a good many ways in which we might 
try to establish stability of exchange, but I am not sure we can 
do it. I doubt very much whether we shall succeed in doing it 


the 
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a few words on the subject | to the extent of establishing a stable rate of exchange. 


| 
might try it by a commission. 
| 


I presume the whole Senate will recognize that fact. | 


In importance it is only secondary, perhaps, to the | 


Great 
Britain has been able to do it with India, but for one country to 
do it for her own possessions using silver, and using gold in an- 
other part of the globe, and for the world to do it are two differ- 
ent things. It is worth trying. 

The President should try it first, in my judgment, through the 
diplomatic agents of the Government. I believe that is the 
proper method, and if it fails and seems to lag and not to be 
coming to a termination speedily enough, then the President 
But there ought to be no haste 

about this matter. It is a big enough question to take time over, 
and I think if this thing is properly handled it will take the Gov- 
ernment a year or two before any valuable progress at least is made. 
I only hope that when the President feels convinced that he 
needs a commission, which he may, there will be no such thing 
as favoritism; there will be no such thing as picking out 2 man 
because he is a friend of somebody: but that the question will be, 
What are his qualifications to act in one of the greatest efforts 
‘made in many years to bring about a commercial condition that 
| will be productive of value to the commercial world, that will 
| benefit the exporter and the importer alike? 
It is not a question any more of currency. The Senator from 
| Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] said that undoubtedly Mexico will have to 
| arrange that for herself. But Mexico may be able to arrange 
| it in conjunction with other powers who also agree to it, and 
| what ten powers may do, Mexico might not be able to do alone. 
| Therefore this effort should not be confined to Mexico and China 
| and Japan, but should take in the whole commercial world. So 
| Lhave some hope of success, because of the great danger that 
| comes to us as an exporting nation. I think it is the exporting 
| nations that are threatened by this dislocation of the par of ex- 
change between silver-using and gold-using countries. It is not 
China that is now being disturbed. It is this country. It is 
| Great Britain. It is not Mexico. She may be temporarily em- 
| barrassed, but the great evil will fall upon the people who pro- 
duce and who are looking to the markets of the world. To-day 
two-thirds of the human race are using silver as the paramount 
money, and by a hereditary tendency and by the conditions are 
incapable of using gold, and silver must remain for many genera- 
tions, if not always, the primary money of a great portion of 
mankind. When silver will go, as it has gone since I have been 
in this Chamber, from one dollar and 

Mr. DUBOIS. One dollar and twenty-one cents. 

Mr. TELLER. Silver, when I came to the Senate, was 8 per 
cent below the mint value. It was 5 per cent below the market 
value two years previous. It has now gone as low as 46 cents an 
ounce, as against $1.33 an ounce, which the world was paying for 
it in 1873. 

You can see the condition of the man who wants to send goods 
to China or Japan or, on the other hand, of the man who wants 
to send goods from China or Japan to this country. We are the 
| greatest export nation of the world, with an export trade that is 
bound to increase and an import trade which, if we are wise in 
| our affairs, is bound to decrease in proportion, at least, to the 
growth of the country, and therefore we, of all the people of the 
world, have an interest in this matter. 

I think, therefore, the situation is so threatening that it should 
have most careful consideration. It is nota silver question, but 
a commercial question, and we have so much interest in it that 
if any commission is ever to be appointed it should be composed 
| of men who, above all other men, are the most capable of handling 
the subject, without reference to where they live or what they may 
| believe politically or otherwise. 
| Mr. President, I have said this because I find that there are 
some people who have not looked into this matter who have an 
idea that back of it is some latent purpose of reviving the silver 
question. Nobody expects to revive that now. Nobody who is 
intelligent at all upon this subject sees in it a silver question. I 
repeat, it isa commercial question which is to affect our exports 
and our imports and our trade with the world. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have taken very great interest 
| in the question raised by the proposed amendment of the Senator 
| from South Carolina, and I hope he will take an opportunity, or 
| that some other Senator will—if nobody else does, I shall, if I can 
get one—to bring up this question of the appointment by the 
President of Senators and Representatives in the other House for 
important public functions under circumstances where it can be 
carefully and thoughtfully dealt with as we should deal with a 
proposed amendment to the Constitution, or as we should have 
dealt with it if we had been in the Constitutional Convention in 
the beginning. 

It is evident that it can not be so dealt with to-day. 
no time for a full discussion. 








There is 
It comes up on a measure to which 


it is hardly germane after the statements of gentlemen who are 
likely to know what is expected, that there is no thought or prob- 
ability-—-the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] corrects 
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me by saying “ possibility’’—of individuals being taken from 


either House of Congress for this commission. So I hope the 
matter will be brought up at some time when it is not entangled 
in the least by personal considerations in regard to our colleagues 
or gentlemen in the other House who may have been asked to do 
such service, and will be dealt with solely as a broad general 
principle for the future. 

Mr. President, a great many years ago a President of the United 
States—I am not sure whether it was in President Hayes’s time 
or General Grant's or a little later—was called upon to make up 
a commission to go to Europe to deal with the silver question, 
and he appointed on that commission—if I may be permitted to 
say so—the one man in this country who was fitted for that duty. 
That was the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLISON], now chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations. I took the liberty then of 
expressing my feeling of anxiety that that act might grow into a 
precedent and be the occasion of public complaint. 

Later, in President McKinley's time, there were some eight or 
ten appointments made from this body of a like character, and 
they were, I suppose, appointments that the whole country re- 
garded as most admirable for the public service. They were men 
who had studied the subjects with which they were to deal, men 
of great capacity, and that they were men of the highest quality 
of personal integrity it is unnecessary to say. 

But I have no doubt it seemed to a large majority of the Senate, 
on reflection, that the practice had better not go further, and two 
measures were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary—one 
a general law, the other a resolve of the Senate. The com- 
mittee carefully considered them. It happened that there were 
three members of the committee at that time who had been among 
those who had been selected for such functions. The committee 
almost unanimously agreed to a resolution disapproving of this 
practice. One or two of the members thought the President 
ought not to be restricted in his resources for that branch of the 

ublic service. However, the committee thought such a reso- 

ution might be construed into some discourtesy to the gen- 
tlemen who had acted in such places. One of the men who was 
then acting as a commissioner under such an appointment was 
one of the most zealous and emphatic in favor of the resolution. 
He said he had accepted the place hastily, and he agreed that the 
practice ought not to go further. 

But the committee thought it was not best, under the circum- 
stances, to report the matter at that time, and instructed me to 
call upon the President and tell him what had happened and say 
to him that the committee hoped the practice would net be con- 
tinued. I suppose there is no indelicacy in my reporting what 
happened. President McKinley said he was aware of the objec- 
tions; that he had come to feel them very strongly; and while he 
did not say in terms that he would not make another appoint- 
ment of the same kind, he conveyed to me, and I am sure meant 
to convey to me, an assurance that it would not occur again. 
But he said it was impossible to understand how few people there 
were in this country, who were out of the Senate and the House 
who were qualified for important diplomatic service of that kind; 
that we had to contend with the trained diplomats of Europe, 
men who had studied the subject all their lives. He went over 
some of the difficulties he had encountered in making selec- 
tions of ministers abroad for some very important matters that 
were expected to be dealt with. Our people come from entirely 
other service and conditions. He might have added what is an 
additional strong consideration, that we have to deal with na- 
tions who can wait, while in general our political conditions and 
diplomatic condition are such that we can not wait. 

The American people want to have a question settled and have 
it over. Great Britain says to us: ‘* Well, if you do not come to 
my terms I will be here fifty years hence, and my minister of 
foreign relations very likely will be here twenty years hence, and 
we will wait. We are in no hurry.” 

But at the same time, in spite of all thdse considerations, it 
seems to me it is a violation of the sound principles of the Con- 
stitution as enunciated in the clause read by the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. The Constitution says the President shall 
not have patronage enough at his command to give a Senator, 


seat, where perhaps he is the only man who resides there receiv- 
ing letters. During the term for which a Senator is elected he 


can not be appointed to any place which has been created or the | 


salary of which has been increased by sixpence during the whole 
six years. 

So careful were the framers of the Constitution of Executive 
influence and control. And yet if the practice is to go on the 


our members and send them to Europe, where they spend the 
summer in the most honorable positions on the face of the earth, 
meeting the society of foreign capitals, and then he can pay them 
out of the contingent fund at his disposal a sum three times 











| the gold-standard countries will not take silver in tr 


greater than our salary. Now, does anybody suppose the fram- 
ers of the Constitution would have approved of that? It is the 
question of the relation between the legislative power and the 
executive power. There were two things of which our fathers, 
when they framed the Constitution, were especially afraid. One 
was corruption in office—and that was provided for by impeach- 
ment—and the other an Executive influence over legislation. 

Mr. President, it seems to me at some convenient time we must 
have this matter out and have it settled so far as an act of Con- 
gress can settle it. At the same time I wish to say there is not, 
in my judgment, the smallest criticism to be made of the purity 
of purpose and patriotism of the gentlemen who in the past have 
been selected by the Executive for these various offices. 

Take the late Senator from Minnesota, now unhappily with- 
drawn from the sphere of public service. It would be difficult 
for me to put into words an expression of higher esteem for the 
Senatorial character as exemplified by any man with whom I have 
ever served than by that intelligent, brave, patriotic, and courte- 
ous man, so accomplished and delightful in every relation of life, 
a great citizen, a great soldier, a great Senator. 

It is only when the President is forced to say, ‘‘ The Senator I 
want to employ is the fittest man in the world for the service, 
and I can not find anybody else,’’ that it will be done this year 
or has been done last year or will be done next year. But if the 
practice is once established it will be done as a matter of course. 
Senators can not accept an office, but they can do something 
which has ten times the power and the distinction and the com- 
pensation of an office, and a measure can be carried through, if 
we ever have an unscrupulous Executive, by the knowledge that 
Senators are to be appointed to discharge the functions. It 
seems to me that hardly a more dangerous practice can be con- 
ceived of than this one. 

I hope the question as to what the Senate think on this subject 
or what they seem to think by their votes will not be determined 
on a mere amendment coming in at the close of a session, when 
we can have no extended debate upon it, and on a bill which 


| is not especially germane and to which it practically has no rela- 


tion. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the proposition for a com- 
mission to fix, if possible, some rate of exchange in order that 
trade may be unembarrassed between silver-standard countries 
and gold-standard countries is too important in itself to step aside 
to consider mere collateral questions. The silver question in this 
country was disposed of by the output of gold. The stringency 
which resulted from the demonetization of silver continued for 
nearly twenty years, but conditions have changed. From 1896 
until the present time the output of gold has far exceeded any- 
thing known in previous history, and the purchasing power of 
gold has diminished about 30 per cent—that is, general prices, as 
compared with gold, are 30 per cent higher than they were seven 


| years ago. Hence, so far as this country is concerned, it is idle 


at the present time to discuss the remonetization of silver, for 
such discussion will not interest the people so long as the present 
output of gold continues. While we have enough of either gold 
or silver, or both, as a basis, the money question will not be en- 
tertained by the people. 

I do not rise, therefore, to discuss the silver question. But trade 
between gold-standard countries and silver-standard countries is 
vastly important. It is true that international trade is conducted 
by the exchange of commodities. There is nointernational money 


| and never was. Money, outside of the jurisdiction where it was 


created, is but a commodity, but by common consent a parity 
between the money of different countries has been and may here- 
after be maintained. Trade between gold-standard countries is 
unembarrassed because by the mint laws of the United States 
and Europe each country will pay substantially the same for gold 
which the others do. Consequently when we sell American com- 
modities in Europe for their money we know what their money is 
worth as compared with ours. Our gold money will not circulate 
in Europe except as a commodity, but inasmuch as the value of that 
commodity is fixed by the mint laws of the various countries of 
Europe there is no embarrassment to trade. The mints of the 


| silver-standard countries fix the value of silver, which answers 
during his Senatorial term, a $20 a year post-office in his country | 


every purpose of trade between those countries, but the people of 
e at the 
price fixed by the mints of the silver-standard countries. 

If the gold-standard countries, by compact or agreement, will 


take the silver of the silver-standard countries at a fixed ratio to 


| gold, such an arrangement, so long as it could be maintained, 


would pave the way to unrestricted commercial intercourse be- 


| tween the gold-standard countries and the silver-standard coun- 
President may come into the Senate, pick out a half a dozen of | 


tries throughout the world. There would: be no fluctuation so 
long as such an arrangement could be observed. It is not prob- 


| able that much, if any, silver would be sent from the silver- 


standard countries to the gold-standard countries for sale as a 
commodity, because the silver-standard countries have no more 
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silver than they require. But if the value of silver in those coun- 
tries was fixed at a certain ratio with gold, exporters from Europe 
and the United States to Asia, who sell their products in Asiatic 
markets to buy silver with which to buy Asiatic commodities, 
would know the value of silver for which they were exchanging 
their own commodities. 

Such an arrangement would be beneficial to all concerned, and 
there would be no interest on the part of any country to disturb 
it, unless the silver-standard countries should export more silver 
to the gold-standard countries than would be required for con- 
sumption there. Such a result would be very improbable, be- 
cause the gold-standard countries require much silver for manu- 
facturing purposes and for subsidiary coin. Besides, the silver- 
standard countries would be-reluctant to export their silver to a 
cheaper market than their own so long as they had any other 
commodities for export. 

Much confusion exists in the public mind upon the question of 
international money, because people do not generally reflect that 
international trade is not carried on by international money. 
The French ple do not buy American goods with French 
money, but they sell their products, whatever they may be, and 
buy American money, and with American money buy American 
goods. Itis the same in dealing with silver-standard countries. 
We sell them our products for silver and with the silver buy 
Asiatic goods. But the trouble is, when we sell our commodities 
for silver without an established parity of exchange we do not 
know what that silver will be worth in American money. If 
there could be a ratio fixed by international agreement between 
gold and silver standard countries, everyone dealing in silver 
money would know its value as compared with gold. 

I repeat, there never has been international money, except for 
a time under the arrangement of the Latin Union. France, Italy, 
Greece, and Belgium agreed that the coin of each country should 
circulate at par in all the other countries who had entered the 
agreement. ade from time immemorial was accommodated by 
a fixed ratio between gold and silver throughout the world by the 
mints of all civilized countries. But since the gold-standard 
countries have refused to mint silver, its value in exchange con- 
stantly fluctuates, and such fluctuations are most disastrous to 
trade. There is no doubt that the gold-standard countries can 
maintain the parity between the coin of the gold-standard coun- 
tries and the coin of the silver-standard countries without opening 
their mints to the coinage of silver. All that is necessary for the 
gold-standard countries to do is to agree to take the commodity 
silver at a fixed ratio. No inconvenience could possibly arise 
from such an agreement, unless the ratio was so high as to induce 
the exportation of silver from the silver-standard countries to the 
gold-standard countries. But it is believed that the ratio might 
be so fixed that no more silver would be imported by the gold- 
standard countries than was actually required for use there. 

Iam glad that an effort is being made to arrive at some basis 
which will unembarrass trade between gold-standard countries 
and silver-standard countries. The United States is now becom- 
ing a great exporting country, and the people are looking to 
China, Japan, and India for a market for their surplus products. 
This does not involve the silver question. We do not suggest 
that the gold-standard countries open their mints to the coinage 
of silveron any terms, but as long as the output of gold continues 
and the _ of property advances, there is not the slightest 
danger of injury to the money or prosperity of the United States 
from an international agreement fixing the parity of exchange. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, I desire to say a word only. 
I know the Senate is weary of this discussion. I am sure that 
this amendment ought not now to be adopted. But having 
listened for four years to these arguments against appointment 
by the Executive of men in either House of Congress upon diplo- 
matic commissions, the arguments made here against such ap- 
pointments have confirmed me in the opinion that the objections 
are not sound or wise, nor are they in the public interest. 

This amendment is intended to restrict the power of the Execu- 
tive in makiyg appointments. Some years ago I wasin the House 
of Representatives when a message came from the President 
vetoing a measure providing for an appointment to an important 
office because, as the President said, Congress had attempted to 
name the officer to be appointed by the President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope the Senator will wait a moment until 
I finish the proposition I amstating. Then I will yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely wanted to say—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will yield presently. I want to finish the 
proposition I have started to made. 

r. TILLMAN. Of course, if the Senator declines that endsit. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The argument of Attorney-General Bristow 
made plain, I think, toevery intelligence that there was no power 


in Congress tothus restrict the power of the Executive in appoint- 
ments. 

Now, this amendment does not amount to an invasion of the 
right of the Executive as does a direct nomination in a bill to name 
a man for an office, but so far as it goes it restricts the power of 
the Executive to make appointments. It names a class of people 
whom he may not appoint upon commissions or name for office, 
and if you exclude class after class you still further restrict the 
power of the Executive in making appointments. 

I think that the amendment as amended by the Senator from 
South Carolina is a worse practice, because if we do this we hedge 
around the Executive, narrowing the wide field of appointments 
according to his Executive discretion and within his Executive 
power. 

And what more is it proposed that we shall do by this amend- 
ment? There are now about to go out of the House of Representa- 
tives perhaps 100 members of Congress, many of them highly 
trained in special matters, well fitted to aid the service of this 
Government. Some Senators retire at the end of this session, 
many of them competent and specially fitted to do special public 
service. 

By this amendment we say that those members of Congress and 
those Senators, when they have returned to private life, shall be 
debarred from consideration by the Executive. We have noright 
to say so to the Executive. He is not bound by it if we do say so; 
but if he is, what is the result? 

I saw yesterday the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonzs] 
send to the clerks’ desk the credentials of his successor, after 
thirty years of service on this floor, experienced, able, just, and 
wise as he is, better fitted than any man in this body, under this 
roof, or on this continent to be a member of such a commission 
as is provided for by this amendment from the Finance Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Allowmeamoment. After the 4thof March 
he will be a private citizen. The Senator from South Carolina 
Iam sure would regret to exclude the President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, he did not get 
the import of my proviso, because we could not undertake to deal 
with private citizens. Any Senator who leaves this body becomes 
a private citizen immediately; any member of the House who re- 
tires becomes a private citizen, and they would not be reached 
by the amendment. 

If the Senator will allow me, while I am on the floor—I have 
been trying for half an hour 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator allow me for five minutes? 
I have been trying to say thus much for an hour and a half, and 
I should like to conclude. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Thenif the Senator will simply confine him- 
self to a discussion of what my amendment proposes instead of 
giving it an import which it does not have, of course I will not 
interrupt him. 

Mr. McCOMAS., I will convince the Senator—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is not before 
the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; it is not before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate has been going on 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then, Mr. President, I will ask unanimous 
consent to finish the few remarks I want to make. I rarely speak, 
and I now speak upon this matter, which has been discussed for 
an hour and a half by unanimous consent. 

If this bill should be passed to-morrow and should be signed by 
the President and he should appoint a commission under this act, 
then every one of these retiring members would be excluded by 
the operation of the language of the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. President, I want to say that the Senate is not unanimous 
in this opinion I have listened to, as the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. re has said. Men like these should not be excluded. 
I have heard on this floor to-day and at other times gentlemen 
who object to the appointment of Members or Senators upon com- 
missions say that in every case within their recollection the ap- 
om has been the wisest and the best, and that the men who 

ad been named were in the particular instance and for the special 
service eminently qualified, and the best they knew in their ex- 
perience. 

What does that mean? It means that by restricting the ap- 

inting power of the President you will time and again compel 

im to take second-best men for special service, to take men who 
are not trained, experienced, and eminent, when he needs the 
best trained, the best equipped who may happen then to be in 
Congress. And in the words as stated by the Senator from Mas- 





sachusetts of the late President McKinley, the President has his 
choice confined to too few who have special knowledge, experi- 
ence, or training. 
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At another time, Mr. President, for I am now speaking by 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HOAR. MayI ask the Senator one question? Does he not 
remember that some time ago a bill was passed which prohibited 
Members and Senators from being employed by the United States 
as counsel? Did the Senator approve that bill? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I approved that bill. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the distinction? 

Mr. McCOMAS. There is a very great distinction. 

Mr. HOAR. Would the Senator approve an amendment of the 
Constitution which would allow the President of the United States 
to make my honorable friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], 
who would be a most able man, Secretary of State forsix months, 
with the permission of the Senate? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would not. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the distinction between the appointment 
of a Senator to argue a case in representing the Government—in 
other words, appearing for the United States—and paying him 
$5,000 and appointing a Senator for six months during a difficult 
period as Secretary of State? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would do the very thing, but—— 

Mr. HOAR. What is the distinction? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would do the very thing that the Senator 
from Massachusetts wants done, but I would do it in a different 
way. I would try to arrange it that if the distinguished, wise, 
and eloquent Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoongR]} should be 
Secretary of State he should have a seat on the floor as a member 
of the Cabinet. I would have all the members of the Cabinet 
have seats on the floor. Until you have such a measure in our 
Government here we must do what governments do who have 
their cabinet on the floor; we must continue to give the right 
now and then to the Executive to appoint men upon this com- 
mission or that, that the action of the Executive may be known 
in this body, and that men who have thus performed the service 
may be interrogated here and the best results may follow. The 
best results have always followed such selections. 

Mr. President, I have been gathering some of the data on this 
subject, and at another time I will undertake to show that what 
is here reprobated by Senators has been done by the best Presi- 
dents of the United States. I will undertake to show that when 
it was done every case has been one in which the country has 
been benefited. And looking over the field here that followed the 
action of the Executive, it was the wisest and the best for the 
country at that time. I will undertake to show that the early 
Presidents, who helped make the Constitution and who knew best 
what it means—that Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, 
Lincoln, Grant, McKinley, and Roosevelt, among the best and 
greatest and foremost Presidents in the long line of our Execu- 
tives, have been compelled to resort to this practice, and always 
with gratifying results. The Senate now would reprobate what 
the best Executives have done, and in the same moment say that 
what they did was best for the country and the men they named 
were the best men in the country for the special service for which 
they were chosen. 

Why, then, should we by resolution of the Senate or by action of 
Congress compel the President to take second-best men for deli- 
cate and peculiar service? I think there is no basis for this punc- 
tilio. There is no reason for it. There is no good policy in it. 
We should continue to let the Executive take the choice of the 
whole field, and, as we can not name the men he appoints, let him 


remain free to select fit servants from the whole field and not be-| 


restricted by the action of Congress to certain classes, by our ex- 
cluding certain other classes. 

At another time, Mr. President. I will undertake to show that 
our greatest Presidents appointed Senators and Members on im- 
portant missions in temporary service, saving extra salaries, thus 
using the fittest instruments and to the honor and glory and the 
best advantage of our country. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people 
of Oklahoma, Arizona. and New Mexico to form constitutions 
and State governments and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States. 


Mr. ae Mr. President, the statehood bill has been pend- 
ing in this body and under discussion since the 10thof December, 


and it seems to me that the Senate ought to be now ready to vote 
upon it. I would be glad to have a vote if no Senator desires to 
address the Senate upon the pending bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I can not consent toa vote 
being taken. The Senator from New York [Mr. Derrw}, as the 


not concluded his remarks, and the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Kean] also, The Senator from New York is ready to pro- 


Senator from Pennsylvania will remember, has the floor and has | Tuesday. Unless there is a scheme on foot to have a junketing 





ceed any time. Heis absent at this moment, perhaps downstairs 
getting his lunch. 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection to the bill going over if the 
Senator from New York will resume his remarks after his lunch, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The bill may go over. 

Mr. QUAY. Until after lunch. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall object to taking the bill up at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is up. 

Mr. QUAY. Itis up. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is about to be laid aside; and when it is I 
shall object to its being taken up. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. QUAY. Iwas about toask unanimous consent. I have 
the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to ask unanimous consent, and 
then I will yield the floor. 

Mr. QUAY. I have the floor; and I will yield in one moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator wishes to ask unanimous con- 
sent, I will not interfere with him. 

Mr. QUAY. I wish toask unanimous consent that at 2 o’clock 
to-morrow afternoon a vote be taken upon this bill, and upon 
amendments now pending and which may then be offered, without 
further debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia asks that to-morrow afternoon at 2 o'clock the final vote be 
taken upon this bill, and on all amendments then pending and on 
amendments then offered, without further debate. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I regret that I can not oblige the Senator 
by consenting. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I ask unanimous consent that the regu- 
lar order may be informally laid aside that we may complete the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the pending bill be temporarily laid 
aside, and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. QUAY. There is no objection, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears noobjection. 
[For speeches of Mr. Kean and Mr. Derrw see Appendix. ] 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 17202) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the discussion we have had I 
am sure is not a fruitless one, and I would not proceed any fur- 
ther but for the fact that I want to make it very clear; and es- 
pecially I speak thus because of the utterances of the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. that in what I may have said 
by way of criticism of this practice and the amendment which I 
have offered I had no purpose or desire or intention or suspicion 
even to block any appointment that might be on foot under it. I 
did not know of anything of the sort; I did not suspect any- 


| thing of the sort, and therefore I did not have er of 


preventing any scheme of appointment which might 
to some Senators. 

I was dealing with the general subject as it had been illustrated 
or brought out in the very forceful speech of the Senator from 
Maine [ Mr. Hate], and after the expression of opinion and the 
assurances we have had in regard to this matter I intended never 
to press this amendment in the open Senate, and I do not now. 
It was ruled out of order, or rather it was thrown out of order, 
by the objection of the Senator from Maryland, and as I did not 
intend to renew it in the Senate the discussion might have ended 
some time ago. 

The Senator from Maryland, however, undertook a little while 
ago (and I want to say to him he is not the best lawyer in this 
body, if he did teach law in the Columbian University) to say 
that the amendment which I had offered would prevent the Presi- 
dent from appointing those perfectly well qualified men who are 
now going out at the other end of the Capitol, and some of them 
at this end, into private life. I will read it for his benefit, to 
show him that he did not catch the remotest idea from me of that 
kind: 


Provided, That in making appointments to any such commission no Sen- 
ator or Mem of the House 1 be eligible. 


Does the Senator undertake to say that that would block any 
member who has been beaten in the last election and who will 
return to ocTT life? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is he not still a member of Congress? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Bnt this does not become a law until it is 
signed. This bill has to gotoconference. Congress expires next 


agreeable 


tour by somebody whose name has already been selected out, 
there is no possibility that this 


commission will be appointed 
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within five or six days. Therefore if the Senator knows of it or 
if he is willing to make any confession I will listen to him. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator permit me a moment? _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from 
Maryland? ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think the bill might be signed to-morrow, 
and therefore these men would be ineligible. But I am always 
ready to admit that Iam a better farmer than the Senator from 
South Carolina and that he is a far better lawyer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, you had better claim that, rather than 
admit it. Anyhow, it is very clear that none of the gentlemen 
whose names have been mentioned who are now retiring to pri- 
vate life would be embraced in my amendment after the 4th of 
March. Certainly the President, if he had any desire to honor 
any of those or get their valuable services, could wait until next 


week. 

I do not intend to press this amendment, Mr. President, simply 
for the reason, as I have said, that this discussion is very fruitful; 
andif the President of the United States gives any attention to 
our proceedings here, he very clearly understands that a large 
number of us, if not an overwhelming majority, think that this 
isa bad practice, and, as the Senator from Massachusetts has 
said, it onght to be stopped by law if it can not be stopped by a 
clear understanding on the part of the Executive that the Con- 
stitution rather prohibits it. The Senate does not like it, and the 
country has millions of voters who are ready to serve on this 
commission who are just as able and patriotic as we are. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I offer an amendment, to come in on 
line 20, page 88. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of line 20, page 88: 

Provided, That hereafter it shall be unlawful to sell or otherwise deal in 
beer, wine, or other intoxicating liquors within the limits of the Capitol 
building or the grounds appertaining thereto. 

Mr. ALLISON, I make the point of order that that is general 
legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope-the Senator from Iowa will not 
insist upon the point of order. It seems to me that this is a mere 
regulation of the affairs of the Capitol. We have already a rule 
of this body which prohibits the sale of or dealing in liquor at 
this end of the Capitol, whereas in another place it is dealt in and 
used openly and, as I think, greatly to the detriment of the gen- 
eral conditions of the Capitol. 

As I said, I think this is a mere regulation and that the Senator 
ought not, under all the circumstances, which he thoroughly un- 
derstands, I think, insist on the point of order on so simple a piece 
of legislation as this. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therehave been, there are now, and there will 
be many opportunities to deal with this question. This is an ap- 
propriation billand nota bill providing for legislation, and I insist 
on the point of order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sustained. | 


Mr. CLAY. I desire to offer an amendment. On page 137, 
after the word “‘ dollars,’’ I move to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of War, through the Commissioners of the Chick- 
amauga and Chattanooga National Park, to improve the road from Crawfish 
Springs, Georgia, through the Widow Davis’s Cross-Roadsand Bailey's Cross- 
Roads, to Stevens Gap, a distance of 12 miles, $25,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CLAY. One moment. Will the chairman of the commit- 
tee pram me in just a minute to have read a letter? 

Mr. ALLISON. If it is a brief letter, certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to state that the reasons why this appro- 
priation ought to be made are fully and clearly stated in a letter 
from the chairman of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National 
Park Commission, and that this ee has also been ap- 
sroved by the Secretary of War. I ask that the letter be read. 

t is a very short one. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA 
NATIONAL PARK COMMISSION, 
Washington, January 3, 1903. 

DEAR Srp: In reply to your inquiries concerning the historical importance 
of the road from Crawfish Springs to Stevens Gap in connection with the 
establishment of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, 
I have the honor to say that this was the road over which and along which 
the main operations of the Union Army ————— battle of Chickamauga 
took place, and which is indicated upon the map herewith inclosed by dotted 
lines in blue, the distance being 12 miles. 

The corresponding road over which and along which the operations of the 
Confederate army took place previous to the battle of Chickamauga is indi- 
cated upon the map by the line on the east side of Pigeon Mountain, ex- 
tending from Lee and Gordon Mills to Lafayette, a distance of 13 miles. 

As the line of the preliminary operations of the Confederate army has 
already been improved, it would seem entirely eppronsine that the corre- 

ding line operations of the Union Army should also be improved. 


operations of both armies were of an exceedingly inter- 
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esting character and had most important bearings upon the results of the 
a of the annual maneuvers which are now contemplated from the 
national park as a general rendezvous for portions of the Regular Army and 
the National Guard of most of the States south of the Ohio and the Potomac 
and east of the Mississippi, it would seem advisable to have one important 
road along the main line of both Confederate and Union operations. The 
completion of the line now in question would accomplish this. This would 
leave various unimproved branch roads running from these main lines of 
operations into the numerous theaters of detached engagements, and thus 
i — lines of rough roads for practice over ordinary country lines 
. The right of way over this road has already been ceded to the United 
States by the State of Georgia. Itis believed that thisroad can be completed 
for the sum suggested in your proposed amendment. 

Very respectfully, 

Hon. ALEXANDER 8S. CLAY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I desire to state that when this 
amendment was introduced it was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and by the Committee on Military Affairs re- 
ferred to the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of War has 
approved the recommendation of General Boynton. The amend- 
ment was referred to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLEs] 
as a subcommittee and the Committee on Military Affairs made 
a unanimous report in favor of the adoption of the amendment; 
and, as I stated, when it came back to the Senate it was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. I do not know why the 
Committee on Appropriations rejected it. I exceedingly regret 
to know that they did. It has been approved by the Secretary of 
War, it has been approved by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and the reasons for its adoption are fully set forth in the letter 
which has just been read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I make the point of order that 
this is a road to be built in a State outside of the park at Chicka- 
mauga. Itisthe beginning ofthe construction of numerous roads 
leading into national parks. * It is pure legislation, it was not es- 
timated for, and I make the point of order against it on both those 
grounds. 

Mr. FORAKER. When this matter was considered in the 
Committee on Military Affairs we were given to understand that 
the title to the ground over which this road passes is in the United 
States. 

Mr. CLAY. That is correct, I will state to the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. We did not recommend the amendment 
without carefully considering it. It had the unanimous report of 
that committee. Thisisa part of the ground that has been ceded 
to the United States, and is a part, and a most important part, of 
that military reservation or park, whatever we are to call it. 

It is, as the letter of General Boynton has stated, the road over 
which the Union forces operated in connection with that battle. 
It was used in the preliminary operations. I donot know to what 
extent the money is to be expended for the improvement of that 
battlefield, but it seems to me that this is a most important part 
of it, and it seems so to every member of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. We had only one opinion about it. 

I do not understand that it is the entering wedge to the expen- 
diture of money for the improvement of roads generally, but that 
it is a very appropriate expenditure of money, if we are to make 
any improvement there at all. I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

It seems to me, in view of what we have done, that this is not 
new or general legislation, and that the point of order made by 
the Senator from Iowa can not properly be made against it. 

Mr. CLAY. This amendment has been approved by the War 
Department. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the fact that the State of Geor- 
gia has dedicated this road to the United States gives us no juris- 
diction. I will be responsible for the dedication of a great many 
roads to the United States if the Government will construct them. 

We have a number of national parks, and a number of propo- 
sitions are pending to build roads from different places to those 
parks and from those parks to various other places. We have 
expended, and are expending, a large sum of money for national 
parks; and to go outside of their limits certainly requires legisla- 
tion. 

This is not a new matter. It has undoubtedly been before the 
Committee on Military Affairs during this entire Congress; it 
was perfectly competent for that committee to originate legisla- 
tion for this purpose if they had regarded it as important and 
pressing, and there will be an opportunity in the next Congress 
to doso. Therefore I must insist on the point of order. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I may be misinformed or in 
error in what I said, and if so, I wish some Senator would cor- 
rect me. I understand the State of Georgia has done more than 
merely dedicate this road; that it has made an absolute cession of 
itas a part of that territory to the United States. That is my 
information. 


H. V. BOYNTON. 
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Mr. CLAY. 
matter most thoroughly with General Boynton before I intro- 
duced the amendment. I carefully examined the act of the Georgia 
legislature making this cession, and if there is any question about 
it I desire to say that I can send and get a copy of the act. 

This road has been dedicated by the legislature of the State of 
Georgia to the National Government. 


I will state, Mr. President, that I went over this 


Mr. ALLISON. 
ernment? 

Mr. CLAY. A right of way over this road has already been 
ceded to the United States by the State of Georgia. Not only is 
General Boynton in favor of making this appropriation, but the 
Secretary of War is in favor of making this appropriation. This 
road is essential to the completion of the work in connection with 
the park, and it has been recommended by the unanimous report 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Iam sure, Mr. President, that it is not simply opening the way 
to appropriations to build roads disconnected vith the National 
Government and with the work of the National Government. 

I know that the chairman of the committee wants to be just. 
This matter has been referred to the proper Department, to the 
Secretary of War, and I repeat he pee it. General Boynton, 
in charge of this park, approves this work, and the Committee 
on Military Affairs unanimously recommend this appropriation. 
So, Mr. President, it does strike me that the amendment ought 
to be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sustained. 


Has it been accepted by the National Gov- 


Mr. McCOMAS. I offer the amendment which I send to the | 


desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. It is proposed to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, as recommended 
by him, to purchase a site for a depot for the Revenue-Cutter Service at 
Curtis Creek, Maryland; and for this purpose the sum of $30,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is provided for, though not specifically 
named in the bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I withdraw the amendment, Mr. Presi- 
dent. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in the Senate and 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, I move the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in on page 111, after line 9. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 111, after line 9, it is proposed to 
insert: 

That the Commissioner of Labor be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to collect and report to Congress the statistics of and relating to mar- 
riage and divorce in the several States and Territories and in the District of 
Columbia since January 1, 1887; and to enable him to carry out this provision 
the sum of $25,000, to be available until exhausted, is hereby appropriated; 
but should this sum not besufficient the Commissioner of Labor is authorized 
to complete the investigation under the regular appropriations for the De- 
partment of Labor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WARREN. Iask now, pursuant to the notice I gave last 
night, that the Senate proceed for a few moments to the consid- 
eration of unobjected House claims bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to call up a conference 
report, which I was not able to call up when it first came over 
from the other House because of my absencé from the Senate? 
It will take but very few minutes. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish the Senator would defer asking me to 
ield. I suppose the conference report will have precedence; but 
hope I may be recognized as entitled to the floor after the pres- 

entation of the conference report. 

Mr. CULLOM. My purpose in rising, Mr. President, was to 
— that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN] was recognized. Will the Senator restate his 

nest? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I want to make this state- 
ment: I gave notice last night—which, of course, I understand is 
not absolutely binding on the Senate—that I would move this 
oe after the close of the morning business, to take up un- 
objec House claims bills on the Calendar. There are a half 





dozen or more of those bills—less than a dozen in all—none of 
which is a page long, and the whole amount they involve is not 
more than $25,000. Unless they are passed immediately it will 
be useless to take up these bills at this session of Congress, be- 
cause there is hardly time even now for the Executive to refer 
them to the various departments and receive answers therefrom. 
Ihope I may be permitted to dispose of these small measures with- 
out further delay. It would probably not take longer than ten 
minutes—certainly not fifteen—to pass such as are unobjected to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Idonot know whether my motion takes prece- 
dence over the motion of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. War- 
REN] or not; I think it ought, perhaps, but I am not familiar 
with the rule on that subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
made a motion? 

Mr. CULLOM. I attempted todo so, and if I have not already 
done so, I now move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator let me have a minute fur- 
ther? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I wish to have it distinctly 
understood, so far as the bills to which I have referred are con- 
cerned, that if we are going to let them go over now, then, of course, 
we have laid them aside for the session, and I shall not con- 
sider that it is my duty as chairman of the Committee on Claims 
to again call them up or to undertake further to secure their 

sage. Especially so since the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] has instructions by the unanimous vote of a caucus 
of Democratic Senators to antagonize these and other bills with 
some so-called trust bill. So I think itis fair to assume, if no fur- 
ther work is done by the Claims Committee and no claims bills 
passed, the responsibility therefor will rest on the other side, and 
I will expect relief from the pressure almosteconstantly applied 
from that side of the House for consideration of their claims bills. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the ratification of the Panama Canal 
treaty is more important than the claims bills to which the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming has referred. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I am going to make a mo- 
tion in my own right. I want to raise the question of considera- 
tion, Mr. President, and in order to do it, I want to say that our 
experience for the last three months proves conclusively that the 
Senate does not intend to permit a vote upon the unfinished busi- 
ness which is now before the Senate, known as the omnibus state- 
hood bill, in the shape that it came from the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Under instructions unanimously given me by the Democratic 
caucus of the Senate, I now move, Mr. President, that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 17, Order of Busi- 
ness 3030, known as the Littlefield antitrust bill, as amended by 
the Senate Committee on the Judiciary, reported favorably, and 


Has the Senator from Illinois 


| now upon the Calendar. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I think the motion to go into 
executive session takes precedence, and I insist on that motion. 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a conference report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have the floor, Mr. President, and I do 
not know how I have been taken off of it. 

Mr. HOAR. By a conference report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to add that I do not propose, if 
my motion shall prevail, that the consideration of the antitrust 
bill shall interfere in any wise at any time with any appropriation 
bill or with the consideration of the treaty. 

Mr. CULLOM. We will go on with the treaty, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is constrained to rule 
that, pending the motion to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business, the motion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] can not be entertained. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky 
will state his parliamentary nee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has a Senator no right to raise the ques- 
tion of consideration? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not in the Senate of the United 
States, as the nt occupant of the chair understands the rules. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Further inquiring for information upon 
that parliamentary question, Mr. President, is it true, or does the 
Chair hold it to be true, that the Senate by a majority vote may 
not at any time, in its own discretion, exercise its preference as 
to what measures shall be taken up for consideration? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate can do that by vot- 


ing down the motion to proceed to the consideration of executive 
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business, and then a motion to proceed to the consideration of a 
bill will be in order. ; ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I respectfully submit the question. 

Mr. CULLOM. I insist on my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. KEAN. Is that motion debatable, Mr. President? 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a question of higher privilege than the 
motion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom}]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I give notice that, as soon as this 
matter is disposed of, I shall continue to renew the motion to 
take up what is known as the Littlefield antitrust bill at every 
possible opportunity. 4 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I call up the conference report on 
the bill for the protection of the President, and ask that it be 
laid before the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I made the motion some time 
ago that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. The Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar] has 
asked that a conference report be considered pending that motion. 
Whether that is in order or not I am not able to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator withdraw 
his motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will please state 
his question of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Iunderstand a conference report takes precedence 
of a motion for an executive session or of any other motion. It 
is in the power of the Senate after the conference report is laid 
before the body to raise the question of consideration, in which 
case it is not compelled to go on with that business, but I claim 
that it is well settled that a conference report takes precedence 
of other motions, even to take a Senator off the floor in the midst 
of debate. I hope the Senator will not drive us to that extremity. 
I have been obliged to be absent from the Senate, otherwise I 
should have felt it to be my duty to present the conference report 
three or four days ago. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, if there is to be no discussion 
of the conference report, I will withdraw the motion for an execu- 
tive session to enable the Senator to bring itin. 1 want it under- 
stood, however, that as against anything else I shall insist upon 
my motion. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, I rise to a question of | 
privilege. I ask for a roll call, as I question the presence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum 
being suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. BURTON. What is the question, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A call of the roll, the want of 
a quorum having been suggested. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Deniel, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn. 
Alger, Deboe, Kean, Platt, N. Y. 
Allison, hae Kearns, Pritchard, 
Bacon, Di ingham, Lodge, Proctor, 
Bard, Dryden, McComas, Rawlins, 
Bate, Dubois, McEnery, Simmons, 
Berry, Fairbanks, Mallory, Simon, 
Blackburn, Foraker, Martin, Spooner, 
Burnham, Frye, Millard, Taliaferro, 
Burton, Gallinger, Morgan, Teller, 
Carmack, Gamble, Nelson, Vest, 

Clark, Mont. Hansbrough, Patterson, Warren, 
Clay, Harris, Perkins, Wellington. 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Pettus, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-five Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. There is a quorum present. 

The Chair determines that the Senator from. Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] could present his conference report, and that it 
would take precedence of the motion to go into executive session. 
The question of consideration would be one which could be raised, 
and then must be determined without debate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to use the authority, 
if there be any, of a conference report to interfere with what the 
Senate wants to do about this matter. I suppose there is no 
doubt that at some convenient time whoever is in charge of any- 
thing going on will see that I have an opportunity to present that 
report. I want to say that I have heretofore been unable to pre- 
sent it. It came over from the other House last Thursday, late 
in the evening. I was obliged to leave town the next day for a 
few days, and was not able, therefore, to bring it up at the 
proper time. I withdraw my motion for the present. 

r.CULLOM. Then I ask that the conference report go over, 
and I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 


| strixe out “ worship” and insert ‘educational, or charitab 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts presented his conference report? 
Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw it. It may be considered as not 
offered. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


_Mr. CULLOM. [insist upon my motion for an executive ses- 
sion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Illinois that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I want to be heard on that 
motion for a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable; 
and the Senator can not be heard upon it except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BURTON. I want to make an inquiry of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BURTON. I did not hear the motion fully. Isita motion 
to go into executive session for any particular purpose? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a motion to go into ex- 
ecutive session only. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded tothe con- 
sideration of executive business. After four hours and five min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report on the bill (H. R. 15804) making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Solem tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other 
purposes, was agreed to, and ask that the papers in connection 
with the report be retained in the Senate for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 
The motion to reconsider will be entered. 


PRIVATE CORPORATIONS IN ALASKA. 
Mr. NELSON submitted the following report: 


The committe of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 6139) to provide for the organ- 
ization of private corporations in the district of Alaska, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

Page 2, line 3, strike out ‘“‘one” and insert ‘“‘two;” line 20, after “elected,” 
insert “or appointed.” 


Page 3, line 3, after ‘‘ordinance,” insert “‘ todeclare what shall be a misde- 
| meanor and;" line 8, after “tax,” insert ‘“‘not to exceed $2 each;” line 9, 
strike out “sixty” and insert “fifty; line 13, after ‘‘ dogs,” insert “ not ex- 


’ 


ceeding $2 a year on each dog;” line 17, after “tax,” insert ‘for municipal 


yarpe ses: line 22, strike out all after ‘that’ to and including * public,” in 


ine 23, and insert ‘“‘all;” line 24, strike out “church” and py nlic;*’ line 25, 
\ © purposes shall 
be exempt from taxation.” 

Page 4, line 2, after “ tax,” insert “for municipal purposes;”’ line 17, strike 
out “such” and “as;” line 20, after “ be,” insert ** uniform and shall be.” 

Page 5, line 17, strike out “and.” 

Page 6, line 19, before “ court,” insert “ district;*’ and in line 20 strike out 
all after “ by’ to and including ‘‘ same,” in line 21, and insert *‘ said clerk.” 

Page 7, line 10, strike out “‘ and” and insert ‘shall be;”’ and line 11, strike 
out “shall be’ and insert “and.” 

Page 9, line 15, strike out “ trustees’ and insert “ directors;*’ line 27, strike 
out second “the” and insert “its;’’ and line 18, strike out “are” and insert 
“shall be.” 

Page 11, line 2, strikeout “stockholders * and insert “ stock;” line 10, strike 
out “ private.” 

Page 12, line 4, after “to,” insert “cast; line 7, after “voted,” insert “‘,”’; 
after “represented,” insert “at such election,” and line 18, strike out ‘“‘a.” 

Page 14, line 6, strike out “to the;” and line 7, strike out “stockholders” 
and insert ‘each stockholder.” 

Page 18, line 20, after “increasing,” insert “‘or diminishing.” 

Page 21, line 22, strike out “ just” and insert ‘‘actual;” line 23, after “‘char- 
acter,’ insert ‘‘, location;” and line 25, after “incurred,” insert ‘‘ and whether 
the same are secured or unsecured and the amount of each kind, and if se- 
cured, the character and kind of security;” and 

Page 22, line 1, after “ salaries,”’ insert “severally.” 

That the title of said act read as follows: “An act amending the civil code 
of Alaska, providing for the organization of private corporations, and for 
other purposes.’ And the Senate agree to the same. 

KNUTE NELSON, 

HENRY E. BURNHAM, 

T. M. PATTERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


V. WARNER, 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
F. A. McLAIN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask that the report be printed and lie on the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks that the report be printed and lie on the table. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HOAR. I present.a conference report on the bill (S. 3653) 
for the protection of the President of the United States, and for 
other purposes. I ask that it may be read. It is very brief. 
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After the reading has taken place, if any Senators desire to debate 
it, and Iam informed there is such a desire, I will not insist on 
further proceeding with it at this time. I should like to have it 
read now. 

Mr. BACON. It would not be in order for the Senate to pro- 
ceed with it except by unanimous consent, as I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it would be. 

Mr. BACON. Under the rule it would have to lie over. 

Mr. LODGE. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts presents a conference report which will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to make an inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut will state his inquiry. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire to know whether this is 
the conference report which is being read or the original bill? 

Mr. BACON. It is the conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the conference report. 

Mr. HOAR. The House substituted a new bill from beginning 
to end containing a arest many of the Senate amendments. Then 
the conferees agreed on a new draft, and that is what is being 
read. It is the most convenient possible form. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report will 
be proceeded with. . 

The reading of the report was resumed and concluded. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. ) entitled ‘An act for the 

rotection of the President of the United States, and for other purposes,” 

ving met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
end to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of said 
amendment of the House insert the following: 

“That any person who shall, within the limits of the United States or any 
place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, willfully and maliciously kill or 
cause the death of the President or Vice-President of the United States, or 
any officer thereof upon whom the powers and duties of the President have 
devolved under the Constitution and laws, shall suffer death. 

“Sxo. 2. That ony popes who shall, within the limits of the United States 
or any place subjec the jurisdiction thereof, willfully and maliciously kill 
or cause the death of any officer of the United States entitled under the Con- 
stitution and laws thereof to actas President in case of the removal, death, 
resignation, or inability of both the President and Vice-President while he is 
e in the performance of his official duties, or because of his official 
duties or character, or because of his official acts or omissions, or who by so 
killing such official shall cause such a vacancy in the office by him held at a 
time when, by the Constitution and laws of the United States, it would be 
) a ony of the person holding such office to act as President, shall suffer 

eath. : 

“Suc. 8. Thatany person who shall, within the limits of the United States 
or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, willfully and maliciously kill 
any am or or minister of a foreign state or country accredited to the 
United States, and being therein, and while engaged in the performance of 
his official duties, or because of his official character, or because of any of his 
official acts or omissions, shall suffer death. ’ 

“Sxc. 4. That any person who, within the limits of the United States or 
any place subject to the —_ thereof, willfully and maliciously at- 
tempts to commit either of the offenses defined in sections 1, 2, and 3 of this 
act shall suffer death, or, at the discretion of the court, shall be imprisoned 
at hard jabor for not less than ten years. 

“Sec. 5. That any person who, within the limits of the United States or 
any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, shall aid, abet, advise, or coun- 
sel the killing of the President or Vice-President of the United States or any 
officer thereof upon whom the pews and duties of the President may de- 
volve under the Constitution and laws, or shall conspire with any other a 
son to accomplish the same, or who shall aid, abet, advise, or counsel the kill- 
ing of the sovereign or chief magistrate of any foreign country, or shall 
a —_ any other person to accomplish the same, shall be deemed a 

rin offender. 
me Sue 6. That any person who shall willfully and knowingly aid in the 
escape of any person guilty of either of the offenses mentioned in the fore- 
going sections shall be deemed an quae after the fact, and shall be 
punished as if a principal, although the other party or parties to said offense 
shall not be indicted or convi ii ‘ 

“Sec. 7. That any i who, within the limits of the United States or 
any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, advocates or teaches the duty, 
necessity, or propriety of the unlawful killing or assaulting of one or more 
of the officers (either of specific individuals or officers generally) of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or of the government o ong Arent nation, 
because of bis or their official character, or who openly, willfully, and delib- 
erately justifies such killing or assaulting, with intent to cause the commis- 
sion of any of the offenses ified in the first eight sections of this act, shall 
be fined not more than $5,000. or imprisoned not less than one nor morc than 
twenty years, or both. 

“Sec. 8. That no person who disbelieves in or who is oapeend to all organ- 
ized government, or who isa member of or affiliated with any organization 
entertaining and teaching such disbelief in or opposition toall organized gov- 
ernment, or who advocates or teaches the duty, necessity, or propriety of the 
unlawful assaulting or killing of any officer or officers, either of specific in- 
dividuals or of officers generally, of the Government of the Uni States or 
of any other organized government, because of his or their official character, 
shall be permitted to enter the United States or any bane a’ or place sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction thereof. This section shall be enfo by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury under such rules and aon as he 1 prescribe: 
Provided, That no such person shall be allowed to enter as an imm nt. 

“That any person who knowingly aids or assists any such person to enter 
the United States or any Territory or Ea subject to the jurisdiction 
thereof, or who connives or conspires with.any person or persons to allow, 
procure, or permit any such person to en n, except pursuant to such 
rules and regulations made the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be fined 
not more than $5,000, or imprisoned for not than one nor more than five 
years, or both. 


“Sxc.9. That no person who disbelieves in or who isopposed to all organ- 
ized government, or whois a member of or affiliated with any organization 
entertaining and teaching such disbelief in or opposition to all organized gov- 
ernment, or who advocates or teaches the duty, necessity, or propriety of 
the unlawful assaulting or killing of any officer or officers, either of specific 
individuals or of officers genorally, of the Government of the United States 
or of any other organized government, because of his or their official char- 
acter, or who has violated any of the provisions of this act, shall be natural- 
ized or be made a citizen of the United States. All courtsand tribunais and 
all judges and officers thereof having jurisdiction of naturalization proceed- 
ings or duties to perform in regard thereto shall, on the final application for 
naturalization, make careful inquiry into such matters. and before issuin, 
the final order or certificate of naturalization cause to be entered of reco 
the affidavit of the applicant and of his witnesses so far as applicable, recit- 
ing and affirming the truth of every material fact requisite for naturaliza- 
tion. All final orders and certificates of naturalization hereafter made shall 
show on their face specifically that said affidavits were duly made and re- 
corded, and all orders and certificates that fail to show such facts shall be 
null and void. 

“That any person who puapeey procures naturalization in violation of 
the provisions of this section shall be fined not more than $5,000, or shall be 
imprisoned not less than one nor more than ten years, or both, and the court 
in which such conviction is had shall thereupon adjudge and declare the 
order or decree and all certificates admitting such person to ee null 
and void. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred on thecourts having j iction 
of the trial of such offense to make such adjudication. 

“That any person who knowingly aids, advises, or encourages any such 
person to apply for or to secure naturalization or to file the preliminary 
papers declaring an intent to become a citizen of the United States, or who 
in any naturalization proceeding knowingly woeenas or gives false testi- 
mony as to any mate fact, or who knowingly makes an affidavit false as 
to any material fact required to be proved in such proceeding, shall be fined 
not more than $5,000, or impriso not less than one nor more than ten 
years, or both. 

“The foregoing provisions concerning naturalization shall not be in force 
until ninety days after the approval hereof.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

GEORGE F. HOAR 


CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JOHN J. JENKINS, 

JESSE OVERSTREET, 

DAVID A. DE ARMOND. 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that the report be printed also asa 
bill. It seems to be a new bill. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; it is practically a new bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be so printed. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be printed as a bill as well as in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the report may be printed as a bill. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to make an observation which will take 
but half a minute. I understand that the rule that a report must 
lie over for one day does not apply to conference reports. 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator from Massachusetts is cor- 
rect. I was incorrect in my former statement. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not my purpose to ask the Senate to go on 
with the consideration of the report now, if the Senator from 
Georgia and perhaps other Senators desire to debate it, and I 


understand they do. 
Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. The Senator is correct in that under- 
standing. 


Mr. HOAR. So I will not ask to have the matter proceeded 
with further at this time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 
27, 1903, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 26, 1908. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Nelson F. Handy, of Colorado, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Denver, in the State of Colorado, to succeed Charles 
H. Brickenstein, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Frank L. Campbell, of Ohio, now serving as Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Interior, to be Assistant Attorney-General, vice Wil- 
lis Van Devanter, appointed United States circuit judge for the 
eighth judicial circuit. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Melville W. Miller, of Lafayette, Ind., to be Assistant Secre- 

tary of the Interior, vice Frank L. Campbell. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Lucius A. Wright, of California, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Mission Tule River Agency in California, his term having 
expired. (Reappointment. ) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

1. Passed Assistant Paymaster William T. Gray, to be a pay- 
masterin the Navy from the 19th day of January, 1903, vice Pay- 
master Livingston Hunt, promoted. 
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2, Medical Inspector James R. Waggener, to be a medical 
director in the Navy from the 20th day of January, 1903, vice 
Medical Director George F. Winslow, retired. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Miss Annie M. Long, of Oregon, to be receiver of public moneys 

at The Dalles, Oreg., vice Otis Patterson, term expired. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Michael T. Nolan, of Oregon, to be register of the land office at 
The Dalles, Oreg., vice Jay P. Lucas, term expired. 
POSTMASTERS, 
IDAHO. 
William D. Hardwick, to be postmaster at Nezperce,in the 
county of Nez Perces and State of Idaho. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1903. ena 


John C. Campbell, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Iowa, in place of John C, Campbell. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

James M. Carl, to be postmaster at Lone Tree, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January 

ons 
1 KANSAS. 

W. P. Bosworth, to be postmaster at Paola, in the county of 
Miami and State of Kansas, in place of William D. Greason. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 19, 1902. 

John P. Harris, to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Kansas, in place of John P. Harris. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1903. 

Asbury L. McMillan, to be postmaster at Stafford, in the county 
of Stafford and State of Kansas, in place of George W. Fort. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 1903. 

MICHIGAN. 

Sidney E. Lawrence, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county 
of Lenawee and State of Michigan, in place of Charles Steuer- 
wald. Incumbent’s commission expired February 21, 1903. 

NEBRASKA. 

Dennis H. Cronin, to be postmaster at O'Neill, in the county of 
Holt and State of Nebraska, in place of Dennis H. Cronin, In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 16, 1903. 

NEW JERSEY. 

William S. Jackson, to be postmaster at Belmar, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in place of William S. 
Jackson. Incumbent’s commission expired July 7, 1902. 


Marcellus L. Jackson, to be postmaster at Hammonton, in the | 


county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey, in place of Marcellus 
L. Jackson. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 
NEW YORK. . 

Harrold R, Every, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Greene and State of New York, in place of Harrold R. Every. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1903. 

David G. Montross, to be postmaster at Peekskill, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, in place of David G. 
Montross. Incumbent’s commission expired February 21, 1903. 

John A. Raser, to be postmaster at Harrison, in the county of 


Westchester and State of New York. Office became Presidential | 


July 1, 1902. 
OHIO. 

Edward J, Lewis, to be postmaster at Girard, in the county of 
Trumbull and State of Ohio, in place of Edward J. Lewis. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Harry K. Frontz, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the county 
of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Samuel M. 
Rhone. Incumbent’s commission expires March 8, 1903. 


James E. Hunter, to be postmaster at Turtle Creek, in the | 
a of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Wil- | 


liam L. Hunter, removed. 

James 8. Kennedy, to be postmaster at Grove City, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in place of James S. 
Kennedy. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

John Lutz, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county of Bed- 
ford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Solomon S. Metzger. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 25, 1899. 

Frank A. Moesta, to be postmaster at Kittanning, in the county 
of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Frank A. 
Moesta. Incumbent’s commission expired February 20, 1903. 

Frank G. Sairs, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Frank G. Sairs. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

RHODE ISLAND. 
James E. Bowen, to be postmaster at Central Falls, in the 


county of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in place of | 


James E. Bowen. Incumbent’s commission expired June 23, 1902. 
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SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Evan J. Edwards, to be postmaster at Bowdle, in the county of 
Edmunds and State of South Dakota, in place of Evan J. Ed- - 
wards. Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 

TEXAS. 

William McManis, to be postmaster at Baird, in the county of 
Callahan and State of Texas, in place of William McManis. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 6, 1903. 

Erwin W. Owen, to be postmaster at Eagle Pass, in the county 
of Maverick and State of Texas, in place of Erwin W. Owen. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 

Henry J. Veltmann, to be postmaster at Brackettville, in the 
county of Kinney and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1903. 

Louis Weete, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Colorado and State of Texas, in place of Louis Weete. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 27, 1903. 

VIRGINIA, 

H. B. Nichols, to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Virginia, in place of John R. Waddy, de- 
ceased. 

WEST VIRGINIA, 

Edwin H. Flynn, to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county of 
Roane and State of West Virginia, in place of Cyrus A. Crislip. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1903. 

WISCONSIN. 

Thomas Hughes, to be postmaster at Beaver Dam, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Wisconsin, in place of Thomas Hughes. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

Charles Kinnach, to be postmaster at Cudahy,in the county of 
Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin, in place of Michael J. Madden, 
removed. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 26, 1903. 
CONSUL. 
Horace L. Worcester, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the 
United States at Saltillo, Mexico. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
Matthew Kyle, of Nevada, to be surveyor-general of Nevada. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Bruce Wilcox, of Alliance, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at Alliance, Nebr. 
MARSHAL. 


Dewey C. Bailey, of Colorado, to be United States marshal for 
the district of Colorado. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Brig. Gen. Henry C. Merriam, United States Army, retired, to 


| be major-general, United States Army, February 19, 1903. 


Medical Department. 
1. Charles Franklin Craig, of Connecticut, to be assistant sur- 
geon with the rank of first lieutenant, February 18, 1903. 
2. William Phythian Banta, of Kentucky, to be assistant sur- 


| geon with the rank of first lieutenant, February 18, 1903. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Pay Department. 
Maj. William F. Tucker, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster- 


| general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 19, 1903. 


Corps of Engineers. 

Lieut. Col. Oswald H. Ernst, Corps’of Engineers, to be colonel, 
February 20, 1903. 

Maj. Daniel W. Lockwood, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 20, 1903. 

Infantry Arm. 

Lieut. Col. Albert L. Myer, Eleventh Infantry, to be colonel, 
February 23, 1903. 

Maj. Alfred Reynolds, United States Infantry, inspector-general, 
to be lieutenant-colonel, February 23, 1903. 

Lieut. Col. Owen J. Sweet, Twenty-first Infantry, to be colonel, 
February 18, 1903. 

Maj. Cornelius Gardener. Thirteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 18, 1903. 

Capt. William Black, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be major, 
February 18, 1903. 

First Lieut. Berkeley Enochs, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, February 18, 1903. 

Ordnance Department. 


1. Lieut. Col. Frank H. Phipps, Ordnance Department, to be 
colonel, February 17, 1903. 


2706 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 26, 





2. Lieut. Col. James W. Reilly, Ordnance Department, to be 
colonel, February 18, 1903. 

83. Maj. John Pitman, Ordnance Department, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 17, 1903. 

4. Maj. Charles Shaler, Ordnance Department, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 18, 1903. 

5. Capt. Orin B. Mitcham, Ordnance Department, to be major, 
February 17, 1903. 

6. Capt. Henry D. Borup, Ordnance Department, to be major, 
February 18, 1903. 

7. First Lieut. Samuel Hof, Ordnance Department, to be cap- 
tain, February 17, 1903. 

Quartermaster’s Department. 


Lient. Col. Charles A. H. McCauley, deputy quartermaster- 
general, to be assistant quartermaster-general with the rank of 
colonel, Febrnary 24, 1903. 

Maj. Theodore E. True, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general with rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 24, 1903. 

Capt. John T. Knight, quartermaster, to be quartermaster with 
rank of major, February 24, 1903. 

Cavalry Arm. 

Lieut. Col. Eugene D. Dimmick, Second Cavalry, to be colonel, 
February 22, 1903. 

Maj. Samuel L. Woodward, First Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 22, 1903. 
an 4 Joseph A. Gaston, Eighth Cavalry, to be major, February 

~, 1903. 

First Lieut. Lanning Parsons, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain, 
February 22, 1903. 

Artillery Corps. 


Lieut. Col. George G. Greenough, Artillery Corps, to be colo- 
nel, February 21, 1903. 

Maj. Peter Leary, jr., Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
February 21, 1903. 
as tie James C. Bush, Artillery Corps, to be major, February 
21, 1903. 


POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. 


George F. Hirsch, to be postmaster at Longbeach, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. 
Eri Huggins, to be postmaster at Fort Bragg, in the county of 
Mendocino and State of California. 
George D. Cunningham, to be postmaster at Riverside, in the 
county of Riverside and State of California. 
Warren A. Woods, to be postmaster at Suisun City, in the 
county of Solano and State of California. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Charles A. Keyes, to be postmaster at Southington, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 
IDAHO. 
Sophia Davis, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of | 
Canyon and State of Idaho. 
Burt Venable, to be postmaster at Payette, in the county of | 
Canyon and State of Idaho. 
John W. Peters, to be Sete at Rathdrum, in the county 
of Kootenai and State of Idaho. 
Arthur P, Hamley, to be postmaster at Kendrick, in the county 
of Latah and State of Idaho. 
Amy C. Reiley, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the parish of 
East Feliciana and State of Louisiana. 
H. C. Edwards, to be postmaster at Marksville, in the parish 
of Avoyelles and State of Louisiana. 
Bernard Isaacs, to be postmaster at Gueydan, in the parish of 
Vermilion and State of Louisiana. 
Joseph T. Labit, to be postmaster at Abbeville, in the parish 
of Vermilion and State of Louisiana. 
Henry C. Ray, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the parish of 
Ouachita and State of Louisiana. 
Raoul J. Bienvenu, to be postmaster at St. Martinville, in the 
parish of St. Martin and State of Louisana. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Harry C. Thomas, to be postmaster at East Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN. 
Frank W. Clark, to be tmaster at Lake Odessa, in the county 
of Ionia and State of Michigan. 
Joseph L. Baird, to be postmaster at Marine City, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Michigan. 
NEVADA. 
James C. Doughty, to be postmaster at Tuscarora, in the county 
of Elko and State of Nevada. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Walter W. Mason, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Charles C. Cowperthwait, to be postmaster at Mount Holly, in 
the county of Burlington and State of New Jersey. 
William B. Singleton, to be postmaster at Toms River, in the 
county of Ocean and State of New Jersey. 
Charles Walton, to be postmaster at Woodbury, in the county 
of Gloucester and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 


Chauncey E. Argersinger, to be postmaster at Albany, in the 
county of Albany and State of New York. 

Alfred G. Boshart, to be postmaster at Lowville, in the county 
of Lewis and State of New York. 

Horace L. Burrill, to be postmaster at Weedsport, in the county 
of Cayuga and State of New York. 

Herbert B. Easton, to be postmaster at Cattaraugus, in the 
county of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

Edward L. Nolan, to be postmaster at Chateaugay, in the 
county of Franklin and State of New York. 

Frank R. Utter, to be postmaster at Friendship, in the county 
of Allegany and State of New York. 

Charles I. Purdy, to be postmaster at Marlboro, in the county 
of Ulster and State of New York. 

Charles B. Ball, to be postmaster at Montour Falls, in the 
county of Schuyler and State of New York. 

Joseph E. Cole, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
Wyoming and State of New York. 

Genevieve French, to be postmaster at Sag Harbor, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. 

Louis Lafferrander, to be postmaster at Sayville, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York. 

Eli B. Black, to be postmaster at Whitney Point, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York. 

OHIO. 


Otis T. Locke, to be postmaster at Tiffin, in the county of Seneca 
and State of Ohio. 
John Washington, to be postmaster at Sabina, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Ohio. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Merrick Davidson, to be postmaster at Emlenton, in the county 
of Venango and State of Pennsylvania. 
Warren B. Masters, to be postmaster at Jersey Shore, in the 


| county of Lycoming-and State of Pennsylvania. 


Jesse Ransberry, to be postmaster at East Stroudsburg, in the 


| county of Monroe and State of Pennsylvania. 


Charles W. Oberg, to be postmaster at Mount Jewett, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 

Joseph I. Latimer, to be postmaster at New Bethlehem, in the 
county of Clarion and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frank H. McCully, to be postmaster at Osceola Mills, in the 
county of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. 

William A. Boyd, to be postmaster at Sandy Lake, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 

Barnett C. Fretts, to be postmaster at Scottdale, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

John T. Palmer, to be postmaster at Stroudsburg, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Pennsylvania. 

David P. Hughes, to be postmaster at East Mauch Chunk, in 
the county of Carbon and State of Pennsylvania. 

TENNESSEE. 


James M. Pardue, to be postmaster at Sweetwater, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Tennessee. 
TEXAS. 
J. Allen Myers, to be postmaster at Bryan, in the county of 
Brazos and State of Texas. 
VIRGINIA, 
James Carter, to be postmaster at Chatham, in the county of 
Pittsylvania and State of Virginia. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
James B. Campbell, to be postmaster at New Cumberland, in the 
county of Hancock and State of West Virginia. 
James H. Dunn, tu be postmaster at Sutton, in the county of 
Braxton and State of West Virginia. 
Alice Keller, to be postmaster at Romney, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of West Virginia. 
WISCONSIN. 
Arthur W. James, to be postmaster at Waukesha, in the county 
of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin. 
Eldon D. Woodworth, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the 


county of Pierce and State of Wisconsin, 








1903. 


William H. Johnson, to be postmaster at Berlin, in the county 
of Green Lake and State of Wisconsin. 

Ira P. Coon, to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county of 
Waushara and State of Wisconsin. 

James W. Meiklejohn to be postmaster at Waupon, in the 
county of Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin. 

Anah Crocker to be postmaster at Spooner, in the county of 
Washburn and State of Wisconsin. 

Leonard H. Kimball to be postmaster at Neenah, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of Wisconsin. 

Cyrus C. Glass, to be postmaster at River Falls, in the county 
of Pierce and State of Wisconsin. 

Frank H. Marshall, to be postmaster at Kilbourn, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Wisconsin. 

Samuel W. Everson, to be postmaster at Lodi, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Wisconsin. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THuRSDAY, February 26, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk willread the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point of order 
that no quorum is present. The rules require that a quorum shall 
appear before the Journal is read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count the House. 

After the count, 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and sixty-one members are pres- 
ent—not a quorum. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move a call of the House 

The SPEAKER (having put the question), The ayes have it. 
A call of the House is ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand a division. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make the point of order that the demand 
is dilatory, and comes too late. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had announced the result. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I was on my feet in time, 
but in consequence of the disorderI could not be heard. [ demand 
a division. 

Mr. DALZELL. Too late. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is not too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late, but will enter- 
tain the demand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I could not have made the 
demand more promptly. I pledge my word—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled that he will give the 
division, although he thinks the call was too late. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question again. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll; those in favor of 
the motion fora call of the House will vote “‘ aye;’’ contrary opin- 
ion, ** no,” 

The Clerk began to call the roll. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (interrupting the call). Mr. 
Speaker, we can not hear what is going on at the desk. I ask 
for order. I could not hear the announcement of the Chair as to 
the response of members. I understood the Chair to say that 
gentlemen would vote ‘‘ aye” or ‘‘no.’’ Should not the response 
be “* present’’ on a call of the House? I want to hear the state- 
ment of the Chair as to what the motion is. I could not hear it. 

The SPEAKER. This is a motion for a call of the House. 
Those in favor of the motion will vote ‘‘aye;’’ those opposed, 
will vote ‘‘no.”? The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 239, nays 0, 
answered ‘‘ present’’ 18, not voting 94; as follows: 


YEAS—239. 

Adams, Brandegee, Capron, Dahle, 
Alexander, Breazeale, Cassel, Dalzell, 
Allen, Ky. Brick, Clark, Darragh, 
Allen, Me, Bristow, Clayton, Davey, La. 
Babcock, Brown, Cochran, Davidson, 
Ball, Del. Brownlow, Conner, Davis, Fla. 
Ball, Tex, Brundidge, Coombs, De Armond, 
Bankhead, Burgess, Cooper, Tex. Dick, 
Barney, Burk, Pa, Cooper, Wis. Dinsmore, 
Bartholdt, Burke, 8. Dak. Corliss, Dougherty, 
Bartlett, Burkett, Cousins, Douglas, 
Bates, Burleigh, Cowherd, + Draper. 
Benton, Burleson, Cromer, Driscoll, 
Bilimeyer, , eee pwight, 

shop, utler, Pa. Jrumpacker, cmerson, 
Boreing, Caldwell, Currier, *h, 

wersock, Candler, Curtis, Feely, 

e, Cannon, Cushman, Finley, 


Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 
Fletcher, 
Flood, 
Foerderer, 
Foss, 

Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
Gaines, W. Va. 


Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 


Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glass, 

Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
=e, 


Hil 

Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howell, 
Hull, 
Jack, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, 


Jones, Wash, 
Joy, 


Adamson, 
Bell, 
Boutell, 
Cassingham, 
Deemer, 


Acheson, 
Aplin, 
Beidler, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Brantley, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 
Burnett. 
Butler, Mo. 
Calderhead, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Creamer, 
Dayton, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Evans, 
Fleming, 
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Kitchin, Wm. W. 
 Naconeny 
napp, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Landis, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lossler, 
Lester, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Lewis, Pa. 
Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
Little, 
Littlefield, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
Long, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McAndrews, 
McCall, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McLachlan, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Metcalf, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 


Moon, 

Morris, 

Mudd, 
Needham, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 

Pierce, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Pugsley, 
Randell, Tex. 
Reeves, 

Reid, 

Rhea, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Rixey, 

Re I yt , 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 

Ryan, 
Searborough, 
Scott, 
Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Showalter, 


Miller, Sibley, 
Minor, Sims, 
Moody, Slayden, 
Kern, Small, 
Kitchin, Claude Smith, I. 
NAYS—0. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—18. 
Dovener, Mann, 
Eddy, Maynard, 
Jones, Va. Pearre, 
Kahn, Prince, 
McCleary, Sherman, 


NOT VOTING—94. 


Fordney, 
Foster, Il. 
Fox, 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gibson, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Green, Pa. 
*Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Hanbury, 
Haugen, 
Hay, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Miss. 
Hildebrant, 
Holliday, 
Hooker, 
Hughes, 
Irwin, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jett, 

Kehoe, 


Ketcham, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Lassiter, 
Lever, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
Mahon, 
Meyer, La. 
Mondell, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Moss, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Nevin, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Perkins, 
Pou, 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder, 
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Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, S. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 

Stark, 

Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sualloway, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thompson, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Weeks, 

Wiley, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young, 

Zenor. 





Sulzer, 
Tirrell, 
White. 


Roberts, 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 


Schirm, 

Selby, % 
Shafroth, . 
Skiles, 

Southwick, 

Spight, 


Stewart, N. J. 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 
Tompkins, N. ¥. 
Underwo od, 
Vandiver, 
Wanger, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, 
Wooten. 


So a call of the House was ordered. 

Mr. ADAMSON (who had voted in the affirmative). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
W ANGER, voted? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Then I desire to withdraw my vote, as Iam 
paired with that gentleman, and wish to be recorded “ pres- 
ent.’’ 

Mr. BOUTELL (who had voted in the affirmative). Mr. 
Speaker, I wish to inquire whether the gentleman from Georgia, 
Mr. Griaas, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Then I desire to withdraw my vote and be 
recorded ‘* present.”’ 

The following pairs were announced: 

For the session: 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. DayTON with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 

Mr. MORRELL with Mr. GReEn of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. Maynarp. 

Mr. MANN with Mr. Jerr. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CassInGHAM, 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MuTCHLER. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Mr. BourEe.y. with Mr. Griaas. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr, Tarte. 
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Until further notice: 

Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. DOVENER with Mr. BROUSSARD, 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. PRINCE with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. BiInGHAM with Mr. ELLiorrT. 

Until Monday: 

Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. Foster of Dlinois, 
Until Friday: 

Mr. Scort with Mr. JAcKSON of Kansas. 

For the day: 

Mr. MONDELL with Mr. Wooren. 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. Patrerson of Tennessee, 
Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. NAPHEN, 
Mr. IRWIN with Mr. McLarn. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Norton, 

Mr. HuGuHEs with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. HoLumpay with Mr. LASssITER. 

Mr. HAvuGEN with Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. Gituet of New York with Mr. TALBERT. 
Mr. Hansury with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 
Mr. ForRDNEY with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Epwarps. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CREAMER. 

Mr. BuLL with Mr. BuTLEerR of Missouri, 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. McCLeary with Mr. NEwWLANDS. 

Mr. MorGANn with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. NEVILLE. 

Mr. REEDER with Mr. Rosrnson of Nebraska. 
Mr. ScurrM with Mr. SELBY. 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. VANDIVER. 
Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. Swann. 

Mr. Tompkins of New York with Mr. Spicurt. 
Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. Conry. 

Mr. WatTSON with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. KetTcuam with Mr. Gargs of Tennessee. 
For the vote: 


Mr. GILL with Mr. Hooker. 
Mr. Gipson with Mr. Hay. 
Mr. 


PERKINS with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 


Mr. NEVIN with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. Roserts with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. BELL. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with all pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
a — New York to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call. 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
RicHARDSON of Tennessee, there were—ayes 137, noes 78. 

- r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
tellers. 

a PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that that is 
ilatory. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What is the ruling of the 
Chair? 

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman demands tellers 
and I make the point that that is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then, Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand the yeas and nays, a constitutional right. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
mn f —_ New York to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 233, nays 7, an- 
swered “ present ’’ 22, not voting 89; as follows: 


YEAS—233. 

Adams, Breazeale, Capron, Darragh, 
Alexander, Brick, Cassel, Davey, La, 
Allen, Ky. Bristow, Clark, Dovilcon 
Allen, Me. Brown Clayton, Davis, Fla, 
Aplin, Brownlow, Cochran, Dick, 
Babcock, Bull, Conner, Dinsmore, 
Ball, Del. anyone, Coombs, Dougherty, 
Ball, Tex. Burk, Pa. Cooper, Wis. Douglas, 
Barney, Burke, 8. Dak. Corli Draper 
Bartholdt, Burkett, Cousins, Driscoll, 

tes, Burleigh, Creamer, Dwight, 
Bellamy, Burleson, Cromer, Emerson, 
Benton, Burton, Crumpacker, ; 
Billmeyer, Butler, Mo. Currier, Feely, 
Bishop, Butler, Pa. Curtis, Fitzgerald, 
Boreing, Caldwell, Cushman, Flanagan, 
Bowersock, Candler, Dahle, Fletcher, 
Bowie, Cannon, Dalzell, Flood, 


Foerderer, Kehoe, Moon, Smith, 8. W. 
Fordney, Kern, Morris, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Foss, Kitchin, Claude Mudd, pnedgrans, 
Foster, Vt. Kluttz, Needham, Snook, 
Gaines, W. Va. Knapp, Nevin, Southard 
Gardner, Mass. Kyle, Newlands, Southwick, 
Gardner, Mich. Lacey, Olmsted, Sparkman, 
Gardner,N.J. Lamb, Otjen, Sperry. 
Gibson, Landis, Overstreet, Stark, 
Gilbert, Latimer, Padgett, Steele, 
Gill, Lawrence, Palmer, Stephens, Tex. 
Gillet, N. Y. Lessler, Parker, Stevens, Minn. 
Gillett, Mass. Lester, Patterson, Pa. Stewart, N. Y. 
Goldfogle, Lever, Payne, Storm, 
Graff, Lewis, Ga. Pearre, Sulloway, 
Graham, Lewis, Pa. Pierce, Tate, 
Greene, Mass. Lindsay, Powers, Me. Tawney, 
Grosvenor, Littauer, Powers, Mass. Tayler, Ohio 
Grow, Little, Randell, Tex. Thayer, 
Hamilton, Littlefield, Reeder, Thomas, Iowa 
Hanbury, Livingston, Reeves, Thomas, N.C. 
Haskins, Lloyd, Rhea, qoomapeon, 
Haugen, 1204, Rixey, Tompkins, Ohio 
Hay, Loudenslager, Robb, Trimble, 
Heatwole, Lovering, Roberts, Van Voorhis, 
Hedge, McCall, Robinson, Ind. Vreeland, 
Hemenway, McCleary, Russell, Wachter, 
Henry, Conn. McClellan, Ryan, Wadsworth, 
Hepburn, McCulloch, arborough, Warner, 
Hill, McLachlan, scott, Warnock, 
Hitt, Mahon, Shackleford, Weeks, 
Holliday, Marshall, Shattuc, Wiley, 
Howard, Martin, Shelden, Williams, TL 
Howell, Mercer Sheppard, Wilson, 
Hull, Metcalf, Showalter, Woods, 
Jack, ey. Si Wright, 
Jackson, Md. Miers, Ind. Small, Young, 
Jenkins, Miller, Smith, Ml. Zenor. 
Johnson, Minor, Smith, Iowa 
Jones, Wash. Mondell, Smith, Ky. 
Joy, Moody, Smith, H. C. 
NAYS—7. 

Brandegee, De Armond, Jones, Va. Vandiver. 
Cowherd, Hooker, Rucker, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—22. 
Adamson, Dayton, Mann, Slayden, 
Bartlett, Deemer, Maynard, Sulzer, 
Bell, Dovener, Prince, Tirrell, 
Boutell, Elliott, Richardson, Tenn. Underwood. 
Brundidge, Kahn, * Robertson, La. 
Cassingham, Kitchin,Wm.W. Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—89. 

Acheson, Fowler, McAndrews, Schirm, 3 
Bankhead, Fox, McDermott, Selby, 
Beidler, Gaines, Tenn. McLain, Shafroth, 
Belmont, Glass, McRae, Shallenberger, 
Bingham, Glenn, Maddox, Sibley, 
Blackburn, Gooch, Mahoney, Skiles, 
Blakeney, Gordon, Meyer, La, Spight, 
Brantley, Green, Pa Morgan, Stewart, N. J. 
Bromwell, Griffith, Morrell, Sutherland, 
Broussard, Griggs, Moss, Swann, 
Burnett, Henry, Miss. Mutchler, Swanson, 
Calderhead, penry. Tex. Naphen, Talbert, 
Connell, Hildebrant, Neville, Taylor, Ala. 
Conry, Hopkins, Norton, Tompkins, N. Y¥. 
Cooney, Hughes, Patterson, Tenn. Wanger, 
Cooper, Tex. Irwin, Perkins, Watson, 
Crowley, Jackson, Kans. Pou, Wheeler, 
Eddy, Jett, Pugsley, White. 
Edwards, Ketcham, Ransdell, La. Williams, Miss. 
Evans, Kleberg, Reid, Wooten. 
Finley, Knox, Richardson, Ala. 
aero: Lassiter, Robinson, Nebr. 
Foster, Il. ud, Ruppert, 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the vote: 

Mr. Eppy with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Mappox. t 
Mr. Loup with Mr. McRAg. i 
Mr. Srstey with Mr. FIniery. 
. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. Rein, 

. Moss with Mr. Puas.ey. 

. WARNER with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 

. BEIDLER with Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama, 

. CALDERHEAD with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 

Mr. Bouts. with Mr. Griaes. 

So the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call was agreed to. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, my colleague from Indi- 
ana | Mr. GrirriTH] is sick, and I desire to have him excused—— 

The SPEAKER. These statements are not allowable at this 
time. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. May I not have him excused for a 
— of days? 

The SPEAKER. Not at this stage of the proceedings. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Further oe under the call of the 
House are dispensed with. e doors will be opened by the offi- 
— - the House. The Clerk will cause the Journal to be read 
in full. 


a 
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The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday. f 

During the reading, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. I understood the Speaker to order the Clerk to read 
the Journal in full. I note that the Clerk has not read the con- 
ference report that was ordered to be printed, and should bea 
part of the Journal as well as the REcorp. 

The SPEAKER. If the Clerk has omitted any part of the Jour- 
nal he will correct it by reading itnow. The Clerk assures the 
Chair that he has not omitted a word. 

Mr. PAYNE. Regular order. I call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that the Clerk is reading the Journal, not the 
RECORD. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the conference report should be a 
part of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the case. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the Journal to and in- 
cluding the statement of the adjournment of the House. 

The or Without objection, the Journal will stand 
approved, 

"oe Payne, Mr. RicHAaRDSON of Tennessee, and Mr. UNDER- 
WooD rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that the Journal as read 
stand approved. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the Journal as read stand approved. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
the Journal has not been read yet. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman point out that has 
not been read? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The reports of committees 
on public bills and resolutions, and the presentation of public 
bills and resolutions, a number of them, which should be in the 
Journal if they are not; bills that are regularly introduced and 
referred. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, of course the bills as introduced 
do not appear in the Journal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why not? 

Mr. PAYNE. It would be ridiculous toput them there. They 
are on the files of the House and they are referred to intelligently 
in the Journal. I make this motion, Mr. Speaker, for two rea- 
sons, 
— gentlemen in the House to delay the proceedings of the 

ouse 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
entirely. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule upon this. 


Mr. Speaker, I submit that 





Oh, well, that is gratuitous, 





Tt is 





Mr. PAYNE. I wish to say a word on my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say a word about this 
objection. In the early history of the Congress gentlemen were 
not allowed to change a vote in the Journal; but it has become 
more and more liberalized until it has become an absolute right 
to have it corrected and has been so treated where he is wrong- 
fully recorded, and so it will be corrected in this case. The gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. HAY. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman asked unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. It does not matter in what form he puts it; 
he gets the facts before the House; and on the statement he is 
certainly entitled to have his vote corrected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker- 

Mr. PAYNE. As I was saying when interrupted 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman 
to demand the previous question. He certainly can not debate 
that. 

Mr. PAYNE. He has not demanded the previous question. 

Mr, DALZELL. He did not demand the previous question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Those were his words. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was proceeding to debate my motion when 
the gentleman from Tennessee made his point of order to the 
Chair that the bills, and so forth, should be read, and I replied 
to that that there was no rule for the reading of the bills. It 
seems he meant the titles of the bills as they appear in the Jour- 
nal. I supposed they had all been read, and therefore made my 
reply to that suggestion. I have not yet demanded the previous 
question, but I shall do so; I will inform the gentleman in my 
own time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
from the gentleman. 
him. Much obliged. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know whether it would sink in. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would not go to the 








I need no information 
I could not get much information from 


| gentleman from New York to get it. and would be disposed to 


think that I would be disappointed if I expected to be informed 
by him. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I make this motion for two 
reasons. As I said before, one is that it appears to be the dispo- 
sition upon the part of some gentlemen to delay the consideration 


| of matters before the House, and if I did not make that motion I 
| have no doubt but what there would be numerous corrections of 


One is that there is an evident intention on the part of cer- | 


the Journal to be made, probably with a yea-and-nay vote, and 
all that sort of thing. Another thing, Mr. Speaker, I believe the 
Journal to be correct. Usually we have found the Journal to be 
correct, and seldom find any errors in it. There seems to be no 
disposition on the part of any gentleman to question its correct- 


| ness except in the instance of the gentleman from Texas. 


quite true that these addenda at the close of the Journal have not | 


been read in practice, but the Chair thinks that they are such 
part of the Journal that they will have to be read if the reading 
is demanded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the addenda. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading. 

Mr. PAYNE and Mr. RUSSELL rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. I renew my motion that the Journal as read 
stand approved. 

_The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask if the gentleman will 
yield for a moment to hear the statement of the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I desire to ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Speaker, for a correction of the Record on page 2816, 

Mr. PAYNE. Of the Recorp? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. This is the Journal. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Well, both. The same mistake occurs in 
both. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FowLer] made 
a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, for the considera- 
tion of House bill 16228. Upon the point of order being made by 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] that there was no 
quorum, the Speaker ordered a call of the House and instructed 
us that those who favored going into the Committee of the Whole 
House should vote *‘ aye,”’ those opposed ‘‘no.”” Now, I am pub- 
lished in the RecorD, on page 2817, as having voted ‘‘ aye,’ when 
I in reality voted ‘‘no.”’ I ask unanimous consent that the 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
yield to me for a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If the gentleman says the Journal 
is correct, I want to ask the gentleman from New Yorkif he 
does not believe that the rules governing this House require con- 
ference reports shall be entered upon the Journal? 

Mr. PAYNE. In answer to the gentleman in regard to that I 
will say that the rule provides that conference reports must be 
presented to the House and printed in the Recorp. The rule 
says printed in the Recorp. That was done in this case. The 
rule says the report shall be printed in the ReEcorD, and then the 
rule further provides that after it has been embalmed in the 
RECORD, in twenty-four hours thereafter it may be called up in 
the House and action had in the House, and when action is taken 


Will the gentleman from New York 


| by the House it appears in the Journal, and that appears to have 
| been done with the conference reports that were called up yester- 


Recorp and Journal be corrected so as to conform to this state 


of facts. 

The SPEAKER. That correction will be made according to the 
statement of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HAY. I object. 


day. They were brought up for discussion in the House, acted 
upon in the House, and they appear in the Journal in full, as they 
should appear. Eut when the report is simply brought into the 
House, introduced and filed for the purpose of being printed 
under the rule, there is no rule of the House, and there is no rule 
of common sense, that would require it to be entered on the 
Journal. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
the rules. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I do not yield forthe gentleman to read the 
rules. I am thoroughly familiar with them. I now move the 
previous question on my motion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the 
Recorp. So far as a vote is concerned, the gentleman }! con- 


Let me read one paragraph from 


nas 


| sumed ten minutes in debate and proposes to cut off all debate. 


| 


TheSPEAKER. This isalloutof order. The gentleman from 


New York has demanded the previous question. 








Mr. PAYNE. Regular order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Division. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
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So the motion to order the previous question was agreed to, 
The following pairs were announced: 

On this vote: 

Mr. Knox with Mr. FInuey. 

Mr. Wa. ALDEN SmirH with Mr. Jonzs of Virginia. 


Mr. McLACHLAN with Mr. CowHERD. 
Mr. LANbIs with Mr. CLAYTON, 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 46, an- 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays; 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


swered ‘‘ present’’ 15, not voting 133; as follows: 


YEAS—157. 
Acheson, Dick, Jackson, Md. Powers, Me. 
Adams, Douglas, Jenkins, Powers, Mass, 
Alexander, Draper, Jones, Wash. Reeder, 
Allen, Me. Driscoll, Joy, Reeves, 
Aplin, Dwight, Knapp, Roberts, 
Babcock, Eddy, Kyle, Shattuc, 
Ball, Del. Emerson, Lacey, Shelden, 
Barney, Esch, Latimer, Showalter, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Lawrence, Sibley, 
Bates, Foerderer, Lessler, Smith, Ml. 
Bishop, Fordney, Lewis, Pa. Smith, Iowa 
Blackburn, Foas, Littauer, Smith, H.C. 
Boreing, Foster, Vt Littlefield, Smith, 8. W. 
Boutell, Fowler, Long, Southard, 
Bowersock, Gaines, W.Va. Loudenslager, Southwick, 
Brandegee, Gardner, Mass. Lovering, Sperry, 
Brick, Gardner, Mich. McCleary, Steele, 
Bristow, Gardner, N. J. Mahon, Stevens, Minn. 
Brown, Gibson, Marshall, Stewart, N.Y. 
Brownlow, Gill, Martin, Storm, 
Burk, Pa. Gillett, Mass. Mercer, Sulloway, 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Gordon, Miller, Tawney, 
Burleigh, Graff, Minor, Tayler, Ohio 
Burton, Graham, Mondell, Thomas, Iowa 
Butler, Pa. Greene, Mass. Moody, Tompkins, Ohio 
Calderhead, Grosvenor, Morgan, Van Voorhis, 
Cannon, Grow, Morrell, Vreeland, 
Capron, Hamilton, Morris, Wachter, 
Cassel, Hanbury, Mudd, Wadsworth, 
Conner, Haskins, Needham, Wanger. 
Coombs, Haugen, Nevin, Warner, 
Cousins, Hedge, Olmsted, Warnock, 
Cromer, Hemenway, Otjen, Watson, 
Currier, Hepburn, Overstreet, Weeks, 
Curtis, H in, Palmer, Woods, 
Cushman, Hitt, Parker, Wright, 
Dahle, Holliday, Patterson, Pa. Young. 
Dalzell, Howell, Payne, 
Darragh, me Pearre, 
Davidson, Hull, Perkins, 

NAYS—46. 
Adamson, Davey, La. Maddox, Sims, 
Allen, Ky. De Armond, Mickey Snodgrass, 
Ball, Tex. Feely, Miers, Ind. Stark, 
Bankhead, Goldfogle, Moon Sulzer, 
Billmeyer, Griggs, Neville, Taylor, Ala 
Breazeale, Kern, Randell, Tex. Thomas, N. C, 
Burgess, Kitchin,Wm.W. Richardson,Tenn. Underwood, 
Candler, Kluttz, Rixey, Williams, Il. 
Cassingham, Lamb, Robertson, La, Wilson, 
Clark, Lester, Robinson, Ind. mor. 
Creamer, Livingston, Russell, 
Crowley, Lloyd, Sheppard, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—15. 
Bell, Heatwole, Maynard, Sherman, 
Dayton, Kahn, Metcalf, Swann, 
Deemer, McCall, Richardson,Ala. Tirrell, 
Fox, Mann, Scott, 
NOT VOTING—133. 

Bartlett, Evans, Landis, Ryan, 
Beidler, Finley, Lassiter, Scarborough, 
Bellamy, Fitzgerald, Lever, Schirm, 
Belmont, Flanagan, Lewis, Ga. Selby, 
Benton, Fleming, Lindsay, Shackleford, 
Bingham, Flood, Little, Shafroth, 
Blakeney, Foster, Tl. Lond, Shallenberger, 
Bowie, Gaines, Tenn. McAndrews, Skiles, 
Brantley, Gilbert. McClellan, Slayden, 
Bromwell, Gillet, N.Y. McCulloch, Small, 
Broussard, Giass, McDermott, Smith, ar. 
Brundidge, Glenn, McLachlan, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bull, Gooch, McLain, Snook, 
Burkett, Green, Pa. McRae, Sparkman, 
Burleson, Griffith, Mahoney, Epight, 
Burnett. Hay, Meyer, La. Stephens, Tex. 
Butler, Mo. Henry, Conn, Moss, Stewart, N.J. 
Caldwell, Henry, Miss. Mutchler, Sutherland, 
Sayton, Henry, Tex. Naphen, Swanson, 
Cochran, Hildebrant, Newlands, Talbert, 
Connell, Hooker, Norton, Tate, 
Conry, Hopkins, Padgett, Thayer, 
Cooney, Howard, Patterson,Tenn. Thom ; 
Cooper. Tex. Irwin, Pierce, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Cooper, Wis. Jack, Pon, Trimble, 
Corliss, Jackson, Kans. Prince, Vandiver, 
Cowherd, Jett, Pugsley, Wheeler, 
Crumpacker, Johnson, Ransdell, La. White, 
Davie, Fla. Jones, Va. Reid, Wiley, 
Dinsmore, Kehoe, Rhea, Williams, Miss. 
Dougherty, Ketcham, Robb, Wooten. 
Dovener, Kitchin, Claude Robinson, Nebr 
Edwards, Kleberg, Rucker, 
Elliott, Knox, Rup 


(SR er rr pene penne 


en ge a 


Mr. Jack with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. BURLESON. 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. Bowrr. 


Mr. Cooprer of Wisconsin with Mr. Benton, 


Mr. Coruiss with Mr. BARTLETT. 


Mr. McCALL. 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire whether 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN] has voted? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). 
is not recorded. 


e gentleman 


Mr. McCALL. I would like to change my vote from “‘ yea”’ to 


** present.” 


The name of Mr. McCa.u was called, and he voted “‘ present,” 
as above recorded. 


Mr. MARTIN. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. MARTIN. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man’s name, 


I was. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded. 


Was the gentleman in his seat 
and listening when his name should have been called? 


The Clerk will call the gentle- 


The Clerk called Mr. MartiIn’s name, and he voted “‘aye,”’ as 


above recorded. 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
Was the gentleman in his seat 
and listening when his name should have been called? 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I was, and failed to hear it. 
The Clerk will call the gentle- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man’s name, 


The Clerk called the name of Mr. GoLproGiz, and he voted 
**no,”’ as above recorded. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], that the Journal as 
read stand approved. 
The question was taken; and Mr. Ricnarpson of Tennessee de- 
manded a division. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
The SPEAKER. That correction will be made on the state- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


ment of the gentleman. 


The Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 62, 


answered ‘‘ present 


9 


21, not voting 119; as follows: 


YEAS—149. , 
Acheson, Draper. Jenkins, Powers, Me. j 
| Adams, Driscoll, Jones, Wash. Powers, Mass. 
Alexander, Dwight, Joy, Reeder, 
Allen, Me. Emerson, Knapp, Reeves, 
Aplin, Esch, Kyle, Shattuc, 
Ball, Del. Fletcher, ey, Shelden, 
Barney, Foerderer, Lawrence, Showalter, 
Bartholdt, Fordney, Lessler, Sibley, 
Bates, Fowler, Lewis, Pa. Smith, Il. 
Beidler, Gaines, W. Va. Littauer, Smith, Iowa 
spekce Gardner, Mass. Littlefield, Smith, H. C, 
Boutell, Gardner, Mich, Long, Smith, 8. W. 
Bowersock, Gardner, N. J. Loud, Southard, 
Brandegee, Gibson, Loudenslager, Southwick, 
Brick, Gill, Lovering, Sperry, 
Bristow, Gillet, N.Y. McCleary, Steele, 
Brown, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Stevens, Minn, 
Bull, Graff, Marshall, Stewart, N. Y. 
Burk, Pa. Graham, Martin, Storm, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Greene, Mass. Miller, Sulloway, 
Burkett, Grosvenor, Minor, Tawney, 
Burleigh, Grow, Mondell, Thomas, Iowa 
Butler, Mo. Hamilton, Moody, Tompkins, Ohio 
Butler, Pa. Hanbury, Morgan, Underwood, 
Calderhead, Haskins, Morrell, Van Voorhis, : 
Cannon, Haugen, Morris, Vreeland, a 
Capron, Hedge, Mudd, Wachter, 
Cassel, Hemenway, Needham, Wadsworth, 
Coombs, Henry, Conn. Nevin, Warner 
Cooper, Wis. Hill, Olmsted, Warnock, 
usins, Hitt, Otjen, Watson, 
Cromer, Holliday, Overstreet, Weeks, 
Currier, Howell, Palmer, Woods, 
Curtis, Fughes, Parker, Wright, 
Cushman, Hu Patterson, Pa. Young. 
Dalzell, Irwin, Payne, 
Darragh, Jack, Pearre, 
Davidson, Jackson, Md. Perkins, 
NAYS—82. 
Allen, Ky Bowie, Candler, Cooney, 
Ball, Tex. Brundidge, Clark, Crowley, 
Bartlett, Burleson, Clayton, De Armond, 
Billmeyer, Caldwell, Cochran, Dinsmore, 
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Dougherty, Lloyd, Richardson, Tenn. Stark, n Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand the regular order. 
eee - Rept, ee ng Mr. WADSWORTH (continuing). The Agricultural appropri- 
eg ™ McRae, Robertson, La, Swann, ation bill, to disagree to all the amendments of the Senate and 
powered, a —- Ind. —— ask for a committee of conference. 
Kehoe, a — a> Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand the regular order 
lle, Scarborough, Wiley, a ; aoe 5a at. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Padgett, Shackleford, Williams, nL The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from Tennessee hear the 
Kluttz, Pierce, Sheppard, Williams, Miss. request of the gentleman from New York [Mr. WapswortH]? 
ie Ponsdell La yet ae aan Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did. We have rules; let 
Livingston, Rhea, | Snook, - us enforce them; that is all. I demand the regular order. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—21. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]. 


Bell, Eddy, Mann, Tate, 
Cassingham, Fox, Porat. Wasewr MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
Yooper, Tex. ss, -rince, Yr. 
Dayton, Gatsiogin. soot, “i A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
P y e 3 . 
Scduak Lamb, Sims, clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
NOT VOTING—119 bills of the following titles. 
Raward : x . ae H. R. 7864. An act to pay John F. Lawson $237.96 balance due 
——_ Elliott Klebere Claude Robinson, Nebr. him for services as United States mail carrier; 
Bankhead, Evans, Knox, Rucker, ’ p H. R. 15985. An act to confirm certain forest lieu selections 
poems, ainley, “ Landis, suppers, made under the act approved June 4, 1897; 
elmont, zgeralc szassiter, yan, 2299 / . 4 : ES — 7.7 
ee Flanagan,’ i atimer, Schirim, . on > oe An act granting an increase of pension to Wil 
Bingham, ‘leming ester, Selby, i . 2OX; F 
Blackburn, Flood, Lewis, Ga. Shafroth. H. R. 11682. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Winterbot- 
Blakeney, he mn ae Speemergen, tom: . 
Boreing, ‘oster, Tl. cAndrews. Skiles, ’ i ‘ ! 7 
Brantley, Foster, Vt. MeCall ; Small, H. R. 11701. An act granting an increase of pension to John C, 
Breazeale, a Tenn. McClellan, Smith, Ky. Wright; 
well, Glenn, *Dermott. ith,Wm. ~ : : ‘ = ” 
neonates | Seay McLachlan, pe het aan H. R. 11371. An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 
Brownlow, Gordon, Maddox, Spight, nand Heiskell; i 
Burgess, Green, Pa. Mahoney, Stewart, N. J. H. R. 2199. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
Darton.” Griges er — military record of Jonas Albert; 
urton, riggs, eyer, . wanson, adda oi ’ - ‘ 
Connell, Heatwole, Miers, Ind. Talbert, H. R. 15665. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Conner, meaty, — soos anes Ohio Carr: ‘ 
Yonry, sry, Tex. 33, aylor, ; , . eee : : 
pee he Sepbarn, Mutchler, — _ H. R. 13316. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
Cowherd, Hildebrant, Maphen, Thomes, 9. jamin F. Olcott; 
Creamer, ooker, ewlands. ompkins, N,. Y. 8 ¢ antine : increase Nai i 
Crumpacker, Hopkins, Norton, a Trimble, the An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Dahle, ackson, Kans. tterson, Tenn. 1eeler oA ; : E 
Davey, La. Jett, Pugsley, White, ’ H. R. 8149. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Davis, Fla. Johnson, Randell, Tex. Wilson, B. Martin: 
q Dick, Kahn, Reid, Wooten. . z 


Douglas, 


So the motion of Mr. Payne, that the Journal as read stand 


Ketcham, 


approved, was agreed to. 


Mr. BALL of Texas. 


Richardson, Ala. 


New York (Mr. ALEXANDER] vote? 
The SPEAKER. He has voted. 


Mr. BALL of Texas. 


man. 


Mr. Speaker, did the gentleman from 


I have a general pair with the gentle- 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


On this vote: 


Mr. HeATWOLE with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. BoREING with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. FITzGEeRALp. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 
Mr. Dick with Mr. FLANAGAN, 
Mr. CONNER with Mr. COWHERD. 
Mr. MERCER with Mr. Mappox. 
Mr. Hopkins with Mr. GorpDon. 
Until 4 o’clock: 


Mr. Bascock with Mr. Sms. 


For balance of the day: 
Mr. Coruiss with Mr. BURNETT. 


H. R. 5028. An act for the relief of Francis M. Oliver; 

H. R. 4723. An act granting a pension to George A. Liston; 

H. R. 16755. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
T. Fisher; 

H. R. 14938. An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Wilson; 

H. R. 13772. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
L. Vermillion; 

H. R. 6724. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Stilwell; 

H. R. 3100. An act providing for the conveyance of Widows 
Island, Maine, to the State of Maine; 

H. R. 16858. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Foster; 

H. R. 15873. An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
Murphy; 

H. R. 11739. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
N. Northway; 

H. R. 16344. An act granting a pension to Lucinda Lawrence; 

H. R. 13605. An act for the relief of George A. Detchemendy; 

H. R. 5010. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Pace; P 

H. R. 9799. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Murphy; 
H. R. 1238. An act granting a pension to Margaret A. Stuart; 
H. R. 12611. Anact granting a pension to Alexander J. Thomson; 
H. R. 1257. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
F. Campbell; 
H. R. 18711. An act granting a pension to Simon M. Yates; 
H. R. 14263. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD (having voted in the negative). Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to change my vote from ‘‘no’’ to “‘ aye.”’ 
ae of Mr. UNDERWOOD being again called, he voted in the 
aliirmative. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, there being an admitted 
error in the Journal [cries of ‘* Regular order!t’’], I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the Journal has been approved. | erick Journal; 
Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that that motion is H. R. 15735. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
t dilatory. | H. Wheeler; 
: Mr. UNDERWOOD. And I wish to state to the Speaker—— H. R. 15528. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
I Mr. PAYNE. I insist on my point of order. C. Williams; 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York makes the H. R. 8314. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
point of order that the motion of the gentleman from Alabama | Kauffman; 
{Mr. UNDERWOOD] is dilatory; and the Chair sustains the point | H.R. 15186. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac J. 





of order. Nichols; 
aa UNDERWOOD. Before the Chair sustains the point of ' H. R. 14235. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
order W hite; 


The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that out as dilatory. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table—— 


H. R. 15533. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. France; 

H. R. 14758. An act granting an increase of pensionto Mary A, 
Talbott; 

H. R. 15038. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy T. 
Churchill; 








2712 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 





H. R. 15362. An act granting an increase of pension to Grace 
Harrington; 

H. R. 13881. An act granting a pension to William M. Wilson; 

H. R, 4952. An act granting a pension to Abner D. Rutherford; 

H. R. 15894. An act “granting an increase of pension to Lewis P. 
Everett; 

H. R. 8711. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Crawford: 

H. R. 7367. An act granting a pension to Ellen D. Campbell; 

H. R. 5960. An act granting an increase of pension to Lambert 
Johnston; 


H. R. 5446. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 


M. Travis; 


si A R. 11075. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
art; 


H. R. 15481. An act granting and increase of pension to Elias | 


Simpson; 

H. R. 15636. An act granting a pension to Matilda Tunison; 

H. R. 9154. An act granting an increase of pension to Lillie V. 
Bail; 

H. R. 13612. An act granting a pension to Margaret Bell; 

H. R. 16309. An act granting a pension to Samuel H. Mon- 
tanye; 

H. R, 1272. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 
S. Chilcoat; 


H. R. 9912. An act granting an increase of pension to Matilda | 


Smith; 


H. R. 1274. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Fleming; 


H. R. 5982. An act granting an increase of pension to Christine | 


B. Knapp: 


H. R. 11428. An act granting an increase of pension to Plum- | 


mer Lewis: 
H. R. 7308. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Monley; 


H. R. 962. An act granting a pension to Rodney W. Ander- | 


son; 

H. R. 3752. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Pickard; 

H. R. 11020. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Alsbach; 


H. R. 11189. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie | 


M. Gilbert; 

H. R. 2987. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Rittenhouse; 

H. R. 7510. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Gammon; 

H. R. 2616. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Goodrich; 

H. R. 5907. An act ¢g granting a pension to David S. Taylor; 

H. R. 2787. An act granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
S. Ribble; 

H. R. 14813. An act granting a pension to William Mennecke; 

H. R. 6127. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
P. McLorinen; 

H. R. 13634. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen 
Olivia Leckie; 

H. R. 13705. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ann Garrison; 


H. R. 13485. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 


Josephine Stanwood; 

H. R. 12382. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Sands; 

H. R. 15906. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Grennue; 

H. R. 13723. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
C. Jackson; 

H. R. 8244. An act granting a pension to Bridget Logan 


H. R. 11625. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan- | 


der H. Taylor; 


Kel 
H. R. 3213. An act granting an increase of pension to Belle L. | 


Spaulding; 

H. R. 1016. An act granting a pension to Charles S. F. Hilton: 

H. R. 7832. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 
Lister; 

H. R. 3207. An act granting a pension to Johanna Buse: 

H. R. 1422. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Merritt; ; 

H. R. 12492. An act granting an increase of pension to Callie 
West; 

H. R. 18719. An act granting a pension to Nancy McGuire; 

H. R. 8005. An act granting a pension .o Samantha A. New- 
comb; 

H. R. 7844. An act granting a pension to Alonzo Pendland; 

H. R. 12771. An act granting a pension to William Kenny; 


H. R. 16423. Anact granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
B. Abbott: 
H. R. 16364. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Carney; 
H. R 12602. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
Burke; 
. H. R. 8812. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
taff; 
H. R. 3026. An act granting a pension to Martha J. Bishop; 
H. R. 16368. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. 
Hutchinson; 
H. R. 7736. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Allen; 
rs R. 12688. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
’. Day 
H.R. *6617 7. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh Cool; 
H. R. 13945. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
T. Durant; 
H. R. 8165. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar M, 
| Peck; 
H. R. 15793. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Skinner; 
H. R. 14217. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Smith; 
H. R. 4501. An act granting a pension to Sarah D. Lightfoot; 
H. R. 9491. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
| Brattain; 
| H.R. 15887. An act granting an increase of pension to Lott 
| Van Nordstrand; 
H. R. 14938. An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Wilson; 
H. R. 833. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Van Deusen; 
H. R. 11388. An act granting a pension to William Vogan; 
H. R. 11616. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
| Harris; 
4 H. R. 7760. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
traham; 
H. R. 16210. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Callahan; 
| H.R. 14930. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Houseal; 
H. R. 7312. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Curley; 
H. R. 13793. Anact granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
A. Alexander; 
H. R. 15843. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
W. Rowe; 
H. ‘R. 6719. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 





as 
= 
— 
b= 


H. R. 15964. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Murphy; 
H. R. 2264. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Higgins; 
H. R. 15443. An act granting a pension to Eudora Wells; 
H. R. 13323. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Barger; 
H. R. 15812. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucien 
B. Love; 
H. R. 15422. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Mocrgrove; 
H. R. 16361. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Chancellor; 
H. R. 6593. An act granting an increase of pension to Harry L. 
Graham; 
H. R. 5876. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob E. 
Richards: 
Ii. R. 16973. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
| Smith; 
H. R. 3353. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
in; 
H. R. 8265. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Pensinger: 
H. R. 15423. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
| B. Morehouse; 
| H.R. 7110. An act granting a pension to Margaret Scanlon; 
H. R. 8261. An act granting a pension to George RK. Grubaugh; 
H. R. 942. An act gr auting a pension to John B. Dougherty; 
H. R. 1 5746. An act gran ting a pension to Daniel R. Lucas: 
on R. 659. An act granting an increase of pension to Winfield 
ierce; 
H. R. 16291. An act granting a pension to Laban McGahan; 
H. R. 1637. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Spalding; 
H. R. 14027, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
| J. Winfrey; 











er — 








1903. 





H. R. 15674. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. T. McPherson; : : 
H. R. 15466. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Robson; . 4 t : ; 
H. R. 5281. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Mahan; 
H. R. 4632. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Rhodes; s ; 
H. R. 6656. An act granting a pension to Samantha Yant; 
H. R. 14475. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
E. Lawton; 
H. R. 700. An act granting an increase of pension to Eben 
Slawson; 
H. R. 15748. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Whitlock; P ; 
H. R. 16697. An act granting a pension to Ellen Johnson; 
H. R. 4925. An act granting a pension to Joel Thomason; 
H. R. 16381. An act granting an increase of pension to Lymus 
Wallace; 
H. R. 15618. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Boughton; 
H. R. 16313. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Davenport; 
H. R. 12021. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 
Lewis; 
H. R. 16445. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke 
Madden; 
H. R. 9570. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Ga- 
brion; 
H. R. 14361. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
M. Alexander; 
H. R. 
jowen; 
H. R. 10869. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
K. Strayer; 
H. R. 9237, An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Wallace: 
H. R. 15617. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Keith; 
H. R. 15558. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Baldwin; 
H. R. 6498. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Whitman; 
Hi. R. 8023. An act granting 
Downing: 
H. R. 16391. An 
H. R. 15721. An 
A. Porter; 
H. R. 15738. 
G. Cx le; 
H. R. 11958. An act granting a pension to Henry H. Windes; 
H. R. 10175. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 
Bayly, formerly Mary 8S. Redlick; 
if. R. 8085, An act granting an increase of pension to David K. 
Wardwell; 
H. R. 17303. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham W. Huffman; 
iH. R. 16423. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza B. 
Abbott; 
ii. R. 16210. 
allahan: 
H. R. 16353. 
F. Ritchie: 
H. R. 17120. 
Shirar; 
H. R. 16996, 
wher; 
H. RR. 16874, 
S. Bowden: 
H. R. 17298. 
Smit 
H. R. 13772. 
L. Vermillion; 
Ht. R. 14448. An act granting a pension to James M. Carlmill; 


an increase of pension to John 


act granting 
act granting 


a pension to Ella F. Shandrew; 
an increase of pension to Walter 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to Martin 


é An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Bi 


An act granting an increase of pension to Clara E. 
h; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 


7895. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah | 
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An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
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H. R. 10691. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Van Wie; 

H. R. 10922. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Feldhausen; 

H. R. 16859. An act granting a pension to Florence M. Stout; 

H. R. 16717. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Thompson; 

H. R. 16856. An act granting a pension to John Burke; 

H. R. 6876. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Faught; 

H. R. 16752. An act granting a pension to Anton Sauthoff; 

H. R. 13713. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Randolph; 

H. R. 15842. An act granting a pension to Mary M. Talcott; 

H. R. 6442. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Gifford; 

H. R. 11122. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Copley; 

H. R. 11958. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
H. Windes; 

H. R. 10505. An act granting a pension to Mabel A. Woolsey; 

H. R. 16754. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F’. Hughes; 

H. R. 15696. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
D. Wells; 

H. R. 29138. An act granting a pension to Catherine A. Sawdy; 

H. R. 17048. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Maddox; 

H. R. 1519. 

H. R. 4066. 
Krohn; 

H. R. 6065. 
Garland; 

H. R. 2911. 

H. R. 4734. 

H. R. 4740. 





An act granting a pension to Nellie A. Batchelder; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting a pension to Charles M. Walker; 


An act granting a pension to Deborah J. Fogle; 
An act granting an increase of pension to J. E. 


Wallace; 
H. R. 16786. An act granting an increase of pension to John C, 
Sauther; 


H. R. 15403. An 
C. Norton; 


act granting an increase of pension to Milton 


H. R. 15404. An act.granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Hattery: 

H. R. 15915. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Stoppard: 

H. R. 7433. An act granting an increase of pension to B. C. 
Knapp; 

H. R. 16419. An act granting a pension to James Harrison: 

H. R. 16857. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
H. Kill; 

H. R. 16784. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Howe: 

H. R. 16787. An act granting an increase of pension to R. G. 
Hanscom; 

H. R. 17133. An act granting a pension to Kathinka Sichel; 

H. R. 16048. An act granting a pension to John Graham: 

H. R. 15619. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Strong; 

H. R. 17093. An act granting a pension to Caroline Schaefer; 

H. R. 14929. An act granting a pension to John Keen; 

H. R. 16667. An act granting an increase of pension to Leroy 
N. Buell: 

H. R. 16000. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 


Amadon: 

H. R. 15440. 
Fullerton: 

H. R. 6969. An act for the relief of Visa C. Morrill; 

H. R. 6724. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Stilwell; 

H. R. 5586. An act granting a pension to Oliver M. Newton: 

H. R. 16929. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Trites; 

H. R. 16785. An act granting an increase of pension to Collins 
W. Wright; 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


H. R. 9274. An act granting a pension to Jessie V. Cluxton; | H.R. 17179. An act granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
H. R. 14439. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin | pher G. Divers; 
Peale: | H.R. 16201. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeffery 
H. R. 16756. An act granting an increase of pension to John | Hufford; 
Brown; | H.R. 17110. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
4 it. R. 804. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. | Tracy; 
Duffy; | H. R. 15730. An act granting an increase of pension to Hans A, 


H. R. 4155. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza | Grove; 


Wende; H. R. 4723. An act granting a pension to George A. Liston: 
H. R. 16588. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 16858. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Downs; ' P. Foster; 
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H. R. 11739. An act granting an increase of pension to S. N. 
Northway; 

H. R. 16714. Anact granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
F. Gilmore; 

H. R. 15645. An act granting a pension to Capt. Wilson French; 

H. R. 11833. An act granting an increase of pension to Albanis 
L. Anderson; 

H. R. 4558. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
S. Mitchell; 

H. R. 17119. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Flannigan; 

H. R. 5762. An act granting a pension to William H. I. Hos- 
tetler: 
ane R. 17101. An act granting an increase of pension to Joanna 

rlaser; 

H. R. 16696. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeling 
H. Amick; 

H. R. 8061. An act granting a pension to Frances E. Wild; 

H. R. 12822. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O. Sullivan; 

H. R. 17094. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus L. Kidder; 

H. R. 17233. An act granting a pension to John Haynes; 

H. R. 6101. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
E. McQuiddy; 


H. R. 14160. An act granting an increase of pension toIra J. S. 


Holmes; 

H. R. 1062. An act granting an increase of pension to E. P. 
Stearns; 

H. R. 14236. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Chatfield; 

H. R. 10506. An act granting a pension to Frances E. Luse, 
widow of Jesse B. Luse; 

H. R. 16476. An act granting a pension to Katharine Rayle; 


H. R. 16351. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin | 


P. Merrell; 

H. R. 2813. An act granting a pension to Emily Hawkins; 

H. R. 16275. An act granting a pension to Isaac B. Price; 

H..R. 16755. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
T. Fisher; 

H. R. 15629. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Tattersall; 

H. R. 14091. An act granting a pension to Charles A. Warrick; 

H. R. 6189. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Potts; 

H. R. 16939. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der T. Sullinger; 

H. R. 16077. An act granting a pension to Leighton M. Perveil, 
alias Charles H. Hunt; 
. - R. 17090. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

. Price; 

H. R. 16352. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Stotsenburg; 

H. R. 1087. An act granting a pension to Matthew W. Lincoln; 

H. R. 10760. An act granting a pension to Wallace L. Scott; 

H. R. 17306. An act granting a pension to Catharine McGuinn; 

H. R. 16314. Anact granting an increase of pension to Richard 
S. Howarth; 

H. R. 7708. An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
Fallon; 

H.R. 11871. Anact granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
Heiskell; 

H. R. 16212. An act granting an increase of pension to Sanders 
W. Johnston; 

H. R. 12090. An act granting a pension to Arvilla N. Stocker; 

H. R. 15573. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 

H. R. 15688. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin Williams; 
. H. R. 17234. An act granting an increase of pension to David 

Tivnn: , 

— R. 6470. An act granting an increase of pension to 8. H. 

ing; 

H. R. 17296. An act granting an increase of pension to Na- 
thaniel Thayer; 
wi R. 17297. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

. Fox; 

H. R. 17305. An act granting a pension to Philander H. Graves; 

H. R. 17303. An act granting an increase of pension to A. W. 
Huffman; 

H. R. 6745. An act to remove the charge of desertion against 
Anthony R. Ravenscroft; and 

H. R. 15461. An act for the relief of Daniel F. Lee. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 


amendment bills of the following titles in which the concurrence | 


of the House was requested: ' 
H. R. 15768. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Jubb; 


H. R. 4154. An act granting an increase of pension to Murray 
W. Woodward; 
= H. R. 16712. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 

ettig; 

H. R. 16789. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias G, 
Rutherford; 

H. R. 16427. An act granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 
Rowling; 

H. R. 14032. An act granting a pension to Gustav Jansen; 

H. R. 16480. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna C, 
Bingham; 

H. R. 13660. An act for the relief of Jackson Pryor; 

H. R. 15771. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Kohlhauff; 

H. R. 14784, An act granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt; 

H. R. 3503. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
H. Brady; 

H. R. 7382. An act granting a pension to Jacob Mock; 

H. R. 13477. An act granting an increase of pension to Jason 
Stevens; 

H. R. 3216. An act to remove the record of dishonorable dis- 
charge from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis 
Smith, and Henry Metzger; 

7 H. R. 5057. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
. Isaac; 

H. R. 11494, An act granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell; 

H. R. 14398. An act granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Shopstaugh; 

H. R. 13386. An act granting a pension to Wallace Ziegler; 

H. R. 11879. An act to correct the military record of Michael 
Mullet; 

H. R. 917. An act for the relief of Henry Cook; 

H. R. 11271. An act granting a pension to Louisa Gregg: 

H. R. 14592. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Barrett; 

H. R. 2136. An act granting an increase of pension to Lawrence 
H. Rousseau; 

H. R. 16697. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Johnson; 

H. R. 15391. An act granting a pension to Margaret Cotter; 

H. R. 9072. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Steffey; 

H. R. 8132. An act to remove the record of dishonorable dis- 
| charge from the military record of John Finn, alias Flynn; 

H. R. 16274. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie 
H. Kincaid; and 

H. R. 14195. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
T. Towles. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

S. 7072. 
Hoover; 

S. 7244. 
Arnold; 

S. 4198. 


An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Lucetta 


An act for the relief of Theodore F. Northrop; 

S. 4858. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Haren; 

S. 6540. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
, Richardson; 
3. 2252. An act for the relief of Daniel H. Snyder; 

. 4906. An act to correct the naval record of Alfred Burgess; 

. 5943. An act to correct the naval record of George Nel- 
son; 

S. 7339. An act to indemnify G. W. Hardy, of Scott County, 
Mississippi, for homestead land, by granting other lands in lieu 
thereof; and 

S. 7392. An act to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a dam across the Kansas River within the counties of Shawnee 
and Wabaunsee, in the State of Kansas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 


ntatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 6339) to confirm certain forest 
eu selections made under the act approved June 4, 1897 (30 stat., 36). 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

H. R. 16990. An act making appropriations for the service of 
| the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 


RMN 





Resolved, That the Senate disagrees to the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (5. 5718) entitled ‘‘ An act providing for the sale of 
sites for manufacturing or industrial plants in the Indian Territory.” 
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SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: | 

S. 2252. An act for the relief of Daniel H. Snyder—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S, 4858. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Haren—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4906. An act to correct the record of Alfred Burgess—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 5943. An act to correct the naval record of George Nelson 
Armstrong—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 6540. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7072. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Hoover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4198. An act for the relief of Theodore F. Northrop—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 7339. An act to indemnify G. W. Hardy, of Scott County, 
Miss., for homestead land, by granting other lands in lieu 
thereof—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 4850. An act to increase the pensions of those who have lost 
limbs in the military or naval service of the United States. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WAGONER AGAINST BUTLER. 


Mr. OLMSTED. As directed by the Committee on Elections 
No. 2, and in the exercise of the highest constitutional privilege, 
I demand the present consideration of the resolutions reported by 
that committee in the contested-election case of Wagoner v. But- 
ler from the Twelfth district of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to raise now, or 
after the resolutions are read—whichever the Chair holds to bein 
order—the question of consideration. I do not want that right 
to be waived. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James J. Butler was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-Seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, 
and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That George C. R. Wagoner was elected a Representative in the 


Fifty-Seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, 
and is entitled to a seat therein. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to | 
raise the question of consideration at this time. | 

Mr. OLMSTED. On that question I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now, Will the House consider | 
the resolutions just read? The Clerk will call the roll. | 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, but was interrupted by | 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, who said: Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to a question of order. I respectfully ask that the Clerk answer 
after the member votes, so that we may know how gentlemen 
vote. We have a right to hear how the members vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no such rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no rule of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll in the usnal way, 
in accordance with the custom of the House. The Chair, how- 
ever, hopes that order will be preserved, so that the responses 
can be heard. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have a right to hear. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 109, 


Moody, Pearre, Smith, 8. W. Van Voorhis, 
Morgan, Perkins, Southard, Vreeland, 
Morrell, Powers, Me.., Southwick, Wanger, 
Morris, Powers, Mass. Sperry, Warner, 
Mudd, Reeder, Steele, Warnock, 
Needham, Reeves, Stevens, Minn. Watson, 
Nevin, Shattuc, Stewart, N. Y. Weeks, 
Olmsted, Shelden, Storm, Woods, 
Overstreet, Showalter, Sulloway, Wright, 
Palmer, Sibley, Tawney, Young. 
Parker, Smith, M1. Tayler, Ohio. 
Patterson, Pa. Smith, Iowa. Thomas, Iowa 
Payne, Smith, H. C. Tompkins, Ohio. 
NAYS—109. 

Adamson, Feely, Lloyd, Ryan, 
Allen, Ky. Finley, McAndrews, Searborough, 
Ball, Tex. Fitzgerald, McClellan, Shackleford, 
Bankhead, Flanagan, McCulloch, Shallenberger, 
Bartlett, Fleming, McLain, Sheppard, 
Bell, Fox, McRae, Sedan, 
Benton, Gilbert, Mahoney, Smith, Ky. 
Billmeyer, Goldfogle, Maynard, Snook, 

wie, Gooch, Mickey, Sparkman, 
Breazeale, Gordon, Miers, Ind. Stark, 
Burgess, Hay, Moon, Stephens, Tex. 
Burleson, Henry, Tex. Neville, Sulzer, 
Caldwell, Hooker, Newlands, Swann, 
Candler, Howard, Norton, Tate, 
Clark, Johnson, Padgett, Taylor, Ala. 
Clayton, Kehoe, Pierce, Thomas, N. C. 
Cochran, Kern, Pou, Thompson, 
Cooney, Kitchin, Claude Randell.Tex. Trimble, 
Cooper, Tex. Kitchin, Wm. W. Ransdell, La. Underwood, 
Cowherd, Kluttz, ea, Vandiver, 
Creamer, Lamb, Richardson, Ala. Wiley, 
Crowley, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. Williams, Il. 
Davey, La. Lester, Rixey, Williams, Miss, 
Davis, Fla. Lever, Robb, Wilson, 
De Armond, Lewis, Ga. Robertson, La. Zenor. 
Dinsmore, Lindsay, Robinson, Ind. 
Dougherty, Little, Rucker, 
Elliott, Livingston, Russell, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—11. 
Cassingham, Kahn, Prince, Sims, 
Dayton, Mann, Scott, Tirrell. 
Dovener, Metcalf, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—2. 

Babcock, Edwards, Kleberg, Schirm, 
Bellamy, Evans, Knox, Selby, 
Belmont, Flood, Lassiter, Shafroth, 
Bingham, Foss, Lessler, Skiles, 
Blakeney, Foster, Ill. Loud, Small, 
Brantley, Foster, Vt. McCall, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bristow. Gaines, Tenn. McDermott, Snodgrass, 
Bromwell, Glass, McLachlan, Spight, 
Broussard, Gienn, Maddox, Stewart, N. J. 
Brundidge, Green. Pa. Meyer, La. Sutherland, 
Bull, Griffith, Mondell, Swanson, 
Burk, Pa. sriggs, Moss, Talbert, 
Burnett, Hanbury, Mutchler, Thayer, 
Butler, Mo. Heatwole, Naphen, Tompkins, N. ¥. 
Connell, Henry, Miss. Otjen, Wachter, 
Conry, Hill, Patterson, Tenn. Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Wis. Hopkins, Pugsley, Wheeler, 
Cortiss, Jackson, Kans. Reid, White, 
Dahle, Jett, Roberts, Wooten. 
Deemer, Jones, Va. tobinson, Nebr. 
Douglas, Ketcham, Ruppert, 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
So the House determined to consider the resolutions, 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


answered “‘ present ’’ 11, not voting 82; as follows: 


YEAS—149. 


Acheson, Cannon, Gaines, W. Va. Hull, 

Adams, Capron, Gardner, Mass. Irwin, 
Alexander, Cassel, Gardner, Mich. Jack, 

Allen, Me. Conner, Gardner, N, J. Jackson, Md. 
Aplin, Coombs, Gibson, Jenkins, 
Ball, Del. Cousins, Gill, Jones, Wash, 
Barney, Cromer, Gillet, N. Y. Joy, 
Bartholdt, Crumpacker, Gillett, Mass. Knapp, 
Bates, Currier, Graff, Kyle, 
Beidler, Curtis, Graham, Lacey, 
Bishop. Cushman, Greene, Mass. Landis, 
Blackburn, r Grosvenor, Lawrences, 
Boreing, Darragh, Grow, Lewis, Pa. 
Boutell, Davidson, Hamiiton, Littauer, 
Bowersock, Dick, Haskins, Littlefield, 
Brandegee, Draper. Haugen, Long, 
Brick, Driscoll, Hedge, Loudenslager, 
Brown, Dwight, Hemenway, Lovering, 
Brownlow, Eddy, Henry, Conn. McCleary, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Emerson, Hepburn, Mahon, 
Burkett, sch Hillebrant, Marshall, 
Burleigh, Fletcher, Hitt, Martin, 
Burton, Foerderer, Holliday, Mercer, 
Butler, Pa. Fordney, Howell, Miller, 
Calderhead, Fowler, Hughes, Minor, 


Until further notice: 

Mr. Horxrys with Mr. Swanson, 

For the day: 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. Pucs.ey. 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr. Coruiss with Mr. SPicHrT. 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. Wuirs. 

Mr. LessLeR with Mr. TALBERT. 

For the vote: 

Mr. BrixeHamM with Mr. SNoperass. 

Mr. Cooprer of Wisconsin with Mr. BRUNDIDGE, 

Mr. Dove.Las with Mr. Fioop. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Gass. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Jongs of Virginia, 

Mr. RosBerts with Mr. ReIp. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL, 

Mr. Sour with Mr. THAYER. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. Mappox. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized for one hour. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr.Speaker,I desire to offer and 
have pending a substitute resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can do that when he has the 
floor in his own right. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then I will ask the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] to yield for the usual resolution, 
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Mr. OLMSTED. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker, if it does 
not come out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That George C. R. Wagoner was not elected a Representative 
in the Fifty-seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressioual district of 
Missouri, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That James J. Butler was elected a Representative in the 
Fift y-sev« nth G ngnems a ae Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, 
and is entitied to a scat therein. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
that considered as pending. 

’ The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield, so that the request 
may embrace that? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. That will be understood. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recogmized. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, before commencing the consid- 
eration of this matter, I would like to ask if it-is possible to agree 
with the gentleman on the other side as to the amount of time 
to be consumed in the debate. 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, considering the issues involved in 
this case, the minority feels that. at least one day should be al- 
lotted to it for the consideration of these resolutions. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, they have had three hours now. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to consider this 
day as devoted to this case, counting the time from 12 o’clock. , 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, the minority must insist, in the 
light of the record, which shows a printed copy of some 2,300 
pages of testimony, that at least one day is little enough for the 
minority to have in which to present its side of the case. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I understand that when a simi- 
lar case coming up from the same city a few years ago was under 
consideration in a Democratic Congress, the sitting member, Mr. 
Joy, was allowed twenty minutes. 
from [linois if he will agree to two hours on a side? 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, we can not agree to two hours. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will proceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the highest privilege conferred 
and the highest duty cast by the Constitution upon the House of 


Mr. Speaker, I will ask to have 


qualifications and elections of its members. This is necessary for 
the integrity of its membership and of its proceedings. It has 
always seemed to me that a question involving a matter of that 
kind should be approached in a nonpartisan spirit, with fair 
minds, and a disposition to do only that which is right toward the 
contesting parties, toward the Congressional district involved, 
toward the House, and toward the country. 

That is the disposition with which heretofore the committee of 
which I have now the honor to be chairman, and upon which I 


have served for six years, has approached the consideration of | 


cases of this kind. Some five or six gentlemen upon the minority 


although in some instances the case was close and we were mor- 
ally certain, yet because we did not consider that the legal evi- 


dence in the case fairly justified a different result, we have per- | 


mitted them to continue to hold their seats. 
I regret to say that while the minority of this committee have 


usually approached such questions with the same spirit of fair- | 


ness, in this case there has been manifest from the beginning a 
disposition to consider it along party lines and not upon its merits. 
As long ago as in December, when the memorial was presented—— 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FEELY. I do not desire to interrupt any more than to 
get the factsin the Recorp. The gentleman just stated that 
there was all along : 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I yielded only for a question. 

Mr. FEELY. I would like toaskthe gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania if he can state that there was ever any partisanship exhib- 
ited on the part of the minority until it became evident that the 
majority had prearranged their report, and had decided to pre- 
sent a report antagonistic to the contestee? 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is a proper question, and Iam very glad 
to answer it. There was a partisan disposition exhibited upon 
that side of the Chamber, not only by members of the committee 
but by every gentleman upon that side, when the memorial was 
presented in December, a disposition to prevent the taking of 
testimony and the consideration of this case at all during the 
present Congress. 

Now, when we came to the meeting of the committee, the mi- 
nority sat with us until the day was fixed for the final disposition 
of the case by the committee. The ranking member of the mi- 
nority Monday evening of this week asked me my views, and I 
told him very frankly that I had concluded, speaking for myself, 
as to what result ought to be brought about, but could not say 











: | Illinois in any way whatever. 
I will now ask the gentleman | 


until the committee met what the other members would do. The 
minority members of the committee absented themselves from the 
meeting held the next morning to consider the case judicially. 
Not only that, but one of them, by an attempt to pair with a Re- 
publican member, sought to break a quorum. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I rise to a point of order. 

a SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the gentleman’s point 
of order? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I make the point of order, which was sus- 
tained yesterday, that it is improper in this House to discuss 
what occurred in the committee room. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt about that 
point of order. The only difficulty is that I have not mentioned 
anything that occurred in the committee room. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I call for the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. The gentleman from Pennsylvania must proceed in order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania’’ has 
not mentioned any incident that occurred in the committee room 
and does not propose to. He simply said the minority members 
were not in the committee room, and that one of them, outside of 
the committee room, in an attempt to pair with a member of the 
majority, had sought to break a quorum. That did not occur in 
the committee room. 

Mr. FEELY. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the gentleman’s point 


| of order? 


Mr. FEELY. My point of order is that the gentleman in his 
argument is assuming something to have been in the mind of the 
gentleman to whom he refers, or any other member who at- 
tempted to pair. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have not referred to the gentleman from 
Now, Mr. Speaker, when we come 
to the case in hand, the sitting member here was returned at the 


| regular election in 1900 as elected to a seat in this House from 


the Twelfth district of Missouri. His seat was contested. The 


| other Committee on Elections (No. 1), in an able report by its 


chairman, reported that there had been such vast frauds, of such 
an an infinite variety and to such extent, throughout the entire 


L y » by n the | district, that it was impossible to determine who had been elected, 
Representatives is the privilege and the duty of judging of the | 


if anybody, and therefore declared the seat vacant. A resolution 
tw that effect was adopted by this House on the 28th of June. 
he governor of Missouri called a special election, held Novem- 
ber 4, 1902, to fill the vacancy, and the gentleman who was then 
unseated has been again returned. Again his seat is contested, 
and charges of fraud still more vast in amount and of great vari- 
ety in character have been made as to 63 precincts in the district, 
and, in the judgment of the committee, sustained by absolute 
proof as to 41 precincts. 
This Congressional district comprises 116 precincts in the city 
of St. Louis, and as to 53 of them there is no contest. Both par- 


| ties agree that there are no such irregularities as would justify a 
side of this Chamber to-day hold their seats there because, | 


modification of the returns. They are therefore thrown out of 
the contest. which embraces the remaining 63. The contestant 
claims that the entire 63 districts ought to be thrown out. The 
committee has not taken quite that view of the matter, but does 
throw out 41, for the reason that the frauds permeating the elec- 
tion—the registration and election—in these 41 precincts were so 
gross,so varied,and so comprehensive and the action of the election 
officers was such that it is impossible to ascertain the correct and 
honest vote, if any honest and correct vote was cast in any one of 
these 41 precincts. 

Let me say in the beginning that under the law of Missouri no 
man can vote unless he is registered. He must appear and regis- 
ter personally under the provisions of what is known as the 
‘Nesbitt law.’’ There is one day in which he may appear per- 
sonally and be registered in the precinct in which he lives. But 
all the year round, up to within a short time before the election, 
registration may be made in the board of election commissioners, 
of whom there are three, appointed by the governor, in whose 
hands the entire election machinery of the city of St. Louis is 
placed under the so-called Nesbitt law. And upon this pro- 
vision as to registration, which is peculiar to the city, hinges a 
great deal of this fraud. I shall bring it to your attention. 

The law requires that after the register is closed the officers 
shall sign the official registry sheets so that no more votes can be 
added. Then they siiall be = for the benefit and informa- 
tion of the public. I have here that compilation, containing the 
sheets published by that official board of elections throughout 
this entire Congressional district. They have been put together 
and are certified to. Concerning them one of the election com- 
missioners says this: 


Q. I will ask you to examine the book which I now show you, and ask you 
to state of what that book is made up. 

A. This is the complete printed registration of the qualified voters of the 
ee Saeee district for the election of November 4, and there- 
after, L 





ae 
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. By whom is it prepared? 

Sr Pro BERG. Is that the official list? 

A. That is the official list. 

Mr. R1cney. By whom was it prepared? 

‘A. This list is prepared in this manner: Under the laws the board of elec- 
tion commissioners are required to publish these sheets. They are all sepa- 
rate; they have been attached here evidently for the convenience of the 
contestant. Weare required to publish those sheets singly. 

Q. That is, a sheet for each voting precinct? ; 

A. Yes, sir; the verifications being made in the precincts by the judgesand 
clerks; from the verification book prepared << e these sheets were printed. 

Q. Then these sheets in this book I now exhibit to youare composed of one 
sheet or page for each voting precinct in the Twelfth Congressional district? 

A. According to the old lines. ¢ 

Q. That is, the Twelfth Congressional district as the district is made up 
for the Fifty-seventh (present) Congress of the United States? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were these sheets printed under the direction of the board of election 
commissioners? 

A. They were; yes, sir. 

Q. They were published and uttered by the board of election commis- 
sioners acting ey - 

A. Published and distributed for the benefit of the citizens, acting offi- 
cially, by the board of election commissioners. 

Q: In compliance with the law of Missouri made to cover such cases? 

A. Yes, sir. You understand me when I say those are official lists; they 
are the official published lists. 


z The only lists that are published by the board of election commissioners. 

This is the book which he identifies. These sheets were pub- 
lished on Saturday before the election. 

Now, then, there are on these lists 25,179 names. The con- 
testant caused to be addressed to each name and address con- 
tained thereon a registered letter. Of these 25,179 registered 
letters, 12,608 were returned by the letter carriers with the nota- 
tion under the name of the party on the envelope ‘* Not to be 
found at the address given.’’ Here is one of the envelopes. 
There is the box from one precinct, and our committee room is 
full of boxes from all the other precincts. On this envelope, 
Ward 23, thirteenth precinct, the letter carrier’s annotation is, 
‘*Removed; left no address.”’ 

Now, it is a peculiar fact that of these 25,179 registered names, 
16,045 do not grace the pages of the St. Louis city directory. Of 
the 12,608 returned, 4,669 indicated that the party ‘**removed.”’ 
That was accounted for by the distinguished counsel for the sit- 
ting member upon the theory that the inhabitants of these pre- 
cincts—located along the Mississippi River, in the lowest part of 
the city of St. Louis, filled with saloons, bawdy houses, gambling 
houses, mule stables, etc., to which I shall presently refer—were 
people of nomadic character—to use his own language, ‘‘as mi- 
gratory as fishes.”’” These cards were sent out on the 17th and 
18th of December. Within that period 4,000 and over of these 
migratory people, as migratory as fishes, had removed. Further 
evidence in this case shows that the school of fishes to which they 
belong must have been of the variety known as suckers. Of 
— 4,669 names returned as ‘‘ removed,’’ 245 only were in the 
directory. 

Now, I want to say right here that objection has been made 
that these letters were offered in rebuttal. The fact is that the 
fact of their having been sent out becoming public, the contestee, 
Mr. Butler, subpoenaed the person who sent them out, called him 
to the stand, and took his testimony as to the number sent out, 
etc., and attempted to impugn his character. The contestee him- 
self, having introduted evidence on that point, proving the send- 
ing out the letters and attempting to impugn the correctness of 
the reports thereon, your committee felt that it was entirely 
proper for the contestant, in rebuttal, to introduce the whole tes- 
timony on the subject. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes, for a question. 

_ Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the 
introduction of the testimony by the contestee accounted for the 
fact that the contestant did not indroduce in chief the evidence 
which was proper to be introduced in chief? 

_Mr. OLMSTED. I would say, in reply to that, that if the sit- 
ting member had not introduced any evidence on the subject, 
then for the contestant to introduce it would have been irregular 
in rebuttal. and probably should not be permitted or considered 
under all the circumstances of this case. But I wish to say, 
further, that the committee does not agree with the contestant 
that the evidence as to these letters is such that we could throw 
out upon that evidence any votes in this Congressional district. 
We conceive that it — be possible that a man whose name did 
not appear in the city directory might yet have been entitled to 
vote, even though he had removed after election within a short 
time. Therefore we gave to that evidence no greater weight than 
to say that, taken as a whole, it did raise a suspicion as to the 
integrity of the registration in that district. 

We proceed further, Mr. Speaker, and what do we find? bite 
under the laws of Missouri they keep what is called a poll book. 
It is kept at the election. It is not what is called a poll. book in 


Pennsylvania or in some other States. It is made up as the elec- 
tion proceeds. The lawis very plain. When aman comes to vote, 


his name and address must be written down in that book, his 
number written opposite his name, and the ballot must bear that 
number and be put in the box. The poll books have been put in 
evidence, and we have them printed in this record, so that every 
name on which a ballot was cast in that district is printed here. 
The ballot boxes were opened and the ballots themselves or the 
record of them appear in this evidence. By referring to the reg- 
istry sheets we see whether he registered, and from the poll book 
you can see whether a man was votedor not. By referring to the 
ballots you can see if the box contained a ballot corresponding to 
the number of his vote. Now, in regard to this registration, we 
find some astounding things. I shall introduce evidence, and I 
may as well do it here, to show how that registration was made. 
I call the attention of the House to the method of registering. 
The testimony of Mr. Lambert, page 136 of the record, says: 


9 What is your occupation? 
. Carpenter. 

Q. Were you connected in any way with the election held on the 4th of 
November, in this city, last? 
Yes, sir. 
What capacity? 
Judge. 
. Republican or Democratic judge? 
. paca ns . 
, ere was your polling place? 
. 1206 St. Charles. 

What prortnst and ward is that in this city? 

Fourth Ward, seventh precinct. 
Twelfth Congressional district? 
. Yes, sir. 
. Did you examine or pay any attention to the registration in that pre 


cinct? 

A. Yes, sir. 

> State what you did. 

. We opened up in the morning and people came in thereand commenced 
to register. We took them in as fast as they came along. Very few came 
until about 9 o’clock, and then there was about 15 came up in a bunch. 

2. Did you know any of them? 

. Not by name; only by sight, that is all. 

2. Did pe know them by sight before that? 

. Thad seen a few of them at the Presidential election, at the time of the 
canvass for the Presidential election. There was a few of them then there 
that I remember; one or two of them. 

2. What did they do? 

. They came in there and commenced to register. I objected to one man, 
and they said—the other jud said—that I couldn’t object; we had to put 
their names down. I said “All right, if that is the case, let it go.” They com- 
menced to register and kept on registering. They formed a ring around the 
table, kind of a circus ring, and kept on going. 

. The same men? 

. Same men. A few of them went out, but very few. Most of them 
stayed in there, and they kept on going around. They registered as fast as 
they could until—— 

. Did they register under different names? 

. Different names. 

Q. Did you see them have anything from which they obtained those 
names? 

A. Ilooked out of the door once or twice: they would have a little list in 
their hands, a little piece of paper, and look at it, and when their list ran 
out they would go out on the street and get a piece of paper up against the 
wall and make out another list and come back again. 

Q. Did you take notice of any particular individual who registered more 
than once? 

A. Yes, sir; there was so many of them I picked one out. IthoughtI would 
sort one man out and keep track of him, and by doing so I could get a pretty 
good idea of what the rest of them done. 

2. How many times did this man register? 

. He registered—I got his name three times—he registered 15 times that 
I know of. 

Q. Do you know any of the names he registered under? 

. Yes, I have three names; [referring to card} one is McMullen, one is 
Byrnes, and one is John Cole. 

. The other ten or twelve names you didn’t get? 

a No, sir. I got those I could; I tried to keep track, but I had to let them 
away. 

9. Did you protest and object to his registration? 

. Lobjected and protested without getting any answer. They told mel 
couldn't object. 

. Who told you? 

. Well, the other judges. 7 claimed I couldn't stop any man from 
utting his name on the books. I thought so myself,really. They kept put- 
ing their names down as fast as they came along. 

Q. Did you canvass or have anything to do with the canvass of the regis- 
tration? 

A. I didn’t have anything to do with it at all. 

Q. Do you know whether one was made? 

A. No, sir; I don’t know. 

Q. On the day of election did you notice anything irregular that day in 
connection with the casting of the vote at that one 

A. Well, after we had opened the polls a little while, about 8 o'clock 
somewhere in that neighborhood, a crowd came in, and I recognized several 
of them that had registered. I saw this very man that I had sorted out that 
had registered 15 times, and I noticed him. I would watch him; I had the 
book, the duplicate book. He came up and told me his name. All right. I 
let him off once. I let him vote once. He never went out of the door, but he 
came over there to the table and wanted to vote again. I said, “You have 
no right to that vote,” and he said, ‘That is my brother that voted.” He 
said, ‘* Vote that name or Ill knock your head off.” I said, * You can knock 
my head off, but I object to that vote,” and I turned around to my other 
judge and I said, “Ain’t Ge going to kick, too? Ain't you going to object to 
this man voting? He said, ‘‘ No, I won’t;” he said, ‘“1lain’t going to get my 
head broke.” 

. Who was that? 

. That was Mr. Doering. 

. Is he a Republican or a Democratic judge? 

. Republican. 

. Was anything said by the Democratic judges? 

. The Democrats said, ** Oh, shut your mouth; let the man vote.” 
. How often did he vote? 
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A. He voted four times and attempted to vote five times, but the name 
couldn't be found on the books. : 
9. Did he give a different name each time? 
. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you remember any particular name he voted? 
A. I have them all here [examining card]—Thomas Dowling, Henry 
Ballard, Charles Peters. He voted by the name of Moore, but the initials I 


didn’t get. William Harvey. They couldn't find that name on the book. 
Q. That is the name he attempted to vote? 
A. Yes, sir. They couldn't find the name. 
. Was there any other of the men who voted illegally? 

z Yes; the whole push—15 of them there. About 12 or 15 men all the 
time. They came in and voted just as often as they wanted to—would have 
been voting yet if it had kept going, I guess. 

Now, on the subject of registration, we find a remarkable cir- 
cumstance. A person would come up, say, from No. 5 North 
Ninth street, where 30 people were registered from one house, 
and, singular to relate, they arrived there in exact alphabetical 
order, except that the W’s arrived first, the others letters following 
in regular order. ; 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa pointof order. Iobject 
tothe house party goingon on theotherside. Iwould like to hear 
the testimony, and the minority, even if they had no part in the 
consideration of it in the committee, would like to hear it also. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DauzEL.). The point is 
well taken. Gentlemen in the aisles will take their seats and 
cease conversation. ; 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, in the fourth precinct 24 men 
registered from 801 North Sixth street in alphabetical order, 16 


from 619 Morgan street, 48 from 823 North Sixth, and so it runs, 


on allthe way through. 

Mr. FEELY. I would like to ask the gentleman what pre- 
cinct he refers to? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I refer to the Fourth Ward, fourth precinct. 
The gentleman will find it so in a great many instances all the 
way through. Let me show how these boards are made up. The 
governor appoints three election commissioners, who have charge 
of the whole thing. They appoint four judges and two clerks in 
each precinct, and they have charge of the registration and con- 
duct the election. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. OLMSTED. For a question. 

Mr. COCHRAN.- Are not the judges designated in equal num- 
bers by both political committees? 

Mr. OLMSTED. The law requires that two shall be desig- 
nated by the commissioners; but let me show you how it works. I 
will convince gentlemen of the House that it is no more impossi- 
ble to cure a case of smallpox with a Red Raven Split than it is for 
the Republican judge to secure an honest election in these pre- 
cincts. Take the first witness who has testified. He was a 

ublican judge and objected; made the unseemly objection that 
Coen a man attempted to vote two or three times without the 
formality of going out of the room and coming back again, it 
ought to be stopped. [Laughter.] He objected to eight men 
coming in at one time when there was only room or booths for 
three. They finally went out. Then a policeman came in and 
said: ‘‘ Here, they say you fellows have arms;’’ and he searched 
the Republican judges and the clerks. He then went to the door 
and shouted tothe mob: “It’s all right; there is not a gun in the 
crowd.” The mob rushed in and beat those two Republican 
judges and the clerks into such a condition that they had to be 
taken to the hospital; and they stole the poll book. 

Mr. FEELY. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FEELY. I ask the chairman of the committee whether 
he knows of another single instance of violence in the Twelfth 
Congressional district of Missouri on that day? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will state one case, in which the police were 
effective. In one district, where a gang of repeaters was coming 
to vote repeatedly, and it was known that they were about to do 
so—and I will say that the order in which the ballots were cast 
shows that they did so—a photographer was nner to put his 
camera in the stable across the way and photograph them. The 
clerk of the election testified that the camera and the window 
sash came out together. One man was found in the stable beaten 
into a condition of insensibility. The police in that case were 
effective—they arrested the photographer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FEELY. The gentleman ee to answer my question. 
I said that the occurrence descri happened over a hundred 
feet away from the polls, and there is not another single instance 
of violence in the record. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, there are instances of intimidation and 
threats of violence all the way through this testimony. When 
you come to the registration in the so-called Butler mule stables, 
110 men were registered as living in one stable. The superin- 
tendent testified that they slept there; that sometimes as many as 
200 slept there right along. When asked whether they had 
wives, he said: ‘‘ You would think they had a dozen wives apiece 
on pay day;”’ that sometimes three or four women claimed to be 
the wife of one man. 


We are asked to presume that in that mule stable 110 men— 
married men—lived apart from their wives and families. That 
is one of the districts that the minority report complains of pur 
rejecting. Theysay that our action in doing so was the crowning 
outrage and infamy of our report. 

Now, let me state a little circumstance about that. "While the 
law requires the addresses of the voters to be entered on the poll 
book, they entered in that precinct just 1 address out of 435. 
As to 434 you may simply guess where they live. The evidence 
shows that they made up their poll book two days after the elec- 
tion. Now, when they came to open the ballot boxes there what 
did they find? Four hundred and thirty-five persons voting, ad- 
dresses not given; 440 ballots inthe box. The following numbers 
are twice in the box, and counted for Butler: 37, 112, 129, 147, 
and 15 others. Ballot No. 6 was voted three times for Mr. Butler. 
Forty-six numbers appear upon the poll book opposite the names 
of men who are said to have voted, but those 46 ballots are miss- 
ing from the box entirely. Including all the duplications, there 
were in the box 347 ballots bearing the name of Mr. Butler; the 
return judges generously gave him 862. There were found 73 
ballots with Wagoner’s name on them, and they gave him 69, 
This is the ward which they say we erred in throwing out. 

Now, a word as showing the effect of Republican efforts in pre- 
venting false registration, It is shown that in one saloon there 
were registered $1 men as living there. A Republican canvasser 
testified that he went there six times without being able to get in; 
that finally he caught in the hallway the lady who ‘run the 
house,”’ and she, being asked, could remember only three men 
who lived in the house. He reported these facts to the board of 
election commissioners appointed by the governor. The Repub- 
licans made some fuss about it. The commissioners said, ‘* Oh, 
well, this has got to be signed.”” They said, ‘‘ We will compro- 
mise with you; we will call it 40.’’ So they called it 40, most of 
whom voted, and voted for Mr. Butler; and one man voted on 
seven of those names. 

Mr. FEELY. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FEELY. I am endeavoring to the best of my ability to 
hear everything that the distinguished chairman of the committeo 
has tosay. It is impossible for me to hear all he says; but if has 
said anything concerning any other precinct-—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. [yielded for a question, not for a speech. 

Mr. FEELY. I am not making aspeech. If the gentleman 
has said anything concerning any precinct which the minority of 
the committee were not willing to exclude from the polls, I have 
not heard it; and I have been listening as closely as possible. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Ihave been discussing the thirteenth precinct 
of the Twenty-third Ward, which the minority say it was a crown- 
ing outrage for us to reject. That it their pet ward—the worst 
case in the box; I have shown the Housethe facts. If any gentle- 
man thinks that on this testimony that vote ought to have been 
counted, he has a very different view of the matter from my 
own. 

Now, I do not think it necessary to consume the tithe of the 
House further. I might take up, in addition to this general testi- 
mony, the names of people who were called and testified that they 
did not know and never heard of the people who registered from 
their houses and voted from their houses. Here is one, Annie 
Harms, in that very precinct. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, what does the gentleman say to 
this general proposition: After having thrown out noniiclent 
votes on both sides, what is the outcome? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Why, we threw out these 41 precincts in 
which no living man can tell what the honest vote was, or whether 
there was any honest vote, and it leaves Mr. WaGconrrR 767 ma- 
jority. That is the result. The same character of testimony 
runs all through the record. I will call attention to one further 
case. It is on 532 of the record. We find 10 men voting 
from one house all in a bunch, 6 voting from the next house, 4 
from another, 8 from another, all coming at one time and voting 
in the eighth precinct of the Sixth Ward. Six men appear to 
have voted from No. 1441 Chouteau avenue, 6 from 1018 Papin 
avenue, and those six men voted in that precinct four times. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield fora 
question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes. 

Mr. GILBERT. Is the proof of fraudulent votes confined to 
the six or eight men in that precinct? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Oh, no; as the gentleman will find if he will 
read the reper. 

Mr. GILBERT. I have not time to read the report. I am 


Does the gentleman yield? 


asking for information. 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; it is not confined to the six or eight men, 
but it runs all through these 41 precincts. 

Mr. GILBERT. And, for example, in any precinct where the 
proof shows that so many fraudulent votes were polled and no 
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proof at all as to the residue of the votes, then do you throw out 
the whole precinct? ; 

Mr. OLMSTED. Why, the evidence shows such manifest 
fraud and irregularity on the part of the registration board, on 
the part of the election boards, and of the election officers, frands 
in making up the returns in stuffing the ballot boxes and in rob- 
bing them, that it is impossible to tell what is fraudulent and 
what is not. Therefore we throw out allin pursuance of the weil- 
established rule, which obtains in courts, in Congress, and in 
State legislatures. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman to 
say that these same offenses, intimidations, etc., permeated that 
whole district there. I will ask the gentleman if he has read the 
2,500 pages of this testimony taken 1m this case? 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; I have not zead the 2,500 pages. 

Mr. RUCKER. Iwill ask the gentleman if any member of his 
cominittee has read it? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I understand that the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. MrLer] has read every page of it. 

Mr. RUCKER. When was it filed before the gentleman’s 
committee? 

Mr. OLMSTED. As soon as it came up it was sent up in 
proof—in sections. 

Mr. RUCKER. I hope the gentleman will not take any excep- 
tion to what I am going to ask him-—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. Not at all. 

Mr. RUCKER. I want to get at the truth. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. RUCKER. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not true 
that a forecast of the action of this committee appeared in the St. 
Louis papers two days before the gentlemen of the committee had 
this case submitted to them? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, Mr. Speaker, Iam not responsible for 
the publication of any paper in St. Louis. I do not read them. 
I do say, however, that if any forecast appeared it was false, and 
I will state that the only St. Louis paper I have seen was a Dem- 
ocratic paper forecasting that somebody else was to draw the re- 
port and when it was to be made. I want tosay to the gentleman 
that the committee never made up its mind in this case, and I do 
not believe any member ever expressed an opinion to anybody 
until after twelve hours of argument had been heard by able 
counsel who referred to and read all the testimony that seemed 
essential, and, so far as I am concerned, I did not form my judg- 
ment until after I had spent, I am sorry to say, on last Sunday, 
sixteen hours going over the poll books, returns, and ballot-box 
records, and no living man knew until I had done that how I was 
going to vote. I never expressed an opinion as to my conclusion 
until I expressed it to the gentleman from Indiana, the ranking 
minority member of the committee, on Monday night before we 
met to decide upon our report. 

Mr. RUCKER. Does not the gentleman know it was published 


in the St. Louis Globe-Democrat last week how the committee | 


would report? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Ido not know what is published in the St. 
Louis Globe-Democrat, and if it was published there it was a 
false statement. 

Mr. RUCKER. And does not the gentleman know that that 
statement was given to the paper by the attorney for the contest- 
ant in this case. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not know it, and, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
care. I decline to have my time taken up by such questions. 

Mr. RUCKER. Well, I intend toask the gentleman questions 
and he may refuse them if he sees proper. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 


Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman permit another question? | 


Mr. OLMSTED. Well, ask it. 

Mr. RUCKER. Well, I am going to. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Doit promptly or I shall decline to yield. 

Mr. RUCKER. Well, I will ask it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Very well. 

Mr. RUCKER. I understand the gentleman to say that the 
only member of his committee who has read this testimony is the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I said nothingof thekind. Ihave read every 
page of it that was essential, every page the attorney for the sit- 
ting member thought it was necessary to refer to in the argument 
of counsel, and everything that is necessary to the determination 
of the case. I read the 2,300 pages of testimony with great care 
except such portions as related to Mr. Wagoner’s nomination, 
that point having been expressly waived by Mr. Butler’s counsel 

his argument before our committee. 

Mr. RUCKER. I will ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. And if the gentleman or anybody on that side 
can refer to anything in contravention of the statements I have 
read to him I challenge him to do it. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican Sub 

Mr. RUCKER. I will ask the gentleman if his committee did 
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not give the contestee in this case until 8 o’clock Saturday night 
to file references and citations? 

Mr. OLMSTED. They gave him all the time he wanted, and 
asked him to file them as promptly as possible if he wanted them 
to be considered in his case. e never did file them and never 
intended to file them. 

Mr. RUCKER. Did you not announce your determination of 
this case before the time you had given him had expired? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I decline to yield further to that sort of in- 
terrogation. 

Mr. RUCKER. I should like the gentleman to answer that one 
question. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 
The gentleman from Missouri is out of order. 

Mr. RUCKER. I should like the gentleman to answer that 
question. 

Mr. GILBERT rose. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will yield to the gentleman in front of me. 

Mr. RUCKER, All right. 

Mr. GILBERT. I want to know whether or not there was 
any proof taken by your committee upon the general proposition 
as to how that district would have gone in the event that an. hon- 
est and fair election was held? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Why, Mr. Speaker, we did not take testi- 
mony before our committee. We took the testimony as it was 
produced. 

Mr. GILBERT. But is there any testimony of that sort? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I can voyply say that in 1898, before the Nesbitt 
law was passed, it went Republican by about 2,300, but since 
that time it has been returned the other way. 

Mr. COWHERD. It has been redistricted. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not say that has any bearing upon it, 
but it is a pertinent answer to the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. VANDIVER. In what other campaign did it ever go Re- 
| publican? 

Mr. OLMSTED. The immediately preceding campaign, if the 
gentleman wishes to know. 

Mr. VANDIVER. What other campaign besides that? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to know 
how much time I have remaining. 

Mr. VANDIVER. What further campaign besides that? 

Mr. OLMSTED. In 1902 it went Republican. 

Mr. VANDIVER. No, sir; it did not. 

Mr. OLMSTED. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eighteen 
‘minutes remaining. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to say, without 
detaining the House longer at this time, that in my judgment—— 

Mr. ROBB. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. In fairness to the honest voters of St. Louis 
in this Congressional district—— 

Mr. ROBB. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I decline to yield. 

aa SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has declined to 
yield. 
|" Mr, OLMSTED. In fairness to the honest voters in this Con- 
| gressional district, in fairness to this candidate who has made 
this manly fight—— 
| 





Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. FEELY. The gentleman must yield toa point of order, 
and that is that we can not hear what he is saying. I know that 
is not his fault. 
| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The point is well taken. The 
House will please come to order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I wish merely to say that we 
have given this matter the most assiduous and conscientious care 
and study possible, and that it is my deliberaté judgment that 
the only way to do justice to the honest voters of the Twelfth 
Missouri district, the only way to do justice to this contestant 
who has made this manly fight against such corrupt odds, and 
the only way for this House to sustain its own dignity and the 
integrity of its membership, is again to unseat this sitting mem- 
ber, who is not entitled to the seat, and to place in it the man 
whom the honestly declared votes of that district, so far as they 
can possibly be ascertained, show to be entitled to a seat in this 
body. [Applause. ] 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman one 
question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman reserves the bal- 
ance of his time. The gentleman from [linois [Mr. FEEty] is 
recognized. 

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman yield to a question before 
taking his seat? 

Mr. OLMSTED. The Chair understands that I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands, 
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Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman yield to one question? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
[M* FEELY] is recognized. 

M:. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding to offer any 
suggestions upon this resolution, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania what disposition he will make as to time? 
We of the minority recognize that the gentleman controls the 
matter. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If the inquiry does not come out of my time, 
I will say that I endeavored to make an arrangement at the out- 
set asto the time, and failing in that, the gentleman will have to 
follow his judgment. 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, the reply of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is nothing more nor less than I had expected. It is 
an exhibition of the partisanship shown by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, who, looking at the mote in the eye of his neighbor, 
can not see the beamin hisown. When he says that partisanship 
has been exhibited by the minority in this case since last Decem- 
ber, I hurl back to him in defiance the charge that the minority 
of this House attempted to prevent the consideration of this con- 
test during the present session of Congress. On the contrary, we 
find that as soon as the memorial of Wagoner was presented to 
this House, we presented to this House, and you voted down by a 
partisan vote, a resolution to constitute a committee of investi- 
gation to go out to the city of St. Louis and take the testimony 
according to the rules of law and judicial practice, and not dele- 
gate harum-scarum, flotsam and jetsam notaries public to take 
all manner of irrelevant testimony and pound it into a record of 
2,300 pages, and submit it for our consideration two days before 
action is taken. 

It is all very well for the gentleman from Pennsylvania to say 
that this testimony has been arriving week by week by sections, 
and the members of his committee are too fair, notwithstanding 
the partisanship that has characterized them in this contest, to 
assert that this evidence was ever presented to any member of this 
House in a readable shape until last Monday morning. True it 
is that some testimony came here a week ago last Monday and 
two weeks ago last Monday—piecemeal it came. It came in un- 
dertakers’ boxes; it came in every kind of consignment in which 
it could come. 

The committee was called together; counsel were brought in. 
They were compelled to make their arguments before this com- 
mittee absolutely without an opportunity of investigating the 
evidence in this case. They were given but two hours to wander 
aimlessly through this record, without page, some of it, and with- 
out an index to facilitate the finding out of the facts. Mornings 
and sometimes evenings this committee sat listening to the argu- 
ments, besides the duty which a member owes to his constituents 
to be on the floor of the House from 12 o’clock in the day until 5 
o'clock, the hour of adjournment. They had to sit floundering 
about endeavoring to read some testimony to find the relevancy 
of any. The argument was concluded. 

Members of the committee suggested, ‘‘ What about a brief?’’ 
The ordinary, generally recognized, precedented practice of this 
House is that a brief of the evidence should be submitted for 
the consideration of the committee. Ah, no! ‘‘The House is 
about to adjourn.’’ ‘‘ The Fifty-seventh Congress is about to 
die.”’ ‘‘ There is no time to submit briefs, with the application 
of the law and evidence in this case.’’ ‘‘I must get a day in the 
House,”’ was the cry. A day in the House for the consideration 
of this report, even before the counsel had concluded the argu- 
ment in this case. On the day—several days, as I remember it 
now—before the argument was concluded the gentleman from 
Illinois and other members of that committee requested the chair- 
man to 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order which 
Was made against me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order. 

Mr. FEELY. The gentleman from Illinois requested that evi- 
dence should be submitted, and specifications containing the 
page and the names of the witnesses in the record upon which 
they believed that certain precincts should be thrown out. That 
promise was made. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FEELY. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Of course, this statement is not exactly in or- 
der, but it does not matter. Is it not a fact that that request 
was made before the testimony was indexed, but immediately, the 
next morning, the whole testimony came up indexed and paged? 

Mr. FEELY. It afterwards came. I will say further without 
reflecting upon the gentleman from Illinois in making reference 
to what took place in the committee, all these meetings were 
open, and representatives of the press present, and I do not con- 
ceive myself in any way to have violated the rules in regard to 
stating what transpired in committee. 


The gentleman from Illinois 





The gentleman will proceed in 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman yield to a 
question of the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. FEELY. Certainly. 

Mr. PADGETT. I notice that the majority have thrown out 
41 precincts, which had given over 7,000 votes for Butler. Was 
there not a single honest vote in that entire number cast? 

Mr. FEELY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will say that I had never 
before conceived the idea that the gentleman from Tennessee was 
a humorist, and as I believe in asking me that question he does 
not ask for the purpose of enlightening the House, he must take 
a humorous view, because I assume he has read the report as it 
appeared in the Recorp, and knows, as every other member knows 
who read that report, that they could have easily distinguished 
the wheat and the chaff in this case—the legal votes that were 
cast for Wagoner and the legal votes which were cast for Butler— 
and they could have been rejected—the illegal votes cast for 
each—and a fair result obtained in determining the controversy 
in this case. 

Mr. PADGETT. That is the point I wanted to emphasize, the 
very iniquity that I wanted to call attention to here, that they 
have thrown out the whole of these precincts, and say that there 
is not a single honest vote cast in the whole of them. 

Mr. FEELY. Now, Mr. Speaker, so much for the manner in 
which this committee managed the consideration of this case. I 
wish to say that there is evidence in the record warranting fairly 
the statement that this Congressional district hasnever been car- 
ried by a Republican, with but three exceptions, for the last twenty 
years. 

Mr. Speaker, the chairman of that committee, with that non- 
chalance that makes him distinguished in the House if his great 
ability does not, stated that this district was carried by the Re- 
publicans in 1896 and in 1898. Why, Mr. Speaker, there were, I 
may say, hundreds of districts that were carried in 1896 and 1898 
for the Republican party, and yet not carried by them since that 
time at either election. Yes; the district was carried in 1896. The 
Democratic party was proportionately disunited in the Twelfth 
district of Missouri, as it was throughout the nation. 

Colonel Pierce was elected in 1896. He was elected in 1898, 
and after a service of four years, which I understand distin- 
guished him in this House, he is retired by a Republican machine, 
and a satrap of no particular ability or entity placed in his stead, 
and the Republican party asked to support him. They did not 
support him. There was a contest—and I am not going to criti- 
cise the decision of Election Committee No. 1 in the first session 
of this Congress—there was a contest, and the committee said, 
in making their report, that fraud was so general in this district 
on the part of the Democratic managers and on the part of the 
Republican managers that the truth was not ascertainable there- 
from; that it could not be determined who was elected to repre- 
sent the people of this district in this House, and that they would 
declare that no valid election had been held, and sent it back to 
the people for another verdict. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FEELY. I am always delighted to oblige the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman has stated that the district 
has never been carried by the Republicans except in 1896 and 1898. 

Mr. FEELY. With one exception, in twenty years. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to state that in the Fifty-first 
Congress, substantially the same district was represented by a 
Republican, by Nathan Frank. 

Mr. FEELY. That is the one exception. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I was coming to that place in the history of this case where this 
House, on the 28th of last June, adopted by a partisan majority, a 
partisan vote, the report of the Committee on Elections No. 1, 
declaring a vacancy to exist in that district. The contestee, Mr. 
Butler, went home to his people in Missouri and was unanimously 
nominated by the Democratic party of that district for the short 
term to fill the vacancy caused by his unseating, and as well for 
a seat in the Fifty-eighth Congress, which may convene after 
March 4. Then, gentlemen, a struggle ensued for the Republican 
nomination of this Congressional district. 

Two factions contested for the Republican nomination in this 
district in St. Louis. A man by the name of Reynolds was nomi- 
nated to represent it for the long term and for the short term. A 
man by the name of agen was nominated for the long term 
and a man by the name of Wagoner, who comes here to-day ask- 
ing for a seat in this Congress, who had circulated a petition 
broadcast to be placed upon the ballot, came into the convention 
which nominated Laffhagen, which represented a faction of the 
Republican party, and secured what was known as an indorse- 
ment, not a nomination, to goon the Republican ticket. Tumult 
ensued, lawsuits were started, and one great man in the State of 
Missouri absolutely disemboweled the Republican party in St. 


Louis, kicked out its central committee, or 20 out of 28 of them, 
and set up a new committee, 
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All these questions were in litigation. It was determined, after 
wrangling and crossing, that Mr. Reynolds was the regular nomi- 
nee for the long term in the Fifty-eighth Congress, and it is de- 
termined, although not legally, however with no objection from 
the contestee, who was advised of his rights, to place on the Re- 

sublican ticket for the short term this gentleman, Wagoner, who 
vid not secure the nomination. I will not say to this House that 
because Mr. Wagoner came into the Republican party by the 
back door that he was not entitled to be voted for, but I am sub- 
mitting to them that in their great doubt as to how James J. 
Butler received 7,000 majority in that district that they take into 
consideration the fact that he had a man opposed to him who 
could not, and did not, receive the Republican nomination. 

So much for the strength and vote-getting ability of the man 
whom the majority of this committee says the Republican party 
selected. But, Mr. Speaker, another view presents itself. The 
committee in its report criticises the whole territory of 63 pre- 
cincts which are contested by the contestant in language that 
ought not to be dignified by inclosure in any official document. 
Down in any section of any city one would not hear in a cam- 
paign for constable, or for member of the lower council of the 
city, the billingsgate which in the majority report is hurled 
against the people of the 63 precincts that gave Butler a majority. 

Mr. Speaker, I can account for that. There is no opportunity 
in this case to be completely, wholly, and absolutely consistent 
with the report of the Elections Committee No.1. The commit- 
tee that presented this report would fail in this—that there is no 
Butler to denounce in the record of this contest. Two thousand 
three hundred pages of this testimony with not a word about 
‘* Butler’s Indians’”’ in this contest; not a word about ‘‘ pernicious 
activity’’ of Butler or anyone connected with him in this con- 
test; not a word in the testimony taken before the dignified no- 
taries public; not a word in the argument of counsel. 

There is no word of complaint in the words of contestant’s coun- 
sel that the majority could see fit to dignify by noticing it against 
the police of the city of St. Louis. The only word spoken against 
the police was the statement in the argument of counsel, printed 
with the rest of the report, that the chief of police of the city had 
issued a general order transferring the police from their regular 
beats to distant parts of the city. In this respect the counsel for 
the contestant showed how new, how unsophisticated, how unac- 
quainted he is with the practice prevailing in every city of any 
decent size beyond that of a hamlet, by showing surprise at the 
sending of the police to different parts of the city from that which 
they had been in the habit of traveling on their beat. 

If that view of counsel is correct, then the present President of 
the United States must be criticised for his conduct when he was 
police commissioner of the city of New York, because, as I rec- 
ollect, at that time there was such an order. The chiefs of 
police in the cities of Chicago and Philadelphia and Louisville 
and every other city that is worthy to be called such adopt the 
same measures to secure fair elections. The purpose is to divest 
the election of any want of dignity that might be the result of 
too much familiarity. I say that nocriticism of the police or But- 
ler was possible. So, in order to place advantage in the place of 
invectiveand to build a wal! against the helpless minority of this 
House in their demand for a fair consideration, a paragraph of 
the report is given over to ruthless abuse of the character of the 
residents of the 63 precincts thatMr. Butler carried. 

What a significant fact it is that all the 63 precincts that are 
questioned as being fraudulent in this case are the precincts that 
were carried by the Democratic candidate for Congress, and not 
only by him, but by the remainder of the Democratic ticket. 

One more example of the necessity for being audacious when 
claiming all the morality that is extant in the world. This ma- 
jority, with a brazenness that I thought it was incapable of, states 
to the people of the country and the members of this House that 
the Democratic portion. the majority portion. of the Twelfth Con- 
gressional district of Missouri is rotten to the core, and the 53 
precincts, or thereabout, that Mr. Wagoner carried are pure and 
irreproachable from a moral stanpoint. 

What evidence do they bring you? The chairman of the com- 


mittee stood up here, knowing that it was impossible for anybody | 


to read the record, and criticised three precincts, as to two of 
which the minority of the committee in presenting their views, 
agreed to reject the poll—agreed to throw it out. One was known 
as the ‘‘Snake’’ Kenney precinct. 


opportunity was presented to read the testimony in regard to it. 
In that precinct *‘ Snake’? Kenney, the great mogul, the boss of 
the precinct, was a candidate for constable. 
what ticket. 
the interest of the Democratic or the Republican party were as 
naught in his eye. 


r Tam familiar with that, be- | 
cause it was mentioned in the first hundred pages or so, and the | 





and place where the minion of the law is no respecter of persons. 
‘*‘Snake’’ Kenney had to be elected. Hecame down tothe polling 
place with his three or four men, and a fight was started. The 
polling books were taken away. That is the truth, so far as it is 
evidenced by the testimony of the man who, I believe, in parts 
of the record is characterized by many witnesses as unworthy of 
belief. Butwe of the minority took it as a fact, because the con- 
testee, so far as we could learn in the record, had presented no 
testimony which reliably denied it. 

We say that we do not want a dirty poll. Members of the 
minority, as soon as they read that testimony, agreed that it 
ought to go out of the record. Members of the majority will 
bear them out in that statement. The other precinct referred to 
was a precinct where one William Lee, who held the dignified 
and honorable position of an officer in the West End Colored 
Democratic Jefferson Club, was, according to the testimony, seen 
on registration day with something in his hand that looked like 
slips. The testimony is that he had around him a swarm of 
Senegambians, and the inevitable conclusion must have been that 
William Lee was out to ** play horse’’ with the registration book. 
That is all the evidence, practically all; and the minority agreed 
to exclude that precinct from the polls. 

Now, the other precinct referred to by the chairman of this 
committee was an important precinct—the precinct containing 
the Butler stables. It is necessary, in order to stir up sentiment 
in-the House, to distribute pictures of the Butler stables. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FEELY. In a moment. You know, Mr. Speaker, if we 
did not have pictures of the Butler stables in the record as evi- 
dence, there are no people in Missouri, no witnesses, however 
prolific in their production of evidence, who could adequately 
describe the kind of a stable owned by the Excelsior Hauling 
Company, so we must have a picture distributed. NowI will 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker. I rise to a point of 
order, that the House is not in order. Before the gentleman 
yields I will ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fre.y] to 
yield to me long enough to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. OLMSTED] if he is going to move the previous question after 
this hour and his own is consumed? The purpose of asking that 
is that we must arrange some plan for the further argument and 
use of the hour. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I endeavored to the best of my 
ability to obtain an agreement with the gentleman on the other 
side as to the amount of time to be consumed by each side. My 
overtures in that direction have not been met with any other 
than that spirit which has prevailed all day in opposition to the 
consideration of this question. That time might just as well 
have been consumed in the deliberation and discussion of this 
case, but has been consumed in roll calls. I can now only say 
that the gentlemen will have to follow their own inclinations and 
judgment in the matter of consuming their time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then, I assume that that is a 
statement that the majority, under the leadership of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, will sweep the gentleman who now has 
the floor from it, without a fair discussion of the case, and will 
yield no further consideration than the hour he has and which 
the gentleman from Illinois is now using. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman can assume what 
he pleases. I am unable to see how it will be possible for us 
to take the gentleman off the floor. There has been no attempt 
of that kind. He might have occupied the floor for two or three 
hours, instead of having that time consumed by roll calls. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am not giving that suggestion. 
I only want to see whether the gentleman is going to confine this 
debate, in the power which he has, to the two hours. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I will exercise the power which 
I have when the time comes in such a way as suits my judgment. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is perfectly consistent with 
the gentleman's attitude, I will say to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, I know the gentleman’s time is 
limited, but I want to ask a question. How would the vote in 
the district stand if you excluded a!l of the votes that the Repub- 
lican side of the Chamber claimed to have been fraudulently cast, 


| giving them credit for the votes that were fraudulently cast and 


I do not know on | 
I know that he was a candidate for constable; that | 


Every man in the House knows that when | 


candidates for constable and their ambitions run afoul of the | 


ambitions of honorable gentlemen in this House, there is one time 
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| 


counting the honest vote in every precinct?) What would the re- 
sult be in such case? 

Mr. FEELY. In answer to the gentleman from Kentucky, I 
can not do anything more than refer him to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania who had presented to him the two theories, both of 
which he rejected and selected a third one of his own concoction. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Sveaker,I did not hear the question, but 
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if an answer is desired from me and it will do any good it will 
afford me pleasure to do the best I can. 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, I decline to have my time used by 
the other side. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is not my suggestion. It came from the 
other side. The gentleman referred to me. 

Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania took the 
floor without permission. 

Mr. MANN. And whatis the gentleman from Missouri doing? 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, much has been said of the Butler 
stables registration. I desire to read some testimony from the 
record—testimony which is not contradicted, testimony which is 
not shaken by cross-examination. John R. McCarthy, the super- 
intendent of the Excelsior Hauling Company, which concern 
owned and operated those stables, was put upon the stand, and in 
answer to certain questions gave the following testimony: 

Q. I will ask you, Mr. McCarthy, to state what that stable is used for? 

A. Well, the lower floor is used for nothing but stalls—stall room. The up- 
per floor—why, one corner we use fora little feed. We get our feed in there 
just as we use it. The rest of it—why. the men sleep there. 

Q. How many men are employed by the Excelsior Hauling and Transfer 


Company? 


A. We employ all the way from two close up to four hundred men. That 
all depends on the season of the year. 
Q. How many men do you employ in the summer time 


A. In the summer time it all depends on the crop of a If we have 
a plentiful crop, we have close to 400 men. 

Mr. Speaker, this Excelsior Hauling Company is a large con- 
cern and has the contract for hauling all the garbage of the city 
of St. Louis. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that if anyone will read this testi- 
mony which I now have not the time to read, it will amply bear 
out the statement that every man registered from the Butler 
stables would, in the reasonable logical nature of events, have 
been a resident of those stables. 

I know that evening suits are not ae to residential 
stables. In those stables live the nomads of the world, the hobo, 
if you please; the tramp, if you please. But as long as he com- 

lies with the law of the State of Missouri as to residence in the 

tate, after he has become a citizen of the United States, he has 
the right, if he complies with the law as to county, city, and pre- 
cinct registration, to vote for a member of Congress, even if he 
lives in such a place as the Butler stables. I in my short life 
have known communities from which Republican majorities 
were extracted where they were not provided such tial homes 
for the electors as the Butler stables. Pass the picture around, 
look at it, and determine for yourselves if it is not possible for 
100 or 200 men to make their homes in that stable. 

Now, I am going to pay just alittle attention to a scheme relied 
upon by the majority as the quid pro quo for this contest. That 
scheme comprehended the mailing of some 25,179 registered let- 
ters to people whose names a on certain informative sheets 
that were spread broadcast among the voters of the district. 
Those 25,000 letters, as I say, were mailed, and 12,000 of them 
came back with a definite indorsement—so says the uncross- 
examined witness of the majority, so says the witness of the ma- 
jority presented on the last day, when no opportunity was allowed 
to combat his testimony by rebuttal or rejoining testimony— 
12,000 of those letters came back with a definite indorsement to 
the effect that the members did not live there. That is his lan- 

. Of those 12,000, 3,000 odd voted in the election. 

Now, this contestant asks the rejection of those votes because 
the names of 2,200, I believe, of them did not appear in the city 
directory—a city directory canvassed for a year previous—and 
because they were not reached by a registered letter which had 
on its face a demand upon the part of the sender, “‘ If addressee is 
not at this address, return at once.’’ In other words, with an eye 
single to declaring that the man did not reside in the house, the 
framers of this scheme said, ‘‘ We will show the committee that 
he did not live there in December and January of 1901 and 1902, 
by the directory: we will show the committee that the voter did 
no? live there in December, 1902, by the evidence of a registered 
letter."’ Now, the House and the country can form their own 
opinion as to the value of such evidence. Iam not going to take 
the time properly to characterize it here. I su from the 
great stress that the majority have laid upon this they hope that 
somebody will take this up and discuss it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is charged by the contestant that there 
are some two or three thousand, I have forgotten the number 
now, of the names on the poll book, the book used as an official 
record of the number of men who vote, containing their names— 
it is charged that there are some 3,000 men who voted whose 
names arenotupon these sheets. These sheets are entitled ‘‘ List 
of registered voters, Fourth Ward, second precinct.’’ These 
sheets are required by law to be distribu by the board of 
election commissioners of the city of St. Louis previous to the 
election. They are expected to contain the names of the men 
entitled to vote. 


Now, they are not official in the sense that the law of the State 
of Missouri which provided for their printing ever intended that 
they should be as evidence in a court or in an election con- 
test. They are simply fugitive, informative sheets, gotten up for 
general advice as to the registration. Do not let anyone say 
fraud because there are names that are on the official register 
that are not on these sheets. They are not, Mr. 8 er, even 
copies of copies. I will state how they are prepared. They are 
prepared by the judges and clerks from verification lists, which 
are made by taking certain streets in the precinct and checking 
the names of voters in the order of the lowest to the highest 
numerical order of the street address. 

It is easy to believe and easy to conceive how these judges and 
clerks, ane men that they were, selected to perform a 
duty fora , can make mistakes in writing up this register. 
Now, gentlemen, with the opportunity to produce these records, 
or if not to produce them to produce certi copies of the origi- 
nal registers, with the opportunity to produce examined copies or 
some evidence of the actual registration which would be accepted 
in any justice of the court in the country, and not these, 
the contestant allowed his fifteen days in chief and his five days 
in rebuttal, out of which he took such great advantage in getting 
into the record what was called the Owens scheme of legislating 
a man out of a seat in Congress by a registered letter and a city 
directory. 

I know that the chairman, or whoever will close this debate, 
if they think it necessary to close it, will not be able to show that 
the contestee, if he did, was perfectly justified in rejecting this 
whole idea, and if he was not justified, he could never have seen 
the materiality of this list as testimony or evidence, without what 
was called this Owens scheme of tabulation of votes introduced 
the last day of the contest. 

The chairman says, ‘“‘ How can we account for the fact that there 
were less ballots in the boxes than were counted in the recount 
before the notary public?’ Inevery State, I take it, there is a pro- 
vision in the election law providing that where ballots are de- 
stroyed, where ballots are defective, wheee the intention of the 
voter to register his opinion is aborted, these defective ballots 
shall be placed in envelopes provided for the purpose and returned 
to the election board. Not in this whole record is there one scin- 
tilla of evidence that the contestant attempted to open one of these 
envelopes containing defective ballots, which would have ex- 
plained away the discrepancy in most of these cases. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I recognize, if I never recognized it before, 
the feeling of the strait-jacket. Ihave not had an opportunity 
to read this testimony in the manner in which testimony ought 
to be read when a member of this House is going to discharge his 
duty as a member of an elections committee and to give to a con- 
test that judicial determination to which it is entitled in the 
light of the law and precedents. I have not had that opportunity. 
I make the statement boldly, and I doubt whether there is any 
member of this committee besides the chairman who will stand 
up and say to this House that he has had an opportunity to give 
this case that time and that judicial attention which he should 
have given it. 

Mr. CURRIER. The gentleman says he had not time to read 
the testimony in this case. Does he think it necessary for the 
proper consideration of this case that the testimony of 400 wit- 
nesses called by Mr. Butler in regard’ to the nomination of Mr. 
Wagoner, which Mr. Butler’s counsel said had nothing to do with 
this case, should be read, making hundreds and hundreds of pages 
Ae FEEL Y Ah, Mr. Speaker, I t going to yield to th 

r. . , Mr. er, Iam no g to yie 8 
gentleman to make a speech. I like the strait-jacket; it makes a 
man go ahead; it makes a man partisan. 

Mr. Speaker, concluding, let me say that I believe that there 
never was a worse example of partisanship rampant than is here 
exhibited in the endeavor to railroad a man out of the seat to 
which he was honestly elected. Talk abouta sufficiency of fraud 
which, Mr. Speaker, involved the poll in all these precincts. I 
hope the chairman will not say—what am I saying—he ought to, 
he must say it, that he can not separate the wheat from the chaff, 
although he has in the committee room the record of every vote 
cast in these 63 précincts, with a tabulation as to how they voted 
and whom they voted for and whether the ballot is believed to 
be regular or not by the contestant. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FEELY. I yield, if it is a question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would ask if he recollects the fact that in 
every one of these boxes in the 41 precincts votes were missing, 
running from 5 in the lowest up to 140? 

Mr. FEELY. Ihave answered that. They never opened the 
defective-ballot envelopes. 

In concluding, allow me to say if this majority of the committee 
desires to bring in a report of this sort, without argument and 
without brief on the law, without an opportunity to consider the 
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testimony, just the same as I conceive it to be my duty in trying 
a case, Whereas in this case the counsel was asked that material 
testimony be pointed cut to members of the committee, which was 
not done, why of course they can do so. ) 

Mr. Speaker, let this majority go ahead, let a partisan judg- 
ment be entered here to-day, and leave it for the country to judge 
whether a man, no matter whether he may come from what is 
called by some, even if they emanate from Pennsylvania, a cor- 
rupted locality, should be unseated in this manner; letit be seen 
whether the country will say that a man has not a right to a seat 
in this Congress because he was voted for by people whose morals 
are not up to the standard of those who would try a case without 
reading the evidence and enter judgment without argument on 
the law. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr 
ArmMonD] the balance of my time. I would ask how much time 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has nine minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, it would be impossible for 
anybody in the short space of nine minutes to make any particu- 
lar impression in the discussion of a case, the testimony in which 
covers over twenty-three hundred pages, and the briefs in which 
are large and the reports in which are voluminous. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman from Missouri be permitted to occupy 
the floor for one hour. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I renew my request, and make it 
thirty minutes. 


Mr. OLMSTED. I object; the time which might have been: 


consumed in argument has been wasted otherwise. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I hope at least, Mr. Speaker, that this 
interruption will not come out of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The contestee was returned by nearly 
sixty-three hundred majority. In order to seat the contestant, 
the committee recommends the throwing out of precincts which 
gave him over 9,000 votes and gave the contestant something 
like 2,000 votes. The reason given, so far as there is any reason 
given for this action, is that it is not possible to ascertain what, 
in these 41 precincts was the honest and what the dishonest vote. 
If that be true, it is strange that the committee has not recom- 
mended, being unable to ascertain how many honest votes were 
cast for one candidate or the other, it is strange that the com- 
mittee has not recommended that there be declared no election. 
Instead of that, inasmuch as the majority of Butler in these 
precincts is greater than sixty-three hundred majority returned 
for him, it is found convenient to throw them all out and figure 
up 700 majority for Wagoner. 

I submit, upon the theory of their own contention, that nothing 
can be done honestly in a case where you can not determine what 
are the honest votes beyond declaring that there is no election; 
but what reason is there for concluding that you can not deter- 
mine the honest votes in this case? There is no offer to show that 
fraudulent votes were cast or that dishonest voters were denied 
an opportunity to vote. Discrepancies are found in these various 
precincts in the number of votes alleged to have been cast and 
the number of votes returned for this candidate or that candidate, 
sometimes considerable discrepancies, sometimes very small dis- 
crepancies, and in some instances a few votes. Then, instead of 
assuming or indulging in the humane supposition that errors ma 
have occurred through the lack of skill or inadvertence, or lac 
of care of the clerks in any one of the thousand ways that might 
have occurred, and frequently do occur honestly, the whole pre- 
cinct is disfranchised. undreds of men, of whose honesty there 
is no question, are disfranchised, and the seat is given to a man 
who comes here over 6,000 votes short of his competitor. 

This is a very simple proceeding, if gentlemen have any regard 
for the honesty and decency in the matter. Of course if the only 
object is to take the seat and throw the incumbent out because it 
is supposed there are votes enough to throw him out, the proceed- 
ing is very well understood. But why should the committee, if 
that be the case, go through the travesty of an argument, or talk 
about legal principles, or talk about the sacredness of the ballot, 
about the committee trying to ascertain who is elected, when every 
man who knows a very little about the case must know to a cer- 
tainty that Wagoner is not elected? Wagoner came on the Re- 
— ballot, and I defy any gentleman to contradict it, when 

e had no right upon it at all. He had no right anywhere in that 
election except upon a ticket by himself, with not another candi- 
date on the ballot; but he is put on the Republican ballot. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; of course I can not yield unless the 
gentieman gives me time. The impertinence, and assumption, 
and assurance, and gall, the want of a sense of justice in a man 
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trying to run roughshod over gentlemen on this side and yet by 
frivolous and childish questions taking the time of a man who 
has only nine minutes [laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side] is utterly beyond the comprehension of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, of course. [Laughter.] Many things much plainer 
are much beyond his intellect. 

Now, here is a man who was not nominated, here is a man 
whose party did not put him forward, here is a man who had no 

lace rightfully wpon his party’s ticket, and yet in a spirit of 
airness and justice, in generosity that comes from being deco- 
rous, he is put upon the Republican ballot, where he gets the 
benefit of the votes of the Republican party which cast him out 
and repudiated him when they came to the matter of nomination. 

And now we have here the farce, the shameful spectacle, of an 
attempt to put that man into the House, to draw $10,000 salary, 
to draw two mileages, to draw two allowances for stationery. In 
all the proceedings—not only in the United States Congress but 
the aie world over—in the history of election contests no other 
case so base, so low, so mean, showing such utter wont of decency 
and all pretense of right, so thoroughly colorless of anything ex- 
cept iniquity and wrong, can be found; nothing in baseness and 
hypocrisy, nothing in meanness and deceit, nothing in bitter par- 
tisanship and cant, to match or to be compared to this case. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Take the seat, if you choose to take it; steal it, if you choose to 
steal it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Rob the man who 
was elected, if you choose to rob him. Throw upon the people of 
that district, wos twice have returned Mr. Butler to Congress, 
the representation of a man whom they have repudiated. Bring 
this man in here; associate with him upon terms of equality for the 
remaining days of this session. Welcome him to your bosoms as 
a man not at all entitled to the seat, but a man fully entitled to 
political fellowship with those who would steal it for him—the re- 
cipient of stolen goods placed upon a precise par with those who 
stole the goods. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

The gentleman on the other side suggests that time has been 
frittered away. Ay, the time has been well employed which has 
been used to delay the hour of the perpetration, the completion, 
of this iniquity. And let gentlemen understand that until the 
4th day of March—until the Speaker from the chair declares this 
House adjourned sine die, there will be done on this side what- 
ever can be done decently, under the rules of the House, in ac- 
cordance with appropriate legislative procedure, to carry to the 
country the fact, to stamp upon the record, to show to future 
generations that we are not going to tolerate or condone this kind 
of larceny. 

Take the seat and pay for it! Take the seat and be accountable 
for the wrong that givesit to you! Gather all that you can by 
what you get out of Wagoner; gather all that you can by what 
you get out of this act; but pay the penalty—answer the respon- 
‘sibility. If legislation faile if time which you think ought not 
to be consumed is consumed in roll calls—recollect when you 
vote to steal Mr. Butler’s seat that you are voting to kill the 
measures that will be killed in consequence of that act. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

There is not aman upon the committee who has read all the 
evidence in this case. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
read ‘“‘all that was material.’’ All that was material! All that 
he deemed essential to take the seat from Butler and give it to 
Wagoner! Everything outside of that is ‘‘immaterial.’’ [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] But whatever evidence may 
show that Butler is entitled to the seat, whatever evidence might 
convince anyone who is willing to be convinced that Wagoner is 
not entitled to it, that would be “ immaterial’’—immaterial to 
the purposes of the inquiry. I presume that not even a second 
gentleman on the committee, barring, of course, the most indus- 
trious and astute chairman, has read even a part of what on that 
side is deemed ‘‘ material.’’ He has been told by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, I presume, what his conclusion upon the 
**material”’ part is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Missouri has expired. 
[Mr. Dr ARMOND, as he resumed his seat, was loudly applauded 
on the Democratic side. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
“was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 

BaRNES, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of 
Representatives that the President had approved and signed bills 
of the following titles: 

On February 23, 1903: 

H. R. 14764. An act to establish United States courts at Wilkes- 
boro, N.C. 

On February 24, 1903: 

H. R. 5070. An act for the relief of Hamilton M. Sailors; 
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H. R. 16021. An act making appropriations for the legislative, | 


executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; 
H. R. 2557. An act for the relief of Henry L. McCalla; 

H. R. 9063. An act to refund certain taxes paid by the Anheuser- 
Busch Brewing Association, of St. Louis, Mo.; 

H. R. 13257. An act to refund penalty to the Bank of Colfax, 
Iowa; 

H. R. 1605. An act granting a pension to John 8. Whitlege; 

H. R. 15659. An act granting a pension to Elise Sigel; 

H. R. 17247. An act granting a pension to Mary H. Rumple; and | 

H. R. 12508. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 
Jones. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—WAGONER AGAINST BUTLER. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (when order had been restored) | 
recognized Mr. OLMSTED. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro'tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I first rose and ad- 
dressed the Chair as ranking member of the Elections Committee 
No.2. Iwas not recognized. Am I not in order for recognition? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is simply following 
out the ordinary practice in reference to recognition. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz ARMonpD] having just concluded 
his remarks on one side, the Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] on the other. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. When shalllI be entitled to recog- 
nition under the rules? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question whenever it arises. 
has the floor. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [ Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, in the brief period allotted to me 
for the presentation of this case to the House I have not time to 
pay any attention to the vituperation and abuse of the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat. Neither his abuse nor his 
threats will prevent any member on this side of the Chamber 
from performing his whole duty. And I want to say, further, 
before the gentleman leaves the Hall, that the difficulty with the 
gentleman from Missouri is that he does not know what he is 
talking about. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Well, my friend, you ought to sympa- 
thize with me, because that is precisely your own position. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MILLER. I do deeply sympathize with him, and I think 
in a moment I can convince even the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. De ArMOND] that he does not know what he is talking 
about. He says that in this case Mr. Wagoner was never nomi- 
nated. The records in this case show that Wagoner’s nomination 
was certified by the election commissioners of the city of St. 
Louis, two of whom were Democrats and one a Republican, and 
his name went upon the official ballot as Mr. Butler’s name 
went upon the official ballot, and no gentleman on that side of 
the Chamber denies that statement, or my reference to that fact. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
to a question? 

Mr. MILLER. No;I will not yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. A gentleman who makes such statements upon the floor 
of this House will not take any of my time when I have but ten 
minutes in which to present this matter. I want to say further—— 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be given half an hour. [Applause and laughter on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I object. 

Mr. MILLER. Now, these are the facts in reference to the 
nomination. The gentleman says he was not nominated by a 
convention. I call his attention to the fact that he was nomi- 
nated by petition, and that nomination in that way by petition 
was approved by the Republican convention, and that conven- 
tion indorsed him by its official action. 

Mr. FEELY. Were those signatures forged? 

Mr. MILLER. Now, the gentleman is pleading the baby act 
when he says that. 

Mr. FEELY. The evidence shows they were. 

Mr. MILLER. The able gentleman from Missouri, Judge Bond, 
who presented this case in behalf of the contestee conceded the 
nomination of contestant and admitted that contestee had waived 
- question, and urged this as evidence of the magnanimity of 

r. Butler. 


I rise to a point of order. 


The Chair will answer that 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania 





‘ 
2 oe 


| the record in the testimony of James H. Smith. 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. 
The gentleman is stating—I doubt if it occurred [laughter on the 
Democratic side]—but he is stating what occurred in -the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Missouri to the record in this case, which has 
been published and is the same which I have used here in my ref- 
erence to the language of Judge Bond in his argument before this 


committee. 
That I deny. I deny the state- 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
ment in the record. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Rosinson], who generally is fair, to turn now to 
the argument of Judge Bond. I donot want to take up my time 
in doing so. He will find in that record that Judge Bond argued 
this case, and presents it here to this House now, and it was 
said, in order to show the great magnanimity of Mr. Butler, 


| they never raised any question, but conceded that this nomina- 
| tion was certified properly by the officers of the city of St. 


Louis. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
in his former statement. 

Mr. MILLER. And I say that because of that certificate his 
name went on the official ballot. 

Mr. FEELY. That is right. 

Mr. MILLER. Yes; that is right, that is the exact record. 

Mr. FEELY. But not by nomination. 

Mr. MILLER. And I want to further say to the gentleman 
from Missouri, when he talks about anybody stealing a seat in 
this House, if he desires to turn to the record in this case, and he 
can turn to it, and I will give him the pages of the reeord—— 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. But you will not give me the time. 

Mr. MILLER. There he will find the sworn testimony of the 
Republican judges showing the conduct of the policemen of the 
city of St. Louis in one precinct. He will find it on page 14 of 
One policeman 
went in there when a Republican judge had refused to allow men 
to repeat—— 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. What was his surname? 

Mr. MILLER. James H. Smith was his name, and you will 
find it on page 14 of the record. You might go out now to the 
cloakroom. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MILLER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that the testimony of 
Mr. Smith is that the policeman went into the polling place, and 
he found the Republican judge was objecting to men who were 
repeating there, forming a circle, walking around in the room, 
not even changing coats or hats for the purpose of trying to con- 
ceal their identity, and when a Republican judge objected to 
their voting—— 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, a pat of order. Linsist on being 
recognized to make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the gentleman’s point 
of order? 

Mr. FEELY. My point of order is that the gentleman is now 
making statements which are not material. ar) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ilinois is 
out of order. 

Mr. FEELY. Mr. Speaker, the minority concedes that the pre- 
= to which the gentleman refers‘should be thrown out of the 

ot. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I was simply referring to this 
little episode on election day for the purpose of vindicating the 
action of the minority of the committee in reporting in favor of 
throwing out the entire vote of two precincts in the Twelfth Con- 
gressional district. ButI propose to give therecord. The police- 
man walked in, after this Republican judge had objected to these 
repeaters time and again—— 

r. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MILLER. I will not yield. This policeman said “I un- 
derstand that you judges are armed here, and I will have to 
search you.’’ And so he searched the Republican judges and 
clerks, and then he walked to the door and said to the mob out- 
side, ‘‘ Why, it is a mistake. They have no arms of any kind 
upon their persons.’”’ And immediately the mob rushed in and 
they knocked the may tng ow judge senseless, and he had to be 
carried out and have his head bound up, and was taken home b 
the policeman, who refused to arrest any of the men who 
committed the assault upon the Republican judge. 

Just across the street from one voting place there was a photo- 
graph gallery, and a photographer attempted to take a snapshot 
of what was going on across the way, where men were forming 
in circles and were repeating, voting from six to eight or ten 
times, and suddenly the mob rushed over there, broke in the win- 
dows and doors, destroyed the materials of the photographer, and 
knocked him down unconscious, and beat him almost to death, 


But the gentleman is incorrect 
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and the policeman who was on duty at that precinct went across 
the street and arrested the photographer as soon as he became 
conscious, but did not arrest any man there who had committed 
the assault upon this photographer or destroyed his property. 

I call your attention to the fact that in the 41 precincts that the 
majority of the committee have thrown out there were from one 
to three policemen at these voting precincts during the day, and 
there was but one arrest made during the entire day in those 
precincts, although the judges and clerks time and again called 
the attention of the policemen to the fact that they were repeating 
there from one toten times. I call your attention to the fact that so 
far as this illegal registration is concerned, that it was largely 
made up, in these 41 precincts, from houses of prostitution, from 
saloons, and from gambling hells. And witnesses are called in 
this case who testify that the people registered from those — 
were not there upon election day. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Me THAYER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. THAYER. Was not a motion made that the gentleman’s 
time be extended half an hour, and was there anyone objecting 
to that? I should like to have the gentleman’s time extended. I 
have some questions I should like to ask him myself. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman who made the 
request was not entitled to the floor to make the request. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. So that I will not lose my rights, 
I ask for recognition by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman who made the 
request that the time of the gentleman from Kansas be extended 
did not have the right to the floor to make the request. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. And the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 

yania [Mr. OLMSTED] is recognized. 

Mr. OLMSTED. r. Speaker, I desire to be notified when I 
have occupied four minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be so notified. 

Mr. OLMSTED. In reply—— 

Mr. THAYER. In the four minutes I should like to ask the 
gentleman a question or two. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not yield, and I do not want this taken 
out of my time. 

Mr. THAYER. Is this a vaudeville show or a legislative body? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to reply to the exceedingly able argument, 
the legal argument of the gentleman from Missouri, who speaks | 
best when he knows nothing about either the law or the facts of | 
the case. I call his attention to an extract from McCrary on 
Elections: 

It has long been held by all judicial tribunals of the country, as well as by 
the decisions of Congress, and the legislatures of the several States, that the 
entire poll should always be rejected for any one of the three following rea- 
sons: First, want of authority in the election board. Second, fraud in con- 
ducting election. Third, each 
election void. 

These last two reasons are found in every one of these 41 elec- 
tion precincts which we have rejected. In every one of them 
there were missing from the ballot boxes numbers ranging from 
5 to 140 ballots of persons shown on the poll books to have ap- 
peared and voted. Is not that fraud and irregularity in conduct- 
ing the election? In every one of these cases there were duplicate 
ballots in the same name, the same number, and the same address 
counted for Butler. Is that fraud or irregularity, or is it not? 
In every one of them the ballot boxes were found to contain bal- 
lots illegally cast by persons who were not registered. In every 
one of them ballots cast by repeaters. In every one of them the 
a officers had entered into a conspiracy to defeat the con- 

estant. 

Now, I submit, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri in- 
augurated this system of bulldozing, served notice upon us that 
if we even filed a report in this case at this session there should 
be no further legislation, and has to-day, with others on that side 
of the Chamber, consumed three hours on frivolous motions in- | 
tended merely for delay, which time might have been devoted to 
the discussion of this case. It showed that they did not dare to 
discuss it on the law and the facts. They wanted to prevent a 
discussion. 

Now, I submit that this House will disgrace itself if it does not 
seat a man who is shown clearly to be entitled to this seat and | 
shall continue longer a man who has been allowed to draw $10,000 
of salary to which he is not entitled and $4,000 for election ex- | 
penses. I appeal tothis House to resent the gentleman’s threat; 
to maintain its own dignity; to preserve the integrity of its own | 
membership, and to seat the sitting member—[great laughter and | 
applause on the Democratic side]—to unseat the sitting member | 
and seat the gentleman who will be the sitting member upon the ! 


irregularities and misconduct as render the 





conclusion of this case, because he is fairly and justly entitled to 


the seat. 


[Applause on the Republican side. ] 


Inow demand the previous question on the resolutions and 
amendment by way of substitute to the final passage. 
The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania demands the previous question. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 
Mr. OLMSTED. Upon that 


T 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 112, 
answered ‘‘ present’’ 12, not voting 76; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me, 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
srick, 
Bristow, 
Brown, 
Bull, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bartlett 
Benton, 


| Billmeyer, 


Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cooney, 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Davey, La. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Elliott, 
Feely, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 


Cassingham, 
Dayton, 
Deemer, 


Bankhead, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Brantley, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 
Burkett, 
Burnett, 
Butler, Mo. 


| Connell, 


Conner, 
Conry, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 


YEAS—151. 
Dahle, Hopkins, 
Dalzell, Howell, 
Darragh, panes 
Davidson, Hull, 
Dick, Irwin, 
Douglas, Jack, 
Draper, Jackson, Md. 
Dwight, Jenkins, 
Emerson, Jones, Wash. 
Esch, Joy, 
Fletcher, Knapp, 
Foerderer, Kyle, 
Fordney, Lacey, 
Foster, Vt. Landis, 
Fowler, Lawrence, 
Gaines, W. Va. Lewis, Pa. 
Gardner, Mass. Littauer, 
Gardner, Mich. Littlefield, 
Gardner, N.J. Long, 


Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 


*Hepburn, 


Hildebrant, 
Hill, 
Holliday, 


Loucenslager, 
Lovering, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Miller, 
Moody, 
Morgan, 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Palmer, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 


NAYS—112. 


Flood, 
Foster, Ill. 
Fox, 
Gilbert, 
Glass, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Griggs, 
Hay, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hooker, 
Howard, 
Johnson, 
Kehoe, 
Kern, 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 
Lever, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Lindsay, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—12. 


Mann, 
Metcalf, 
Minor, 


McAndrews, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Mahoney, 
Maynard, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Padgett, 
Pou, 
Randell, Tex. 
Ranesdell, La. 
Reid, 


Rhea, 


Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 


Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 

Ryan, 
Scarborough, 


Morrell, 
Pierce, 
Prince, 


NOT VOTING—‘%6. 


Davis, Fla. 
Dovener, 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 
Edwards, 
Evans, 
Fleming, 
Foss, 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gill, 

Glenn, 
Green, Pa, 
Griffith, 
Heatwole. 
Henry, Miss. 
Hitt, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jett, 

Jones, Va. 


Kahn, 
Ketcham, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Lassiter, 
Lessler, 
Loud, 
McCall, 
McCleary. 
McDermott, 
McLachlan, 
Maddox, 
Meyer, La. 
Mondell, 

Me SS, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Norton, 
Parker, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. PIERCE. 


roceeded to put the question. 
demand the yeas and nays. 


Pearre, 

Perkins, 

Powers, Me. 

Powers, Mass, 

Reeder, 

Reeves, 

Schirm, 

Shattuc, 

Showalter, 

Sibley, 

Smith, Ml. ; 

Smith, Iowa 

Smith, H. C. . 
Smith, S. W. 

Smith, Wm. Alden 

Southard, 

Southwick, 

Sperry, 

Steele, 

Stevens, Minn. 

Stewart, N.Y. 

Storm, ( 
Tawney, 

Tayler, Ohio 

Thomas, Iowa 

Tompkins, Ohio 

Van Voorhis, 

Vreeland, f 
Wadsworth, 

Wanger, , 
Warner, 

Warnock, 

Watson, 

Weeks, 

Woods, 

Wright, 

Young. ’ 


Shackleford, ‘ 
Shallenberger, 

Sheppard, 

Sims, 

Slayden, 

Small, 

Smith, Ky. 

Snodgrass, 

Snook, 

Sparkman, iJ 
Stark, 

Stephens, Tex. f 
Sulzer, 
Swann, 


Tate, 

Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thompson, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
White, 

Wiley, 
Williams, [1. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Zenor. 


Scott, 
Sherman, 
Tirrell. 


Patterson, Tenn 
Pugsley, 
Roberts, 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 


Selby, 
Shafroth, 
Shelden, 
Skiles, 
Spight, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Trimble, 
Wachter, 

W he eler, 
Wooten. 
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For the balance of the day: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Rosperts with Mr. BANKHEAD, 
CONNER with Mr. CREAMER. 

Foss with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Driscoi. with Mr. Davis of Florida, 
GILL with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. McDerRMotTrT. 

Mr. McCLeary with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. Brxeuam with Mr. Jones of Virginia, 

Mr. ParRKER with Mr. PuGsLey. 

Mr. SuLLoway with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Eppy with Mr. Cooprr of Texas. 

Mr. WacHTER with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I now move to recommit 
the case to the Committee on Elections, and I desire to say that 
the reason of moving that this case go back to the Committee on 
Elect ions is—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that 
motion is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not in order now. 
The first question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 


from Indiana. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a parliamen- 
The gentleman will state it. 


tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let the amendment be re- 
reported, so that we may know what it is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ Resolved” and as 

* That George C. Wagoner was not elected a resentative in the Fifty- 
seventh Congress from the Twelfth Seale district of Missouri and 
is not entitled to a seat therein. 

“Resolved, That James J. Butler was elected a 


seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressional 
entitled to a seat therein.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that my motion was in order. This is a substitute for the 
original resolution, and is not an amendment differing in its terms. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has no standing in a parlia- 
mentary way except as an amendment. It is offered by the gen- 
tleman from iana—— " 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask for recognition 
at the proper time to make that motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this resolu- 
tion contains two propositions. Each subject will stand byitself, 
and I demand a separate vote. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that 
a substitute amendment is not divisible. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. -The Chair will say to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee that under the rules of the House, as the 
gentleman from Tennessee is aware, a motion to strike out and 
insert is‘not divisible. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that, but if 

it contains two substantive ee I euypoee the Chair 
would entertain a division of the question. We have always had 
a division on questions of this kind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no doubt about that. 
The gentleman will be entitled to a division on the main proposi- 
tion, but on the motion to strike out a resolution and insert it is 


not divisible. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Chair holds that this 
It is not divisible, and the Chair 


is a motion to strike out and insert? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
thinks the gentleman from Tennessee will recognize the propriety 
of that ruling. The motion is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Indiana. 
The question was taken. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. 
Mr. PAYNE. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 153, 
answered “‘ present’’ 11, not voting 75; as follows: 


resentative in the Fifty- 
istrict of Missouri and is 


YEAS—112. 
Adainson, Clayton, Flood, Kern, 
Allen, Ky. Cochran, Foster, TL Kitchin, Clande 
Ball, Tex. Cooper, Tex. Fox, Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Bartlett, Cowherd, Gilbert, Kluttz, 
Benton, Crowley, Glass. Lamb, 
Billmeyer, Davey, ‘La. Goldfogle, Latimer, 

Wie, De Armond, Gooch, Lester, 
Breazcale, Dinsmore, Gordon, Lever, 
Brundidge, Dougherty, Hay, Lewis, Ga. 
Burgess, Elliott, Henry, Tex. Lindsay, 
Burleson, Feely, Hooker. Little, 
Caldwell, Finley, Howard, Livin mn, 
Candler, Fitzgerald, Johnson, Lie 
Clark, Flanagan, Kehoe, Mc 


McClellan, Randell, Tex. Shackleford, Swanson, 
= agg a La. Shallenberger, — 

cLain, i Leppard, ‘aylor, Ala, 
McRae, Rhea, Sim: Thayer, 
Maddox, Richardson, Ala. Slayden, Thomas, N. C 
Mahoney, Richardson, Tenn. Small, ompson, 

ynard, Rixey, Smith, Ky. Trimble, 
Mickey, Robb, Snoc 88, Underwood, 
Miers, Ind. Robertson, La. Snook, Vandiver, 
Moon, Robinson, Ind. Sparkman, White, 
Neville, Rucker, Stark, Wiley, 
Newlands, Russell, Stephens, Tex. Williams, mi. 
Padgett, Ryan, Sulzer, Williams, Miss. 

uu, Scarborough, Swann. Zenor. 

NAYS—153. > 
Acheson, Dalzell Howell, Payne, 
Adams, Darragh, Hu Pearre, 
Alexander, Davidson, Hull, Perkins, 
Y- — Me. | -- [ a Me. 
plin, ug ac owers, Mass. 

Babcock, Draper, Jackson, Md, Reeder, 
Ball, Del. Dwight, Jenkins, Reeves, 
Barney, Eddy, Jones, Wash. Shattuc, 
Bartholdt, Emerson, Joy, Showalter, 
Bates, Eseh Knapp, Sibley, 
Beidler, Fletcher, Kyle, Smith, M 
Bishop, Foerderer, Lacey, Smith, lows 
Blackburn, Fordney, Landis, Smith, 
Boreing, Foster, Vt. Lawrence, Smith, 8. Ww. 
Bowersock, Fowler, Lewis, Pa. Smith, Wm. Alden, 
Brandegee, Gaines, W. Va. Littauer, Southard, 
Brick, Gardner, Mass. — South wick, 
Bristow, Gardner, Mich. Long, perry, 
Brown, Gardner, N. J. enslager, Stevens, Minn. 
Bull, Gibson, Lovering, Stewart, N. Y¥. 
Burk, Pa. Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Storm, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Tawney 
Burkett, Graff, Marshall, Tayler, *Onio 
Burleigh, Graham, Martin, ——— Iowa 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Mercer, Tompkins, Ohio 
Butler, Pa. Grosvenor, Miller, Van Voorhis, 
Calderhead, Grow, Minor, Vreeland, 
Cannon, Hamilton, Moody, Wadsworth, 
Capron, Hanbury, Morgan, Wanger, 

‘ Haskins, Morrell, Warner. 
Conner, Haugen, Morris, Warnock, 
Coombs, edge, Mudd, Watson, 

Cooper, Wis. Hemenway, Needham, Weeks, 13 
Cousins, Henry, Conn. Nevin, 
Cromer, Hepburn, Olmsted, Wright, 
Crumpacker, Hi ‘re Otjen, Young, 
Currier, Hil Overstreet, The Speaker. 
Curtis, Holliday, Palmer, 
Cushman, Hopkins, Patterson, Pa. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—11. 
Cassingham, Loud, Pierce, Sherman, 
Dayton, Mann, Prince, Tirrell. 
Deemer, Metcalf, Scott, 
NOT VOTING—%. 
Bankhead, Davis, Fla. Kahn, Robinson, Nebr. 
Bell, Dovener, Ketcham, Ruppert, 
Bellamy, Driscoll, Kleberg, Schirm, 
Belmont, Ed Knox, Selby, 

i g Evans, Lassiter, Shafroth, ; 
Blakeney, Fleming, Lessler, Shelden, h 
Boutell, Oss, McCall, Skiles, 
Brantley, Gaines, Tenn, McDerm Spight, 

Bromwell, Gill, —— Steele, 
Broussard, Glenn, Meyer, La. Stewart, N. J. 
eee Green, Pa. Mondell, Sulloway, 
Burne’ Griffith, Sutherland, 
Butler, Stee Griggs, Mutchler, Talbert, 
Connell, Heatwole Naphen, Tompkins, a... 
Conry, Henry, Miss. Norton, Wachter, 
Cooney, Hit Parker, Wheeler, 
Corliss, Jackson, Kans. Patterson, Tenn. Wilson, 
Creamer, Jett, ssley, Wooten. 
Dahle, Jones, Va Roberts, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


For the balance of the day: 

Mr. BouTELt with Mr. Griaes. 

Mr. WacutTER with Mr. WiLson. 

Mr. Grarr with Mr. Cooney. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move to recommit the resolutions to 
the Committee on Elections. My purpose in making that motion 
is this—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I move the previous question on the motion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I had the floor, and I ask the Chair 
whether he proposes to recognize-— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoop] moves to re- 
commit the resolutions to the Committee on Elections. On that 
motion the gentlemen from New York [Mr. Payne] asks for the 
previous question. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
there were—ayes 156, noes 4. 

Mr. UNDEE WOOD. I make the point of order that no quorum 


is 
Mr. @! GROSVENOR. I make the point that the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama is dilatory. A quorum has just voted; 


and the presumption is that there is a quroum in or about the 


ouse. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The record discloses the absence 
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of aquorum. Evidently there is no quorum in the Hall. The 
Chair orders the doors to be closed. The Doorkeeper will take 
measures to enforce the attendance of absent members. The 
yeas and nays will now be taken under the rule, and gentlemen, 
as their names are called will respond “aye” or ‘“‘no”’ or 


‘* present.” 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 12, 
answered ‘ present ’’ 19, not voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 
Acheson, Dahle, Hopkins, Parker, 
Adams, Dalzell, Howell, Patterson, Pa. 
Alexander, Darragh, — Payne, 
Allen, Me, Davidson, Hull, Pearre, 
Aplin, Dick, Irwin, Perkins, 
Ball, Del. Douglas, Jack, Powers, Me. 
Barney, Draper, Jackson, Md. Powers, Mass. 
Bartholdt, Dwight, Jones, Wash. Reeder, 
Bates, Eddy, Joy, Reeves, 
Beidler, Esch, Knapp, Schirm, 
Bishop, Fletcher, Kyle, Showalter, 
Blackburn, Foerderer, Lacey, Sibley, 
Boreing, Fordney, Landis, Smith, M. 
Boutell, Foster, Vt. Lawrence, Smith, Iowa 
Bowersock, Fowler, Lewis, Pa. Smith, H. C. 
Brandegee, Gaines, W. Va. Littauer, Smith, S. W. 
Brick, Gardner, Mass. Littlefield, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bristow, Gardner, Mieh. Long, Southard, 
Bull, Gardner, N. J. Loudenslager, Southwick, 
Burk, Pa. Gibson, Lovering, Steele, 
Burke, S. Dak. Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Stevens, Minn. 
Burkett, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Stewart, N. Y. 
Burleigh, Graff, Marshall, Storm, 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Martin, Tawney, 
Butler, Pa. Grosvenor, Mercer, Tayler, Ohio 
Cannon, Grow, Miller, Thomas, Iowa 
Capron, Hamilton, Minor, Tompkins, Ohio 
Cassel, Hanbury, Moody, Van Voorhis, 
Conner, Haskins, Morgan, Warner, 
Coombs, Haugen, Morris, Warnock, 
Cooper, Wis. Hedge, Mudd, Watson, 
Cousins, Hemenway, Needham, Weeks, 
Cromer, Henry, Conn. Nevin, Woods, 
Crum packer, aepbere. Olmsted, Wright, 
Currier, Hildebrant, Otjen, Young, 
Curtis, Hill, Overstreet, The Speaker. 
Cushman, Holliday, Palmer, 
NAYS—13. 
Cooper, Tex. Lloyd, Richardson, Tenn. Underwood 
De Armond, MeRae, Robinson, Ind. Williams, Il. 
Lester, Moon, Snodgrass, Zenor. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—19, 
Babcock, Emerson, Prince, Tirrell, 
Calderhead, Loud, Scott, Vreeland, 
Dayton, Mann, Sherman, Wadsworth, 
Deemer, Metcalf, Sperry, Wanger. 
Dovener, Morrell, Sulloway, 
NOT VOTING—174. 
Adamson, Evans, Lassiter, Ruppert, 
Allen, Ky, Feely, Latimer, Russell, 
Bali, Tex. Finley, Lessler, Ryan, 
Bankhead, Fitzgerald, Lever, _ Scarborough, 
Bartlett, nagan, Lewis, Ga. Selby, 
Bell, Fleming, Lindsay, Shackleford, 
Bellamy, Flood, Little, Shafroth, 
Belmont, Foss, Livingston, Shallenberger, 
Benton, Foster, Til. McAndrews, Shattuc, 
Billmeyer, Fox, McCall, Shelden, 
Bingham, Gaines, Tenn. McClellan, Sheppard, 
Blakeney, Gilbert, McCulloch, Sims, 
Bowie, Gill, McDermott, Skiles, 
Brantley, Glass, McLachlan, Slayden, 
Breazeale, Glenn, MeLain, Small, 
Bromwell, Goldfogle, Maddox, Smith, Ky. 
Broussard, Gooch, Mahoney, Snook, 
Brown, Gordon, Maynard, Sparkman, 
Brownlow, Graham, Meyer, La. Spight, 
Brundidge, Green, Pa, Mickey, Stark, 
Burgess, Griffith, Miers, Ind, Stephens, Tex. 
Burleson, Griggs, Mondell, Stewart, N. J. 
Burnett, Hay, Moss, Sulzer, 
Butler, Mo, Heatwole, Mutchler, Sutherland, 
Caldwell, Henry, Miss. Naphen, Swann, 
Candler, Henry, Tex. Neville, Swanson, 
Cassingham, Hitt, Newlands, Talbert, 
Clark, Hooker Norton, Tate, 
Ciazten, Howard, Padgett, Taylor, Ala, 
Cochran, Jackson, Kans. Patterson, Tenn. Thayer, 
Connell, Jenkins, Pierce, Thomas, N. OC, 
Conry, Jett, ‘ou, Thompson, 
Cooney, Johnson, Pugsley, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Corliss, Jones, Va. Randell, Tex. Trimble, 
Cowherd, Kahn, Ransdell, La. Vandiver, 
Creamer, Kehoe, Reid, Wachter, 
teeny, Kern, Rhea, Wheeler, 
Davey, La. Ketcham, Richardson, Ala. White, 
Davis, Fla. Kitchin, Claude Rixey, Wiley, 
Dinsmore, Kitchin, Wm. W. Robb, Williams, Miss, 
Dougherty, Kleberg, Roberts, Wilson, - 
Driscoll, Kluttz, Robertson, La. Wooten. 
Edwards, Knox, Robinson, Nebr. 
Elliott, Lamb, Rucker, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


answering ‘‘ present.” 


Mr. BUR 


Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 


The gentleman is recorded as 


of Pennsylvania. I desire to be recorded “aye.” 


The name of Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania being again called, he 
voted in the affirmative. 
Mr. HANBURY. Mr. Speaker, I answered “ present’’ on the 


roll call. I desire to be recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. HANBURY’S name being again called, he voted “‘ aye.” 

Mr. McRAE. I desire to change my vote from ‘‘ present” to 
oe no. ” 

The name of Mr. McRAkE was again called; and he voted in the 
negative. 

The following additional pairs were announceu: 

For the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. Apamson, 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. Mickey. 

. Emerson with Mr. StrepHens of Texas, 

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. Brown with Mr. CowHErp. 

. Basoock with Mr. Sms. 

. GRAHAM with Mr. WILLIAM W. KitTcHIn, 

. SHattuc with Mr. NEVILLE. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. PapGetr. 

. WADSWORTH with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. 
. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CocHRAN, 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. Tare. 

The result of the vote was announced, as above stated. 

During the call of the House and pending the announcement of 
the vote by the Speaker the following occurred: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask for or- 
der. I make the point of order that members are not allowed to 
stand around the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
seats. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iask ifthe vote has been added, if the 
clerks have finished their count. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will respond to the 
gentleman at the proper time. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr.Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. I would like to know whether the gentlemen on the other 
side who are in their seats and who failed to respond to their 
names have been counted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessse. 
regular order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, the gentleman has aright make that inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
rules of the House are being enforced. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I again make 
the point of order that gentlemen have no right to stand around 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Tennessee refer? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Min- 
nesota, Mr. TAWNEY, was there when I made the point of order. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But the gentleman’s point of order took 
him away. 

Mr. PAYNE. I noticed just a moment before that that the 
gentleman from Tennessee was there. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will please note as 
present Mr. BANKHEAD of Alabama, who was present and failed 
to respond when his name was called. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Alabama to recommit. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Chair announced so 
many as present. I would like to ask, as a fact, whether these 
an answered present or whether they were noted as pres- 
ent. 

The SPEAKER protempore. All of them answered “present,” 
excepting Mr. BANKHEAD. The question now is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama to recommit. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WANGER), there were—ayes 5, noes 165. 

So the motion to recommit was lost. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
— of order as being dilatory. 

epublican side. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And I venture to say that 
no occupant of the chair ever before did that. It is arbitrary, 
tyrannical, unconstitutional; it is unjust and it is unfair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is out of order. 


Gentlemen will please take their 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the 


To what gentlemen does the 


I was sent for by the 


And the Chair overrules the 
[Prolonged applause on the 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I denounce it as unfair and 
unjust and as never having been done before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the reso- 
lution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James J. Butler was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, 
and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes have t, and the ques- 
tion now is on the second resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is tyrannical. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iam notoutoforder. The 
Chair is arbitrary and unjust. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the second resolution, which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That George C. R. Wagoner was elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, 
and is entitled to a seat therein. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes appear to have it, the ayes have it, and the resolu- 
tion is agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I move to reconsider, and to lay that motion 
on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the Chair intend to 


deprive a member of this House of his seat without the right of | 


a division? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As many as are in favor of the 
resolution will rise and stand until counted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask what question the 
Chair is submitting? 

The SPEAKER protempore. If the gentleman had listened, he 
would have heard the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I was listening. I deny 
that I was not listening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the second resolution re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, what is the question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On agreeing to the second reso- 
lution reported by the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Lask that the resolution be again reported. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Clerk will | 


report the resolution. 
The Clerk again read the resolution. 


The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 


that the ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand a division. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. A division is demanded. As 


many as are in favor of the resolution will rise and stand until | 


they are counted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why do you grant a divi- 
sion now, and not on the other motion? 

The House divided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 161 
and the noes are 2. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I make the point of order that there is 
no guorvm present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. The resolution is agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I say that never was done 
before. I did not believe any occupant of the chair could be 
found in this House who would do it. Itis unnecessary. You 
have a majority. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. What became of your members? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is unjustand tyrannical, 
and I did not believe that any occupant of the chair would ever 
do it. Isay that no other gentleman would have done it. The 
Speaker would not have done it. 

At this point the Speaker resumed the chair. 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen will be seated. 


Mr. Joy and Mr. Wagoner took their places in front of the 


Speaker's desk. ‘ 
Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to introduce Judge C. R. 
Wagoner. 
The SPEAKER administered the oath of office to Mr. Wagoner. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. re- 

orted that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
sills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 15520. An act to establish a standard of value and to 
provide for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands; and 


H. R. 16567. An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand the reading of 
those bills, Mr. Speaker. We want to know what bills those are, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read them by their titles, 

The Clerk read the titles of the bills. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker's desk 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Idemand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. There is another matter to be presented to 
the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 4178. An act for the relief of Austin A. Yates; 

H. R. 17204. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in the State of 
Arkansas; 

H. R. 3510. An act for the relief of the executors of James P. 
Willett, deceased, late postmaster of the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 14051. An act granting the consent of Congress to N. F. 
Thompson and associates to erect adam and construct power sta- 
tioh at Muscle Shoals, Alabama; 

H. R. 16909. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act author- 
izing the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland River 

| at_or near Carthage, Tenn.,’’ approved March 2, 1901; 
| H. R. 15595. An act confirming and ceding jurisdiction to the 
| State of Arkansas over certain lands formerly in Fort Smith Res- 
| ervation in said State, and asserting and retaining Federal juris- 
diction over certain other lands in said reservation; 

H. R. 1027. An act granting a pension to Lavina Cook; 

H. R. 16522. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb C. 
Van Sickell; 

H. R. 16509. Anact toauthorize the Pearland Leaf Rivers Rail- 
road Company to bridge Pearl River in the State of Mississippi; 

H. R. 16. An act to provide for the erection at Washington, 
D. C., of statues to the memory of Brigadier-General Count 
Pulaski and Major-General Baron von Steuben of the Continental 
Army; and 

H. R. 17088, An act to create a new division of the eastern ju- 
dicial district of Texas, and to provide for terms of court at Tex- 
| arkana, Tex., and for aclerk for said court, and for other pur- 
poses, 





AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s desk the Agricultural appropriation 
bill, to disagree to all the Senate amendments, and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The rules require—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the Agricultural 
appropriation bill. to disagree to all the amendments of the Senate, 
and ask for a conference. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. LIinsist on the regular order 
— the rules of this Republican House. I demand the regular 
oracer,. 

RECESS. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now take a recess 
until 11 o'clock to-morrow, and on that I demand the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House take a recess until to-morrow at 11 o'clock, and on that 
motion he demands the previous auestion. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, pending that, allow me to 
| report a bill. 
| Mr. PAYNE. Iask the gentleman from Indiana not to do that. 
| The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 


question. 
| The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
_ appeared to have it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand a division. 
The House divided; and the Speaker announced—ayes 169, 
| noes 5. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I make the point, Mr. Speaker, that 
| there is no quorum present. 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chair is obliged to overrule the point of 
| order, for the reason that the recent call of the House shows that 
there was a quorum present, and it is well settled by the rules 
that the point of no quorum can not be made when a recent call 
| of the House shows the presence of a quorum. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the Chair hear me for a moment? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will not hear the gentleman, the 
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Chair very much regrets to say. The Chair has recently exam- 
ined the matter. 

ie, UNDERWOOD. I call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that that was when no intervening business had taken place, 
and intervening business has taken place. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was half an hour ago, 
and members, to my knowledge, have left the House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would suggest that thereare four present on 
the Democratic side who did not rise. 

The SPEAKER. The question is decided, and the Chair is 
clear that it is decided correctly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I respectfully appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I respectfully appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal, 
as dilatory. The question is now on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York to take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

“Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for a division on that, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to count. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. I do not wish to call attention to any gentleman, 
but I see gentlemen in the House not members of the Houses. I 
presume they are doing so innocently, but they are standing in 
the line of the Speaker's gavel. 

The SPEAKER. Members-elect who are not members of this 
House will be seated. The Chair, however, has been guarded in 
that particular. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Idid not know whether the Chair would 
know all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not know all. The gentle- | 
man is right. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 173, noes 4. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 
12 minutes p.m.) the House was declared in recess until 11 o’clock 
to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
G. B. Harper, administrator of estate of Carolinas Boyd. against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Tabitha, Daniel Gould, | 
master, against The United States—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Pomona, Reuben Coffin, mas- 
ter, against The United States—to the Committee on Claims, and | 
ordered to be printed. 


| 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: ; 

Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17393) 
to authorize registers and receivers of United States land offices | 
to furnish transcripts of their records to individuals, reported the | 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3864); | 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FOSS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was 
referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 459) requesting in- | 
formation of the Secretary of the Navy concerning plans and | 
specifications for the building of the Naval Academy at Annapo- | 
lis, Md., reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a | 
report (No. 8865); which said resolution and report were referred | 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6779) to quiet cer- | 
tain land titles in the State of Mississippi, reported the same with | 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3866); which said bill | 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 





Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 421) request- 
ing information from the Secretary of the Navy with reference to 
a permanent programme for the steady increase, equipment, and 
manning of the Navy of the United States, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 3867); which said 
resolution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 17513) to amend section 4693 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to invalid 
pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 17514) to promote 
and encourage an American merchant marine—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 17515) to create the Territory 
of Alaska and to provide for the government of the same—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17516) authorizing the North American Tele- 
graph and Cable Company to construct a submarine cable—to the 
Commiitee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOREING: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 279) provid- 
ing for the printing of the report of the Anthracite Coal Strike 
Commission—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 280) 


| directing the Secretary of the Navy to submit a report of the best 


system of wireless telegraphy and estimate of cost of purchase of 


| same or rights for the use thereof—to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 94) to 
print 12,000 copies of the records, briefs, arguments of counsel, 
and all opinions in the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
cases of Francis v. United States and Champion v. Ames—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 468) relating to con- 
sideration of appropriation bills—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 469) for print- 
ing for Committee on Pensions—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 470) changing the 


| rules relative to motion to take a recess—to the Committee on 


Rules. 
By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A resolution of the Com- 


| monwealth of Massachusetts, favoring pensions for life savers— 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By the SPEAKER: A memorial of the legislature of Arizona, 


| against annexing any part of said Territory to Utah—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Territories. 


By Mr. CORLISS: A resolution of the legislature of Michigan, 
in favor of the erection of a monument to the memory of Charles 
V. Gridley—to the Committee on the Library. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCE 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 17517) grantee an in- 
crease of pension to Solomon W. Gore—to the Commuttze on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 17518) granting anincreace of pen- 
sion to Samuel B. Bartley—to the Committee on Invalid Pens‘ons. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 17519) granting an increase of 
pension to James Howard Stevens—to the Committee on Inval:d 
Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
3y Mr. BOREING: Petition of W. S. Smith and other citizens 


| of Monroe County, Ky., in favor of a bill to create a bureau of 
| public roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of the convention of West- 
ern Retail Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, in Kan- 
sas City, Mo., favoring the extension of reciprocity—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Parsons Division No. 161, Order of Railway 
Conductors, favoring Senate bill 3560, known as the Foraker 


| safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also. petition of Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Win- 
field, Kans., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution defin- 
ing legal marriage to be monogamic, etc.—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. BROWN: Petition of Sherry Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety, of Sherry, Wis., for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of the Omaha (Nebr.) Central 
Labor Union, favoring the repeal of the desert-land law—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolution of the Kansas State Temperance 
Union, asking for temperance legislation—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of C. 8. Albright and other lessees of the Indian 
Pasture Reserve No. 3, Okla., asking that occupants be given the 
preference right to lands when open for settlement—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petitions of the Welsh Calvinistic Method- 
ist churches of Oshkosh and Manchester, Wis., against the repeal 
of the anticanteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of F. A. Cole and other citizens of Omro, Wis., 
in favor of an amendment to the Constitution defining legal mar- 
riage to be monogamic, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Menasha, Wis., asking for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill 909, for the extension of the free-delivery sys- 
tem—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of F. A. Wildeand others, of Neenah and Trayser 
Brothers and others, of New London, Wis., urging the passage of 


House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the |. 


Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Wisconsin State Horticultural Society, 
in favor of House bill 8735—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the New York State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of House bill 15369, known as the 
good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. . 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Medical Association of 
Central New York, favoring the establishmentof a laboratory for 
the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective classes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSS: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., and Merchants and Manufacturers’ Board of 
Trade of New York City, for an increase of the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of Methodist Episcopal Church con- 
ference of Osborne County, Kans., to prohibit liquor selling in 
a ggg buildings, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

raffic. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the New York State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of House bill 15369, known as the 

-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the New York State Grange, 
Patrons of Fusbandry, in favor of the bill to create a bureau of 
public roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of the New York State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of the good-roads bill—to the | 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON: Resolutions of the Twenty-first Assembly | 
District Democratic Club of Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against 
the proposed transfer of the vessels of the American line to the 
British flag—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. | 


SENATE. 


Fripay, February 27, 1908. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. F. J. PrerryMan, of the city of Washington. | 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- | 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. SpoonreR, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. | 
STATE CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, | 
pursuant to law, the claims of the States of New Hampshire, 
Connecticut, New Jersey, and Rhode Island aggregating $1,290,- 
611.77, allowed by the Auditor for the War Department, etc.; | 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMERS W. L. EWING AND LOUISVILLE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 31st ultimo, a report by the Audi- 
tor for the War Department as to claims made by certain marine 
insurance companies of Cincinnati and St. Louis; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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| be constructed and 
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INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 25th instant, a list of judgments rendered 
in favor of claimants in Indian depredation cases, etc.;- which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LIST OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 25th instant, a list of judgments 
rendered by the Court of Claims not heretofore reported to Con- 
gress amounting to $265,071.86; which, with the accompanyin 
papers, Was referred to the Committee of Appropriations, onl 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had 3% Mr. GRIFFITH as a conferee at the confer- 
ence on the bill (H. R. 12098) to amend section 1 of the act of 
Congress or May 14, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act extending the 
homestead laws and providing for a right of way for railroads in 
the District of Alaska,’’ Mr. KLEBereG having resigned. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 4825) to provide for a union railroad station in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4850) to increase the pensions of those who have lost 
limbs in the military or naval service of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 15520) to establish a standard of value and to pro- 
vide for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands; and 

A bill (H. R. 16567) making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the legislature of Arizona relative to the enactment of legislation 
to protect the holders of all bonds issued under the authority of 
the acts of the legislative assembly of that Territory; which was 
meee to lie on the table, and to be printed in the Rucorp, as 

ollows: 


Territory of Arizona. Office of the Secretary. United States of America, 
Territory of Arizona, ss. 

I, Isaac T. Stoddard, secretary of the Territory of Arizona, do hereby cer- 
tify that the annexed is a true and complete Leg mew of council joint me- 
morial No. 1, adopted by the twenty-second legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Arizona Febru which was filed in this office the 
20th day of February, A. D. 1908, at 11.50 o’clock a. m., as provided by law. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal. Done at thecity of Phoenix, the capital, this 2ist day of February, A. D. 


1908. 
(SBAL.] ISAAC T. STODDARD, 
Secretary of the Territory of Arizona, 


Council joint memorial No. 1. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled; 

Your memorialists, the council and house of resentatives of the twenty- 
second legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, beg leave to su 
mit to your honorable bodies that— 

Whereas the loan commission of the Territory of Arizona, in session in the 
city of Phoenix on the 10th day of February, 1903, ordered funded and are 
now preparing to forthwith fund in fifty-year 8 per cent bonds of the Terri- 
tory of Arizona the 150 bonds of $1,000 each of the county of Pima, issued in 
1883 to the Arizona Narrow i under the provisions of the act 
of the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona approved Februa 
1, 1883, ee with the accrued and unpaid interest thereon, which sai 
a - unpaid interest coupons thereof now amount to the sum of 

4.030; ati 

Whereas such action on the part of the loan commission of Arizona was in 


| response to a mandate of the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, is- 


sued under the direction of the Supreme Court of the United States, com- 
manding said loan commission to so fund said bonds and interest; and 
Whereas said bonds were issued in 1883 to aid in the construction and opera- 


| tion of a railroad between the city of Tucson and the town of Globe, in the 


Territory of Arizona; and, 

Whereas said railroad was never constructed and was never intended to 
operated, and the people of the said county of Pima have 
never received any benefit or advantage whatever for said bonds, and the 
issue and delivery of said bonds was procured by fraudulent and collusive 

inations, on account of which said Pima County has never recognized 
or acknowledged said bonds as valid, but bas at all times refused all demands 
for interest thereon; and 

Whereas said bonds were by the Supreme Court of the United States, at 
its October, 1894, term, in the case of Lewis v. Pima County (155 U. 8., 54), ad- 
jud and declared wholly invalid and void; and 

ereas after said bonds were so declared invalid by the Supreme Court 
of the United Sta the Forty-fourth Congress of the United States, by its 
act approved June 6, 1896 (Statutes at Large, vol. 29, p. 262), pursuant to a 
memorial of the eighteenth legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, 
addressed to the te and House. of Representatives of the United States 
in Congressassem bled (a y of which memorial is heretoattached), validated 
certain bonds of the Territory of Arizona and various counties and munici- 


palities thereof; and 
Whereas to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 


States in the case of Utter etal. v. Franklin et al., decided January 3, 1890 
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_&., 416), said act of Congres# validated and made the aforesaid 
= a bia County, which had previously been Ea the Supreme 
Court of the United States invalid and void; and 


ereas memorial of the eighteenth legislative assembly of the 
a Fp so addressed to the Senate and House of esenta- 
tives of the United States in Congress assem was not intended to in- 
clude said Pimia County bonds, the Ty was misconstrued 
by the Forty-fourth of the United as by a comparison of 
said act of the Forty-fourth Congress ap ved June 6, Yeas, and said me- 
morial will clearly appesr, for the reason that said memorial a ed to the 


‘orty- Congress of the United States to legalize and te bonds 
Forty-four toon suid in good faith, the validity of which had been acknowl- 
edged; and 

reas said act of the Forty-fourth Co legalized and validated all 
bona wanenaiin and other ovilences of indebtedness of the said Territory 
of Arizona, and the counties and municipalities thereof, which had been au- 
thorized by legislative qnactments, whether lawful or not, as held by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the aforementioned case of Utter et 
al. v. Franklin et al.; and 

Whereas the said Forty-fourth Congress of the United States has so vali- 
dated the aforesaid notorious bonds, without request or solicitation on the 
part of the people of said Pima County, and has thereby imposed upon the 

neople of said Pima County and Santa Cruz County (the latter county hav- 
Ing been set off from Pima County in 1899 by act of twentieth 1 tive 
assembly of the Territory of Arizona), through the aforesaid action of said 
Joan commission, an unjust and most grievous burden, for which said people 
of said counties have never received any benefitor advantage whatever; and 

Whereas the aforesaid action of the said loan a to the 
aforesaid mandate, precludes the said counties of Pima and Santa Cruz from 
making further defense against the imposition of this unjust burden, 
and the obligation of the said counties by the action of said loan commission 
in funding bonds, pursuant to their order, will be rendered fixed and 
certain, without recourse or hope of relief: 

Wherefore, on behalf of the people of said Pima and Santa Cruz counties 
and the Territory of Arizona, we most respectfully request and urge your 
honorable bodies to grant relief from the burden of the aforesaid bond issue 
by an appropriation of sufficient funds from the Treasury of the United 
States to cover the sum total of the aforesaid bonds and accrued interest, so 
as aforesaid } ized and validated by the Forty-fourth Congress of the 
United States, to the end that the same may be forthwith paid, discharged, 
and canceled, and not funded by the said loan commission of the Territo 
of Arizona: Provided, however, t should said bonds have been refund 
by the loan commission of Arizona before the passage of the act of relief 
then and in that event the said county of Pima, Territory of Arizona, shall 
be reimbursed in the full sum of $317,685 by direct a. 

The Delegate to Congress from the Territory Arizona is hereby re- 
quested ond ar to use all means within his power to bring this 
subject before the Con of the United States now in session by the intro- 
duction at once of a bi ones for the relief herein prayed for. 

The secretary of the Territory of Arizona is hereby directed to transmit 
forthwith a certified copy of this memorial to the Delegate to Nor ty from 
the Territory of Arizona; also one to the President of the Senate of the United 
Steter ane also one to the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
United States. 

Passed and adopted by the casncil of the twenty-second _—ve assem- 
bly of the Territory of Arizona, the 20th day of Fe q 

EUGENE 8. IVES, 
: President of the Council. 

Passed and adopted bets house of representatives of the twenty-second 
legniave easembly of the Territory of Arizona, the 20th day of February, 
Us. 


THEODORE T. POWERS, 
Speaker of the House. 


MEMORIAL. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembied: 

Your memorialists, the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, 
beg leave to submit to your honorable bodies: That— 

Vhereas under various actsof the legislative assembly of the Territory of 
Arizona certain of the counties of the Territory were authorized to issue in 
aid of railroadsand other quasi public improvements and did under such 
acts issue bonds, which said bonds were sold in open market, in most in- 
stances at their face value, and are now held at home and abroad by per- 
sons who, in good faith, invested their money jn the same, and, save and ex- 
cept such knowledge as the law imputes to the holder of bonds issued under 
authorized acts, are holders of the same; and 

Whereas the validity of these bonds for many years after their issuance 
was oa and acknowledged by the payment of the interest thereon 
as it fell due; and 

Whereas there has recently been raised a question as to whether these acts 
of the legislative assembly were valid under the organic law of the Terri- 
tory, which had led to a movement lasting to the repudiation of the indebt- 
edness created under and by virtue of such acts; an 

Whereas we believe that such repudiation would, under the circum- 
stances, work great wrong and hardship to the holders of such bonds, and at 
the same time seriously affect the credit and standing of our people for hon- 
esty and fair dealing and ae us into disrepute: 

herefore we most strongly urge upon your most honorable bodies the 
propriety and justice of islation as will 
protect the holders of all bonds issued under the authority of acts of the leg- 
islative assembly, the validity of which has heretofore been acknowledged, 
and that you er legislate as to protectall innocent parties having entered 
into contracts resulting from inducements offered by our Te legisla- 
tion, and relieve the people of the Territory from the disastrous effects that 
must necessarily follow any repudiation of good faith on the i of the Ter- 
ritory, and that you may so further legislate as to validate all acts of the leg- 
islative assembly of the Territory which have held out inducements for the 
Investment of capital within the Territory,and which have led tothe invest- 
ment of large sums of money in enterprises directly contributing to the de- 
velopment and growth of the Territory, and thus relieve the honest people 
of the Territory from the disastrous effects that must necessarily follow any 
violation of good faith on the part of our people. 

Resolved, That our Delegate to Congress be, and he is hereby, instructed 
to use ail honorable means to bring this subject to the earnest consideration 
of Congress; that the secretary of the Territory be, and he is hereby, re- 
qu to transmit a copy of the foregoing toeach House of Congress and to 


our Delegate in Con 
Mr. Corbett. In council. 


such curative and remedial 


POSS. 

Indorsed: Council’ | joint memorial No. 1. i 
—— unanimously February 2, 1908. J.C. Evans, chief clerk. Febru- 
ary 20, 1993, house adopted memorial by unanimous vote. C. W. Miller, chief 
clerk. February 20, 1 Filed in the office of the secretary 
of the Territory of Arizona this 20th day of February, A. D. 1908, at 11.50a. m. 
Isaac T. Stoddard, secretary of Arizona, 


sent to council. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the legislature of Arizona, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to exclude from the Ss of the act of Congress of June 
6, 1896, the bonds issued by Pima County to the Arizona Narrow 
Gauge Railroad Company, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Territory of Arizona, office of the secretary. United States of America, 
Territory of Arizona, ss: 

I, Isaac T. Stoddard, secretary of the Territory of Arizona, do hereby 
pe that the annexed is a true and complete transcript of council memo- 
rial No. a by the twenty-second tive assembly of the Territory 
of Arizona, February 20, 1908, which was filed in this office the 20th day of 
February, A. D. 1903, at 11.50 o’clock a. m., as provided by law. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal. Done at the city of Phoenix, the capital, this 2ist day of February, 


A. D. 1908. 
[SEAL.] ISAAC T. STODDARD, 
Secretary of the Territory of Arizona. 


MEMORIAL OF PIMA AND SANTA CRUZ COUNTIES. 


To the council and house of representatives of the 
twenty-second legislative assembly of Arizona: 


Your memorialists, the boards of supervisors of Pima and Santa Cruz 
coun respectively, in joint session assembled, nee to submit to your 
honorable bodies that the loan commission of the Territory of Arizona, in 
session in the city of Phoenix on the 10th day of February, 193, ordered 
funded and are now prepared to forthwith fund in fifty-year3 percent bonds 
all of the 150 notorious bonds (for years known as the Pima County Narrow- 
Gauge Railroad bonds), together with the accrued and unpaid interest 
thereon, amounting im all to about $20,000; that such action on the part of 
the loan commission of Arizona was in response to a mandate of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Arizona, issued under authority of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, commanding said loan commission to so fund said 
bonds and interest. That said bonds were issued by the county of Pima in 
1883 to aid in the construction and operation of a railroad between the 7 
of Tucson and the town of Globe, in the Territory of Arizona; that said rail- 

was never constructed or operated and was never intended to be con- 
structed or operated, and the issue and delivery of said bonds was procured 
by fraudulent and collusive machinations. That said Pima County has never 
recognized or acknowlec.zed said bonds as valid, and has at all times refused 
all demands for interest thereon. 

That said bonds were by the § me Court of the United States, at its 
October, 1894, term, in the case of Lewis v. Pima County, adjudged and do- 
clared wholly invalid and void. That after said bonds were so declared in- 
valid the Congress of the United States, by its act approved June 6, 1896 (a 
copy of which is hereto attached), pursuant toa memorial of the eighteenth 
legislative se the Territory of Arizona, addressed to the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled (a copy 
of which memorial is hereto attached), validated certain bonds of the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona and various counties and municipalities thereof, includin 
the aforesaid notorious Pima County narrow-gauge railroad bonds, accord- 
ing to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of 
Utter et al. v. Franklin et al., decided in Jan , 1889. That said memorial, 
addressed to the Congress of the United States, by the said eighteenth legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, was not intended to include said 
Pima County bonds, and should not have been construed to include said Pima 
County bonds, as by reference tosaid copy of said memorial (hereto attached) 
and a memorial ad to the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled by the twentieth legislative assembl 
of the Territory of Arizona, known as House Memorial No. | (a copy of whic 
is hereto attached), will clearly appear. That the Congress of the United 
States misconstrued the aforesaid memorial of the eighteenth legislative 
assembly and validated these notorious bonds, without request or solicitation 
on the part of the people of Pima and Santa Cruz counties, and thereby im- 

upon said people of said counties an unjust and most grievous burden, 

or which said people of said counties have never received any benefit or ad- 
vantage whatever. That your memorialists believe,and on behalf of the 
people of Pima and Santa Cruz counties solemnly assert, that the Congress of 
the United States is in duty bound now to intervene and relieve the people 
of said Pima and Santa Cruz counties from the payment of all of said fontn, 
so as aforesaid by the Congress of the United States legalized and validated. 

Wherefore your memorialists, on behalf of the people of said Pima and 
Santa Cruz counties, beg to request and urge your honorable bodies to 
forthwith jointly memorialize the Congress of the United States now in ses- 
sion to grant an appropriation sufficient to cover the sum total of the afore- 
said bonds and accrued interest, to the end that the same may be forthwith 
_ discharged, and canceled, and not funded by the said loan commission 
of Arizona. 

Adopted by unanimous vote of the members of the board of supervisors 
of Pima and Santa Cruz counties, respectively, in joint session, held in the 


city of Tucson, Ariz., this 17th day of February, A. D. 1908. 
ANDRIES A. EBEIL, 
Chairman of Board of Supervisors of Pima County. 


RICHARD FARRELL, 
Chairman of Board of Supervisors of Santa Cruz County. 
Seal, Board of supervisors Pima County.] 
ttest: 
JOHN METs, 
Clerk of Board of Supervisors of Pima County. 


MEMORIAL. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 
Your memorialists, the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, 
beg leave to submit to your honorable bodies that— 

Vhereas under various acts of the legislativeassembly of the Territory of 
Arizona certain of the counties of the Territory were authorized to issue in 
aid of railroads and other quasi publicimprovementsand did under such acts 
issue bonds, which said bonds were sold in open market, in most instances at 


their face value, and are now held at home and abroad by persons who, in 
a faith, invested their money in the same, and, save and except such 
ow 


Saree the law imputes tothe holder of bonds issued under authorized 
acts, are holders of the same; and 

Whereas the validity of these bonds for many years after their issuance was 
unquestioned, and acknowledged by the payment of the interest thereon as 
it fell due; an 

Whereas there has recently been raised a question as to whether these acts 
of the legislative assembly were valid ufider the organic law of the Terri- 
tory, which had led to a movement looking to the repudiation of the indebt- 
edness created under and by virtue of such acts; and 

Whereas we believe that such repudiation would, under the circumstances, 
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work great wrong and hardship to the holdersof such bonds, and at the same 
time seriously affect the credit and standing of our people for honesty and 
fair dealing and bring us into disrepute: 

Wherefore we most strongly urge upon your most honorable bodies the 
propriety and justice of passing such curative and remedial legislation as 
will protect the holders of all bonds issued under the authority of acts of the 
legislative assembly, the validity of which has heretofore been acknowledged, 
and that you further legislate as to protect all innocent es having en- 
tered into contracts resulting from inducements offered by our Territorial 
legislation, and relieve the people of the Territory from the disastrous effects 
that must necessarily follow any repudiation of good faith on the part of the 
Territory, and that you may so further legislate as to validate all acts of the 
legislative assembly of the Territory which have held out inducements for 
the investment of capital within the Territory, and which have led to the in- 
vestment of large sums of cod in enterprises directly contributing to the 
development and growth of the Territory, and thus relieve the honest people 
of the Territory from the disastrous effects that must necessarily follow any 
violation of good faith on the part of our people. 

Resolved, That our Delegate to Congress be, and he is hereby, instructed 
to use all honorable means to bring this subject to the earnest consideration 
of Congress; that the nay of the Territory be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to transmit a copy of the foregoing to each House of Congress and 
to our Delegate in Congress. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the provisions of the acts of Congress 
approved June 25, 1890, and August 3, 1894, authorizing the funding of certain 
indebtedness of the Territory of Arizona, are hereby amended and extendéd 
so as toauthorize the funding of all outstanding obligations of said Territory, 
and the counties, municipalities, and school districts thereof, as provided in 
the act of Congress approved June 25, 1890, until January 1, 1897, and all out- 
standing bonds, warrants, and other evidences of indebtedness of the Terri- 
tory of Arizona, and the counties, municipalities, and school districts thereof, 
heretofore authorized by legislative enactments of said ent bearing a 
higher rate of interest than is authorized by the aforesaid funding act ap- 
proved June 25, 1890, and which said bonds, warrants, and other evidences of 
indebtedness have been sold or exchanged in good faith in compliance with 
the terms of the acts of the ee »y which they were authorized, shall 
be funded, with the interest thereon which has accrued and may accrue until 
funded into the lower interest-bearing bonds as provided by this act. 

Sec. 2. That all bonds and other evidences of indebtedness heretofore 
funded by the loan commission of Arizona under the provisions of the act of 
Congress approved June 25, 1890, and the act amendatory thereof and supple- 
mental thereto, approved August 3, 18%, are hereby declared to be valid and 
legal for the purposes for which they were issued and funded; and all bonds 
and other evidences of indebtedness heretofore issued under the authority of 
the legislature of said aaa as hereinbefore authorized to be funded, 
are hereby confirmed, approved, and validated, and may be funded as in this 
act provided until January 1, 1897: Provided, That nothing in this act shall 
be so construed as to make the Government of the United States liable or re- 
— for the payment of any of said bonds, warrants, or other evidences 
of indebtedness by this act approved, confirmed, and made valid, and author- 
ized to be funded. 

Approved June 6, 1896. 


House memorial No. 1. 
To the Senate and House of Perio of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, 

beg leave to submit to your honorable body that— 

hereas a memorial was presented to your honorable bodies by the am 
eenth legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona rding bonds is- 
sued by certain counties of said Territory, which memorial was intended to 
apply only to such bonds as had been bought in good faith, and interest on 
which had been paid as stated in the aforesaid memorial; and 

Whereas in response to said memorial your honorable bodies thereafter 
passed the act entitled “‘An act amending and extending the provisions of 
an act of Congress entitled ‘An act approv ng, with amendments, the funding 
act of Arizona,’ approved June 6, 1896;"" an 

Whereas, based on said memorial, an act of June 6, 1896, the Supreme Court 
of the United States has recently rendered a decision tending to recognize the 
validity of certain bonds issued by Pima County, Ariz., to the Arizona Nar- 
row Gauge Railroad, under the provisions of the act of the legislative assem- 
bly of the Territory of Arizona approved February 1, 1883; and 

yhereas before the ry of said memorial said bonds had been declared 
unauthorized and void by the district court of the first judicial district of the 
Territory of Arizona, in and for Pima oy the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the case of Lewis v. The County of Pima, decided in the 
—— Court of the United States at its October, 1894, term; and 
ereas said bonds issued to said Arizona Narrow ape Railroad Com- 
ny were never acquired by said county in good faith, and were never sold 
oy itin good faith or for a valuable consideration, and none of the interest 
on said bonds had ever been acknowledged by said county; and 

Whereas the said Arizona Narrow Gauge Railroad was never built and 
never existed, and Pima County has never received any consideration what- 
ever for the said so-called bonds, and the entire scheme of the said bond issue 
was a fraud, without any element of merit or good faith; and 

Whereas all the Seroeee Sets were and are notorious and within the 
knowledge of everyone who ever had any dealings with said bonds; and 

_ Whereas it was by all the members of the legislature ing said memo- 
rial, and by the governor of Arizona at the time,and by the then Delegate in 
Congress from Arizona, believed that all of said bonds so issued by Pima 
County to the Arizona Narrow Gauge Railroad Company were res adjudicata 
by the said decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, and that 
none of the said bonds could be thereafter validated; and 

Whereas said memorial was intended to apply only to certain railway-aid 
bonds of two other counties in Arizona where the aided railways were actu- 
ally constructed, and not to the said bonds so issued by Pima County, as to 
which none of the statements or reasons in said memorial applied, and which 
bonds were then, as now, believed to be without consideration, unjust, fraud- 
ulent, and void: 

Therefore we most strongly urge upon the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America to pass such legislation as will ex- 
clude from the provisions of the act of Congress of June 6, 1896,and from any 
and all other legislation by Congress, the said bonds so issued by Pima County 
to the Arizona Narrow Gauge Railroad Com ny, so that neither said act of 
June 6,189, or any other act will be construed so as to validate the said bonds 
issued by Pima County; and it is further 

Resoived, That our Delegate to Congress be, and is hereby, instructed to 
use all proper means to bring this subject to the careful and immediate con- 
sideration of Congress, in order to secure, if possible, from Congress such 
legislation as is prayed for herein, anid that the secretary of the Territory be, 
and he is hereby, requested to transmit a copy of the foregoing memorial to 
each House of Congress and to our Delegate in Congress. 


Passed and adopted by the council of the twenty-second legislative assem- 
bly of the Territory of Arizona, February 20, 1903. 
EUGENE 58. IVES, 


President of the Council. 

Indorsed: Council memorial No.1, by Mr. Corbett. In council, adopted 
unanimously, February 20, 1903, J. C. Evans, chief clerk. February 20, Tous, 
house adopted memorial by unanimous vote, C. W. Miller, chief clerk. Feb- 
ruary 20, 1903, sent to council. Filed in the office of the secretary of the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona this 20th day of February, A. D. 1903, at 11.50a.m. Isaac 
Stoddard, secretary of Arizona. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of the Department of 
Vermont, Grand Army of the Republic, of Rutland, Vt., praying 
for the enactment of legislation giving preference in civil-service 
appointments to veterans of the war of the rebellion; which was 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Women’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Newfane, Vt., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation granting to the States power to deal with intoxicating 
liquors which may be shipped into their territory from other 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Depart- 
ment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Albany, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation giving preference 
in civil service appointments to veterans of the war of the rebel- 
lion; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Louisville, Ky., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fort 
Lupton, Greeley, Denver, Hygiene, Salida, Boulder, and Pueblo, 
all in the State of Colorado, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion granting to the States power to deal with intoxicating liq- 
uors which may be shipped into their territory from other States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 68, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, of Denver, Colo., pray- 
ing for the repeal of the so-called desert-land law and the com- 
mutation clause of the homestead act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Northern Deanery of the 
Diocese of Denver, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to recognize and promote the efficiency of chaplains in the Navy; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Salida, of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Salida, and of the a of the First 

ptist Church of Salida, all in the State of Colorado, praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 515, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Basalt, Colo., praying for the 
passage of the so-called safety-appliance bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Pikes Peak Council, No. 13, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Cripple Creek, 
Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- 
gration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pueblo, Colo., 
and a petition of the El Paso Good Roads Association of Colorado 
Springs, Colo. , praying for the establishment of a division of good 
roads in the Department of Labor; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Denver Lodge, Order of B’rith 
Abraham, of Denver, Colo., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to modify the methods and practice —_ by the immigra- 
tion officers at the port of New York; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Platteville, Colo., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Government 
buildings and in immigrant stations; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of the Pacific Jurisdiction. Wood- 
men of the World, of Denver, Colo., and a petition of the National 
Fraternal Press Association of Denver, Colo., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the pound rate of postage on 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 68., of Denver; 
of Local Union No. 13, of Pueblo; of Local Union No, 47, of Den- 
ver, and of Local Union No. 45. of Colorado City, all of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor, in the State of Colorado, praying for 
the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEARNS. I present the petition of the legislature of 
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Utah, praying that an appropriation of $75,000 be made for the 
continuance of the irrigation investigations by the Department of 
Agriculture. I ask that the petition lie on the table, and that it 
be printed in the Recorb. i , 

There being no objection, the petition was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 

House joint memorial. A memorial asking an appropriation of $75,000 for 
irrigation purposes. 
To the President and Congress of the United States: 

Your momorialists, the governor and the legislature of the State of Utah, 
represent that the Office of Irrigation Investigations of the United States 
Der 1ent of Agriculture has been working toward the betterment of 
irri nin this State; that the studies of the nature of water rights and 
the effects of litigation on the character, capacity, and management of 
ditches, and the determination of the amount of water used in irrigation, 
together with the acreage and value of irrigated crops, are, and must con- 
tinue to be, of immediate assistance to the people of this State. We there- 
fore respectfully ask that the Office of Irrigation Investigations of the De- 
partment of Agriculture be allowed an appropriation of $75,000 at the present 


sessi f Congress. 
— THOMAS HULL, 
Speaker of the House. 
EDWARD M. ALLISON, Jr., 


President of the Senate. 
Approved this 20th day of February, 1903. 
HEBER M. WELLS, Governor. 


Mr. KITTREDGE presented the petition of G. H. Brown and 
65 other citizens of Northville, S. Dak., praying for the enactment 
of legislation granting to the States power to deal with intoxicat- 
ing liquors which may be shipped into their territory from other 
States: which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of 24 citizens of Birming- 
ham, Mich., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; , 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 5, of Detroit; 
of Local Union No. 36, of Muskegon: of Local Union No. 42, of 
Bay City; of Local Union No, 340, of Traverse City, and of Local 
Union No. 475, of St. Joseph, all of the American Federation of 
Labor, in the State of Michigan, praying for the passage of the 
so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered to lie on the table; 

He also presented a memorial of the Union Steam Pump Com- 
pany of Battlecreek, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called eight-hour bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Benzonia, 
Joyfield, Allendale, Oak Grove, Mount Pleasant, and Ludington, 
all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the repeal of 
the present anticanteen law; which were referred to the Comimit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Cigar and Tobacco 
Dealers’ Association of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation mg phew for a reduction of the duty on 
cigars imported from Cuba; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
69, American Federation of Labor, of Three Rivers, Mich., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the giving of 
presents, coupons, or promises of gifts with cigars and tobaccos; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lansing, De- 
troit, Jackson, and Grand Rapids, all in the State of* Michigan, 
praying for the passage of the so-called post-check currency bill; 
—— were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lowell, Ben- 
zonia, Petoskey, Charlevoix, Homer, Hillsdale, Allendale, Blen- 
don, Butternut, and Mason, all in the State of Michigan, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in Government buildings; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Bridgman, 
Ionia, Lake Odessa, Wakelee, Lansing, Grand Rapids, Ann Ar- 
bor, Overisel, Richland, Carson City, Belding, Stockbridge, Lake 
Ann, Opechee, and Central Lake, all in the State of Michigan, 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting to the States 
power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may ae into 
their territory from other States; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Lakeside Council, 
No. 6, Daughters of Liberty, of Laconia, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. C. N. Tilton, of Man- 
chester, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
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He also presented a petition of sundry patrons of the Bright- 
wood avenue car line, in the District of Columbia, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for an improved service on 
that line; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Department of Ver- 
mont, Grand Army of the Republic, of Rutland, Vt., praying for 
the enactment of legislation giving preference in civil-service ap- 
pointments to veterans of the war of the rebellion; which was 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I present a memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Idaho and I ask that it be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be printed in the Recorp without 
reading. 

Mr. WARREN. Let it be spread upon the record without tak- 
ing the time to read it at the desk. 

Mr. DUBOIS. It should be read, I think, under the rule. I 
should like to have it read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, as follows: 


(Certificate of certified copy.] 
STATE OF IDAHO, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, Will H. Gibson, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial 
No. 2, by Werner; which was filed in this office the 19th day of February, 
A. D. 198, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 2ist day, of 


February, A. D. 1903 
(SEAL. ] WILL H. GIBSON, 
Secretary of State. 





House joint memorial No. 2, by Werner. Joint memorial of the Idaho legis- 
lature against the extension and enlargement of the Bitter Root Forest 
Reserve in Idaho. 


SECTION 1. Beit resolved, That the Idaho legislature protest against the 
proposed enlargement or extension of the Bitter Root Forest Reserve, and 
request our Senators and Representative in Congress to use their best en- 
deavors to prevent such enlargement and extension for the following rea- 
sons: Said reserve as already Se takes in a very large area of the cen- 
tral part of this State, thus absolutely preventing the settlement and 
development of a tract of land almost as large as the largest county in Idaho. 
The proposed extension would enlarge this reserve to almost double its pres- 
entarea. Such proposed extension covers almost entirely the watershed of 
the Salmon River and its tributaries. The timber growing on this extension 
is almostexclusively black pine or other timber of a nonmerchantable char- 
acter, and is not used for lumbering purposes. Much of the proposed ex- 
tension is not covered with timber at all. It embraces several valleys capa- 
ble of agriculture, which under the law, if this extension is made. can never 
be improved or cultivated. The enlargement of this reserve would embrace 
the Thunder Mountain country, and under the law, while mining locations 
are permitted on these reserves, yet the development of mining camps is 
very much hampered and retarded. Salmon River is not a stream used for 
irrigation, nor is it one where damage from flood waters has occurred in the 
past; therefore the reasons usually existing for the creation of these re- 
serves are absent from this case. large part of this proposed extension is 
almost exclusively a grazing and mining country, and under the law all live 
stock can be shut out of these reserves as soon as they are created. In the 
opinion of your memorialists, the Idaho legislature, the extension and en- 
largement of this reserve would not serve any of the beneficent purposes 
sup to attach ordinarily to the creation of forest reserves, but would 
work irreparable harm and injury to the State of Idaho by effectually pre- 
venting the settlement and development of this large area. 

Sec. 2. For the foregoing reasons your memorialists, the Idaho legislature, 
respectfully petition the President of the United States and the Secretary of 
the Interior against the enlargement and extension of the Bitter Root Forest 
Reserve, as now aes by the Interior an. 

Sec. 38. Resolved, That a properly certified copy of this memorial be for- 
warded to the President of the United States, the Secretary of the Interior, 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and to the Senators and Repre- 
sentative of this State in the Congress of the United States. 

This joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 4th day of 


February, 1903. 
JAMES F. HUNT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


This joint memorial passed the senate on the 17th day of February, 1903. 
JAMES M. STEVENS, 
President of the Senate. 


I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 2 originated in 
the house of representatives of the legislature of the State of Idaho during 


the seventh session. 
ROBT. M. McCRACKEN, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
State of Idaho: Received and filed February 19, 1908. 
WILL H. GIBSON, 
Secretary of State. 
Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Department of Wiscon- 
sin, Grand Army of the Republic, of Madison, Wis., praying for 
the enactment of legislation giving preference in the civil service 
to veterans of the civil war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


POTTOWAUTOMIE INDIANS OF WISCONSIN, 


Mr. QUARLES. I present a memorial of the Pottowautomie 


Indians of Wisconsin, praying that consideration be given their 

claims for proportionate shares of the tribal annuities, interest 

on trust funds, and other moneys and estates of the Potto- 

wautomie Nation of Indians. I move that the memorial be printed 

as a document, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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THE A. H. EMERY ELEVATING CARRIAGE. 


Mr. TELLER. I present the statement of A. H. Emery on an 
amendment submitted by me, intended to be proposed to the 
fortifications appropriation bill, relative to the erection and com- 
pletion by Mr. Emery of a 12-inch elevating carriage. I move 
that the statement be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported an amendment proposing to aypropriate $100 to compen- 
sate the clerk of the Committee on Printing of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for compiling three memorial addresses of the life 
and character of Abraham Lincoln by Hon. George Bancroft; 
James A. Garfield by Hon. James G. Blaine, and William McKin- 
ley by Hon. John Hay, under the direction of the Joint Commit- 
tee on Printing, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. By direction of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, I report back favorably the bill (S. 7430) authorizing 
the recorder of the General Land Office to issue certain copies of 
patents, records, books, and papers. As this is a very short bill 
and rather an important one, I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 


The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the request of the Senator from 
North Dakota? 

— PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the bill be now consid- 
ered, os 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope the Senator will not object. 
The Department is very anxious to have this legislation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not intend to object, Mr. President, 
to the introduction of petitions, memorials, reports of committees, 
and bills, but I must object to unanimous consent being given for 
the consideration of any legislation until the Senate shall have 
had an opportunity to say whether or not it wants to consider 
what is known as the antitrust bill, which, in my judgment, is a 
matter of as much concern and interest to the American people 
as any measure before this Congress. 

The PRESIDENT ~— tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. From the Committee on Public Lands, 
I submit the views of the minority to accompany the bill (S. 6363) 
to — the act providing for the sale of timber and stone lands, 
the desert land act, and the commutation provision of the home- 
stead act, which I ask may be printed as a part of the Senate re- 
port No. 3166. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 16734) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steamer Beaumont, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 7280) to provide an American register for the cable- 
repairing ship Scotia, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report t mn. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 7273) to provide an American register for the British ship 
Pyrenees, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 13075) to amend section 3 of the 
‘* Act further to prevent counterfeiting or manufacturing of dies, 
tools, or other implements used in manufacturing,” etc. , approved 
February 10, 1891, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17046) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance, for trial and serv- 
ice, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Gommittee on Commerce, re- 
ported an amendment authorizing cme eg ee to the widow and 
children of the late Joseph W. Etheridge, late superintendent of 
the Sixth life-saving station, a sum equal to two years’ pay of a 
district superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, and also a like 
amount to the widow of the late John M. Richardson, late super- 
intendent of the First life-saving district, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

INTERNATIONAL PRISON CONGRESS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and a to: 


Resoived, That there be ted and bound in cloth 2,500copiesof the ompest 
on the Sixth Internatio Prison Congress (House Document No. 374, Fifty- 


second 


seventh. Congress, 
of the Senate and 1,500 copies for the Department of State. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 7437) for the relief of 
the estate of W. M. O’Hara, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7438) for the relief of John W. 


session), of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use 


Lewis, late captain, Fourth Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers, and 
others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 7489) for the relief of the 
estate of Henry Fassman, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7440) for the relief of the estate of 
Frederick Fuhr, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7441) for the relief of the estates 
of Nathaniel and William Offutt, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 7442) for the relief of 
Theodore J. Eckerson, major, United States Army, retired; which 
— read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7443) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Benjamin F. Hamell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7444) authorizing the North Amer- 
ican Telegraph and Cable Company to construct a submarine 
cable; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 7445) to provide for the 
appointment of a district judge for the western judicial district 
of South Carolina, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,983.06 to pay Durham W. Stevens for services rendered as 
chargé d’affaires ad interim of the United States at Tokio, Japan, 
from October 25, 1878, to May 21, 1879, intended to be a 


by him to the — deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to —— 
$30,000 to be 2 by the Princeton Battlefield Monument 
Association of New Jersey, to aid in erecting and completing a 
suitable monument on the battlefield of Princeton, in that State, 
intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,500 to pay the widow of S. W. Thome, late consul of 
the United States at Asuncion, Paraguay, South America, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also submitted an amendment authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to state an account with the Grand Rapids and 
Indiana Railway Company for transporting the United States 
mails under its present corporate name and under its former 
corporate name, the Grand ids and Indiana Railroad Com- 
pany, over postal routes numbered 24018 and 137018, etc., intended 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to require the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue in the examination of the refunding claim of the Eastern 
Railroad Company of Massachusetts, under the act of Congress 
approved February 28, 1901, to audit and report the amount of 
taxes illegally collected under the acts of Congress approved July 
1, 1862, June 30, 1864, and July 14, 1870, and amendments thereof, 
from the Boston and Maine Railroad Company and the Eastern 
Railroad Company of Massachusetts, intended to be d by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
— the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

. He also submitted an amendment authorizing the Secretary of 
War to examine theclaim of Messrs. Gallatly, Hankey & Co., 
of London, England, owners of the British steamship Mogu!, 
for damages alleged to be due them by reason of the col- 
lision between that steamship and the U.S. transport Warren in 
Manila Bay, December 30, 1900, and to determine what damages, 
if any, are due them, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 
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Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment p ing to appropriate 
$2,547.25 to reimburse the Washington Market Company for fur- 
nishing and putting in place 1,072 lockers in the new armory 
quarters over Center Market, and also $800 to reimburse the 
Washington Market Company for extraordinary repairs to quar- 
ters vacated by the national guard of the District of Columbia, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. F 

Mr. CLAY submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$2,929.45 to pay the Propeller Tow Boat Company, of Savannah, 
Ga., in eset with the terms of the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 18, 1893, intended to be proposed b him to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $766.66 to pay Parker Williams the difference between the 
pay of an assistant elevator conductor and that of an elevator 
conductor from September 1, 1899, to June 30, 1903, intended to 
be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $282,943.88, being the amount reported by the Commis- 
sioners of the Court of Claims for services actually performed by 
certain letter carriers in excess of eight hours per day, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred.to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment authorizing the Secretaries of 
the Treasury, War,and Navy Departments to pay certain perma- 
nent and temporary employees of their respective departments 
for work performed by them in excess of the regular working 
hours during the period of the war with Spain, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment providing for the 
relief of holders and owners of certain District of Columbia spe- 
cial-tax scrip, intended to be proposed by him to the general defi- 
ciency appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PARK SYSTEM OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That-00 —- of Senate Report No. 166, Fifty-seventh Congress, 
first session, be printed and bound in cloth for the use of the Senate Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


STATISTICS OF CRIME, 


Mr. DUBOIS. I ask for a reprint of Senate Document No. 11, 
Fifty-seventh Congress, second session, being statistics of crime, 
suicide, insanity, and other forms of abnormality. The Senate 
has ordered this document printed a second time, and as both edi- 
tions are entirely exhausted, I move that a reprint be ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS subsequently said: I move that the vote by which 
the motion made by me for a reprint of the document relative to 
statistics of crime, suicide, and insanity was agreed to may be 
reconsidered, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I now move that the motion to reprint be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the naval appropriaton bill. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 17288) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; which had been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com- 
mnittee amendments be first considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com- 
mittee amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to appeal to the Senator from Maine 
to allow the motion to anita the conference report on the 
Indian appropriation bill to be dis d of. It has tied up the 
bill, and I wish to have the motion disposed of so that the matter 
can go to the other House. 

Mr. HALE. I have been notified that when that question 
comes vp it will be debated at length. I know the Senator, who 
is an old Senator here, will see the importance of getting the 





naval appropriation bill through first, so that it can go to the 
other House and into conference. 

Mr. STEWART. I will move to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table if the Senator will allow me to call it up. We can 
take the yeas and nays on the motion now without debate. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator knows that it will be debated. 

Mr. STEWART. If there was going to be reasonable debate 
that might be allowed; but the Senator from North Dakota says 
he proposes to debate it for a day. 

Mr. HALE. Ican not consent to anything coming in. The 

nding bill will not take a great while, and the Senator from 

evada will have ample time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

. ae Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to page 2, 
ine 14, 

Mr. HALE. After the word ‘‘ mates,” in line 4, I move an 
amendment which only changes the language of an amendment 
in another part of the bill. 

The Secretary. Afterthe word “‘ mates,’’ line 4, page 2, strike 
out the semicolon and insert a comma and the following: 

And also naval constructors and assistant naval constructors: Provided, 
That hereafter naval constructors and assistant naval constructors shall re- 
ceive the same allowances as provided by existing law for officers of the line, 
Pay, and Medical Corps of the corresponding rank. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The first amendment of 
the Committee’on Naval Affairs was, under the subhead ‘‘ Emer- 
gency Fund, Navy Department,’’ on page 4, line 4. to reduce the 
appropriation to meet unforeseen contingencies for the mainte- 
nance of the Navy constantly arising, to be expended at the dis- 
cretion of the President, from $40,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Bureau of Navi- 
gation,’’ on page 4, line 17, to reduce the appropriation for the 
transportation of enlisted men and apprentices at home and abroad; 
transportation and subsistence en route to their homes, if residents 
of the United States, etc., from $221,429 to $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 4, line 22, to reduce the ap- 
propriation for expenses of recruiting for the naval service; rent 
of rendezvous and expenses of maintaining the same, etc., from 
$88,571 to $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 6, under the subhead 
‘*Contingent,” to reduce the appropriation for freight, telegraph- 
ing on public business, postage on letters sent abroad, etc., from 

27.679 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Bureau of Ord- 
nance,’’ in the appropriation for ordnance and ordnance stores, 
on page 9, line 15, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ to insert the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That the unexpended balances remaining in the Treasury on 
June 3, 1903, from the appropriations ‘‘ Ordnance and ordnance stores,” 1900 
and 1901, or so much thereof as may be necessary, are hereby reappropriated 
and made available during the fiscal year ending June 4), 194, for expendi- 
ture in fulfillment of contracts heretofore made and properly chargeable to 
said appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘“‘ Bureau of 
Equipnfent,’’ on page 15, after line 15, to insert: 

Depots for coal: For depots for coal, $250,000. 


The reading of the bill was continued to page 25, line 18, the 
last paragraph read embracing items for navy-yard, Boston, Mass. 

Mr. HALE. In line 16, after the word “ dollars,’’ I move to 
insert: 

Power and heating plant, to be immediately available, $230,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move, also, after the word ‘‘ Boston,’’ in line 17, 
and before the word “‘ dollars,’’ in line 18, to strike out ‘‘ two hun- 
dred and ninety thousand five hundred ’”’ and insert ‘‘ five hundred 
and twenty thousand five hundred.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. After line 18, I move to insert: 

Four dry docks: The limit of cost of the granite and concrete dry docks 
at the navy-yards, Portsmouth, N. H.,and Boston, Mass., fixed by the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1899, entitled “An act making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for other purposes,” is 
hereby increased from $1,100,000 each to $1,159,000 and $1,225,000, respectively. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the chairman of the committee give us 
the basis of this increase? 

Mr. HALE. It is an estimate which came in after the com- 
mittee had considered the bill. It came in from the Department 
and from the head of the Bureau of. Civil Engineering. So Ihave 
put it in here in order that it may be open in conference. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I knew it had not been considered by the 
committee, and I thought it must be something recent. 
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Mr. HALE. There are three or four items which came in in | The next amendment was, on page 33, line 18, after the word 


that way. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at page 25, line 19. The 
next amendment was, under the subhead ‘*‘ Public works, Bureau 
of Yards and Docks, navy-yards and stations, Naval Academy, 
and New Naval Observatory,”’ on page 28, after line 6, to insert: 

Navy-yard, Charleston, 8. C.: Power house and fuel storage for construc- 





tion and repair, to complete, $45,000; machine shop for construction and re- 
pair, to complete, $80,000; joiners’ shop for construction and repair, to com- 
plete, $90,000; machine shop for steam engineering, $60,000; power house for 









ineeri 


steam ¢ 


r, $25,000; in all, $300,000: Provided, That the Secretary of 
the N 


1ereby is, authorized to reconvey to the city of Charleston, 
ous wll triangular piece of land in the northern extremity of the tract 
recently purchased by the United States for the purposes of a navy-yard in 
the vicinity of Charleston, 8. C., containing about one-thirtieth of an acre, 
at the same rate per acre as that at which said lands were conveyed to the 
United States by the said city of Charleston. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 8, after the word 
*‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ plumber and sheet-metal workers’ shop, 
$75,000;’’ and in line 10, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘one hundred and ninety-three’’ and insert ‘‘two hundred 
and sixty-eight; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Navy-yard, Norfolk, Va.: Quay wall for fitting-out basin, $75,000; railroad 
tracks, extensions, $5,000; machinery and tools for yards and docks, addi- 
tional, $3,000; electric prgstene for dry docks, additional, $5,000; cistern, 
$20,000; landing float and slip for railroad cars, $40,000; improvements to store- 
house building No. 15, $15,000; enlarging canvas shed for storage of chain, 
$30,000; plumber and sheet-metal workers’ shop, $75,000; in all, navy-yard, 
Norfolk, Va., $268,000. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 23, after the word 
**dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘in all, navy-yard, Mare Island, $50,000,”’ 
and insert: , 

Railroad system, extensions, $10,000; electric —_ extensions, $50,000; light 
and power station waleene. $40,000; moving an , 
$12,000; fittings for chapel, $1,000; extension to electrical workshop, $25,000; 
in all, navy-yard, Mare Island, $188,000: Provided, That the balances from 


any appropriations for dredging be reappropriated for ‘Dredging or other 
means of deepening the channe) in Mare Island Strait.” 


So as to make the clause read: 


Navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal.: Medical dispensary, to complete, $2,000; re- 
iring 40-ton crane track, $16,000; completing and extending timber storage, 
4,000; storage tank for oil, $12,000; locomotive crane, $12,000; remodeling chain 


shed, $4,000; railroad system, extensions, $10,000; electric plant, extensions, etc. | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 11, after the word 
** dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ in all, navy-yard, Pensacola, $23,000,” 
and insert: 


eau for Bureau of Equipment, $120,000; in all,navy-yard, Pensacola, 

So as to make the clause read: 

Navy-yard, Pensacola, Fla.: Crib for floating dry dock, $10,000; dredging, 
to continue, $10,000; electric-light plant, additions, $3,000; building for Bureau 
of Equipment, $120,000; in all, navy-yard, Pensacola, $143,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 2, after the word 
**dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ ice-making plant, $5,000;’’ and in line 4, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-four’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ thirty-nine;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Naval station, Tutuila: Grading and ang, to continue, $20,000; water- 
works and accessories, $5,000; carpenter and 
ing, shoal, and channel buoys, $4,000; ice-making plant, $5,000; in all, naval 
station, Tutuila, $39,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 20, to increase the 
total appropriation for public works from $3,757,940 to $4,411,940. 

Mr. HALE. There should be an amendment made there to 
correct the total. 

The SECRETARY. On page 32, line 20, before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ 
strike out ‘‘ four million four hundred and eleven thousand ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ four million six hundred and forty-one thousand.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Public works, 
Bureau of Navigation,’’ on page 33, line 8, after the word ‘ dol- 
lars,’’ to insert *‘ exclusive of amounts necessary for the purchase 
of additional lands;’’ and in line 10, after the word * plans,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘ heretofore authorized covering all buildings and im- 
provements as he may see fit’’ and insert: 


Or estimates of cost, within said limit, for all such buildings and improve- 
ments, including the hospital and dredging authorized in the act approved 
July 1, 1902, as he may see fit. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Naval Academy: The limit of expenditure for the construction of build- 
ings and other necessary improvements at the Academy, as set forth in the 
act of June 7, 1900, be, and the same is hereby, increased to $10,000,000, exclu- 
sive of amounts necessary for the purchase of additional lands. The Secre- 
tary of the Navy may modify or alter all plans or estimates of cost, within 
enia limit, for all such buildings and improvements, including the hospital 
and dredging authorized in the act approved July 1, 1902, as he may see fit. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


lacksmith shop, $5,000; moor- | 


‘**hall,’”’ to insert ‘‘to be immediately available;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 
Repairs, Naval Academy: For building and furnishing additional tempo- 


rary quarters and recitation rooms and for enlarging and furnishing the mess 
hall, to be immediately available, $60,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 19, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Navy, the Superintendent of the Naval Acad- 
emy, and William L. Marcy, of Annapolis, Md., are hereby appointed a com- 
mission to ascertain the sites of, and to have erected suitable tablets upon, 
the historic places within the grounds of the United States Naval Academy 
at Annapolis, Md., and the sum of $500 is hereby appropriated for such pur- 
pose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 19, to increase the 
total appropriation for public works, Bureau of Navigation, from 
$296,250 to $296,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Public works, 
Bureau of Ordnance,’’ on page 35, line 12, after the word ‘* Con- 
gress,’’ to insert: 

And to defray the expenses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available, is hereby appro- 


| priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


So as to make the clause read: 


New England naval magazine: The Secretary of the Navy is hereby di- 
rected to appoint a board of naval officers, whose duty it shall be to recom- 
mend a site or sites for one naval magazjne on the New England coast, north 
of Cape Cod, suitable for the use of the Boston and Portsmouth navy-yards; 


| and, if upon private land, to estimate its value and ascertain as nearly as 





| estimate the cost of necessary buildings, grading, and 


improving building No. 113, | 





| Bayard, N. Mex., to accommodate the sick of the Navy afflic 





practicable the cost for which it can be purchased or acquired, and also to 
lling in, building 
roadsand walks, improvement of water front, necessary wharves and cranes 

railroad tracks and rolling stock, fire and water service, and for genera 

equipment of said naval magazine. The board shall make a full and detailed 
report to the Secretary of the Navy, who shall transmit such report, with 
his recommendations thereon, to the next session of Congress. And to de- 
fray the expenses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 19, after the word 
‘**dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘sulphuric acid plant, consisting of the 
necessary buildings and apparatus for making sulphuric acid, 
$40,000,’ and in line 22, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike 
out “‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Naval proving ground, Indian Head, Maryland: Three new cast-steel gun 
platforms, $4,500; lightning protection, $6,000; in all, naval proving ground, 

ndian Head, $10,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 2, to reduce the total 
appropriation for public works, Bureau of Ordnance, from $121,800 
to $86,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Bureau of Med- 
icine and Surgery,’’ on page 39, after line 2, to insert: 

Naval hospital, Washington, D. C.: The erection and completion of new 
buildings for the accommodation of the United States naval hospital, Wash- 
ington, D. C.,on the grounds belonging to the United States Naval Museum 
of Hygiene, $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 17, to insert: 


Army and Navy Hospital, Fort Bayard, N. Mex.: That $100,000 is hereby 
appropriated for the enlargement of the Army General Hospital at Fort 


i : with tuber- 
culosis, and that this hospital shall hereafter be known as the Army and 


| Navy Hospitaland shall be governed by the same laws and regulations now 


in force for the Army and 
diately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Supplies and 
accounts,’”’ on page 40, line 23, before the word “ dollars,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘three million five hundred thousand”’ and insert 
‘* four million,’’ and in the same line, after the word “ dollars,”’ 
to insert: 


Provided, That of the $3,250,000 egpreptteint by the act of March 3, 1901, 

for “ Provisions, Navy,” for the fiscal year 1902, the sum of $500,000 of the un- 

expended balance be, and the same is hereby, rongpee riated, which amount 

the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to trans- 

= = the appropriation “ Provisions, Navy, 1902,” to the naval-supply 
und;” 


So as to make the clause read: 


Provisions, Navy: For provisions and commuted rations for the seamen 
and marines, which commuted rations may be paid to caterers of messes, in 
cases of death or desertion, upon orders of the commanding officers, com- 
muted rations for officers on sea duty (other than commissioned officers of 
the line, Medical and Pay corps, and chief boatswains, chief gunners, chief 


avy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., to be imme- 


| sailmakers, chief carpenters,and midshipmen), and commuted rations stopped 
| on account of sick in hospital and ¢ 


1 ted to the naval-hospital fund; sub- 
sistence of officers and men unavoidably detained or absent from vessels 
to which attached under orders (during which subsistence rations to be 
stopped on board ship and no credit for commutation therefor to be given); 
labor in general storehouses and peg eantere’ offices in navy-yards, including 
naval stations maintained in island possessions under the control of the 


United States, and expenses in handling stores purchased under the naval- 


as 
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annum, and 2 chemists, at $2,000 each 
hat of the $3,250,000 apyroseigiet by the 


upply fund; 1 chemist, at $2,500 
per aiinwm, $4,000,000: ovided, ni 
act of March 3, 1901, for “* Provisions, Navy, for the fiscal year 1902, the sum 
of $500,000 of the unexpended balance be, and the same is hereby, reappro- 
riated, which amount the ane? of the Treasury are author- 
jzed and directed to transfer from the appropriation “ Provisions, Navy, 
1902,” to the naval-supply fund. 
The amendment was agreed to. — : 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 16, on page 41. 
Mr. HALE. After line 16,I move to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 


Clothing and small stores fund: For purchase of clothing and small stores 
for issue to the naval service, the present fund being inadequate to meet the 
requirements of the service at this time, to be added to the clothing and 
small-stores fund, $1,000,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, under the subhead ‘‘ Bureau of Construction and Repair,” 
on page 50, line 4, after the word “‘ service,”’ to insert: 

Provided, That officers in the construction corps, when not occupying pub- 
lic quarters, shall be entitled to commutation of quarters. 

So as to make the clause read: 


In all, civil establishment, Bureau of Construction and Repair, $27,024.25; 
and no other fund appropriated by this act shall be used in payment for such 
service: Provided, That officers in the construction corps, when not occupy- 
ing public quarters, shall be entitled to commutation of quarters. 

Mr. HALE. That amendment has been inserted in another 
place, so that it should be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Steam Engineer- 
ing,’’ on page 51, line 18, after the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike 
out ‘“‘two”’ and insert ‘‘ four;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Civil establishment, Bureau of Steam Engineering: Navy-yard, Ports- 
mouth, N. H.: One clerk to department, at $1,400; 1 messenger, at $600; in all, 
$1,800. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 4, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of one clerk to Department at the 
navy-yard, League Island, Pa., from $1,200 to $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 6, to increase the | 
appropriation for the salary of one clerk to Department at the 
navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., from $1,300 to $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of one clerk to Department at the 
navy-yard, Washington, D. C., from $1,200 to $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 24, to increase the 
total appropriation for civil establishment, Bureau of Steam En- 
gineering, from $17,900 to $18,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Naval Acad- 
emy,’’ on page 53, after line 8, to strike out: 

One professer of mathematics, 1 of chemistry, and 1 of English, at $2,500 
each; 4 professors, namely, 1 of English, 1 of French and Spanish, 1 of French, 


and 1 of drawing. at $2,200 each; one assistant professor of Spanish, at $1,800; 
10 instructors, at $1,500 each. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


One protessar of mathematics, 1 of chemistry, 1 of French, 1 of Spanish, 
and 1 of English, at $2,500 each; 3 professors, namely, 1 of English, 1 of French, 
and 1 of drawing, at $2,200 each; 10 instructors, at $1,500 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 1, after the word 
‘dollars,’ to insert ‘‘1 assistant librarian, at $1,000;’’ in line 5, 
after the word *‘each,”’ to insert ‘‘ 1 clerk to the Superintendent, 
at $1,000;”’ in line 8, after the word ‘* dollars,”’ to insert ‘1 clerk 
to the paymaster, at $1,000;’’ and on page 55, line 7, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘seventy-six’’ and ‘insert 
‘eighty; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

One sword master, at $1,500; 1 assistant, at $1,200, and 2 assistants, at $1,000 
each; l instructor in mnastics, at $1,200; 1 assistant librarian, at $1,800; 1 
assistant librarian, at $1,000; 1 secretary to the Naval Academy, at $1,800; 2 
clerks to'the Superintendent, at $1,200 each: 1 clerk to the Superintendent, at 
$1,000; 1 clerk to the commandant of midshipmen. at $1,200; 1 clerk tothe pay- | 
master, at $1,200; 1 clerk to the paymaster, at $1,000; 1 dentist, at $1,600; 1 
baker, at $600; 1 mechanic in department of physics, at $720; 1 mechanic in 
the Spann of ordnance, $951.52; 1 cook, at $325.50; 1 messenger to Super- 
intendent, at $600; 1 armorer, at. $649.50; 1.chief gunner’s mate, at $529.50; 1 
quarter gunner, at $469.50; 1 coxswain, at $469.50; 1 seaman in the department 
of seamanship, at $397.50; 1 attendant in the department of navigation and 1 
in the department of physics, at $300 each; 8 attendants at recitation rooms, 
library, store, chanel, armory, and offices, at $3)) each; 1 bandmaster, at 
$1,080; 21 first-class musicians, at $420 each; 7 second-class musicians, at $360 
each; services of organist at chapel, $300; in all, $80,442.52. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 22, before the word 
* additional,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert, ‘‘ five additional 
medical inspectors; twenty-five;’’ so as to read: 

The grades of the active list of the Navy hereinafter designated shall be 





so increased that there shall be 30 additional lieutenant-commanders, in all 
XXX VI——172 


200; 50 additional lieutenants, in all 350; such total numbers of lieutenants 
(junior grade) and ensigns as may qualify for said grades under existin 
law and the provisions of this act; 5 additional medical inspectors; 25 addi- 
tional surgeons with the rank of lieutenant-commander, in all 8, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 59, line 19, after the word 
‘*midshipman,”’ to strike out the following proviso: 


Provided further, That immediatel oem the passage of this act each Sen- 
ator, Representative, and Delegate who has not had an appointment during 
the Fifty-seventh Congress, or in whose State, Territory, or District a 
vacancy shall exist on or before March 4, 1903, shall be permitted to recom- 
mend one midshipman to the said Naval Academy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 2, to insert: 


That the provisions of this act for the increase of appointments of midship- 
men to the Naval Academy shall continue in force until the 30th day of June, 
1909; and thereafter one midshipman, as now provided by law, shall be ap- 
pointed for each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 8, to insert: 

That hereafter there shall be at the Naval Academy one midshipman from 
Porto Rico, who shall be a native of said island, and whose appointment shall 
2 made by the President on the recommendation of the governor of Porto 

1co. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 12, to insert: 

That hereafter all candidates for admission to the Naval Academy at the 
time of their examination must be between the ages of 17 and 20 years, in- 
clusive. 

Mr. HALE. In line 13, after the word ‘“‘ That,’’ I move to strike 
out ‘* hereafter ’’ and insert ‘‘ after July 1, 1903.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 61, line 13, after the word ‘‘ That,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘* hereafter ’’ and insert ‘‘ after July 1, 
1903;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

That after July 1, 1903, all candidates for admission to the Naval Academy 
at the time of their examination must be between the ages of 17 and 20 years, 
inclusive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 63, line 4, before the 
word *‘ years’,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert ‘‘ seven;’’ so as to 
make the proviso read: 

And provided further, That officers selected for appointment to fill vacan- 


’ 
| cies in the grade of field officers in any of the staff departments shall be taken 


from officers on the active list not below the grade of captain and who have 
seen not less than seven years’ service as commissioned oilicers in the Marine 
Corps. And that appointments to the grade of captain in any of the staff 
departments shall be made from officers on the active list of the Marine Corps 
not below the grade of first lieutenant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 8, to insert: 

That the sergeant-majors and the 10 senior quartermaster-sergeants now 
holding rank in the Marine Corps shall be known as staff sergeant-majors 
and staff quartermaster-sergeants, respectively, and that vacancies hereafter 
oecurring in the sroies of staff sergeant-major and staff quartermaster- 
sergeant shall be filled by promotion from the noncommissioned officers not 
below the rank of sergeant, and who have served at least five years in the 
Marine Corps, and who are not over 3 years of age, after passing such phys- 
ical, moral, mental, and professional examination as may be prescribed oa 
the Secretary of the Navy. 3 

That such staff sergeant-majors and staff quartermaster-sergeants shall 
receive the same pay and allowances as warrant officers of the Navy whenat 
sea: And provided also, That after ten years from date of warrant the staff 
sergeant-majors and staff quartermaster-sergeants shall be commissioned to 
rank with but after second lieutenants and shall have the same pay and 
allowances as second lieutenants of the Marine Corps: Provided also, That 
the law pertaining to the retirement of commissioned officers of the Marine 
Corps is hereby made applicable to the staff sergeant-majors and staff 
quartermaster-sergeants herein provided for. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I desire to make a point of order 
on the two new paragraphs beginning on page 63, line 9, and extend- 
ing to line 5, on page 64, that they are new legislation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, of course they are new legisla- 
tion, but as there is a great deal of new legislation in this bill, I 
hope the Senator from Minnesota will not shut the door of hope 
in the faces of some privates and subordinate officers and prevent 
any rise or any stimulus to ambition for that class of men. 

We have in the law governing the Army some similar provision 
by which men from the ranks, who stand the necessary examina- 
tion and show their fitness and qualifications, can be promoted to 
the line and become officers, and may even become generals if 
they show the necessary ability and character. I therefore hope 
the Senator from Minnesota will not insist upon his point of or- 
der. If he does I shall ask the President pro tempore to submit 
the question to the Senate. 

This is a provision which, as I have said, allows certain subor- 
dinate officers of the Marine Corps, after passing the necessary 
examination and being in the service ten years, to become officers 
of the line. That is about the sum and substance of it. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Min- 
nesota will not insist upon the point of order. If he is disposed 
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to raise points of order of this character upon provisions in this 
bill, he can do it in scores of places. 

This amendment was introduced by me and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. After a struggle in that committee 


they placed it in this bill. It simply extends the right to enlisted 
men of the Marine Corps which the men now have in the Navy 
of the United States. 

It is un-American, Mr. President, and contrary to the spirit of 
our institutions to say that when men enlist in the military or 
naval service of the United States the door of hope shall be forever 
shut to them for advancement and promotion. This amendment 
is simply to give meritorious men enlisted in the Marine Corps 
some slight measure of oppcrtunity to advance themselves in their 
chosen profession. I am sure that no Senator in this body can 
defend himself before the general body of the American people 
who will vote to sustain any longer in this important branch of 
the Navy of the United States a system of class and of separation 
in the service which renders promotion forever impossible to 
enlisted men. 

I hope the Senator from Minnesota will not press his point of 
order at thistime. If any member of the Senate has any doubt 
about the scope or the effect of this amendment, I hold in my 
hand a memorandum giving sufficient reasons, in a concise form, 
for the adoption of the amendment, which I shall be glad to read 
for the benefit of the Senator from Minnesota or for the benefit 
of any Senator who may be in doubt as to the merits of this 
amendment. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I simply wish to say to my 
friend from Minnesota [Mr. NELson] that I know the principle 
embodied in this amendment finds a responsive echo in his own 
heart, for it depends upon the merit of the marine or of the sol- 
dier or the sailor whether he can be promoted. It gives him no 
special privileges; it only gives him the opportunity of receiving 
a commission in the Navy if he has the merit and possesses the 
physical and mental qualifications. It is the same principle which 
is embodied in the general Army law, that any soldier, for gallant 
services, who has the ability and has won his spurs on the battle- 
field, is commissioned as a lieutenant and may finally seek and 
obtain the highest position in the Army. 

My friend om. Minnesota won his epaulets on the battlefield, 
and all honor to him for it; but he went into the Army as a 
private soldier and fought gallantly for our country. I am sure 
he wants to give the sailor and the marine the same opportunity 
of winning honor which he had while he was in the Army of the 
United States. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I have made this point of order 
not because I am hostile to the principle involved in the amend- 
ment, but to emphasize the fact of what I conceive is an unjust 
discrimination of the Committee on Naval Affairs. I offered an 
amendment to the naval appropriation bill to cover a defect in 
existing law. It was a meritorious amendment, as everybody 
conceded, and yet it was excluded on the ground that it was new 
legislation. The amendment which I offered was to meet a case 
which exists under the law. Where an officer is retired with 
a given rank, under the law, he can be put back on duty, and 
while on active duty after he is retired he gets less pay than when 
he is a retired officer not on duty. 

I have a case in mind of an officer who was retired as a rear- 
admiral in the Navy. After he was retired the Department again 
called upon him to perform service under the law, and while he 
was performing that active service he got less pay to the extent 
of $630 a year than while he was on the retired list doing nothing. 
I offered an amendment to meet such a case, and that amend- 
ment, as I have stated, was excluded from the bill on the ground 
that it was new legislation. 

1 have made this point of order, Mr. President, not because I 
am hostile to this anendment—I am in favor of the principle—but 
to call the attention of the committee to the fact that while they 
have discriminated in one case, they have no scruples about in- 
serting new legislation to suit any other case. ey seem to 
have great conscientious scruples in one case which they entirely 
lack in the other. 

I want to say to the Senator from California [Mr. Perxms], 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], ard to other 
Senators who coincide with them, that if they were as zealous to 
do justice in the other cases as in this case, it would meet m 
approval. I believe in the merit system, but as I have said, 
call attention to this fact to show the unfair discrimination which 
the committee has manifested in this matter. 

I now withdraw my point of order, Mr. President. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent that a memorandum 
which I send to the desk in relation to this amendment may be 
printed in the Recorp as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, in the 
absence of objection. 


The memorandum referred to is as follows: 


Memorandum in supportof an amendment pro by Mr. Penrose to H. R. 
17288. In the Senate of the United States, February 12, 1903. Referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


1. Some time prior to the beginning of the first session of the Fifty-seventh 
Congress the staff noncommissioned officers of the Marine Co a inted 
Sergt. Maj. Thomas F. Hayes, United States Marine Corps, and Q. - Sergt. 
George Carter, United States Marine Co a committee to represent their 
respective ranks. Said committee, provided with a draft of a bill and an 
argument in support thereof, called on the assistant adjutant and inspector, 
United States Marine Corps, and respectfully laid the matter before him; that 
officer, in turn, brought the matter to the attention of the commandant of the 
corps. After due deliberation the latter officer submitted to Congress the 
draft of a bill proposing an increase in the line and staff of the corps; also 
providing warrant rank for the sergeant-majors and the first (senior) 10 
quartermaster-sergeants. 

2. The Major-General Commandant, in his annual report to the Secretary 
of the Navy, dated September, 1902, pages 49 and 50, not only recommends but 
strongly urges the enactment of the d provision as being wise and 
necessary legislation, in view of the fact that 1t would hold out to deservin 
enlisted men an inducement to reinlist in the corps and strive for warran 
rank; and, further, that such a law would tend to promote the efficiency and 
raise the standard of the enlisted strength. 

8. The adjutantand inspector of the co: called the committee before him 
ata later date for are of a definition of the duties that would de- 
volve on a warrant officer in the corps, as understood by them. Quarter- 
master-Sergeant Carter replied that a staff quartermaster-sergeant should 
be on duty at each of the large posts of the corps, take charge of and be ac- 
countable for all quartermaster supplies thereat, and, under the direction 
of the commanding officer, transact all business of the Quartermaster's De- 
—— at the post, receive and receipt for all — es, invite pro Is 

or all necessary pancnaeen, prepare and forward to the quartermaster all 
vouchers, and,in fact, perform all the duties performed by a post quartermas- 
terinthe Army. Theadjutantand inspector heartily concurred in the pro 
sition and expressed the opinion that the corps would be greatly benefited 


thereby. 

4. The quartermaster of the co in his testimony recently given before 
the House Naval Committee stated that the officers of the Quartermaster’s 
Department are pay overworked, and that more assistant quartermas- 
ters are needed; that there should be an assistant qaatierenseee on duty at 
each of the larger posts; that line officers are not familiar with the duties, 
etc. Now, there is not a doubt but the quartermaster is right, but if more 
assistant quartermasters are appointed they must come either from the 
line or from civil life. In either casethey will not be equipped for their new 
duties, and will rely wholly on the quartermaster-sergeants for the proper 
discharge of their duties. Why not, then, slightly raise the rank of the 

uartermaster-sergeants, who are already familiar with the duties inall its 
details, broaden their authorit ,and extend their usefulness, and at one-third 
the cost of commissioned assistant quartermasters. In fact, no additional 
appropriation would be necessary to carry into effect Mr. PENROSE’s amend- 
ment. 

5. The advantages that would result from the enactment of this provision 
are too many to be entered into in detail. A staff sergeant-major would be 
of great assistance to the commanding officer of a post. He would be the 
post adjutant, relieving a line officer of that duty, attend to all matters of 
military detail, inspect applicants for enlistment, superintend the military 
instruction of recruits, and have charge of the clerical force of the com- 
manding officer's office. The commanding officer, relieved of these various 
duties, could devote more time and greater care to matters of t admin- 
istration proper. Staff quartermaster-sergeants, as indicated above, would 
receive and receipt for all quartermaster's oo and be accountable for 
same, relieving a line officer of these duties, who, as testified by the quarter- 
master of the corps, are not familiar with them. He would inspect the fuel, 
seen, rations, and, in fact, all supplies furnished by contractors, and, under 
the direction of the pape Kaeo perform all the duties of a post 
quartermaster. These warrant officers should be bonded. Such an oe 
ment could not result other than in a great saving to the Government. en 
thoroughly familiar with the duties would be placed in —- of trust and 
responsibility. It would bea matter of pride with each and every one that 
the affairs of his office should be conducted in such manner as would reflect 
credit on himself. 

6. Each and every man intended to be benefited by Mr. Penrose’s amend- 
ment has served more than five years in the Marine Corps; some of them 
ten, fifteen, twenty, and even twenty-five years. No other avenue of pro- 
motion is open to them; they are barred by the age limit from competing for 
commissions, and, unless this measure is enacted, they lose all hope of just 
recognition for long and faithful service. Congress has been asked by the 
major-general commandant to recognize the faithful and efficient services 
of these men, and it is confidently hoped that the commandant’s appeal will 
be met by favorable action on the part of Congress. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, under the subhead ‘‘ Marine 
Corps,”’ on page 64, line 9, to increase the appropriation for pay 
and allowances prescribed by law of officers on the active ist 
from $418,900 to $547,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for pay of noncommissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates, as prescribed by law, from $1,236,028 to $1,365,628. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Unless it meet the disapproval of the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk, to come in on page 65, line 15. 

Mr. HALE. Wiil not the Senator wait until we get through 
the reading of the bill and the consideration of committee amend- 
ments? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. At the suggestion of the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I withhold my 
amendment, and shall offer it after the reading of the bill shall 
have been completed. 


The question is on the amend- 
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Mr. HALE. On e 66, line 18, after the word “‘force,’’ I 
move to strike out ** $26,978.75" and insert ‘‘ $27,110.03.” The 
amendment refers to the pay of the civil force. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 66, line 24, after 
the words ‘* Marine Corps,’”’ to strike out ‘* one million eight hun- 
dred and thirty-nine ” and insert ‘‘ two million and ninety-seven;”’ 
and on page 67, line 1, after the word *‘ thousand,”’ to insert “ six 
hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

In all, pay Marine Corps, $2,097,646.75. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the amendment by changing 
the total to ‘* $2,097,778.03.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 67, line 10, to in- 
crease the appropriation for provisions for noncommissioned offi- 
cers, musicians, and privates serving ashore, for commutation of 
rations to enlisted men regularly detailed as clerks and messen- 
gers, etc., from $445,071.50 to $492,087.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 22, to increase the | 
appropriation for clothing for noncommissioned officers, musi- 
cians, and privates, authorized by law, from $382,000 to $422,370. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next, amendment was, on page 68, line 2, to increase the | 
appropriation for fuel from $45,000 to $50,000. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for military stores from $100,297 to $110,895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 2, to increase the ap- 
propriation for transportation and recruiting from $110,000 to 
$121,620. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for repairs of barracks from $60,000 to $66,336. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 1, to increase the ap- 
propriation for forage from $16,000 to $17,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 14, to increase the 
appropriation for hire of quarters from $25,748 to $30,748. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 71, line 25, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses from $120,000 to $136,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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and armament, not exceeding Genan each; 2 first-class armored cruisers, 
of the general type of the Brooklyn, not exceeding 9,500 tons displacement. 
carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful armament for vessels of 
their class, and to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of ac- 
tion, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding $2,750,000 
each; 2 steel ships, to be used in training landsmen and apprentices, to be 
propelled by sail, and to cost, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $370,000 
each; 1 wooden brig, to be used for training landsmen and apprentices at 
stations, to be propelled by sail, and to cost, exclusive of armament, not ex- 
ceeding $50,000; and the contract for the construction of each of said vessels 
shall be awarded, by the Secretary of the Navy, to the lowest best respon- 
sible bidder, having in view the best results and most expeditious delivery; 
and in the construction of all of said vessels the provisions of the act o 
August 3, 1886, entitled ‘“‘An act to increase the naval! establishment,” as to 
materials for said vessels, their engines, boilers, and machinery, the con- 
tracts under which they are built, the notice of any proposals for the same 
the plans, drawings, specifications therefor, and the method of executing said 
contracts shall be observed and followed, and, subject to the provisions of 
this act, all said vessels shall be built in compliance with the terms of said 
act, and in all their parts shall be of domestic machinery; and the steel ma- 
terial shall be of domestic manufacture, and of the quality and characteris- 
tics best adapted to the various perecaes for which it may be used, in accord- 
ance with specifications approved by the Secretary of the Navy; and not 
more than 2 of the 6 battle ships and armored cruisers provided for in this 
act shall be built oF one contracting party: Provided, That the Secretary of 
the Navy shall build any or all the vessels herein authorized in such navy- 
yards as he may designate should it reasonably appear that the perso 
firms, or corporations, or the agents thereof, bidding for the construction o 
any of said vessels, have entered into any combination, agreement, or under- 
standing, the effect, object, or pu se of which is to deprive the Govern- 
ment of fair, open, and unrestricted competition in letting contracts for the 


| construction of any of said vessels. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the amendment. The amendment proposed by the committee, 
of course, makes a change in the system proposed by the House 
as between ships of 16,000 and 12,000 tons. Into that discussion 
I do not desire to enter now. There is a great deal that may be 
said, I suppose, on both sides. It is an open question. But, Mr. 
President, I think it is very undesirable to tie the Department 
down to any particular type, and I think we ought not to limit 
their plans whether the ship be small or large. Therefore I move 
to strike out of the amendment proposed by the committee on 
page 74, line 23, the words ‘‘ of the general type of the Oregon,” 
and in line 5, on page 75, the words “‘ of the general type of the 
Brooklyn.”’ 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

tated. 

The Secretary. In the amendment of the committee on 
page 74, line 23, after the word “ class,’’ it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘ of the general type of the Oregon;’’ and on page 
75, line 5, after the word “‘ cruisers,’’ to strike out ‘‘of the gen- 
eral type of the Brooklyn.”’ 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I do not desire to now debate 
the question as to whether the programme in the Senate bill is the 
best one for the Government to adopt or that of the House of 


The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Increase of the | Representatives. I simply desire to call the attention of the Sen- 


Navy,’ on page 72, after line 17, to strike out: 

That for the pu of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to mere constructed or in 
navy-yards as hereinafter provided, three first-class battld ships carrying the 
heaviest armor and most powerful ordnance for vessels of their class upon a 
trial displacement of not more than 16,000 tons, and to have the highest prac- 
ticable speed and great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and 
Se enn one first-class armored cruiser of not 
more than 14,500 tons trial displacement, carrying the heaviest armorand most 
powerfularmament for vessels of its class, and to have the highest practicable 
speed and great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and arma- 
ment, not exceeding $4,659,000; two steel 7. to be used in training lands- 
men and apprentices, to aaeeenenee by sail, and to cost, exclusive of arma- 
ment, not exceeding $370,000 each; one wooden brig, to be used for training 
landsmen and apprentices at stations, to be propelled by sail, and to cost, ex- 
clusive of armament, not exceeding $50,000; and the contract for the con- 
struction of each of said vessels shall be awarded by the Secretary of the 
Navy to the lowest best responsible bidder, having in view the best results 
and most expeditious delivery; and in the construction of all of said vessels 
the provisions of the act of August 3, 1886, entitled “An act to increase the 
naval establishment.’ as to material for said vessels, their engines, boilers, 
and machinery, the contracts under which they are built, the notice of any 
pro ls for the same, the plans, drawings, specifications therefor, and the 
method'of executing said contracts shal] be observed and followed, and, sub- 
ject to the provisions of this act, all said vessels shall be built in compliance 
with the terms of said act, and in all their parts shall be of domestic machin- 
ery; and the steel material shall be of domestic manufacture, and of the 
quality and characteristics best adapted to the various purposes for which it 
may be used, in accordance with specifications approved by the Secretary of 
the Navy: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy may build any 
or all of the vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may desig- 
nate, and shall build the vessels herein authorized in such uavy-yara as he 
may designate, should it reasonably appear that the persons, firms, or corpo- 
rations, or the agents thereof, bidding for the construction of any of said 
vessels, have entered into any combination, agreement, or understanding, 
the effect, object, or purpose of which is to deprive the Government of fair, 
open, and unrestricted competition in letting contracts for the construction 
of any of said vessels. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


_ That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by con- 
tract 4 first-class battle ships, carrying the heaviest armor and most power- 
ful ordnance for vessels of their class, of the general type of the Oregon, 
upon a trial displacement of not more than 12,000 tons, of a maximum draft 
and ready for service at sea of not more than 24 feet, and to have the highest 
practicable speed and great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor 








ate to the fact that the Naval Committee of the Senate has made 
a radical departure from the recommendation of the Bureau of 
Construction of the Navy Department, and the programme was 
outlined in the bill coming from the House of Representatives. 
At the proper time, when the conference committee reports to the 
Senate, I shall have something to say upon the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 76, line 23, after 
the word ‘‘ purchase,”’ to insert ‘‘ subsurface or;’’ on page 77, line 
2, before the word ‘‘submarine,’’ to insert ‘‘ subsurface or;”’ in 
line 3, before the word ‘‘ submarine,’’ to insert ‘‘ subsurface or;”’ 
in line 4, after the word “‘ before,”’ to strike out ‘‘ August”? and 
insert ‘‘ September;’’ in line 6, before the word ‘‘ submarine,’ to 
insert ‘‘ subsurface or:’’ in line 7, after the word ‘‘ competitor,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ provided there be any such;’’ in line 11, before the 
word ‘‘submarine,”’ to insert ‘‘ subsurface or;’’ and in line 14, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ submarine,’’ to insert ‘‘ subsurface or;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to con- 


tract for or purchase subsurface or submarine torpedo boats in the aggre- 
gate of, but not exceeding, $500,000: Provided, That prior to said purchase or 


contract for said boats any American inventor or owner of a subsurface or 
submarine torpedo boat may give reasonable notice and have his, her, or its 
subsurface or submarine torpedo boat tested before September 1, 1903, by 
comparison or competition, or both, with a Government subsurface or sub- 
marine torpedo boat or any private competitor, provided there be any me, 
and thereupon the board appointed for conducting such tests shall repor 

the result of said competition or comparison, together with its recommenda- 
tions, to the Secretary of the Navy, who may purchase or contract for sub- 
surface or submarine torpedo boats in a manner that will best advance the 
interests of the United States in submarine warfare: And provided further, 


That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo boat is purchased or con- 
tracted for it shall be accepted by the Navy Department as fulfilling all rea- 
sonable requirements for submarine warfare and shall have been fully tested 
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out the purpose 
any money in the 


to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. To carry 
aforesaid the sum of $500,000 is aw appropriated out o 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 


Mr. NELSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in at the end of line 6 on page 78 of the bill. I wish 
to say that I hope the Committee on Naval Affairs will treat me 
as fairly as I treated them on the amendment as to which I made 
the point of order a while ago. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill as 
a new paragraph the following: 

That retired officers of the Navy ordered to active duty shall have the 
rank, pay, and allowances of officers of the active list of like length of active 
service, and if actively employed for three years after retirement shall, when 
detached from duty, retain the rank and highest retired pay of the rank they 
then hold: Provided, That the rank and pay of any officer on the retired list 
shall not hereby be reduced. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that amendment be again read. 

 ¥ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 
reaqd, 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be inserted after line 2 on page 34. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SeckeTaRy. On page 34, after line 2, it is proposed to in- | 
sert: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to procure 
a suitable design for a monument to be erected in the Vicksburg National 
Military Park to the memory of the officers and sailors of the gunboat flotilla 
which served on the western rivers during the war of the rebellion: said de- 
sign to cost not to exceed $500. And the Secretary of the Navy shall submit 
such design as meets his approval to Congress with an estimate of its cost, 
which shall not be in excess of $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 1 offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk, to come in on page 65. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 65, line 15, after the word “ at,”’ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘* $840’’ and insert ‘‘ $971.28;°’ so as to 
read: 

Pay of civil force: In the office of the major-general commandant: One | 
chief clerk, at $1,600; one clerk, at $1,200; one messenger, at $971.28. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

j _ ALGER. I offer the amendment which I send to the | 
esk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Where does the Senator de- 
sire the amendment to be inserted? 

Mr. HALE. Let it be inserted immediately after the amend- 
ment which has just been adopted on motion of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. ForaKER]. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 34, after the amendment just 
adopted, following line 2, it is proposed to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy, under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, to cause to be erected at some suitable place in Arlington Cemetery 
& monument to Charles Vernon Gridley, late captain, United States Navy, 
commander of the a Olympia in the Asiatic Squadron in the battle of 
Manila Bay, he being the first officer of the United States Navy who lost his 
life in the line of duty during the late war with Spain, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 

be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 16970) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1904, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to give notice that when the appropria- 
tion bill now before the Senate is disposed of, I shall call up the 
conference report on the bill (8. 3653) for the protection of the 
President of the United States, and for other purposes, which I 
submitted last night. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 16970) making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 
and for other purposes, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs with amendments. | 


_ 





Mr. WARREN. [ask that the formal reading of the bill may 
be dispensed with, that the bill be read for amendment, and that 
the committee amendments be first acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that 
course will be pursued. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
under the subhead ‘* Permanent establishment,’’ on page 2, line 
6, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That in addition to the corps of cadets now authorized by law, 
there shall be one from Porto Rico. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill whether it would not be a good plan to define how the cadet 
from Porto Rico shall be appointed, as it has just been defined in 
the naval bill? No definition is found here. 

Mr. WARREN. It was the opinion of the committee that that 
could safely be left as it is. While it is not the law, the Presi- 
dent permits the Delegates from the Territories to nominate. 
From Porto Rico we have no Delegate, but we have a resident 
commissioner. 

Mr. LODGE. I knowit: and the Naval Committee, in the bill 
just passed, provided that the naval cadet from Porto Rico should 
be appointed by the President on the recommendation of the gov- 
ernor. It seems to me that is a much better arrangement than 
to leave it to the commissioner, who is not a Delegate. 

Mr. WARREN. Ido not know that there would be any spe- 
cial objection to it, and the Senator can prepare an amendment 
to that effect while we proceed with the reading of the bill, but 
I suggest that it would be a departure from the regular system 
as to Territories. 

Mr. LODGE. Porto Rico is not a Territory. 

Mr. WARREN. Weassume it is for general purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator can hardly assume that. It is not 
a Territory, and it has not a Delegate. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator wants to prepare an amend- 
ment to that effect, I will not object. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me it will make it mere harmonious, 
and then the provision will be as it is in the naval bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was out of the Chamber. I should like to 
inquire what is under discussion. 

Mr. LODGE. Mysuggestion was that this provision should be 
the same as it is in the naval bill, that the President shall appoint 
the cadet from Porto Rico on the recommendation of the governor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ihave no objection to such a provision. I 
think perhaps—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want toask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts a question. 

Mr. LODGE. Certain 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
Rico, I understand. 

Mr. LODGE. We have. He is not a Delegate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is he not the Delegate in everything ex- 
cept title? He has the right to the floor. A Territorial Delegate 
has no right to vote. I want to'ask why not let the cadet from 
Porto Rico be appointed by the President on the recommendation 


ly. 
We have a representative from Porto 


| of that delegate or that representative? 


Mr. LODGE. I think the system adopted by your committee 
is a better one; that is all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no objection to it; but it seems to 
me the other course would be more in harmony. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me, also, we had better make it uni- 
form with the appointment of naval cadets. I understand the 
Naval Committee reported that clause after consideration, and I 
think it did so wisely. I think the naval provision is a very wise 
one. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no earthly objection to it, but it 
seems to me it would be more in conformity with existing law if 
the cadets, both at the Military and the Naval Academy, should 
be appointed by the President on the recommendation of the leg- 
islative representative of Porto Rico. 

Mr. SPOONER. He is not a legislative representative. 

Mr. LODGE. Heisnot. He is a resident commissioner. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He is not a delegate by name, but he has 
under the law substantially all the rights which belong to a Dele- 
gate from a Territory. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Kentucky, if I correctly 
understood him, is in error in supposing that the commissioner 
from Porto Rico has the privileges of the floor of the two Houses. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I meant of the House. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh! 
ms...” BLACKBURN. He has the privilege of the floor of the 

ouse. 

Mr. WARREN. I suggest that we pass by this amendment 
until a satisfactory amendment can be paupnnlel one be deemed 
necessary. 
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Mr. LODGE. I can offer the amendment immediately. It is 
right here. I propose to amend the provision so as to read: 

h hall be appointed by the President on 
ws ae SS the, siaeral Porto Bico. * 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
how the naval cadets are appointed from the Territories in the 
United States. : 

Mr. LODGE. They are appointed on the recommendation of 
the Delegate. The amendment I am giving you is similar to the 
one as to the naval cadet from Porto Rico. 

Mr. WARREN. And you wish to have this provision corre- 
spond with it? . 

Mr. LODGE. That is the idea. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the amendment? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to inquire if there is any statute 
requiring that cadets to West Point shall be appointed upon the 
recommendation of anybody. 

Mr. WARREN. No; there is not. It is absolutely with the 
President alone, if he so chooses. 

Mr. LODGE. The President does not appoint. The cadets are 
appointed by the Senators and Representatives and Delegates. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Not at all. ey are appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States on hisown motion. There is no statute 
that I know of which requires that they shall be appointed on any- 
body’s recommendation. By custom they are appointed upon the 
recommendation of the Senators and Representatives. 

Mr. WARREN. They are. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think this would be a departure. 

Mr. LODGE. We passed a statute giving each Senator a cadet 
at West Point. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I beg pardon, Mr. President. We passed a 
statute giving two cadets at large from each State. 

Mr. are Very well. My proposition exactly corresponds 
with that. 

Mr. WARREN. You enact a statute which is not called for, 
because the custom is well established. It is better not to inter- 


Rico on the same ground as the States and Territories, because it 
is neither a State nor a Territory. 

Mr. WARREN. Then let us have an understanding. There 
would then be legislation providing that one cadet at the Military 
Academy should be the nominee of a certain man, who is the 
governor of the Territory. 

Mr. LODGE. No; I will leave that out, and provide that he 
shall be appointed by the President—— 

Mr. WARREN. That is the way itis now. The general law 
provides that the cadets shall be appointed by the President, and 
to say that there shall be one from Porto Rico accomplishes what 
the Senator from Massachusetts desires. The President can ap- 
point him. 

Mr. LODGE. If that is the case, there is not any need of add- 
ing these words. 

Mr. WARREN. I think not. 

Mr. LODGE. But I understood the object of framing it in 
this way was to give the appointment to the resident commis- 
sioner. That is what I want to avoid. 

Mr. WARREN. Only through the courtesy of the President, 
or he could give it to the governor. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I inquireof the Senator hav- 
ing charge of this bill whether there is a cadet appointed from 
Alaska? I understood him to say that this is just the same as in 
each Territory and district. 

Mr. WARREN. I meant the Congressional districts in the 
States—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh! 

Mr. WARREN. From which the Representatives in Congress 


come. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I thought there was no provision 
for a cadet from the district of Alaska. 

Mr. WARREN. There is none. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say that I think it would perhaps 
be more satisfactory if the words ‘* to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent”’ should be added. Then there could not be any question 
about it, and the President could act upon anybody's recommen- 


fere with it by statute. Let it rest as it is. dation. 

Mr. LODGE. I have not the least desire to interfere by statute, | Mr. LODGE. That is it. 
but I understood the appointment was to be made on the recom- Mr. WARREN. It is entirely unnecessary, but there is no 
mendation of the resident commissioner. To that I object. harm in it, and I accept it. 


Mr. PROCTOR. The appointment is made by the President Mr. LODGE. If it is a-mere repetition of existing law it can 
upon the recommendation of anybody whose recommendation he | do no possible harm. I ask to modify my amendment so as it 
chooses to take or upon none; but, in fact, he takes, as to the Ter- | shall read: ‘‘ One from Porto Rico, to be appointed by the Presi- 
ritories, the recommendations of the Delegates. dent of the United States.”’ 

Mr. LODGE. Thisis wholly new. Porto Rico is not a Terri- The PRESIDENT pro temppre. Is there objection to the 
tory. What I want to avoid is having the cadet appointed on the | amendment? 


recommendation of the resident commissioner, who is nota Dele- Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to have the amendment read in 
gate. We know well enough what our system is in both services. | full. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I think it would be unwise—— | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


Mr. LODGE. The appointment should either be left entirely | The Srcretary. If amended, the amendment will read: 
to the President, or to the President on the recommendation of Provided, That in addition to the corps of cadets now authorized by law 
the governor. | there shall be one from Porto Rico, to be appointed by the President of the 

Mr. PROCTOR. This leaves it with the President. | United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me ask the Senatora question. Does not this | Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am a little surprised that 
bill put Porto Rico in exactly the same condition of every State | the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe]. having made such 


and Territory in regard to these appointments? | a good point in regard to the uniformity of these appointments, 
Mr. PROCTOR. This amendment does so. | should surrender. The President appointsthem all. He appoints 
Mr. HOAR. I mean the amendment. every cadet to Annapolis and West Point. This is to give an 


Mr. PROCTOR. Yes. additional cadet at large, who shall come from Porto Rico and be 
Mr. HOAR. The President makes the appointment. He takes | a resident thereof; and it ought to be so stated. 
the recommendation of some Representative of the State or dis- Mr. LODGE. I understand the system is not the same at West 
trict or Territory, whose recommendation he is in the habit of | Point as at Annapolis. 
following; but that is solely discretionary with him. If thislan-| Mr. TILLMAN. Wherein is the difference? 
guage stand as it is, then Porto Rico will be situated just like| Mr. LODGE. The cadets at Annapolis are by law appointed 
Vermont or any Territory. | by the Representatives and Senators; and it is so expressed in the 
Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. I think it would be very unwise | bill just passed. The Senator from Vermont [Mr Proctor] tells 
to tie the President's hands to any particular recommendation in | me that it is a mere custom in the case of cadets at West Point. 
this case when they are not tied in any other case of the appoint- | I was not aware of it before. He said that they are all appointed 
ment of cadets. by the President, and it is a mere custom to have them nominated 
Mr. LODGE. Ihave no desire to tie the President’s hands, but | by Senators and Representatives. 
I do not think by a side amendment of this kind we should change Mr. TILLMAN. I donot know. I have not examined the law 
the status of Porto Rico, which has been pretty carefully defined. | on that point. I know, in regard to the Naval Academy, that 
Mr. WARREN. That is exactly what the committee desire to | some years ago a cadet from my State, who was appointed, did 
avoid. If the amendment remains as the committee have recom- | not stand the examination or something, and then the Secretary 
mended it, Porto Rico will stand precisely as every other Terri- | of the Navy took it upon himself to appoint without consulting 
tory and every other district stands and the appointment will be | the Representative in Congress, and Congress at its next session 
made precisely as every other such appointment is made, with | passed an act prohibiting that and expressly requiring the ap- 
the exception that it is customary, though not the law, for the | pointment to be made 
President to delegate to members of Congress the privilege of | Mr. LODGE. There is no question whatever about the law in 
nominating some man from their district and to the Delegates | regard to Annapolis. The law to which the Senator from South 
from the Territories to nominate from the Territories. The Carolina refers was passed to cure that precise thing. 
President can delegate to the resident commissioner or to the Mr. TILLMAN. Does it not apply to West Point? 
governor the nomination of a man from Porto Rico the same as Mr. LODGE. I understand from the Senator from Vermont 








is done in the States and Territories. | that it does not apply to West Point. 
Mr. LODGE. Precisely what I want to avoid is putting Porto 


Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit 
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me, the amendment which both Senators have in mind was not 
to vary the form of appointment, but it was to require the Secre- 
tary, when he made the appointment, the Member having failed 
to ae it, to make the appointment for the district from the 
district. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. I remember the discussion. 

Mr. BAILEY. In the case to which the Senator from South 
Carolina refers the vacancy occurred in South Carolina; it was 
not filled by the Member within the specified time, and the then 
Secretary of the Navy appointed a young man from Alabama. 

Mr. LODGE. That was the old system, which was cured by 
that amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; but that amendment only required that 
the appointment should be made from the district for the district. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

My point is entirely different from that. We have one system 
as to Annapolis and apparently a different system as to West 
Point. I did not know it before. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I fail to see any difference in the systems. 
The law requires appointments at West Point to be e from 
the districts, but nothing is said about their being made upon 
the recommendation of the Representative. They must be made 
from the districts, and so the appointments at large must be 
made from the State. The appointees must be residents thereof. 
But, as I understand the Senator from Texas, that is substantially 
the provision now in regard to cadets at Annapolis. 

Mr. LODGE. No; the bill very distinctly says: > 

There shall be allowed at the Naval Academy two midshipmen for each 
Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress. 

It does not say anything about districts. It is for the individ- 
uals holding those offices. It is so stated in the bill we have just 
passed. That is why I made the point on this Porto Rican mat- 
ter, supposing that West Point appointments were made in the 
same way. ldid not know that it was a matter of mere courtesy; 
that if I recommend a cadet at West Point, under the law it was 
mere courtesy that the appointment was made. I supposed each 
Senator and Representative had the right to do it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Asa matter of fact, that is the law, and I be- 
lieve that is the law as to naval appointments. 

Mr. LODGE. What I read is the law as to the Navy. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator or Representative nominates, and 
the President appoints. 

Mr. LODGE. The President commissions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators are not addressing 
the Chair. The Chair does not know who has the floor. The 
Senator from South Carolina was the last Senator recognized by 
the Chair. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from South Carolina yielded to the 
Senator from Texas, I understood. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not, but I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts seemed to be occupying the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. sident, as a matter of fact, I share with 
the Senator from Massachusetts the objection to leaving these 
appointments as they stand, and when the bill giving the Senator 

e capper of a cadet at the Annapolis Naval Academy first 
came here, I insisted that it should be so amended as to confer 
the power of appointment upon the Senator. The answer was 
that from time immemorial the practice had been that the Repre- 
sentatives, who alone had this power of appointment for many 

ears, made the nominations, and upon those nominations the 
President acted and had never been known to refuse the appoint- 
ment to the nominee of the Member. 

Now, here is the difficulty which the House ought to cure in 
the matter to which the Senator from South Carolina refers. . It 
was not a change as to the power of appointment, but was in- 
tended merely to deprive the Secretary of the Navy, when he had 
the power to appoint, from appointing a young man from one 
district to represent at the Academy another district. I believe 
that as the law then stood the power to appoint for the district 
was limited to an appointment from the district as certainly in 
the case of the Secretary as it was in the case of the Member. 

I believe that while we are about this matter, the sensible way 
to do is by law to lodge the appointment where, by practice it has 
been exercised, and then in case of a disagreement between any 
Senator and the President, there will be no question about it. I[ 
think possibly when it comes to appointing an officer, then the 
President alone could have the power of commissioning, but an 
appointment to the Academy not being in the nature of an office, 
no doubt by law the designation of the cadets could be vested in 
the Senator or Representative; and it ought to be done. 

Mr. LODGE. ill the Senator from South Carolina allow me 
for one moment? I desire to read the general law. In regard to 
Annapolis there is no doubt whatever. The law is: 


The nomination of a candidate to fill said vacancy shall be made upon the 
recommendation of the Member or Delegate. 


There is nothing about the President at all. The vacancy is to 
be filled on the recommendation of a member of Congress. That 
is the old law as to the Naval Academy, and it is the law to-day, 
with such extension as we have given it. Now, in regard to 
West Point, it is apparently a mere custom; there is no law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will read the law about West Point. I 
have sent for the act: 

That the Corps of Cadetsshall consist of 1 from each Con onal district, 
1 from each Territory, 1 from the District of Columbia, 2 from each State at 
large, and 30 from the United States at large. They ll be appointed by 
the President, and shall, with the exception of the 30 cadets appointed at 
large, be actual residents of the Congressional or Territorial districts, or of 
the District of Columbia, or of the States, respectively, from which they pur- 
port to be appointed. 

There is nothing there in regard to the recommendation of Sen- 
ators and Members, but the other Academy being so filled by law, 
Ido not presume any President will ever undertake to ignore 
the recommendation of a Representative or a Senator, and if he 
does Congress will very soon change the law to protect itself. 

The bill we have under consideration, providing fora cadet 
from Porto Rico, I believe has been amended, or an amendment 
is pending, giving the power to the President to appoint, without 
saying upon the recommendation of the governor or anybody. Is 
that the situation, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT ro tempore. It is. 

Mr. TILLMAN. have an objection to that, because if we 
are going to give Porto Rico one cadet we ought to specify it and 
prevent any President from abusing it, and we should make it 
apply to citizens or residents of or people born in Porto Rico. 
With the language as it is now, any boy, who might go there 
temporarily, or be sent there for the purpose, could be appointed 
from Porto Rico. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will. - 

Mr. FORAKER. I rose for the purpose of making such an 
amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will prepare and send to 
the desk the words he wants to have inserted, in order to hedge 
it about and let it apply solely to Porto Ricans. 

Mr. LODGE. That is what the naval provision does. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It does, and I would be glad if we could get 
such a provision in here, and I do not see why we can not. 

Mr. WARREN. If this language is left exactly as it came from 
the committee, it will provide for just that and nothing more. 
It needs neither addition nor subtraction from it. It states: 

Provided, That in addition to the corps of cadets now authorized by law 
there shall be one from Porto Rico. 

If this proposed law and the old law are taken together, he 
would have to appoint a boy from Porto Rico. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Itdoesnot apply specifically to Porto Rico, and 
some man from the United States might send his son down there, 
or he might be there as an officeholder temporarily, and the boy 
would get the appointment to West Point because he came from 
Porto Rico, yet he would not be a Porto Rican. 

Mr. WARREN. A Scotchman or an Irishman might go to 
Massachusetts or South Carolina and become a resident. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Butif you mean to give it to Porto Rico let 
us say SO. 

Mr. WARREN. It does say so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not believe it. Of course I am not dis- 
uting the Senator’s word or implying that he is not honest in 
is belief. Iam merely saying that this language is too broad, 

and we ought to hedge it about with such limitations as are found 
in other eee of law in regard to appointments from the 
States and Territories. 

Mr. FORAKER. I offer an amendment, to be inserted before 
the amendment pro by the Senator from Massachusetts. It 
is to insert the words ‘‘ who shall be a native of said island;’’ so 
that the amendment offered by the committee as amended will 
read as follows: 

Provided. That in addition to the corps of cadets now authorized by law 
there shall be one from Porto Rico, who shall be a native of said island, to be 
appointed by the President. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Ohio whether 
he is not going a little too far, considering our policy, which per- 
mits changes of residence and emigration. Suppose he should 
say, ‘‘ who has been a resident of the island at least ten years,”’ or 
some Other considerable term of time. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think this whole matter was started with 
me, Being chairman of the committee having Porto Rico in 
charge, I offered amendments both to the naval bill and the Mili- 
tary Academy bill, making provisions of this character. My de- 
sire was that the natives of the island should have this opportu- 
nity, and that it should be for their benefit. I think it ought to 
be so provided, particularly at this,time. It may be that later, 
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when conditions may have changed, it will be well enough to make 
a provision such as the Senator has just suggested, but it seems to 
me that if anyone, without limitation, can be appointed from 
Porto Rico, it is quite probable, as the Senator from South Caro- 
lina {Mr. TILLMAN] suggests, that people who have gone there 
from the United States might aspire to it. I want the people of 
the island to feel that “ have the privilege enjoyed by the peo- 
ple of all the States and 

which I have offered will be adopted. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if this amendment providing that 
the appointee shall be a native of the island is not put on, the 
Senator from Wyoming does not think under existing law he 
uired to be a native of the island? 

EN. He would be required to be a resident. 

Mr. LODGE. Ah, that is avery different thing. It is an easy 
thing to become a resident; but as I understand the purpose of 
this amendment, it is like the purpose achieved with respect to 
the Naval Academy. The purpose is to give one appointment at 
each of the Academies to a native of the island of Porto Rico. 
The amendment as it stands in the Military Academy bill cer- 
tainly does not do that. 

Mr. WARREN. It provides that he shall be a resident. 

Mr. LODGE. A resident; precisely. That does not seem to 


Mr. WARREN. If it isdesired to provide for the appointment 
of a man born in Porto Rico, it had better be so stated, perhaps, 
in the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio has 
offered an amendment, and it is now pending. It will be stated. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Wis- 
consin allow the amendment to be stated? 

POONER. Certainly. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add after ‘‘ Porto Rico,”’ in 
line 7, the words ‘‘ who shall be a native of said island; so that 
the amendment, if amended, will read as follows: 
at in addition to the corps of cadets now authorized by law, 
one from Porto Rico, who shall be a native of said island, to be 
appointed by the President. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I always differ very reluctantly 
and with great lack of confidence with the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio, but I venture to say that this is + going very much too 
far, because I am sure no Senator here wo 
vide that the appointees from a State must necessarily be natives 


Ohio removing to the State of Texas is eligible under the present 
law, but applying this amendment to the States he would not be 
eligible under it. 

While I entirely sympathize with the purpose of having this 
appointment bestowed upon some young man who is in good 
faith a resident of Porto Rico and not a mere carpetbagger who 
has gone there for some purpose of this kind, I hesitate to enter 
licy of restricting privileges to the birthplace of any- 
body under the American Government. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. We have just taken this step in the naval 
appropriation bill passed a few moments ago. It contains pre- 
cisely this language, restricting it to native citizens of the island. 
I will state my idea about it, if the Senator will indulge mea 


Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. We can get plenty of Americans from the 
States and Territories. I want to make sure that a Porto Rican 
has an opportunity to enjoy the privileges of the Military and 
Naval Academies, and I do not see how it can work any in- 
justice to anybody. We can change it at any time, if we like. 

I know there are a good many young men down there who are 
not natives. Ido not know whether the President, in the exer- 
cise of his discretion, if he were not restricted, would select one 
of them or not, but I want to make sure that he does not. I 
should like to have him give the Porto Rican a chance. 

Mr. CARMACK, Will the Senator from Texas yield to me for 


Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Texas 
that the case of the Porto Ricans is entirely different from those 
living in the States of the Union. I think we ought to recognize 
that difference and we ought to positively declare by law that the 
appointee shall be a native of Porto Rico. I believe the differ- 
ence between the situation in Porto Rico and the States of the 
Union is such that we ought to make that distinction. I think 
we ought to make it clear to those people by law that none but 
Porto Ricans are to have this privilege. 
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Mr. BAILEY. I stated that I thoroughly sympathize with the 
object of the amendment, and I am not going to carry my oppo- 
sition further than the mere statement of my objection to in- 
grafting upon any enactment by Congress a distinction based 
upon the birthplace of a man, I will not say an American citizen, 
because I regret to say that the unhappy condition of those peo- 
ple is now that they are neither aliens nor American citizens. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question, that I may un- 
derstand his point? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator's point is that he wants 
to stand up for the rights of carpetbaggers? 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no. The Senator from Massachusetts 
might have so understood it, and I would not venture to contra- 
dict his statement that he did understand it so; but nothing I 
said could be fairly construed into that, because I have an un- 
happy recollection of the carpetbaggers. I have no disposition to 
stand up for them any place on the globe. I do know, further- 
more, that when the carpetbaggers go to a country that is not 
permitted to govern itself they generally govern it, and always 
wrong; and I do know that if there is any appointment in the 
Porto Rican government upon which these people can lay hands, 
peaceful or violent, they are certain to do it. There is a good 
deal _ wisdom in the effort to remove it beyond their possible 
reach, 

But I simply utter again, and for the last time, a protest against 
legislation that confines the privilege granted to people under the 
jurisdiction of the American Government who are natives of a 
particular e. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do, sir. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio who offers the amendment. I assume that in his position 
as chairman of the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico 
he can state readily what constitutes residence in Porto Rico. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Ohio makes it nativity and 
not residence by his amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. But I want to see what the difference is. 

Mr. FORAKER. Residence in Porto Rico is the same as resi- 
dence in any other place. As to citizenship in Porto Rico, I have 
forgotten now just what the provision of the statute is, but all 
the natives are citizens of Porto Rico, and others going there to 
make that their permanent place of abode will become citizens 
according to the local laws. 

Mr. LODGE. After a fixed period. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know just what those local laws 
provide. 

Mr. LODGE. It is about a year’s residence. 

Mr. FORAKER. My amendment provides that they shall be 
native citizens. 

Mr. WARREN. The reason why I asked was to see what the 
real difference is. If, as the Senator from Massachusetts sug- 
gests, the matter of residence or citizenship requires but a year, 
and the Senator from Ohio desires to have a native Porto Rican, 
the committee will accept the amendment which he offers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts accept the amendment of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I wish to say a single word. 

Iam very glad that the amendment which was suggested, giv- 
ing the power to a delegate from Porto Rico to recommend and 
practically appoint a cadet, has been eliminated. I have objected 
to a Delegate in Congress from Porto Rico because I regard that 
as practically a pledge of statehood, and I am not willing, as now 
advised, and I think I shall never be willing for one, to agree to 
the proposition that there shall be admitted into the Union terri- 
tory or people who are remote from it and not a part of the main- 
land of this country. That is a question, however, which will be 
discussed if we ever reach it, and I have been unwilling that there 
should be put in our law any provision from which there could 
be drawn an inference of such a promise. 

I have had some doubt myself whether it was exactly compe- 
tent for Congress to authorize the President to appoint, on the 
recommendation of a designated person, an official. . Whatever 
appointment the President has the power to make I think he 
should be permitted to make, as a rule. To say that he may 
make it upon my recommendation means that I may make it, 
and the President is simply to visé or O. K., if I may use that ex- 
een, my designation; but that is aside, as the matter has 

n amended. 

Now, I have no particular objection to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio, although I think it is unneces- 
sary. It could be offered only in pursuance of the policy, which is 
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rhaps a wise one, to bring into relations with our Army and 
Navy natives of Porto Rico. We must trust Presidents; it isa 

coordinate and independent branch of the Government; and 
where the Congress clearly indicates a policy as to an appoint- 
ment which is provided for by law, I think we may very well 
trust the President to carry it out. To appoint an American, the 
son of some official who has been a year or two in Porto Rico, 
under this provision, would be an obvious fraud upon the law 
and an obvious perversion of the policy which underlies the 
law. 

There shall be one from Porto Rico. 

That does not mean, I venture, a young man, the son of some 
governor or secretary of state, a temporary official, who for a 
year, perhaps, has resided there with his father and his father’s 
family. It means, just as the Senator from Ohio intended it 
should mean, more than that. It goes deeper than that. It is 
not a mere matter of residence. It is a proposition by Congress 
that there shall be represented at West Point the island of Porto 
Rico. It is to bring into relations—it is to give the benefit of a 
military education to a native of Porto Rico. I believe it is per- 
fectly safe to leave that with the provision as it was vabestall er 
the committee: 

That in addition to the corps of cadets now authorized by law there shall 
be one from Porto Rico. 

If our purpose was to enable the President to appoint another 
American, we could simply enlarge the number the President 
might appoint, without any Territorial designation whatever. 
When we go beyond that and provide who shall be appointed by 
the President. and that there shall be one from the island of 
Porto Rico, I would have thought (though I do not care particu- 
larly about that) that any President would take it as an indica- 
tion of the policy of Congress, which provides for this appointment, 
that there should come one from the people of Porto Rico, not 


the son of some American official who happens for the time be- | 


ing, removable at any day, to be in Porto Rico. 

I shall not object to the amendment, but I submit to Senators 
that the statement as to the policy, and the obvious policy in- 
volved, which is a provision of the amendment reported by fhe 


committee, it would be perfectly safe to leave it to the President, | 


without notifying him that we think he might abuse it, and that 
we legislate to prevent its abuse. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Wisconsin is probably correct in what he supposed would occur 
if it should not be amended, namely, that the President, in mak- 
ing the selection under this provision, would seek to select a na- 
tive citizen of Porto Rico. Yet the Senator has observed that 
there is very great diversity of opinion, in this Chamber cer- 
tainly, as to whether or not, even morally, he would be so bound. 
The provision is without any restriction in that regard, and we 
know that not only will there be a class of officials who would 
be temporarily residing in Porto Rico, but a great many Ameri- 
cans have gone there and made homesthere. They have engaged 
in business there and they will have sons, it is to be supposed, 
who might after a while become citizens of Porto Rico, and hel 
ing to sustain the government of that island, contributing their 
share to its support, they might very well become applicants for 
this kind of recognition. 

As I said, I want to so hedge it about as to make sure that the 
native citizen of the island will get the benefit of the provision. 
I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that this provision did 
not at any time say that the President should make the appoint- 
ment on any other official’s designation. It is pomees free from 
that objection, if that be an objection. I would feel better satis- 
fied to have the provision adopted with the amendment which has 
been offered. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I hope this amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio will not be adopted. We ought not to go into 
this class legislation. This is nothing in the world but class leg- 
islation. We all know that there are thousands of Spaniards 
born in Spain who are citizens of Porto Rico. We call them so 
technically in our laws. We all know that they are there citi- 
zens of Porto Rico and not of the United States. Why cut them 
out? Why legislate for a class? 

It is nothing in the world but class legislation. To say that a 
man to be eligible shall be born in Porto Rico is to tell all the 
Spaniards there that they have not equal rights with those who 
were born there, and we ought not to doit. Class legislation is 
abominable to fhe American people generally, in whatever shape 
it may come up. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am now more than ever anxious that the 
amendment should be adopted as proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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| items and incidental expenses,’ 
| the appropriation for cleaning public buildings (not quarters) 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mexico to form.constitutions and 
State governments and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States. 

Mr. WARREN. I[ask that the regular order may be tempora- 
rily laid aside until we finish the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 16970) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the iooak year ending June 
30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DEPEW. I have a very short bill here of four lines, 
recommended by the Treasury Department. I ask that it be im- 
mediately considered. 

Mr. WARREN. Iam very sorry to disoblige the Senator, but 
I will not be able to yield to the passage of bills until we close the 
consideration of the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will continue the 
reading of the bill. 

.The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Military Affairs, was under the sub- 
head ‘‘ Pay of civilians,’’ on page 11, line 3, to increase the ap- 
propriation for the salary of one librarian from $2,500 to $3,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 9, to increase the 
total appropriation for civilians employed at the Military Acad- 


| emy from $38,130 to $38,630. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Miscellaneous 
* on page 21, line 12, to increase 


from $1,500 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after the word “library,” 
at the end of line 6, to strike out ‘‘ from twenty-four;”’ in line 7, 


| after the word “‘ purchase,’’ to strike out ‘‘ about forty-five;”’ in 


line 8, before the word “ holders,’’ to strike out ‘‘ with patent;’’ 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ holders,’’ to strike out ‘* to pro- 
tect the parts from storm and rain when playing outside;’’ in 
line 9, after the word *‘ and,” to strike out ** to supply; ** in line 
10, before the word *‘ instruments,”’ to strike out ‘* the very larg- 
est brass;’’ and in line 11, before the word *‘ eight,’’ to strike out 
‘*best make, silver plated, to increase the volume of tone at 
parade duties;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

To increase the present repertoire of the band library to 40 parts; to pur- 
chase music folios, holders, and a set of instruments, 800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 23, line 17, there is a misprint, which 
I ask to have corrected. The provision reads: 

For one dozen rattan laundry baskets, to be expended without advertis- 
ing, nine-six dollars. 

I ask that that be changed so as to read ‘‘ $96.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made, 
in the absence of objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 19, to strike 
out: 


For purchase of one boiler for the cadet laundry, to be added to the ap- 
propriation of $1,498 in the act approved June 2, 1902, ** For replacing, by 
exchange, one old boiler in the cadet laundry by one 125+horsepower Fitz- 
gibbon boiler, delivered and installed,” which is hereby made available for 
part payment of the purchase of the boiler called for in this estimate, the 
total appropriation to immediately available and to be expended without 
advertising, $219. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 5, to insert: 

For an amount in addition to that provided by existing law for the pur- 
chase of one boiler for the cadet laundry, to be expended without advertising 
and to be immediately available, $219. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 20, to insert: 

For the replacing of crockery, glassware, cutlery, etc., in the cadet mess, 
to be immediately available and to be expended without advertising, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 23, to insert: 

For the replacing of worn-out tablecloths, a dish towels, etc., in the 
cadet mess, to be immediately available and to expended without adver- 
tising, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 25, line 9, to increase the 
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total appropriation for miscellaneous items and incidental ex- 
penses from $33,190 to $35,265. 

The amendment was agreed to. ny 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Buildings and 
grounds,” on page 27, line 19, before the word ‘‘ hospital,” to 
strike out ‘‘ parts of;” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ hos- 
pital,” to strike out “not yet wired;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

r i 3 electric lighting and for placing therein electric 

oie cinctrie Hewtars, electric ght Sxtares, etc., with necessar y attachments 
therefor, $3,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 2, after the word 
‘‘ dollars,” to insert “‘ to be immediately available;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


For constructing a wagon road from the railroad station to the south end 
of post, $20,000, to be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. . ‘ 
The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 3, to insert: 


For gas and electric-light fixtures for new building for officers’ mess and 
quarters, to be immediately available, $2,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. , : 
The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 6, to insert: 


For relaying terrace platform of memorial hall, in addition to the amount 
already appropriated for this purpose, to be immediately available and the 
total amount to be available until expended, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for buildings and grounds from $83,657 to 
$91,157. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. WARREN. On behalf of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, and ask 
unanimous consent for its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming on behalf of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add 
the following: 


That section 5 of the act entitled, ‘‘An act to increase the efficiency of the 
Army,” approved February 14, 1908, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Seo. 5. That the Chief of Artillery shall hereafter serve as an additional 
member of the general staff, and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall have the rank, pay. and allowances of a brigadier-general, and 
when the next vacancy occurs in the office of colonel of artillery, it shall not 
be filled, and thereafter the number of colonels of artillery shall not exceed 
13; and the previsions of the foregoing sections of this act shall take effect on 
August 15, 1908.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Wyoming. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. Iask that the papers which I send to the desk 
may be inserted in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


The act of April 22 or 26, 1898, prescribed that the Army should be organ- 
ganized into brigades in time of war—three regiments toa oe 
The act of February 2, 1901, authorized 30 regiments of infantry and 15 
regiments of cavalry, besides the artillery: in other words, 45 regiments, for 
von 15 brigadier-generals were asked. This is what established the num- 


Yr. 

The militia act requires the militia of the several States to be organized 
similarly to the Regular Army, and one of the first questions asked by the 
militia authorities was whether they would be required to abandon their 
brigade organizations. It is not intended that the militia organizations of 
brigades and divisions shall be disturbed, and in order that the law may be 
complied with it is the intention of the War Department to direct the regi- 
ments of the r Army to be announced in he ger organizations. 

_ The number of 15 bri er-generals was adopted after mature considera- 
tion and not as a mere abstract matter. The number of colonels of artillery 
was fixed at 13, and the ratio of officers of all other grades in that arm are 
based on 13. The additional colonel, the fourteenth, being added for detail 
as chief of artillery as an extra colonel. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 25, 1903. 


My Dear SENATOR: I beg to call your attention to the operation of the 
provision which was added to the general staff bill in conference ee 
he reduction in the number of brigadier-generals consequent upon giving 
that rank to the Chief of Artillery. The act of February 2, 1901, provided for 
an extra colonel of artillery in order that one of the colonels might serve as 
chief of the corps. The provision referred to reduces the number of briga- 
dier-generals, which had been fixed at fifteen with reference to the uire- 
ment of the coterged Army for general officers, but leaves the extra artillery 
colonel which had been fixed with reference to having a colonel of artillery 
act as Chief of Artillery. It seems to me that the provision ought to have 
cut off the fourteenth colonel instead of cutting off one of the brigadier- 
generals. Weare proposing to make brigade organizations of the Army, and 
it is very important to have brigadier-generals. 
_ The number was fixed after very thorough consideration, and the increase 
in rank of the Chief of Artillery makes no change whatever in his duties, or 
in the requirements for brigadier-generals of the line, while it does give usa 
superftuous colonel of artillery. There are 45regiments of infantry and cav- 
alry, and the law provides that three regiments shall constitute a brigade, so 
that we have now only the exact number of brigadier-generals necessary to 
command es, to say nothing of the aetails which it will be necessary 
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for us to make from the list of brigadier-generals to special service in the 
eral staff and otherwise. 

I suggest that in some one of the bills now pending a clause be introduced 
which changes the reduction of the number of brigadier-generals to a reduc- 
tion of the number of colonelsof artillery. The difference in cost will be but 
trifling, and it means getting rid of a superfluous officer instead of getting rid 
of an officer who is very much needed. 

Faithfully, yours, ELIHU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 


Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
United States Senate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the 
remarks made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. DieTRIcu],on 
the 13th instant, in which are included various tables and statis- 
tics relating to expenditures, etc., in the Philippine Islands, may 
be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order will be made. 


PRIVATE CORPORATIONS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. NELSON. I now call up for consideration the conference 
report which I made yesterday on the bill (S. 6139) to provide for 
the organization of private corporations in the district of Alaska. 
The repo.t is printed in the Recorp of yesterday’s proceedings, 
and it has also been printed as a document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report was printed in the 
Recorp of yesterday's proceedings. The question is on agreeing 
to the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HOAR. I nowcall up for consideration the conference 
report which I presented yesterday on the bill (S. 3653) for the 
protection of the President of the United States, and for other 

yurposes. 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks for the consideration of the report named by him, which was 
read in full to the Senate yesterday. 

Mr: HOAR. Yes; it was read yesterday. 

Mr. President, all I wish to say at this time is that this bill was 
very thoroughly discussed in all its details; that it passed the 
Senate by a large majority; and that there have been some changes 
nade in it in conference, all of them, I think—unless it be some 
very minor matter which does not occur to me now—yielding 
very considerably to the objections of the minority. Under such 
circumstances it never has been the practice of the Senate when 
the body in a constitutional way has expressed its mind after full 
debate to renew the debate. I do not, therefore, propose to renew 
it; and I hope we shall have a vote upon the adoption of the con- 
ference report. 


PROPOSED ANTITRUST LEGISLATION, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 17, known as 
the Littlefield antitrust bill, as amended by the Senate Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to inform the Senator 
from Kentucky that if he will allow the pending matter to be 
disposed of, I should like myself to make the motion which he 
has made. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ishall be delighted to have the Senator 
from Massachusetts make that motion. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. If I may be permitted to say—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a point of order, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. Am I not to be allowed to make a suggestion to 
the Senator who makes this motion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It strikes me that it is establishing a bad 
precedent to discuss these various bills upon a question which is 
not debatable. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot propose to discuss the bill. I desire to 
make, if the Senator will listen to me—and perhaps he will be 
courteous enough tome to do that—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I supposelI shall have to waive the rules of 
the Senate for the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator from Rhode Island might 
withdraw his point of order while I state that being in charge of 
the antitrust bill, which is one reported to the Senate by the 
Judiciary Committee by a large majority and committed to my 
charge as chairman of the committee, it is my purpose to call it 
up at the first practicable opportunity; but a conference report 
at any time takes it right off its feet, as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky knows very well. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will delay aes his motion 
until the conference report is disposed of, I will consent—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to insist on my point of order, 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Rhode Island 
{Mr. ALpricu] makes the point of order that debate on a motion 
to proceed to the consideration of a bill is not in order; and the 
point of order is sustained. 

Mr. BERRY. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] moves that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 17) requiring corporations 
engaged in interstate commerce to make returns, prohibiting 
rebates and discriminations and the use of interstate commerce 
in attempts to destroy competition, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa point of order that that motion is not 
in order pending a conference report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. May I heard, Mr. President, on the 
point of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is ready to rule that 
the motion is in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, Mr. President, I have nothing to 


say. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to say, before the vote is 
taken upon this motion, that I am somewhat embarrassed as to 
my vote, but I have concluded to vote. Under the rule of the 
Senate a Senator who is personally interested in a question has 
the right to be excused from voting. If this were a vote directly 
upon the bill, and not merely as to the order of business, I should 
ask to be excused, for the reason that I own stock in corporations, 
which I suppose will be treated as trusts under the legislation 
proposed. But as the question is one simply of the order of busi- 
ness, and as I do not believe the business of the Senate is going 
to be facilitated by the consideration of the bill referred to, I will 
take the liberty to vote upon the preliminary question, though 
if the bill comes up I shall ask to be excused from voting upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. or has called for the yeas and nays on the motion of 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackpurn]. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I havea 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
—. If he were present, I should vote “* ae. 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called) have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp]. Ido 
not know whether he has voted; but as I do not see him in the 
Chamber, I will withhold my vote. If he were present, I should 
vote ** yea.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name wascalled). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West ——— {Mr. Scorr]. I un- 
derstand that the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. BEvERIDGE] is paired 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK], and, with his con- 
sent, I will transfer my pair, so that the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia will stand paired with the Senator from Montana, which 
will leave the Senator from Indiana and myself at liberty to vote. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is agreeable to me, and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I vote “ yea.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have a eral pair with the senior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DanieL]. I suggest to the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Samons ‘that we exchan pairs, so 
that the Senator from Virginia will stand paired with the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp], and we may both vote. If that is 
agreeable, I will make the transfer and vote. I vote. I vote 
aa na oe 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is agreeable to me. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. KEARNS. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Saree. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. KRELL am paired with ‘the senior Senator from 
Towa [Mr. ALuison]. If he were present, he would vote “‘ nay,”’ 
I presume, and I should vote “‘ yea. 

r. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I wish to announce that my 
colleague [Mr. Monty], who is unavoidably absent on account of 
sickness, is paired wit "the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Doi- 
LIVER]. If my colleague were present, he would vote “ yea.”’ 

Mr. CLAY. I have been requested to state that the junior Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. FosTEr] is confined at home on account 
of sickness, and that he is paired with the junior Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. McCumBer]. If present, the Senator from 
Louisiana would vote *‘ yea.” 


Mr. CAS. I am paired with the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CocKRELL 


homie ALDRIC The Senator from Missouri has just announced 
the 
Mr. ALLISON, Very well; Ireannounce it, as the Senator from 
Missouri has left the C ber. If he were present, I should vote 
ay nay. ° 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 38; as follows: 
YEAS—28. 


Bacon, Culberson, McLaurin, Miss. Rawlins, 
Bailey, Dubois, Mallory, Simmons, 
Bate, Harris, Martin, Taliaferro, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Morgan, Teller, 
lackburn, Jones, Ark. Nelson, Tillman, 
Carmack, McComas, Patterson, Turner, 
Clay, McEnery, Pettus, Wellington. 
NAYS—38. 
Aldrich, Dietrich, Hanna, Platt, N. Y. 
Alger, Dillingham, Hansbrough, Proctor, 
Bard, Dolliver, Hoar, uay, 
Beveridge, Dryden, Kean, imon, 
Burnham, Fairbanks, Kittredge, Spooner, 
Burrows, Foraker, ge. Stewart, 
Clark, Wyo. Foster, Wash. Millard Warren, 
Cullom, rye, Mitchell, Wetmore. 
Deboe, Galli r, Perkins, 
Depew, Gambie, Platt, Conn. 
NOT VOTING—22. 

Allison, Elkins, Kearns, Pritchard, 
Rereee, Foster, La. McCumber, uarles, 

app Gibson, McLaurin, 8. C. cott, 
Clar Mont. Hale, Mason, Vest. 

Cockrell, Hawlh Money, 
Daniel Jones, Nev. Penrose, 


So the Senate refused to consider the bill. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The matter now before the 
Senate is the conference report submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Iask the Senator from I[linois to yield to 
me in order that I may withdraw a motion which I made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will yield to the Senator for that purpose. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I made a motion yesterday 
to reconsider the vote by which the conference report on the In- 
dian appropriation bill was adopted. I wish to state now that I 
will withdraw my motion for a reconsideration. I desire to say, 
however, that there is that in the bill which conscientiously I 
can not vote for; but feeling that the opposition which would 
arise if the report were reconsidered would absolutely destroy the 
bill, so that it could not pass at this session, and under great press- 
ure from other members of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I 
withdraw my motion for a reconsideration of the vote by which 
the conference report was adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Dakota withdraws his motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
conference report on the Indian appropriation bill was adopted. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I now renew my motion that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three hours and thirty 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


TARIFF IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table and to be printed: 

To the Senate: 


I have just received a cable from Governor Taft which runs as follows: 
“ Necessity for House tariff bill most urgent. The conditions of 
roductive industey and business considerably worse than in November, the 
Gato of of last eee and growing worse each month. Some revival in sugar, 
bacco prices due to expectation of tariff law. The interests of Filipinos in 
and tobacco a and failure of bill will be blow in face of those 
interests. Number of tobacco factories will ave to Close. @ and many su. 
haciendas will be put up for sale at a sacrifice, if me bill will not pass. 
toms oe have fallen off this month one-third showing decrease of oe per 
chas: wer of islands. General business s ant. All ae =, 
includ Shanes unions, most strenuous in petition for tar 


ms a very 
ice-Governor Luke ht indorses in the © strongest manner all that Gov- 
oa Taft has rae and states that he has the gravest See as to the 
damage that ma: islands if there is not a substantial reduction 
in the ee levied equm ad agninst Philippine goods coming into the United States. 
I very earnestl oy ok that this matter receive the immediate attention of 
Cneres and that the relief prayed for be granted. 
As Congress knows, a series of calamities Seve befallen the Philippine peo- 
le. — as they were > emperging from nwt ie six oes 2S devastating a 
th the accompan destruction Te the breaking up of 
the ao of social onter and the habits of precttal cent of the carabacs, occurred 
an epidemic of rinderpest, which destroyed 90 per cent of 
ata cattle, leaving ~ people without draft ani till the —y or 7? 
the ordinary work of farm and village life. anTThe extent of the disaster 
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the fact that the surviving carabaos have increased over 
tenfold in value. At the same time a peculiar oriental horse disease became 


can be seen from 


idemic, further crippling transportation. The rice crop, already reduced 
by various causes to Pht a fourth of its ordi size, has been damaged by 
locusts, so that the price of rice has nearly doubled. 

Under these circumstances there is imminent wo a of famine in the is- 
lands. Congress is in course of generously appropria’ 000,000 to meet the 
immediate needs; but the indispensable and preeminent need is the resurrec- 
tion of productive industry from the prostration into which it has been thrown 
by thecausesaboveenumerated. I ask action in the matter, not merely 
from the standpoint of wise governmental policy, but asa measure of hu- 
manity in response to an appeal to which this great le should not close 
its ears. We have assumed responsibilities toward the Philippine Islands 
which we are in honor bound to fulfill. We have the specific duty of tak 
wer to see to their prowess . Thefi and m 
important step in this direction has been accomp by the joint action of 
the military and civil authorities in securing peace and civil government. 
The wisdom of Congress at the present session has provided for them a sta- 
ble currency, and its spirit of humane liberality and justice toward them 
will be shown in the appropriation now substantially agreed upon of $3,000,000 
to meet the pressing, immediate n ties; but there remains a vital need 
that one thing further shall be done. The calamities which have befallen 
them as above enumerated could have been averted by no human wisdom. 
They can not be completely repaired; but the suffering can be tly alle- 
viated and a permanent basis of future a assured if the economic 
relations of the islands with the United States are put upon a satisfactory 


— THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuuitr Hovust, February 27, 1903. 


JOHN WESLEY, 


Mr. BACON, I introduce a joint resolution which I would like 
to have read in full, and then I will ask that it may be considered 
at the present time. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 169) providing for the placing of 
bronze tablets on the custom-house and post-office building in 
Savannah, Ga., was read the first time by title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
rmit to be placed on the United States custom-house at Savannah, Ga.,a 
yronze tablet commemorative of the fact that in a public building then on 
said site, which had been erected by Oglethorpe, John Wesley preached his 
first sermon in America, March 7, 1736. - 
The Secretary of the Treasury is further authorized to it to be placed 
on the United States post-office a in careamen. ¢ a.,a bronze tablet 
commemorative of the fact that in a public building on said site, which 


had been erected lethorpe, John Wesley preached odically from 
Ma 9. 1738, to Morne 27, lie, v — ’ 


he tablet shall in each instance be affixed to the building at such place 
and in such manner as the Secretary of the Treasury shall direct, and shall 
be of such size and shape and shall contain such inscription as be ap- 
proved by him, the same to be done without any expense to the Government, 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I beg to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that unless the joint resolution is acted upon 
immediately it will be of no avail. The purpose is to commem- 
orate the fact that John Wesley preached his first sermon in Sa- 
vannah, in 1736, in a building which had been erected by James 
Oglethorpe, upon the site now occupied by the United States cus- 
tom-house, and the further fact that he preached some eighteen 
months in another building, also erected by Oglethorpe, upon the 
site now occupied by the Federal court building. 

I will simply add that the necessity for the joint resolution 
grows out of the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury, after 
due consideration, has determined that he has not the authority 
to permit these tablets to be affixed to those buildings. The facts 
thus sought to be commemorated are of great historic interest, 
and I trust that the joint resolution may be an eee, 
in order that it ma Te at once transmitted to the other House 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was oe to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

IMPORTATION OF BREEDING ANIMALS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimousconsent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 16656) regulating the 
importation of breeding animals. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been read on a 
as day. If there be no objection, it will not be read again. 

there objection to its consideration? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is an amendment. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an 
amendment, at the end of line 17, page 2, to add the following 
additional proviso: 

And ther, e 
wae oatce erates ast eno aes een apet sesh 


custody of custom or other officers of the United States at the date of the 
passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to 


every measure in our 


Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the bill by inserting after 
the word “imported,” in line 9, on the first page, the words “ by 
a citizen of the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I wish to say one word before 
the bill passes. When it came up some days ago, as I had re- 
ceived several letters opposing the bill just before it was called 
up, I objected to its consideration at that time. I desire to have 
it understood that I do not object to it since I have looked into it 
further, and that I favor the passage of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ST. FRANCIS RIVER BRIDGE, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 16573) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across St. Francis River at or near the town of St. 
Francis, Ark. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AGREEMENT WITH SIOUX INDIANS OF ROSEBUD RESERVATION, 


Mr. GAMBLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7390) to ratify and amend an agreement 
with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, in 
South Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to carry 
the same into effect. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 


tion. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 5, page 9, line 18, after the 
word “‘ act,”’ to insert ‘‘ and amended agreement;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 


Src. 5. That this act and amended agreement shall take effect only upon 
the acceptance thereof and consent thereto by the Rosebud Indians, in man- 
ner and form prescribed by the sixth article of the agreement herein as 
amended, which said acceptance and consent shall be made known by proc- 
lamation by the President of the United States upon satisfactory proof pre- 
sented to him that the same has been obtained in the manner and form 
required by said sixth article of said agreement, which proof shall be pre- 
sented to him within two years from the passage of this act, and upon failure 
of a proof and proclamation this act becomes of no effect and null and 
void. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as a new section the following: 

Sec. 7. That nothing in this act contained shall in any manner bind the 
United States to purchase any portion of the land herein described, except 
sections 16 and 36 or the equivalent in each township, or to dispose of said land 
éxcept as provided herein; or to guarantee to find purchasers for said lands or 
any portion thereof, it being the intention of this act that the United States 
shall act as trustee for said Indians to dispose of said lands and to expend 
and pay over the proc received from the sale thereof only as received, 
as herein provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will ask the Senator who has charge of this 
bill—I could not hear the reading in the confusion which existed— 
if the treaty did not provide that these lands should be open 
to free homestead settlement? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No, sir. The original bill, which was passed 
at the last session of Congress, provided free homes. This bill is 
changed in that particular and provides for the settlers paying 
$2.50 an acre. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I trust. Mr. President, that that provision will 
not be passed. I think the free-home provision ought to stay in 
the bill. I hope the Senate will not pass any bill buying Indian 
reservations and charging settlers for the land. I see no reason 
why Congress should do that. 

A free-homes bill was passed a few years ago, relieving all those 
who had gone on Indian reservations and taken up lands from 
paying the money which they had agreed to pay when they went 
on those lands. e had an illustration in my own State of the 
opening of an Indian reservation and charging $3.75 an acre for 
the 1 land. It was the best land in the State. Settlers went on 
there, taking the lands with the understanding that they were to 
pay $3.75 an acre for them. The 4 en pm confronted us to 
pass a free-homes bill to be applied to all reservations, to lands 
which had been opened previous to the passage of that bill. The 
bill was a year ortwoago. Ihad the honor of being chair- 
man of the Public Lands Committee of this body when that prop- 
osition was urged, and I opposed it unless it were made to apply 
to all future purchases of Indian reservations. So long as I had 
the honor of being the chairman of that committee the free-homes 
bill was not Finally the bill went to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs, and I think came out from that committee. 

The argument made then is good now, and is always good. 
The men who go out there representing the Government to make 
treaties with the Indians are besieged by the people living around 
the reservation to make a treaty, no matter how much they have 
to pay for the lands. All the white people urge that to be done, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is pees by 
unanimous consent. There is nothing pending before the Senate 
unless the Senator objects to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator from South Dakota not accept 
an amendment providing for free homes, as was provided for in 
the original bill? 

Mr. GAMBLE. At the last session of Congress this bill was 

ssed with the free-homes provision, which was insisted upon 
nere. It has met with serious objection in the other House, and 
can not be carried through there. The bill has been amended to 
meet those objections; and we prefer to have the bill passed in its 
present form. Should the bill go to the other House containing 
the free-homes amendment, it would meet. the fate of the bill 
passed last year. We are very anxious to have this bill in its 
present form. The delegation of the State of South Dakota is 
satisfied with it under existing conditions, andI trust no objection 
will be interposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I have been maintaining m 
present position for several years, and it is a correct position. 
think now, while I myself am besieged by my own people to 
have the price of land reduced from that provided for in the 
treaty stipulation when it was passed a couple of years ago, and 
approved by all our Senators and Representatives, still they 
afterwards come here asking Congress to take away from them 
the direction to pay for those lands at the stipulated price, and 
they ask to be relieved from paying what they agreed to pay when 
the act was passed through Congress, I do not feel as though I 
could give my consent that the bill be amended in this way. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16910) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, asks a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. WapswortH, Mr. Henry of Connecticut, and Mr. 
WILLIAMS of Mississippi managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16990) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, asks 
a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Loup, Mr. Samira of Iili- 
nois, and Mr. Swanson managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17202) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, asks 
a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. HEMENWay, 
we Mr. McRakE managers at the conference on the part of the 

ouse. 

COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 16775) establishing United States 
courts at Duncan, Maryetta, and Comanche, Ind. T. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments, in line 
5, after the name ‘‘ Duncan,”’ to insert the word “‘and;’’ after the 


word “‘and”’ to strike out ‘“‘ Maryetta’’ and insert ‘* Marietta;’’. 


in line 6, after the name ** Marietta,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and Comanche; 
and the court held at Ryan, in said Territory, is hereby discon- 
tinned and the records thereof transferred to the town of Co- 
manche;”’ in line 11, after the name “ Duncan,” to strike out 
** Maryetta ’’ and insert ‘‘and Marietta,’’ and in the same line, 
after the name ‘‘ Marietta,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and Comanche;”’ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the places now provided by law for 
holding courts in the southern judicial district of Indian Territory courts 
shall be held in the towns of Duncan and Marietta, and all laws tin, 
the holding of courts in the Indian Territory shall be applicable to the sai 
courts hereby created in the said townsof Duncan and Marietta, reapectively. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] has 
an amendment which he desires to offer. - 

Mr. BERRY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk as an additional section to the bill. 
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aoe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
8 . 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the bill the following 
as a new section: 

Sxc. 2. That in addition to the places now provided by law for holdi 
courts in the western judicial district of Indian Territory, courts shall be he 
Wetumpka, Creek Nation; and all laws regulating the holding of courts in 
Indian Territory shall be applicable to the courts at said places. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as toread: ‘‘A bill establishing United 
States courts at Duncan and Marietta, Ind. T., and for other 
purposes.” 

GOVERNMENT OF GUAM. 

Mr. FORAKER. Some days ago the bill (S. 6599) to provide 
a government for the island of Guam, and for other purposes 
and also Senate bill 7054, providing similarly for the island of 
Tutuila, were considered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole, and reported to the Senate with the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole. At that point the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] asked to offer an amendment. The bill 
then went over. I desire now that those two bills may be consid- 
ered. I first ask unanimous consent for the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill 6599. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 6599) to provide a government for the island of 
Guam, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is now in the Senate. 
The question is on concurring in the amendments heretofore 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I offer as an amendment, to be 
known as section 6 of the bill, that which I now send tothe desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill as a new sec- 
tion the following: 

Sxc. 6. Unless Congress shall otherwise direct, this act shall not continue 
in force and effect beyond the 3d day of March, 1905. 

Mr. FORAKER. I accept that amendment, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Smon] has 
an amendment which he desires to offer. 

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to inquire what is the object of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator very frankly. The 
bill is one which — upon the President the duty and gives 
him the power of unlimited —s and all the powers of gov- 
ernment similar to the amendment the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner] offered to the bill which was passed in reference 
to the Philippine Islands. 

I recognize the fact, as stated by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
ForAKER], that these are very small pieces of territory and that 
it is impossible at this time, or at any time perhaps, to frame a 
civil government for them which will be satisfactory, or which 
will be justified by the number of people there. At the same 
time I dislike to see upon the statute books an indefinite and un- 
limited power of the Executive to perform all the three functions 
of government. Therefore. I simply propose that there shall be 
upon this bill the same limitation which the Senator will remem- 
ber was upon the original Louisiana resolution. 

It will be in the power of Congress to continue the government 
set up there if it be one that shall be approved by Congress after 
examination; and it struck me as being an entirely conservative 
amendment and, at the same time, one that will not in any man- 
ner interfere with the proper government of the islands. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have accepted the amendment because we 
shall have all the next Congress in which to determine, after we 
see how the law works, whether or not we want it changed or 
continued. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator provided fora report to Con- 


gress? 
Mr. FORAKER. I have not. I simply say that the govern- 
ment shall be conducted in such a way as the President shall 


direct. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask a question in that connection. 
I ask why it is that these insular pan of ours, as they are 
called, are now continued under the War Department? 


i 
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Mr. FORAKER. They have been continued under the Navy | the Executive that, of course, he was not a prisoner; that: he 


Department, if the Senator will allow me to correct him. had been at liberty to go anywhere on the face of the earth he 
Mr. HOAR. Guam is under the Navy Department, I know—— | wanted since about the middle of July, when an order to that effect 
Mr. FORAKER. So is Tutuila. had gone out; a copy of the order was sent in here; and yet such 
Mr. HOAR. But the Philippine Islands are under the Depart- | is the impossibility of a fitting rule of such possessions that it 

ment of War. turned out that, although that order went on the 15th of July, 


Mr. FORAKER. The junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. | it had not been obeyed up until the last few daysin October. At 
LopGE], who is chairman of the Committee on the Philippines, | least when General Miles, traveling there, stopped at Guam he 
can better answer that question than can I. found Mabini in prison under the charge of a company of ma- 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but I should like to know, if any | rines, and a marine marching backward and forward before his 
Senator can inform me, why the Philippine Islands, which are | door with a loaded musket. 
claimed to be under a civil government and in the establishment | Of course nobody questions the absolute good faith of the Presi- 
of which there has been enacted very largely Magna Charta and | dent; nobody questions the absolute good faith of the Secretary 
the Constitution, are still kept under the War Department? of War, who was the means of transmitting that order; but it is 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, as I said a moment ago, the | so impossible to govern men who are dependent, who are not 
Senator who is chairman of the Committee on the Philippines can | heard themselves, and who have no votes and no rights, at a dis- 
answer as to that better than I can. tance of thousands of miles off, that the foremost man in the 

As to the two islands of Tutuila and Guam, they are both under | Eastern Hemisphere at this moment in character, in intellect, 
the Navy Department; and they are there because Congress has | and in fame was kept in prison—I will not say a dungeon—was 
never legislated with respect to them; and we are embarrassed all | kept in a prison several months after the order had gone out there 
the time because there has been no act of Congress relating to | to set him free. 
them. That is the kind of rule we are going to have so long as we 

Mr. HOAR. Why are they kept under the Navy Department? | claim the right to govern and to tax men who have no votes and 
Why is it that we are legislating over a community of about nine | who have no representation, and to deal with men whose consti- 
or ten thousand re: as I understand? tutional rights have got in the final resort to be determined by a 

Mr. FORAKER. There are about 9,000 people in Guam. court 8,000 miles away, and by a Congress who can not find time— 

Mr. HOAR. Why is it that such a people is kept under a bel- 
ligerent department of the Government? 

Mr. FORAKER. They have been kept under that Department 
simply because Congress has chosen to take no action. I have 
been trying ever since I have had any right to initiate legislation 
for those islands to get Congress to legislate. Now I am about 
to get some legislation, the best, I think, that can be provided 
under the circumstances, and I thinkit of the highest importance 
that we provide this legislation now. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has offered an amend- 
ment, which-I have accepted. providing that this legislation shall 
not continue in force and effect beyond the 4th of March, 1905, 
which will give us all of the next Congress in which to consider 
what better form of government, if any, we can provide, and I 
think the Senator from Masssachusetts will appreciate the im- 
portance of our having some kind of legislative action. : 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not rise at this time to mak 
cri o a See: plan - eee. I eee the 
difficulty which his committee is under, and I realize the capacit ; ‘ 
of that Sonate to deal with such difficulty. I do not od ~ Mr. FORAKER. It simply attaches the island of Guam to the 
make small criticisms when there is no time to reconstruct our | inth circuit, and provides that appeals may be taken to the 
policy, but I want to take occasion to say what I have thought | United States circuit court of appeals. 
and intended to say for some time—that if anything could show | The amendment was agreed to. ; : 
the utter unfitness of this country, as we are constituted to trans- The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
act business, to govern dependencies thousands and thousands of | the third time, and passed. 

—_ . = is - Me — 7 have ty = eee CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE ISLAND OF TUTUILA, ETC. 

vot only these 9, ein Guam, but the 9,000, ole in 3 . : . 
the Philippine Islands. } a to wait in the first place fer coals in- vate oe t steal oak my : ances - or ent > . t ail 
formation as is filtered through the War Department and the | (S. ee ) to os tn ne eee 2 So utuila and 
Navy Department to Congress, and then, in time of peace, years the islands adjacent thereto within the jurisdiction of the United 
after — e established our claim én rule over them. the ane | States. It will take only a moment. It is in the same state that 
hen t under the De ents of War and of the Navy. wh ao leer | the other bill was—in the Senate and open to amendment. 
is a recy and alee power—the rule of one ao , aon no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 

A very interesting instance of that thing has come up during | °° Den aes Se 
the posal aa Mabini is one of the ablest men of this por F be ee _ ee. oor my ye Wh cee ere 
eration. Nobody will uestion that. He was the author of Agui- in the amendmen made as 1n omimi Ge OL e oie. 
naldo’s constitution, which was an admirable constitution. He Lag —— -_ een _ d ¢ which I submitted 
is the author of many great state papers; he is the author of the t hn » oth bill ee ee 
reply to President McKinley; and when he replied to President | to the other ER. I he 3 oe 
McKinley, President McKinley was answered by a foeman worthy = : SERRE ae : o a tor f Gessnt 
of his intellectual steel. That man was a paralytic; his lower | e “ pro tempore. e Senator from Georgia 
limbs had withered; his flesh had shrunk away until he weighed | offers = amendment. which will be stated. : 
no more than 90 pounds; and he was kept in prison in Guam be- | The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section the 
cause he would not take the oath of allegiance to the United States | ane: Lc Be es 
- On the Bill ee ar ee eee se comeane | ty force and effect beyond the day of arc. 
could not know until he went to his home, what the condition of a . ee ol oT = ~ df thied seadine d 
things was in the Philippine Islands, and that as the grave was | th thi ‘a soe ae = - wo Poe © SRS EekGing, ren 
just opening for him he would not make the last important act | “"° “* ae — 
of his life an act of dishonor. REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION. 

_ If you had read that in Plutarch, you would have thought that | Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask for the present consideration of the 
it was one of the great heroes of antiquity who had assumed that | bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigration of aliens into the 
attitude; if you had read of it in our Revolutionary times as an | United States. The bill has been read and certain amendments 
utterance of Ethan Allen or Sam Adams or Laurens it would | have been agreed to. 

have been one of the proudest facts in American history,and| Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to be heard briefly on the bill, not 
would have been the theme that would have stirred the blood , to any great extent. 

and quickened the pulse of great gatherings anywhereon American | Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not understand that the Senator from 
soil. That man was-kept, under those circumstances, a prisoner | New Hampshire objeets to the consideration of the bill. 

in the island of Guam: I offered-a resolution of inquiry-here as |: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
to why that man was kept a prisoner, and the answer came from ' hears none. The bill has been in the Senate as in Committee of 


while they are filibustering about this, that, or the other measure 
here—even to listen to their complaints, and a President who does 
not know for three months after he has given an order to release 
an illustrious patriot whether the order has been disobeyed or not. 

Mr. SIMON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section the 
following: 

Szc. 7. That writs of error and appeals from the final decisions of the high- 
est court of the said island of Guam shall be allowed and may be taken tothe 
circuit court of appeals for the ninth circuit in the same manner and under 
the same regulations and in the same cases as writs of error and appeals now 
taken from the supreme courts of the Territories of the United States; and 
such writs of error and appeal to the circuit court of appeals for the ninth 
circuit shall be allowed in all cases where the Constitution of the United 
States or a treaty thereof or an act of Congress is brought in question and 
the right claimed thereunder is denied, and in all other cases where writs of 
error and appeals are allowed from the supreme courts of the Territories of 
the United States. 


Mr. BACON. What is the amendment? 
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the Whole, and certain amendments reported by the committee 
were agreed to, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is correct. Section 3 was passed; 
that is the only section, I believe, which has not been considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator mean passed 
over? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It was passed over. I am instructed by 
the committee to amend the bill by striking out that section. 

Mr. FORAKER. Is that section 8? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The entire section 3. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the educational qualification? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The educational test. There are some 
Senators who object to it, and the session is so far advanced that 
its consideration may endanger the oe of the bill, which con- 
tains many excellent provisions. The committee, therefore, has 
instructed me to move to amend the bill by striking out section 3. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole, if there be no objection, will be re- 
garded as concurred in in the Senate, and the Senator from Indi- 
ana now offers an amendment which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all of section 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to inquire if there are any further com- 
mittee amendments to be offered? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I have no other amendments to offer on 
behalf of the committee. 

Mr. CLAY. I understood from the Senator from Indiana that 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts had agreed to an amend- 
ment that was to be offered by the committee, striking out that 
feature which provides that insane persons or persons who come 
to this country from foreign countries and become insane within 
two years after they arrive here shall be deported to the country 
whence they came. That was to be stricken out, I understood. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The committee did not, so far as I am 
aware, agree to the amendment, but the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts did. If the Senator will offer an amendment to 
that effect, I think there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. CLAY. I understood the chairman of the committee was 
to offer an amendment, and that it had been agreed upon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Willthe Senator from Georgia 
direct attention to the amendment he proposes? 

Mr. CLAY. Iwill as soon as I can get a copy of the bill. I 
thought the amendment had been drawn. I understood that the 
chairman of the committee was to offer it. It was agreed to. 
I wiil find it, I think, in one minute. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The chairman of the committee is neces- 
sarily absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. While the Senator from Georgia is finding that, 
I desire to inquire whether the amendment which I introduced 
and had referred to the committee, which I understood they had 
accepted unanimously, is in the bill? I refer to the amendment 
to the effect that if a person is found on the voyage to be afflicted 
with disease, he may be detained for a certain time to determine 
whether the disease is curable. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS... I can not answer the Senator. The Sena- 
tor’s amendment was not brought to my attention. 

Mr. DRYDEN. While the Senator from Georgia is looking 
for the amendment, I wish to ask the Senator from Indiana what 
head tax it is proposed to charge under the bill as it now stands? 
What is the head tax provided by the bill? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The head tax in the bill stands as it was 
reported from the committee. 

fr. DRYDEN. Three dollars? 

Mr. FAIRBANES. I think it is $8. 

Mr. DRYDEN. If that is true, I move that the head tax be re- 
duced to $2. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; I see by reference to the bill that the 
head tax is $3. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I move to make it $2. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 4, page 1, it is proposed to strike out 
**three’’ and insert ‘‘ two;’’ so as to read: 

That there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of $2 for each and 
every alien immigrant, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. On page 18, commencing in line 5, I move to 
strike out the following words: 

Any alien who becomes a public charge by reason of lunacy, idiocy, or 
epilepsy within two years after arrival will be presumed to have beeome 
such from causes existing prior to landing, unless the contrary be affirma- 
tively shown. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Indiana if he 
does not intend to move to strike out certain words in section 34? 
I refer to the words: “ Or other place, subject to the jurisdic- 
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tion thereof.”’ I move, in line 16, page 25, to strike out those 
words. 

The section reads: 

That for the pupeete of this act the words ‘‘ United States” as used in 


the title as well as in the various sections of this act shall be construed to 
mean the United States and any territory or other place subject to the juris- 
diction thereof. 

It occurs to me that if we ever get the Panama Canal treaty 
through, we may not want to be embarrassed by those words in 
this act, and I hope the Senator will agree that they may go out. 

Mr. FAIRB S. Ido not object to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 16, page 25, after the word “ terri- 
tory,’’ it is proposed to strike out the words “‘ or other place sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction thereof.”’ 

_" FAIRBAN KS. I think that amendment, if adopted, 
would—— 

Mr. KEAN. We can not hear the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think that amendment, if adopted, would 
leave the section rather imperfect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Soit would. We will have to correct it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. There will be some further amendment 
necessary if this amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It should be amended, it seems to me, by 
inserting after the word “‘ waters’’ the word “‘or,”’ and after the 
word ‘‘territory’’ the word “‘thereof;’’ so as to read: “‘ United 
States and any waters or territory thereof.”’ 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Striking out “or other place subject to 
the jurisdiction thereof?’’ 

Mr. SPOONER. Would not that leave Hawaii and Porto Rico 
and the Philippines open to paupers and criminals and all the 
classes who are prohibited by the proposed act from coming into 
the United States proper? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that the proposed 
amendment really reconstructs this whole immigration policy. 
I understand that this immigration policy includes the dont. 
encies of which the Senator from Wisconsin has just spoken. 
It seems to me we ought not, in a minute or two, to strike that 
all out. I for one want to know whether this bill, if amended 
as proposed, will leave them out. It is considered by most 
ple that the unrestricted immigration of Chinese laborers into 
this country is very bad. Are they to be left to go into our de- 
pendencies unrestricted? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. This bill does not affect Chinese immigra- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. That is a mere illustration. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Chinese are excluded by a law which 
is not to be affected if the pending bill becomes a law. 

Mr. HOAR. I used that merely as an illustration. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iam not quite satisfied with the section 
if amended as proposed. 

Mr. KEAN. Is this a private conversation between the Sena- 
tor om Indiana and the Senator from Massachusetts? We can 
not hear. 

Mr.SPOONER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts look at 
section 4? 

Mr. HOAR. I used the Chinese as an illustration. How about 
lepers; how about insane people; how about paupers? 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire offers an amendment, which will be stated. . 

The SeoretaRy. On page 25, line 16, after the word ‘‘ waters,”’ 
insert the word ‘‘or;’’ and after the word “territory ’’ strike out 
the words ‘‘ or other place subject to the jurisdiction.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. Iobject toit. I want to know something about 
it. It is avery great question, in which the rights of human be- 
ings are at e. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam not hurrying this bill at all. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is quite agreeable to me to have it go 
over to the next Congress, I will say. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I am doubtful about the effect of the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to have it right. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; I know that the Senator does. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I have not yielded the floor. The Senator from 
Wisconsin called my attention to section 2, and I had already 
thought of section 4. 

Src. 2. That the following classes of aliens shall be excluded from admis- 
sion into the United States: All idiots, insane persons, epileptics, and persons 
who have been insane within five years previous; persons who have had two 
or more attacks of insanity at any time viously; paupers; persons likely 
to become a public charge; pro! Lentenal & gars; persons icted with a 
loathsome or with a dangerous contagious ; persons who have been 
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convicted of a felony or other crime or misdemeanor involving moral 


turpi- 
: ho believe in or advocate the over- 
tude; polygamists, tolence of the Government of the United States, etc. 

Then in section 4 is the prohibition of the importation into the 
United States of women and girls for the purpose of prostitution, 

so on. 
ag me I want to know, before this amendment is ado , if 
anybody will tell me, whether the 10,000,000 ple and more 
for whom we are legislating, against their will, at any rate, have 
any protection left? : 

i suppose there never has been a more painful and careful per- 
formance of duty than the Committee on Immigration performed 
in the consideration of this bill. It is a bill which it seems to me 
has been framed with admirable skill. The committee thought 
up to this moment that the protection of the 10,000,000 people 
from these atrocities was necessary and put it in a bill to bring it 
to pass. Now, we are asked, late in the afternoon, within three 
days of the end of the session, in a debate which can last but a 
few minutes, to strike it all out. I want to have that explained 
by the committee. , 

“Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that the committee intended by the provisions of this bill to 
protect all the people to whom the Senator has referred. 

Mr. HOAR. If we strike out these words will they not be left 
without protection? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iam inclined to think if the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire is adopted they will be. 

Mr. HOAR. Left without protection? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Left without protection. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it is very evident we are get- 
ting a little muddled here. I am verycertain I do not know how 
to vote on this bill now. They have twisted it, and turned it, 
and changed it, and proposed so many alterations that I do not 
think the chairman of the committee is prepared to say just what 
the situation is; and if we are going to vote on the biil to-night, 
I think we will have to talk a little more. I should like to move 
an adjournment. 

Several Senators. No, no! 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, this is a very important 
matter. The bill as it is written received the careful considera- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator is accepting every amend- 
ment that any Senator offers. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator from South Carolina is not 
quite accurate in that statement. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, the Senator from South Carolina 
always tries to be. If the Senator from Indiana will cite him to 
one that he has refused to accept, the Senator from South Caro- 
lina will be glad to know of it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The principal amendments which have 
been made have been agreed upon between the Senators offering 
them and the committee. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire has not been accepted by the Senator 
now in charge of the bill. The Senator in charge of the bill 
thinks the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire goes 
further than that Senator intended it should. 

The point the Senator from New Hampshire has in mind is 
whether the language in section 34 would exclude foreign immi 
grants from employment in the construction of an isthmian 
canal if they shall be found to be necessary because of the inhos- 
pitable climate upon the Isthmus. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, if I correctly understand him, does not desire the bill to 
exclude aliens from employment upon that work if they should 
be needed. Now, whether the language that he proposes reaches 
further than the purpose he has in view, is a question. I am in- 
clined to think that it goes further than he intends it should go. 

Mr. HOAR. Why would not an amendment giving the Presi- 
dent or some department of the Government the power to regu- 
late the admission of persons to the territory covered by the 
isthmian canal until further action by Congress answer the pur- 


pose? ; 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will prepare an amendment 
to that effect—— 

Mr. HOAR. It perhaps would cover the purpose sought by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It would. 

Mr. McCOMAS. May I suggest to the Senator that it might 
be made shorter than that? The phrase, “subject to the juris- 
diction of the United States,” is the precise phrase of the four- 
teenth amendment. 

All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State 
wherein they reside. 

I suggest the insertion of the word “‘ now,”’ so as to read “‘ now 
subject.” 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think that covers it. 


Mr. TILLMAN. [I insist upon my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DEPEW. I hope the Senator from South Carolina will 
withdraw his motion. I havea bill here, a little revenue bill of 
three lines, which I am anxious to have considered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have been standing here waiting an hour to 
call up a little bill. Each of a number of Senators wants to get 
a little bill through, but instead of taking up unobjected bills, we 
get upand debate them as though we were in regular business 
session in the morning. This is an important matter. I want 
restricted immigration, but I confess I am muddled, if the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin is not. If he can tell me exactly what this 
— means, With all these various amendments, I will be glad to 

ear it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I could, but I will not now. 

Mr.CLAY. Will the Senator from South Carolina withdraw 
his motion for just a moment? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from South Carolina does not 
want to be obstinate with his colleagues, and of course he will 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CLAY. I will state to the Senator from South Carolina 
that for two months the Committee on Immigration had this bill 
before them. We had hearings, and gaveit most careful consid- 
eration, and, in my opinion, with the amendments adopted it is a 
great improvement over the present law. There is no disagree- 
ment; the committee is unanimous, and if we can not vote on the 
bill this evening the Senator ought to agree to the fixing of some 
time to-morrow for taking a vote on the bill, so that it may be 
passed and go back to the House and become a law. It is an im- 
portant matter. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I desire to appeal to the 
Senator from South Carolina to permit us to conclude the bill 
this evening. It has received very careful consideration, and I 
think the section to which the Senator from New Hampshire has 
called attention will be relieved of the objections in his mind by 
adopting the amendment suggested by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In view of what the Senator from Georgia 
has said, I will withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Did the Senator from Maryland offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. There is one now pending. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. TheSenator from Maryland suggested that 
the word ‘‘now”’ be inserted in line 16, page 25, after the word 
‘*place;”’ so that it will read: 

Or other place now subject to the jurisdiction thereof. 

I offer that amendment on his behalf. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I had intended to make a 
single observation about this matter. I have not been permitted 
to do so, because so many other Senators have been discussing it. 
My sole purpose is to prevent the application of the stringent 
provisions of this proposed law to the strip of land of which we 
will have jurisdiction should we ratify the treaty with Panama. 
My impression is that the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Maryland is a better amendment than the one suggested 
by me. 

I had intended to perfect the section by adding two or three 
words which I think would have made it perfectly plain. If 
those words had been stricken out, I intended to move to amend 
it so that it would read “‘to mean the United States and any 
waters, territory, or essions thereof.’’ I think that would 
have helped us out of the dilemma. But if the insertion of the 
word “‘now”’ will accomplish the same result, that is all I am 
after, and I withdraw my amendment. I hope that the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Maryland will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President. I want to occupy a 
very few minutes in calling attention to this bill, and particu- 
larly to one provision in it which I hope will go out by consent, 
| but which I am not rash enough to believe will go out in that 
| way, and perhaps not at all. 
| ‘The bill as it came from the other body was very hostile to the 
| New England border. Whether it was so intended or not I do 

not know, but its hostility was written in every line of the first 
| section. The Senate has improved it very much by making 
sundry amendments, and I will venture to express the hope that 
the conferees on the part of the Senate may see to it that the 
amendments made by the Senate are kept in the bill. 
| I chance to know that there are interests in this.country, very 
| powerful interests, that propose to have the bill become a law, if 
| it does become a law, substantially as it came from the other 
House. I havein my possession a letter which indicates that, and 
where the statement is made that that result will be accom- 
plished, I hope it will not be accomplished. 
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Now, Mr. President, here is what I particularly want to call 
attention to. That I may not be accused of consuming time un- 
necessarily, I will go directly to it. In section 2,on page 38, the 
committee, for some reason or other, have gone beyond legislat- 
ing in reference to immigrants coming into this country and have 
inserted the contract-labor law in this bill, so that the bill as it 
stands is not only an immigration bill and will be not only an 
immigration law if it shall be enacted, but it will be likewise a 
contract-labor law. 

I see no reason. Mr. President, why, when we have a statute at 
the present time in almost if not identical language with the pro- 
vision in this bill, and when in the sundry civil appropriation bill 
we have appropriated $150,000 to execute that statute, we should 
transfer it to this bill. I think I know one reason why it is trans- 
ferred here. Iam credibly informed that a very high official in 
the Immigration Bureau has declared that if that provision is put 
in this bill, he will see to it that it is applied to the French-Cana- 
dians who come from Canada to do work in the New England 
States. 

It will be an injustice to New England. It will be disastrous 
to our interests to an extent that can not be computed by the 
Senators who are urging the passage of this bill. And I make 
an appeal that inasmuch as we have a contract law on the statute 
book, executed by a great Department of the Government, and we 
are appropriating all the money they ask to enable them to exe- 
cute that law, we ought not to transfer that contract-labor law 
and make it a part of an immigration bill. F 

Now, Mr. President, that is all I care to say about it. I give 
notice to the Senators who are here representing New England 
States that in my judgment if that becomes a part of this law 
New England will rue the day when this bill passed the Senate 
of the United States. 

I move, Mr. President, to strike out from the bill, commencing 
on line 19, page 3, these words: 

Persons whose migration to the United States has been induced by offers, 
solicitations, promises, or agreements, parole or special, express or implied, 
A gl or work, or service of any kind, skilled or unskilled, in the United 

If those words shall go out of the bill we will then have an im- 
migration bill, and if it shall be enacted into a law we will have 
alaw very stringent in its provisions, regulating the coming of 
immigrants into the United States, and I think that is all we 
ought to put into an immigration bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire a question. Is it the objection to the contract-labor 
law as it is inserted in the bill that it will be enforced, and is 
there a suggestion that it is not being enforced? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have not made that suggestion. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I know; butif itis the same provision that 
is already incorporated in the law, what harm can it do to incor- 
porate it in this law? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, what good can it do? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The probability is that it will be placed in 
the hands of a department that will enforce it, and the probability 
is thatit is not enforced now. I would judge so from the zeal—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is a difference as to how a law is 
enforced. A law may be enforced sensibly or it may be enforced 
without much exercise of common sense. 

Mr. PATTERSON. A law should be enforced; and from my 
standpoint the reasons given by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire point very strongly to the propriety of retaining the provi- 
sion in the bill as reported from the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is where the Senator and I differ. 
We have this law on the statute book. It is under the jurisdic- 
tion of a great Department of thisGovernment. They have asked 
us for $150,000 to enforce it, and you will find that So 
in the sundry civil bill. I have no doubt that the law is being 
enforced reasonably and justly at the present time. I have no 
doubt of it in the world. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not know what the Senator’s meaning 
of the word ‘‘ reasonably ”’ is. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
who has this bill in charge, or the Senator from New Hampshire, 
what is the significance of the language which it is moved to 
strike out: 

Persons whose migration to the United States has been induced by offers, 
solicitations, promises, or agreements, parole or special, express or implied 
= — or work, or service of any kind, skilled or unskilled, in the nited 

Is it supposed that the word ‘migration’ only included 
persons who changed their domicile from one country to another 
and that crossing the border for a temporary service like that of 
the woodchopper in Maine or New Hampshire, who comes down 
from Canada in the dead of winter and goes home again in the 
spring, was not covered by it? 

1 sympathize, of course—no Senator from a New England State 
would fail to sympathize—with the feeling of the Senator from 


New Hampshire. We do not want to interrupt this vast Cana- 
dian immigration. Those men come down and after a while they 
stay. When they come to stay they are not induced by a par- 
ticular offer of a job. They know there are plenty of plasts in 
factories for work. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it is very evident that we can 
not get a vote on this bill to-night, and I suggest to the Senator 
from Indiana that he ask that some time be fixed to-morrow when 
we can discuss it and clarify it a little. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will do that if the Senator will allow me 
just to make an answer to the query of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. The language to which he has directed attention is 
found in the existing law. 

Mr. HOAR,. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It has stood there for a good many years. 
The interpretation put upon it at the time of its passage was the 
interpretation which the honorable Senater has just now put upon 
it, and in its enforcement it has been construed in harmony with 
that interpretation. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, if I may go one step further, I understand 
that that is a reasonable interpretation, that the word ‘‘ migra- 
tion ’’ does not mean a man whocomes in tostay six weeks, and that 
that is a change of his domicile. That is the interpretation put 
upon it by one department of the Government, under which there 
is no complaint. There is no complaint of labor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. None whatever. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator from New Hampshire will 
agree with me upon this law as interpreted. It is now proposed 
to reenact the law in a bill which is to be administered by some- 
body else who a Senator on this floor says he understands has 
avowed that he takes a different view of the law, and he is going 
to enforce it in a very different way. Why should that be kept 
in the bill? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I should like to ask unani- 
mous consent that this bill may be considered at 12 o'clock to- 
morrow, and that we may have an early vote upon it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator had better fix the hour. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Fix the hour. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will change the request and ask unani- 
mous consent that we may vote upon this bill at 12 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. Before that request is agreed to, I should like to 
ask the Senator from Indiana if he will not consent to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. There can 
not be much use in putting that provision in the bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I would prefer not to do it at the present 


time. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I object to granting the consent at the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. DUBOIS. We can vote on the amendment to-morrow, I 


sup , 

Mr, GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us fix a time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that this measure may be taken up for 
consideration to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 

ae KS. And I ask that it may be voted upon at 2 
o'clock. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall object to a vote until this matter of the 
amendment is settled. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Would that agreement cut out any other 
amendments? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; all pending amendments and amend- 
ments offered, as well as the bill itself, would be voted upon. 

Mr. HOAR. We may want to discuss it in the Senate, It is 
an important matter. 

Mr. President, my State and your State are—I was going tosay 
full of these people. At any rate,all New England has these 
Canadian Frenchmen who.come over the line. ~Formerly they 
were woodchoppers. .Now they come for other temporary em- 
ployment, expecting to go back again; and. so faras I know, there 
is not a labor union or a walking delegate or anybody else who 
objects. They come under the construction which has been put 
on the law by the Department. 

Mr. TILL . Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. And it is a matter which nobody complains of. 
Now, then, a Senator rises in his seat and says it is proposed to 
put that provision into a bill to be administered by somebody 

| else; and the Senator from New Hampshire—— 

Mr. TELLER. Whois that somebody? 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is some person in the Bureau of Immigra- 
tion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I have not yielded the floor. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Iwill ask theSenator to answer me a question. 
Mr. HOAR. Let me finish first the proposition, and then I 
ill yield. 

bed * 4 TILLMAN. Will the Senator answer my question? 

Mr. HOAR. I will, ina moment. 

Now, the Senator from New Hampshire says he understands 
that a person is to be charged with the administration of this bill 
who says that if we pass it he shall construe it in a very different 
way, excluding. all this class of people, who come in in peace and 
quiet. I do not want to fix a time to cut this question off in the 
whirl of business to-morrow without having that thing under- 
stood. 

Mr. TrLLMAN and Mr. FArrRBANKS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was going to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yielded the floor? 

Mr. HOAR. I will yield for the question of the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was going to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts how it could be possible that an abuse could grow up in 
the administration of a law which has been interpreted for a long 
time by one department of the Government by a change in the 
policy of another department. Would not that be appealed to 
the courts? Do your Massachusetts courts take no cognizance of 
cases where a man’s rights are invaded and he is refused the pro- 
tection which this law or any other law will give him? 

Mr. HOAR. This thing is not to be settled by the Massachu- 
setts courts. It is to be settled by the United States courts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Can not the Senator from Massachusetts trust 
the United States courts? We have to trust them down our way. 

Mr. HOAR. When I hear the lion roar in the lobby I would 
keep him out rather than trust the court to getting him out after 
he comes in. 


Mr. TILLMAN. But if this is already the law, and it is a | 


question of the interpretation of the law, the only objection I can 
see that the Senator has is that it should not be transferred from 
one bureau to another. 

I suggest to the Senator from Indiana that if he will name 2 
o’clock to-morrow as the hour for voting and that we shall take 
up the bill as soon as we meet, I think we can come to some un- 


derstanding. At least we can vote in or vote out any amend- | 


ments we want. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iask unanimous consent that the bill and 
all amendments pending thereto and all amendments which may 
be offered shall be voted upon at 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. Iobject. Ifthe Senator will look over this amend- 
ment and get some solution, as I am quite sure he will, we can 
vote on it in five minutes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish the Senator would withdraw his 
objection, because he is objecting to a matter now in the law. It 
has never been abused, and there is no reasonable probability of 
its future abuse. 
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the bill for further consideration, and I hope that we may speedily 
dispose of it. There should be no great difficulty in doing so. 


LIST OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 25th instant, a schedule of all 
claims allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment under appropriations the balances of which have been ex- 
hausted or carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of 
section 5of the act of June 20, 1874° etc., amounting to $139,877.37; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING. its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 15804) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 


PORT OF NIAGARA FALLS, N. Y. 


Mr. DEPEW. Iask immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16885) to extend to the port of Niagara Falls, N. Y., the privileges 
of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement. It is a 
very short bill of only three lines. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. DEPEW. I hope the Senator from Florida will let this 
bill be passed. It isa matter of verysmall moment. It isalocal 


| matter entirely. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. Ishall make the motion, then, at the con- 
clusion of this bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. HOAR. But I would rather see what conclusion the Sena- | 


tor comes to before I consent. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator knows that I ‘ould not be 
urgent about this were it not for the fact that it is an important 
measure. It is a codification of the laws with respect to immi- 
gration and contract labor which are found scattered through 
many volumes. It was suggested by the Immigration Bureau. 
It received the consideration of the committee for many weeks. 

We are nearing the close of the session, and it would be unfor- 


importance. The purpose of the committee is in entire harmony 
with the suggestions of the Senators from New Hampshire and 


enjoy. The bil 
their coming and going. 


DISTRICT STREET RAILWAYS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Task consent for the consideration of a 
bill that will take, I think, not a moment. If there is any objec- 
tion, I will immediately withdraw it. It is Senate bill 7369. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
bill. 

The Secretary read the biil (S. 7369) to authorize street railway 
companies in the District of Columbia to convey small freight, 
express matter, etc.; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the bill authorize the street railway compa- 
nies to make this transportation at any hour in the day? 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I rose to inquire about. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that other cities have this very 
condition of things. It does allow them to put on cars specially 
for this purpose, just as we have mail cars, not to interfere, of 
course, with the ordinary traffic. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me they ought to do this work at 


| night and not in the daytime, or they ought to doit after the 


usual hours of travel. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is for the convenience of the suburban 


| residents. The Commissioners are in favor of it. and the street 
tunate to have the bill fail. Its administrative features have | 
been suggested by long experience, and they are of the utmost | 


Mr. HOAR. Then, Mr. President, let this amendment be | 


adopted. The bill will have to go into conference. If the Sena- 
tor finds there is a good reason against retaining the amendment, 
he will come to a reasonable conclusion. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will not agree to the amendment to- 
night. We can, no doubt, adjust the matter to-morrow, if the 
Senator shall still think his fears are well founded. May we not 
have an agreement to vote at 2 o’clock to-morrow? 

Mr. GALLINGER. When does the Senator propose to com- 
mence the consideration of the bill? We should know when we 
are to start before we conclude when we shall stop. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is a matter—— 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator from Massachusetts objects, 
and I will simply give notice, Mr. President, that after the routine 
morning business to-morrow morning, I shall move to take up 
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railway companies are in favor of it. 
Mr. TELLER. Of course they are. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And the people are in favor of it. It has 


been recommended by everybody. I hope the bill may pass. 
Massachusetts. There is no desire to deprive the French Cana- | 
dians from the pe they have enjoyed and which they now | 
makes no change whatever as to the freedom of | 


Mr. HOAR. Is it a House bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; it is a Senate bill. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not worth while to consider it if itisa 
Senate bill. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 30 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 


| 28, 1903, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 27, 1908. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 
Capt. Lansing H. Beach, Corps of Engineers, to be major, Feb- 
ruary 20, 1903, vice Lockwood, promoted. 
Cavalry Arm. 
1. Lieut. Col. Charles Morton, Eighth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
February 25, 1903* vice Moore, Eleventh Cavalry, appointed 
brigadier-general. 
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2. Maj. Henry P. Kingsbury, Third Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 25, 1903, vice Morton, Eighth Cavalry,promoted., 

3. Capt. Hugh L. Scott, Seventh Cavalry, to be major, February 
25, 1903, vice Kingsbury, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

4. First Lieut. Edward P. Orton, Second Cavalry, to be captain, 
February 25, 1903, vice Scott, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 


APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY. 


Second Lieut. Charles E. T. Lull, Thirteenth Infantry, from 
the Infantry Arm to the Artillery Corps, with rank from October 
28, 1902. : 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

1. Lieut. Commander Samuel W. B. Diehl, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 11th day of July, 1902 (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law), vice Commander Leavitt C. Logan, 
promoted. 

2. Lieut. (Junior Grade) David W. Todd, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the ist day of September, 1902 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), vice Lieut. William E. Safford, 
resigned, 

3. Lieut. (Junior Grade) John V. Klemann, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 16th day of September, 1902 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), vice Lieut. John R. Morris, 
deceased. 

4. Lieut. Harry Hall, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy. from the 17th day of September, 1902 (subject to the ex- 


aminations required by law), vice Lieut. Commander Reginald 


F. Nicholson, promoted. 
5. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry V. Butler, to be a lieutenant 


in the Navy, from the 17th day of September, 1902 (subject to the | 


examinations required by law), vice Lieut. Edward Simpson, pro- 
moted. 

6. Lieut. (Junior Grade) James J. Raby, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 24th day of September, 1902 (subject to the 


examinations required by law), vice Lieut. Alfred A. McKethan, | 


retired. 


7. Lieut. Edwards F. Leiper, to be alieutenant-commander in the | 


Navy, from the ist day of October, 1902 (subject to the examina- 


Bronaugh, deceased. 

8. Lieut. (Junior Grade) James E. Walker, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the ist day of October, 1902 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), vice Lieut. Edwards F. Leiper, 
promoted. 





2. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas D. Parker, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 10th day of February, 1903, vice Lieut. 
Theodore G. Dewey, promoted. 

3. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Jonas H. Holden, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 14th day of February, 1903, vice Lieut. 
Charles K. Mallory, retired. 

1. Paymaster Charles M. Ray, to be pay inspector in the Navy. 
from the ist day of July, 1902 (subject to the examinations re- 
quired by law), vice Hay Inspector Stephen Rand, promoted. 

2. Assistant Paymaster Arthur H. Cathcart, to be a passed as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 9th day of September, 
1902 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed 
Assistant Paymaster David Potter, promoted. 

83. Assistant Paymaster Eugene F. Hall, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 28th day of September, 1902 
(subject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed As- 
sistant Paymaster George M. Lukesh, promoted. 

4, Pay Inspector James E. Cann, to be a pay director in the 
Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), vice Pay Director Albert W. Bacon, retired. 

5. Assistant Paymaster William T. Wallace, to be a passed as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1903 
(subject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed As- 
sistant Paymaster Harry H. Balthis, promoted. 

6. Passed Assistant Paymaster Charles Conard, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 11th day of January, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Paymaster John §. 
Carpenter, promoted. 

7. Assistant Paymaster Victor 8. Jackson, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the ilth day of January, 1903 
(subject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed 
Assistant Paymaster Charles Conard, promoted. 

8. Paymaster Livingston Hunt, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy, from the 19th day of January, 1903 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law), vice Pay Inspector Reah Frazer, pro- 
moted. 

9. Assistant Paymaster John R. Sanford, to be a passed assistant 


. 2 ‘ I B ex ‘- | paymaster in the Navy, from the 19th day of January, 1903 (sub- 
tions required by law), vice Lieut. Commander William V. | 


ject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant 


| Paymaster William T. Gray, promoted. 


i. Asst. Surg. Henry E. Odell, to be a passed assistant surgeon 


| in the Navy, from the 8th day of November, 1902 (subject to the 
| examinations required by law), to fill a vacancy existing in that 


exathinations required by law), vice Lieut. Commander Frank A. | 


Wilner, promoted. 

10. Lieut. Louis S. Van Duzer, to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 2ist day of November, 1902 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), vice Lieut. Commander Charles 
B. T. Moore, promoted. 


11. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Cassius B. Barnes, to be a lieutenant | 


in the Navy, from the 2ist day of November, 1902 (subject to the 
examinations required bylaw), vice Lieut. William 8. Sims, pro- 
moted. 

12. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Kenneth M. Bennett, to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from the 2ist day of November, 1902 (subject to 
the examinations required by law), vice Lieut. Louis S. Van 
Duzer, promoted. 

18. Lieut. William J. Maxwell, to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 2d day of December, 1902 (subject to the 
examinations required by law, vice Lieut. Commander Alfred 
Reynolds, promoted. 

14. Lient. (Junior Grade) John F. Marshall, jr., to bea 
lieutenant in the Navy, from the 2d day of January, 1903 (sub- 
ject to the examinations required by law), vice Lieut. William 8S. 
Montgomery, resigned. 

15. Lieut. John F. Luby, to be a lieuntenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 4th day of January, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
tions "a, by law), vice Lieut. Commander John K. Barton, 

romoted. 

* 16. Lieut (Junior Grade) Ernest F. Eckhardt, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 4th day of January, 1903 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), vice Lieut. John F. Luby, pro- 
moted. 

17. Commander Holland N. Stevenson, to be a captain in the 
Navy, from the 10th day of February, 1903 (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law), vice Capt. Harrie Webster, retired. 

18. Lieut. Commander George H. Peters, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 10th day of February, 1903 (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law), vice Commander Holland N. Steven- 
son, promoted. 

1. Lieut. Wilson W. Buchanan, to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 2d day of December, 1902, vice Lieut. 
Commander Ten Eyck D. W. Veeder, promoted. 





; Sad ‘ 3 | grade on that date. 
9. Lieut. William H. Allderdice, to be a lieutenant-commander 


in the Navy, from the 7th day of November, 1902 (subject to the | 


2. Asst. Surg. James 8. Taylor, to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy, from the 8th day of November, 1902 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), to fill a vacancy existing in that 
grade on that date. 

3. P. A. Surg. Sheldon G, Evans, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 


| from the 29th of November, 1902 (subject to the examinations 
| required by law), vice Surg. Millard H. Crawford, resigned. 


4. Surg. David O. Lewis, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 4th day of January, 1903 (subject to examinations re- 
es by law), vice Medical Inspector Franklin B. Stephenson, 
retired. 

5. P. A. Surg. Adrian R. Alfred, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
from the 4th day of January, 1903 (subject to the examinations 
required by law (vice Surg. David O. Lewis, promoted. 

6. Surg. Howard E. Ames, to be a medical inspector in the 
Navy, from the 20th day of January, 1903 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law (vice Medical Inspector James R. Wag- 
gener, promoted. 

7. P. A. Surg. John E. Page, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 20th day of January, 1903 (subject to the examinations re- 
quired by law), vice Surg. Howard E. Ames, promoted. 

8. Medical Inspector Thomas H. Streets, to be a medical director 
in the Navy, from the 3ist day of January, 1903 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), vice Medical Director James A. 
Hawke, retired. 

9. Surg. Frank Anderson, to be a medical inspector in the 
Navy, from the 3ist day of January, 1903 (subject to the exami- 


nations required by law), vice Medical Inspector Thomas H. 


Streets, promoted. 

10. P. A. Surg. Middleton S. Guest, to be a surgeon in the 
Navy, from the 3ist day of January, 1903 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law), vice Surg. Frank Anderson, promoted. 

Pay Inspector Stephen Rand, to be a pay director in the Navy, 
from the ist day of July, 1902, vice Pay Director George E. 
Hendee, retired. 


TO BE LIEUTENANTS (JUNIOR GRADE) IN THE NAVY, 


. John Halligan, jr. 
. William C. Watts. 


. Wilbur G. Briggs. 
. Fletcher L. Sheffield, 
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Ralph N. Marble, jr. 

Henry C. Dinger. 

Lyman A. Cotten. 

Edward Woods. 

Louis Shane. 

. Alexander N. Mitchell. 

. Edward W. McIntyre. 

3. Frank L. Pinney. 

. William P. Cronan. 

5. Ulysses 8. Macy. 

. Zeno E. Briggs. 

. William T. Tarrant. 

. Walter B. Tardy. 

19. William B. Wells. 

20. Clarence A. Abele. 

21, Thomas L. Johnson. 

22. Yancey 8. Williams. 

23. Edward T. Constien. 

24. George T. Pettengill. 

25. John A. Schofield. 

26. George C. Sweet. 

27. Frank T. Evans. 

28. Morris H. Brown. 

29. David C. Hanrahan. 

80. John F. Babcock. 
John 8S. Graham, 
Charles P. Nelson, 

Walter G. Roper. 


31. 
ASSAYER AND MELTER. 


82. 

33. 

Daniel Kirby Pope, of North Carolina, to be assayer and melter 
of the United States assay office at Charlotte, N. C., to succeed 
William §. Clanton, resigned. This nomination is made to cor- 
rect error in the name of Mr. Pope, who was nominated on the 
16th day of February, 1903, as David Kirby Pope. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John C. Cline. of California, to be collector of customs for the | 


district of Los Angeles, in the State of California, 
ment. ) 


(Reappoint- 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George L. Godfrey, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 

pens of Des Moines, in the State of Iowa, to succeed La Fayette 
Redmon, whose term of office will expire by limitation March 6, 
1903. 

Benjamin H. Barrows, of Nebraska, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, to succeed Cadet 
Taylor, whose term of office will expire by limitation March 6, 1903. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CONNECTICUT. 


Wilbur W. Smith, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county | 


of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of Wilbur W. 
Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903. 
KANSAS. 

John H. Nichols, to be postmaster at Kiowa, in the county of 
Barber and State of Kansas, in place of John H. Nichols. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 27, 1903. 

E. V. Peterson, to be postmaster at Norton, in the county of 
Norton and State of Kansas, in place of Frank M. Lockard. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1903. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


John §. Fay, to be postmaster at Marlboro, in the county of | 


Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of John S. Fay. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 19, 1903. 
MICHIGAN, 

Charles B. Drake, to be postmaster at Lewiston, in the county 
of Montmorency and State of Michigan. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1902. 

MISSOURI. 

William T. Elliott, to be postmaster at Houston, in the county 
of Texas and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1903. 


Frederick B. Rauch, to be postmaster at Morehouse, in the | 


county of New Madrid and State of Missouri. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1903. 

Frederick C. Sasse, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county 
of Chariton and State of Missouri, in place of Frederick C. Sasse. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1903. 

William A. Ulery, to be postmaster at Elsberry, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1903. 


NEW YORK. 
Mortimer N. Cole, to be postmaster at Castile, in the county of 
Wyoming and State of New York. in place of Mortimer N. Cole. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903. 
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NORTH DAKOTA. 

Frederick L. Johnson, to be postmaster at Lakota, in the county 
of Nelson and State of North Dakota, in place of John 8. Metcalf, 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

OREGON. 

William B. Curtis, to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the county 
of Coos and State of Oregon, in place of William B. Curtis, In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1903. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Windle W. Montgomery, to be postmaster at Bellefonte, in the 
county of Center and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Windle 
W. Montgomery. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
25, 1903. 

Orrin Serfass, to be postmaster at Easton, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Clarence N. 
Andrews. Incumbent’s commission expired February 20, 1903. 

TEXAS. 

William J. Miller, to be postmaster at Hallettsville, in the 
county of Lavaca and State of Texas, in place of William J. Mil- 
ler. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1903, 

VERMONT. 

Buel J. Derby, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county of 
Chittenden and State of Vermont, in place of Buel J. Derby. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 

WISCONSIN, 

Frank E. Hurd, to be postmaster at New Lisbon, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin, in place of Frank E. Hurd. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 27, 1903. 
| PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

| Chief Engineer David Smith, United States Navy (retired), to 
| be a chief engineer in the Navy, on the retired list, with the rank 
of rear-admiral, from the 38d day of March, 1899, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress approved February 5, 
1903. 

Lieut. William McCarty Little, United States Navy, retired, 
to be a captain in the Navy on the retired list, from the 21st day 
of February, 1903, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved February 21, 1903. 

Midshipman John W. Woodruff, to be assistant naval con- 
structor in the Navy from the 12th day of February, 1903. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Marcus C. McLemore, of Texas, to be United States attorney 

for the southern district of Texas. 
MARSHAL. 


Thomas F. McGourin, of Florida, to be United States nfarshal 
| for the northern district of Florida. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John M. Holzendorf, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for 

the district of St. Marys, in the State of Georgia. 
POSTMASTER, 
TEXAS. 

Harry Beck, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county of 
| Hill and State of Texas. 
| 


| 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 27, 1903. 
[Continuation of legislative day of February 26, 1903.) 

The House was called to order by the Speaker at 11 a. m. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
| point of order that there is no quorum present, manifestly no 
quorum; and we can not transact important business, although 
we can turn members out, without it. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair the point is well 
taken. 
| Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken; and a call of the House was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The officers will close the doors. the Sergeant- 

at-Arms will bring in absentees. and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to re- 
| spond to their names: 





Babcock, Brantley, Connell, Douglas, 
Bellamy, Bromwell, Conry, Dwight, 
Belmont, Burk, Pa. Cooper, Wis, Edwards, 
Benton, Burnett, Corlisa, Evans, 
Bingham, Calderhead, Cowherd, Foerderer, 
Blackburn, Caldwell, Davidson, Fox, 
Blakeney, Cochran, Davis, Fla. Glass, 
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Glenn, Lamb, Perkins, Spight, 
Goldfogle, Lassiter, Pugsley, Stewart, N. J. 
Gooch, Lewis, Ga. Ransdell, La. Sutherland, 
Gordon, Littauer, Rhea, Swann, 
Graham, Little, Robertson, La. Talbert, 
Green, Pa. McDermott, Robinson, Nebr. Thayer, 
Griffith, McLain, Rucker, oan, x. z. 
Griggs, Maddox, angers, Vandiver, 
Hanbury, Maynard, Selby, Wachter, 
Hildebrant, Meyer, La. Shackleford, Wadsworth, 
Jackson, Md. Morrell, Shafroth, Wheeler, 
Jett, Naphen, Shelden, Wilson, 
Kahn, Norton, Skiles, Wooten, 
Kleberg, Patterson, Pa. Smith, Wm. AldenYoung. 

Knox, Patterson, Tenn. Southwick, 


The SPEAKER. Present, 257. Aquorumispresent. The doors 
will be opened. 

_ Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On yesterday I understood the gentle- 
man from New York to state that the Agricultural appropriation 
bill had come to the House from the Senate. I rise to inquire 
what committee that bill has been referred to? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been referred to a committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask if, under the rules, it should not 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture? 

The SPEAKER. There is a certain discretion given to the 
Speaker, and he always has exercised it, to hold the appropriation 
bills for the usual custom of having them referred to a conference 
committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The House having refused to give unani- 
mous consent on yesterday to allow this bill to go to conference, 
I ask if it is not proper for the Speaker now to refer that bill to 
the Committee on Agriculture, so that it may proceed at once? 

The SPEAKER. That was done with the Agricultural bill; 
unanimous consent was refused, but, exercising that discretion, 
the Chair in due time will attend to that unless the House votes 
to take some other course. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to recognize the gentle- 
man to make that motion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLattT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bill of 
the following title in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

H. R. 17202. An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


al 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 
S. 4825. An act to provide for a union railroad station in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


LEVI L. REED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return herewith, without approval, House bill No. 10095, entitled ‘‘An act 
for the relief of Levi L. od.” » 

The beneficiary of this bill was enlisted July 24, 1861, at Reading, Pa., and 
was discharged from Battery H, Fifth United States Artillery, July 24, 1864, 
at Nashville, Tenn., by expiration of service, a se nt. Hereenlisted Jul 
26, 18¢4, for three years, in Troop H, Fifth United States Cavalry, deserte 
therefrom July 31, 1865, while a corporal, at Cumberland, Md., and never 
returned to his command. Through his attorney he was furnished a “ de- 
serter’s release” on June 2, 1882, in view of the act of Congress, approved 
April 11, 1890, amending the one hundred and third article of war, so as to 
prescribe a limitation as to prosecution of the offense of desertion. 

This action is regarded as releasing the soldier from service as well as pro- 
tecting him from liability to se and trial, so that, be’ no longer 
in the service, he can not be discharged therefrom. Finally, as he deserted 
from the military service while holding the rank of corporal, I do no regard 
him as deserving an honorable discharge. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Wuits House, February 25, 1908. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will also read the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to issue an honorable discharge to Levi L. Reed, late of 
Company H, Fifth Regiment United States Cav , as of date July 31, 1865: 
Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become payable 
by virtue of the passage of this act. 

Mr. HOLL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the veto message and 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and on 
that I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hay and others) there were—ayes 164, noes 87. 
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Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Huu], 
to refer this veto message, with the accompanying bill, to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 104, 


answered ‘‘ present ’’ 12, not voting 75; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Ball, Del. 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Boreing, 
Boutel!, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 

Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cooney. 
Cooper, Tex. 
( ~~ wi? 
Creamer, 
Crowley. 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Elliott, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 


Bell, 
Cassingham, 
Dayton, 


Babcock, 
Ball, Tex. 
Barney, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
—. 

i am, 
Saleney, 
Brantley, 
Bromwell, 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Cooper, Wis. 
_ iss, Le 

Javey, . 
Davidson, 


YEAS—160. 
Darragh, Hughes, 
Deemer, Hull, 
+ ~~ m 
ug ack, 
Dovener, Jackson, Md. 
Draper, Jones, Wash, 
Driscoll, Joy, 
Dwight, Ketcham, 
Eddy, Knapp, 
Emerson, Kyle, 
Esch, Lacey, 
Fletcher, Landis, 
Fordney, Lawrence, 
Foss, Lessler, 
Foster, Vt. Lewis, Pa, 
Fowler, Littauer, 
Gaines, W. Va. Littlefield, 
Gardner, Mass. Long, 
Gardner, Mich. Loudenslager, 
Gardner, N. J. Lovering, 
Gibson, McCall, 
Gill, McCleary, 
Gillet, N. Y. McLachlan, 
Gillett, Mass. Mahon, 
Graff, Marshall, 
Greene, Mass. Martin, 
Grosvenor, Mercer, 
Grow, Miller, 
Hamilton, Minor, 
Haskins, Mondell, 
Haugen, oody, 
Heatwole, Morgan, 
edge, Morris, 
Hemenway, Moss, 
Henry, Conn. Mudd, 
Hepburn, Needham, 
Hildebrant, Nevin, 
Hill, Olmsted, 
Hitt, Otjen, 
Howell, Overstreet, 
NAYS—104. 
Fleming, McAndrews, 
Flood, McClellan, 
Fox, McCulloch, 
Gaines, Tenn. McRae, 
Gilbert, Mahoney, 
Goldfogle, Mickey, 
Gooch, Miers, Ind. 
Gordon, Moon, 
Griggs, Mutchler, 
Henry, Tex. Neville, 
Hooker Newlands, 
Howard, Padgett, 
Johnson, Pierce, 
Jones, Va. Pou, 
Kehoe, Pugsley, 
Kern, Randell, Tex. 
Kitchin, Claude __— Reid, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhea, 
Kluttz, Richardson, Ala. 
Lamb, Richardson, Tenn. 
Lester, Rixey, 
Lever, Robb. 
Lindsay, Robertson, La. 
Little, Robinson, Ind. 
Livingston, Rucker, 
Lloyd, Russell, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—12. 
Foster, Il. Mann, 
Holliday, Metcalf, 
Kahn, Morrell, 
NOT VOTING—%. 
Dougherty, Lassiter, 
Edwards, Latimer, 
Evans, Lewis, Ga. 
Feely, Loud, 
Foerderer, McDermott, 
G b McLain, 
Glenn, Maddox, 
Graham, Maynard, 
Green, Pa. Meyer, La. 
Griffith, Naphen, 
Hanbury, Norton, 
Hay, Patterson, Tenn. 
Henry, Miss. Ransdell, 
Hopkins, Reeder, 
= Moe’ ——— Nebr. 
en uppe 
Jett, Selby. 
Kleberg, Shafroth, 
Knox, Shallenberger, 


So the —— question was ordered. 


The fo 


Until further notice: 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. WooTeEn. 
Mr. Coruiss with Mr, Lassirer, 


owing pairs were announced: 


Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 

oberts, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Steele. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Tawney 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner 
Warnock, 
Wood 


8, 
Wright. 


Ryan, 

Scar borough, 
Shackleford, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 

Smith, Ky. 
Snod 

Snook, 
Sparkman, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ala. 
— N.C. 
ompson, 

Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
White, 

Wiley, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, 

Zenor. 


Prince, 
Sherman, 
Tirrell. 


Skiles, 
Slayden, 
Small 


Smith, Wm. Alden 


epight, 
Stewatt, N. J, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Talbert, 
Thayer, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
Wooten, 
Young. 





ot 





a ae 





193. 


Mr. Youne with Mr. BENTON. 
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Mr. BrinGHAM with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. SpiaHr. 

Mr. Tompkins of New York with Mr. TALBERT. 
Until Monday next: 


Mr. SUTHERLAND With Mr. Foster of Dllinois, 
For the balance of this day: 


Mr. ForrpDERER with Mr. McLarn. 
Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. GLass. 
Mr. HANBuRY with Mr. Maynarp. 


Mr. Knox with Mr. NAPHEN. 


On this vote: 


Mr. Davipson with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. DouGHERTY. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. FEELY. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. Batu of Texas. 
Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SWANN, 
Mr. Hopxrys with Mr. THAYER. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. CocHRAn. 


Mr. WEEKS with Mr. RaNnspELL of Louisiana. 


Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Mappox. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


The SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion of the 


gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLL], to refer the veto message, with | 
the accompanying bill, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The question having been put, 


The SPEAKER. The ayes appear to have it. 
I call for a division. 


Mr. HAY. 
Mr. HULL. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 194, nays 58, an- 
swered ‘‘ present ’’ 13, not voting 86; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen; Me: 
Aplin, oa 
Ball, Del. 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Billmeyer, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
jslakeney, 
Boreing, 
Bowersock, 
Bowie, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
De Armond, 
Deemer, 
aa 
Joughert 
Douglas, - 
Dovener, 
Draper, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Bankhead, 
Benton, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cowherd, 
Dinsmore, 
Flanagan, 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


YEAS—194. 


Driscoll, 
Dwight, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Feely, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fletcher, 
Flood, 
Fordney, 
OSS, 


Foster, Vt. 


Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 


Gardner, N.J. 
Gib on, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldfogle, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hay, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Howell, 
Hull, 

Irwin, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 

Kern, 
Ketcham, 


Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Lewis, Pa, 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Lloyd, 
+one. 7 
sovering, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McLachlan, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, 
Morgan, 
Morris, 
Moss, 
Muda, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Ohnsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Pierce, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Pugsley, 


NAYS—358. 


Fleming, 
Fox, 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gilbert, 
Gooch, 
Hooker, 
Howard, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Kluttz, 
Lamb, 


"Latimer, 


Lester, 
Lever, 


Lindsay, 
Livingston, 
McRae, 
Mrddox, 
Maynard, 
Moon, 
Mutchler, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Randell, Tex. 
Reid, 

Rhea, 
Scarborough, 
Shackleford, 
Sims, 


Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Richardson, Ala. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Robb, 
Roberts, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Russell, 
Ryan, 
Schirm, 

Scott, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sibley, 

Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H. C, 
Smith, S. W. 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Stark, 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Slayden, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thompson, 
Trimble, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


Boutell, 
Cassingham, 
Dayton, 
Foster, Il. 


Babcock, 
Ball, Tex. 
Barney, 
Bartlett, 
Bell 


Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Brantley, 
Bromwell, 
Bull, 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Coombs, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—13. 





Glass, Metcalf, 
Jack, Prince, 
Joy, Rucker, 
Mann, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—S6. 
Crowley, Lassiter, 
Davidson, Lewis, Ga. 
Davis, Fla. Little, 
Edwards, Loud, 
Elliott, Loudenslager, 
Evans, McAndrews, 
Finley, McCulloch, 


Foerderer, 
Fowler, 
Glenn, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Hanbury, 
Henry, Miss. 
Hopkins, 
Hughes, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jett, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 


McDermott, 
McLain, 
Mahoney, 
Meyer, La. 
Morrell, 
Naphen, 
Norton, 

Px uu, 
Ransdell, La. 
Rixey, 
Robertson, La. 


Robinson, Nebr. 


ae ert, 
Selby, 
Shafroth, 


Tirrell. 


Showalter, 

Skiles, 

Small, 

Smith, Wm. Alden 

Sparkman, 

Spight, ~ 
Steele, 

Stevens, Minn. 

Stewart, N. J. 

Sutherland, 

Swann, 

Talbert, 

Thayer, 

Tompkins, N. Y. 

Vandiver, 

Wanger, 

Wheeler, 

White, 

Wilson, . 
Wooten. 


So the veto message and: the accompanying bill were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For this vote: 
Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CALDWELL. 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. Coorer of Texas. 
Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana, 
Until Monday: 


Mr. Jack with Mr. FINLey. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. 


PARKINSON, 


its reading 


| clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15804) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 





and for cther 


Downing; 


purposes: 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
H. R. 8023. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


« 


H. R. 12638. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


W. Day; 

H. R. 14439. 
Peale; 

H. R. 11122. 
Copley; 

H. R. 11020. 
P. Alabach; 

H. R. 1274. 


H. R. 5281. 
Mahan; 

It. R. 5960. 
Johnston; 

Hi. R. 6876. 
B. Faught; 

H. R. 6719. 
Hall; 

H. R. 7895. 
Bowen; 

H. R. 7760. 
Graham; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lambert 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


H. R. 15403. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 


C. Norton; 


‘H. R. 15431. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 


Simpson; 


H. R. 15618. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam O. Boughton; 


H. R. 15696. An act granting an increase 


D. Wells; 


H. R. 16374. 


S. Bowden: 


An act granting an increase 


of pension to Milton 


of pension to Alonzo 


H. R. 8165. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar M. 


Peck; 


H. R. 14235. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


White; 
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H. R. 14027. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Winfrey; 

H. R. 12492. An act granting an increase of pension to Callie 
West; 

H. R. 700. An act granting an increase of pension to Eben 
Slawson; 

H. R. 6617. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Cool; 

H. R. 6593. An act granting an increase of pension to Harry L. 


. Graham; 


— R. 12021. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 
ewis; 
: H. R. 6470. An act granting an increase of pension to Shepherd 
4. King; 

H. R. 14217. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Smith; 

H. R. 13046. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Ludlum; 

H. R. 13634. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen 
Olivia Leckie; 
. H. R. 13323. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

arger; 

H. R. 14091. An act granting a pension to Charles A. Warrick; 

H. R. 4925. An act granting a pension to Joel Thomason; 

H. R. 6969. An act granting a pension to Visa C. Morrill; 

H. R. 16696. An act granting an increase of pension to Frel-. 
ling H. Amick; 
av _ 15733. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 

. Cole; 

H. R. 15674. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. T. McPherson; 

H. R. 16351. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin 
P. Merrell; 

H. R. 16313. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Davenport, alias Dexter Davis; 

H. R. 16210. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Collahan; 

H. R. 15423. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
B. Morehouse; 
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H. R. 15422. 


Mosgrove; 
H. R. 15362. 

Harrington; 
H. R. 15186. 

Nichols; 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Grace 


An act granting an increase of pension to-Isaac J. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


H. R. 659. An act granting an increase of pension to Winfield 
Pierce; 
H. R. 13705. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ann Garrison; 
H. R. 13316. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Olcott; ’ 
H. R, 12841. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
King; 
He R. 1272. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
S. Chilcoat; 
H. R. 3213. An act granting an increase of pension to Belle L. 
Spaulding; 
H. R. 16996. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bougher; 
H. R. 16754. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Hughes; 
H. R. 16785. An act granting an increase of pension to Collins 
W. Wight; 
H. R. 16786. An act granting an increase of pension to John C, 
Sautter; 
H. R. 16787. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
G. Hanscom: 
H. R. 16856. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Burke; 
H. R. 15038. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy T. 
Churchill; 
H. R. 16073. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
| Smith; 
H. R. 15746. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel R. 
Lucas: 
H. R. 15735. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Wheeler: 
H. R. 1422. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Merritt; 
| H.R. 13723. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
C. Jackson; 
H. R. 11739. An act granting an increase of pension toSamuel 
N. Northw ay; 
| H.R. 833. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Van Deusen; 





| H.R. 9912. An act granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
Smith: 

| H.R. 16929. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
| H. Trites; 


Js 


H. R. 14758. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Talbott; 

H. R. 2787. An act granting an increase of pension to Cornelia | 
S. Ribble; 

H. R. 1257. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Campbell; 

H. R. 4952. An act grantinga pension to Abner D. Rutherford; 

H. R. 15842. An act granting a pension to Mary H. Talcott; 

H. R. 15636. An act granting a pension to Matilda Tunison; 

H. R. 7844. An act granting a pension to Alonzo Pendland; 

H. R. 7710. An act granting a pension to Margaret Scanlon; 

H. R. 7367. An act granting a pension to Ellen D. Campbell; 

H. R. 12771. An act granting a pension to William Kenny; 

H. R. 8005. An act granting a pension to Samantha A. New- 
comb; 

H. R. 2612. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Goodrich; 

H. R. 12611. An act granting a pension to Alexander J. Thomp- 
son; 

H. R. 8261. An act granting a pension to George R. Grubaugh; 

H. R. 15962. An act granting a pension to Catharine T. R. Mat- 
thews; 

H. R. 10869. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
K. Strayer; 

H. R. 8314. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Kauffman; 

H. R. 8711. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Crawford; 

H. R. 8812. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Staff; 

H. R. 9154. An act granting an increase of pension to Lillie V. 


H. R. 9491. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Brattain; 

H. R. 10922. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Feldhausen; 

H. R. 9570. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Gabrion; 

H. R. 3353. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Kehn; 

H. R. 3265. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Pensinger; 


| Spalding 
| H. R. 17110. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
A. Tracy; 
H. R. 17119. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Flanagan: 
H. R. 17179. An act granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher G. Divers; 
H. R. 17298. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara E. 
Smith; 
H. R. 17303. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
W. Huffman; 
H. R, 2911. An act granting a pension to Charles M. Walker; 
H. R. 16697. An act granting a pension to Ellen Johnson; 
. 17305. An act granting a pension to Philander H. Graves; 
. 16391. An act granting a pension to Ella F. Shandrew; 
. 16859. An act granting a pension to Florence M. Stout; 
. 16476. An act granting a pension to Catherine Rayel; 
. 16344. An act granting a pension to Lucinda Lawrenc e@} 
. 18612. An act granting a pension to Margaret Bell; 
. 14788. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank E. 


| H. R. 1637. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
| 


H. R. 14475. An act granting an increase of pension to David E. 
Lawton; 

H. R. 16212. An act granting an increase of pension to Sanders 
W. Johnston; 
on R. 15730. An act granting an increase of pension to Hans A. 

rove; 

H. R. 15721. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter 


H. R. 15404. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Hattery; 
. R. 15387. An act granting an increase of pension to Lott 
Van Nordstrand; 

H. R. 7510. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Gammon; 

H. R. 6101. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
E. McQuiddy; 

H. R. 5876. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob E. 
Richards; 
. H. R. 5446. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 

ravis; 
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H. R. 4066. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Krohn; 

i. R. 11428. An act granting an increase of pension to Plum- 
mer Lewis; : . ; 

H. R. 11075. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


J. Hart; : a : 

H. R. 11625. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander H. Taylor; 4 ‘ s oa 

H. R. 14236. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Chatfield; ; . . 

H. R. 12602. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanéa 
Burke; 

H. R. 1062. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias P. 
Stearns: 

H. R. 9799. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Murphy; 

oe 6442. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Gifford; 

H. R. 13945. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
T. Durant; , , 

H. R. 13772, An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
L. Vermillion; 

H. R. 2264. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Higgins; 

H. R. 13793. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
A. Alexander; 

H. R. 12882. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Sands; 

H.R. 14861. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
M. Alexander; 

H. R. 11616. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Harris; 

H. R. 11189. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
M. Gilbert; 

H. R. 4632. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Rhodes; 

H. R. 5010. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Pace; 

H. R. 6127. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
P. McLorinen; 

H. R. 7312. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Curley; 
we R. 7736. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 

° Allen; 
nn R. 7308. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 

orley; 
is H. R. 7832. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

ister; 

H. R. 14930. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Houseal; 

H. R. 15440. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Fullerton; 

H. R. 16538. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Downs; and 

H. R. 16201. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeffrey 
Hufford. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF WAGONER AGAINST BUTLER. 


Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of the high- 
est privilege. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FLEMING. Isend a resolution to the Clerk’s desk, which 
I will ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it appears from the CoNGRiESSTONAL REcoRD of February 26, 
1903, that by actual count and announcement by the Speaker pro tempore a 
- of the House was not present when the resolutions were voted upon 

eclaring that James J. Butler was not elected, and that GEorGE C. R. Wac- 
ONER was duly elected, a Representative in the Fifty-seventh Congress from 
the Twelfth Missouri District, and that the point of no quorum was duly 
raised upon the vote on each of said resolutions, and that the same in eac 
instance was overruled by the Speaker pro tempore in violation of the Con- 
stitution, the rulesof the House, and the practice of all parliamentary bodies: 

Resolved, That the announcement by the Speaker pro tempore that said 
resolutions were adopted was in fact untrue, and that said James J. Butler is 
still entitled to his seat in this House, and that the said GzorGE C. R. Wae- 
ONER is not now entitled to the same. 

a PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. This motion is clearly one that a member of 
the House has a right to make, and it intervexes as a preferential 


motion. 
Mr. FLEMING. But I did not yield the floor. 








The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York to lay the resolution on the table. 





The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. FLEMING. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 161, nays 109, 
answered ‘“‘ present’’ 9, not voting 72, as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Ball, Del. 
Bartholdt, 
tes, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brown 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8S. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd,,; 


| Crowley, 


Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Elliot t, 
Feely, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 
Fleming, 


Cassingham, 
Dayton, 
Jack, 


Babcock, 
Ball, Tex. 
Barney, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Brantley 
Brom well, 
B ull, 
Burnett 
Caldwell, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Corliss, 


YEAS—161. 
Deemer, Irwin, 
Dick, Jackson, Md, 
Douglas, Jenkins, 
Dovener, Jones, Wash. 
Draper, Joy, 
Driscoll, Kahn, 
Dwight, Ketcham, 
Eddy, Knapp, 
Esch, Kyle, 
Fletcher, Lacey, 
Fordney, Landis, 
Foss, Lawrence, 
Foster, Vt. Lessler, 
Fowler, Lewis, Pa. 
Gaines, W. Va. Littauer, 
Gardner, Mass. Littlefield, 
Gardner, Mich. Long, 
Gardner, N. J. Loud, 
Gibson, Loudenslager, 
Gill, Lovering, 
Gillet, N. ¥. McCall, 
Gillett, Mass. McCleary, 
Graff, McLachlan, 
Greene, Mass. Mahon, 
Grosvenor, Marshall, 
Grow, Martin, 
Hamilton, Mercer, 
Hanbury, Miller, 
Haskins, Minor, 
Haugen,~ Mondell, 
Heatwole, Moody, Oreg. 
Hedge, Morgan, 
Hemenway, Moss, 
Henry, Conn. Mudd, 
Hildebrant, Needham, 
Hill, Nevin, 
Hitt, Olmsted, 
Holliday, Otjen, 
Howell, Overstreet, 
engnen, Palmer, 
Hull, Parker, 

NAYS—109. 
Flood, McCulloch, 
Foster, Il. McLain, 
Gaines, Tenn. McRae, 
Gilbert, Maddox, 
Goldfogle, Mahoney, 
Gooch, Mickey, 
Gordon, Miers, Ind. 
Hay, Moon, 
Hooker. Mutchler, 
Howard, Neville, 
Jackson, Kans. Padgett, 
Johnson, Patterson, Tenn. 
Jones, Va. Pierce, 
Kehoe. Pou, 


Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kluttz, 

Lamb, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 

Lever, 

Lewis, Ga. 
Lindsay, 

Little, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
McAndrews, 
McClellan, 


ANSWERED 


Mann, 
Metcalf, 


Pugsley, 
Randell, Tex. 
Reid, 

Rhea, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 

Russell, 

Ryan, 
Scarborough, 


“PRESENT” 9. 
Morrell, 
Prince, 


NOT VOTING 72. 


Creamer, 
Davidson, 
Edwards, 
Emerson, 
Evans, 
Finley, 
Foerderer, 
Fi x, 

Glass, 
Glenn, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn, 
Hopkins, 


Jett, 

Kern, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Lassiter, 
McDermott, 
Maynard, 
Meyer, La. 
Morris, 
Naphen, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Perkins, 
Ransdell, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
Selby, 
Shafroth, 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. BEIDLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in his seat and listening 
when his name was called, and did he fail to hear it? 


Mr. BEIDLER. 


I was not. 


I was absent. 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 


Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, , 
Roberts, 
Schirm, 

Scott, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, lowa 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Van Voorhis, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Shackleford, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Ky. 

Snodgrass, 

Snook, 

Sparkman, e 
Stark, 

Stephens, Tex. 

Sulzer, 

Swann, 

Tate, 

Taylor, Ala. 

Thomas, N. C. 

Thompson, 

Trimble, 

Underwood, 

Vandiver, 

White, 

Wiley, 

Williams, Il. 

Wilson, 

Zenor. 


Sherman, 
Tirrell. 


Shallenberger, 
Skiles, 

Smith, 1. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Spight, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Thayer, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Vreeland, 
Wagoner, 
Wheeler, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wooten. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not vote. 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ForRDERER with Mr. CocHRan. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. GLass. 

Mr. ConNER with Mr. Rosrnson of Nebraska, 

Mr. Srorm with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 

Mr. Barcock with Mr. CLAYTON. 

{r. Hopkins with Mr. Guass. 
Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMiTH with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the sundry civil appropriation bill, with 
the Senate amendments, and to disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments and ask a conference with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, asks unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
and disagree to all the amendments of the Senate and ask for a 
conference. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I makea parliamentary inquiry. Under the rules 
of this Republican House, does not this bill go to the Committee 
on Appropriations? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has answered that question once 
before, in reply to the gentleman from Alabama 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). And will answer it again to the 
gentleman from Tennessee. It has been the long-recognized cus- 
tom of the House that there was a certain degree of latitude or 
discretion lodged in the presiding officer as to when an appropria- 





tion bill should be referred, and this bill has just come over from | 
. the Senate. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am satisfied of that, Mr. 
Speaker; but under the rule now, I ask—under the Republican 
rules of the Republican House—if this bill does not properly go 
to the Committee on Appropriations? 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman finished his question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have now. I had not 
when the Chair rapped. 

The SPEAKER. All of the rules of this Republican House 
have been and are being sacredly enforced. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why, certainly! 

The SPEAKER. And will be to the end of this Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, that is all I 
ask, that the rule be enforced, and I ask for the regular order, 
and the enforcement of Republican rules, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ZENOR. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois is denied. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
rules; that is all. 

COMMERCE AND LABOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


We ask you to enforce your 


Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, | 


reported a bill (H. R. 17520) making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor for the fiscal years 1903 and 


1904, which was read a first and second time, and, with the ac- | 


companying report, ordered to be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama reserves all 
points of order on the appropriation bill just reported by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana from the Committee on Appropriations. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolutions of the 


House numbered 468 and 470, have had the same under consideration, and re- | 


port the following in lieu thereof, with the recommendation that it do pass: 


* Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this rule, and at any | 
time thereafter during the remainder of this session. it shall be in order to | 


take from the Speaker's table any general appr ypriation bill returned with 
Senate amendments, and such amendments having been read, the question 
shall be at once taken without debate or intervening motion on the following 
question: *‘ Will the House disagree to said amendments en bloc and ask a 
conference with the Senate?’ And if this motion shall be decided in the 
affirmative, the Speaker shall at once appoint the conferees, without the 
intervention of any motion. If the House shall decide said motion in the 
negative, the effect of said vote shall be to agree to the said amendments. 
“And further, For the remainder of this session the motion to take a recess 
shall be a privileged motion and. take precedence of the motion to adjourn.” 


[Applause on the Republican side. ] 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ilinois 
[Mr. CANNON], chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
has just asked of the House the right to take from the Speaker’s 
table the sundry civil appropriation bill, with the Senate amend- 
ments, and send it to conference—a request for unanimous con- 
sent that I venture to say never in the history of this House 
before was refused. This is one of the great supply bills for the 
maintenance of the Federal Government. It is one of eight great 
supply bills that have not as yet gone to conference. This is 
Friday of the week preceding the week in which, under the terms 
of the Constitution, the House will adjourn. There remain after 
to-day but one other secular day in this week and substantially 
two days in next week, and in face of that situation we find the 
minority blocking the wheels of government and threatening to 
= off supplies. [Manifestations of derision on the Democratic 
ride. | 

I look not generally for Democratic applause. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] Yesterday we had eight roll calls, and so 
far to-day, up to this time, although we met at 11 o’clock, we 
have been unable to transact any business by reason of the ob- 
struction on the part of the minority emer on the Demo- 
cratic side]—a childish proceeding, which seems to be liked [ap- 
plause on the Republican side] by the elderly children on the other 
side of the House. 

‘Now, Mr. Speaker, let me call the attention of the House to 
what, under existing conditions, might ensue if this rule were not 
There are on the Speaker's table 29 bills, each having 
a Senate amendment, which must be concurred in. [Laughter 
on the Democratic side.] By a simple motion to concur there 
would be 29 roll calls of at least thirty minutes each, or fourteen 
and one-half hours—three legislative days of the ordinary length. 
There are at present on the Speaker’s table three general appro- 
priation bills, one having 85 Senate amendments, another 41, and 
the other 151,or 277 in all. The yeas and nays may be demanded 

on a motion to concur in each amendment, giving 277 roll calls 
of thirty minutes each, or one hundred and thirty-eight hours, or 
a fraction over twenty-seven legislative days of the usual length. 
There are five other general appropriation bills to be returned 
| with Senate amendments besides the three already on the Speaker's 
table. 

Now, if we are to transact business—I do not refer to ordinary 
| legislation—if we are to supply the necessary means for the main- 
tenance of the Government before this session of Congress ad- 
| journs it is absolutely essential that we pass this rule. This rule 
will enable us to send the supply bills to conference and to secure 
final action thereon. 

Now, just one other word. This rule has no relation to legis- 
lation of any kind except general appropriation bills. It doesnot 
affect the status of any other bill or bills that are now in the 
House, and it is therefore to be considered as an expediency 
measure to get to their proper omg the great appropriation bills 
that we must pass before this Congress adjourns, and that, 
despite the opposition of the minority, by the unanimous and or- 
ganized action of the majority this side of the House will pass 
before the adjournment of Congress. [Loud applause on the 
| Republican side. ] i 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I w ll yield to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, if he wants the time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want the twenty min- 
utes’ time we have under the rules ordinarily. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to my 
colleague on the committee [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker. there is an old saying that 
| everything comes to the man who waits. Ten years ago the Re- 
publican party, more than ten years ago, adopted what was known 
as the Reed rules, and justified themselves before the country in 
doing so, because they said these rules were necessary to transact 

mublic business; and to-day the Republican party witnesses the 
ccmmmaiie spectacle of having their leaders on the floor of this 
House make open confession to the country that they can not do 
business under their rules. [Applause on the Democratic side. 
Why is it necessary to bring in this special rule? Is it expecte 
that in order that the Republican party may transact business 
that the opposition shall lie supinely on their backs and have no 
voice in the Government or the business of the country? That is 
what you seem to ask. 

Is there anything unusual or drastic or wrong in that portion 
of the rules of this House that says that legislation put upon ap- 
propriation bills by the Senate of the United States shall have the 
| same consideration, the same careful consideration that is given 
| to legislation enacted in this House? That is all the rule requires; 
| that is all we have demanded in this instance. The rules of this 

House from the beginning have said that legislation enacted shall 

be considered by a committee of this House. More than that, it 
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is said that appropriation bills shall be considered by a Commit- 
toe of the White where each individual member of the House 
may exercise his rights and voice the wishes of his constituency. 
So when a bill comes back from the Senate of the United States 
carrying additional appropriations or new legislation it is custom- 
ary and right under the rules—it is the order of this House and 
always has been, according to the rules of the House, that appro- 
priation bills shall go to a committee having those questions 
before it on the demand of any person who thinks it affects the 
rights of his constituents. And they are entitled to demand that 
they be considered in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Now, here are these great appropriation bills carrying numbers 
of amendments about important matters, numbers of amend- 
ments that each member of the House is interested in, and yet 
gentlemen on the other side of the House say it is an outrage 
that the minority should have the right to have some say so in 
the legislation of this country. How else can we have an oppor- 
tunity to consider these bills and vote upon the different proposi- 
tions? The gentleman from Pennsylvania knows, and every other 
member in this House knows, that if one of these bills with im- 
portant legislation on it once goes to a conference and the con- 
ferees, the Rupublican conferees, agree on a unanimous report, 
and that report comes to the Speaker's desk, we have but one 
vote, and that is a vote to concur or to nonconcur in the confer- 
ence report, taking away from us every opportunity to consider 
it in detail and get it before the House in a legitimate or proper 
way. 

And yet we reach the stage in the proceedings where a Repub- 
lican Congress has tampered with public time; has adjourned 
from day to day here without transacting the public business; 
has taken up time in turning members from their places without 
due consideration by the Elections Committee; have had numer- 
ous days spent in private business; reaching the last days of the 
session, they wake up to find that the country demands that they 
shall give some attention to the public business. Under their 
rules, they say, it is impossible to consider the public business 
where the individual member of the House may exercise his | 
judgment and his voice in the matter. In other words, this 
drastic rule that is brought before the House to-day says that 
the leaders of the Republican party-shall legislate for the coun- 
try and the rank and file on that side shall have no voice in the 
proceedings. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio |Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ala- | 
bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] does not take a broad enough view of | 
the situation that surrounds him. He is standing in the midst 
of a circle, and looking upward instead of looking about him. 
Ten years ago, it is said—it was longerago than that—we adopted | 
the Reed rules, and to-day the gentleman from Alabama will 
feel the effect of the Reed rules. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] Weare not abandoning the Reed rules. We are enforc- 
ing them. It is a part and parcel of the rules of the House, madé | 
by a Republican House, — adopted afterwards by a Democratic 
House, That isthe halter that my friend does not like the feeling 
of when it draws. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, it is the duty of the Republican side of this House | 
to save the country from an extra session. The other side has 
nothing at stake in this. If this programme as they have deter- 
mined upon is carried out, they will rush heedlessly and recklessly 
upon an extra session of Congress. The injury to the country, 
the disturbance of business, the enormous expense that will come | 
of it is nothing tothem. I do not hold them responsible for it; | 
they have been so long without any responsibility that they do | 
not know the effect of it. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- | 
lican side.] Anything to hurt, anything to hinder, anything to | 
delay, anything to bring disaster—disaster in the form of grass- | 
hoppers, smallpox, the murrain in cattle—all bring stock and store 
the gare crib. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- | 

ican side, 

Weare proceedingin an orderly manner. The rulesof the House 
provide this remedy for obstruction. The rules of the House are 
being enforced literally, but faithfully and honestly, and I want 
to say one word to our friends on this side. We have provided 
in this rule to bring about simply what has been from time im- 
memorial transacted by the unanimous consentof the House. We | 
are simply taking an obstruction out of the way that never since I 
have been amember of this House was ever before put in the way 
of the transaction of public business. This is the only remedy; 





| 


this is a salutary remedy; this is an effective remedy. The out- | 
cry on the other side shows how the lash of possibilities and prob- | 
abilities cut and hurt. 
Now, if this rule is not passed, what will be the effect on the 
House of Representatives? Everybody knows that we will stag- | 
ger forward and do the best we can to pass the appropriation | 


bills. So, if you defeat this rule, you defeat the possibility of any 
bill other than appropriation bills being passed in this House. 
What is the use, therefore, of talking about opposition to this 
measure in order to help some other measure, or some other set 
of measures? This is the only road to the possibility of any other 
legislation with our duty-bound struggle to pass appropriation 
bills. Join with the Democrats to overthrow this rule and you 
have turned over to them an organized purpose to prevent even 
the passage of the appropriation bills and cause an extra session. 
How can you or anybody get any benefit from that? I am inter- 
ested in one of the great bills before this House personally and 
officially. How can you get any benefit by putting into the hands 
of the Democrats the power to stand menacing the future of this 
legislation and the power to cut off all other legislation? Give us 
this rule and we will pass the appropriation bills; we will get 
them out of the way and do oak other legislation as may be 
deemed wise and best for the country. 

Let the Democrats on the other side take the responsibility of 
defeating the measures that interest their own constituents and 
for which their constituents have been praying—for which their 
constituents are earnestly seeking. Let them go home, if they 
care to do it, with the record that they have attempted, at least, 
to strangle the life of the Government by defeating the appro- 
priation bills. [Applause on the Republican side.] It will not 
be anything new. It will be no new demonstration of a mild type 
of nonpatriotism—nothing of that kind whatever. They would 
take the weapon of the hungry soldier; they would take the weapon 
of the idle official, and strangle the Government by strangling 
the appropriation bills. [Loud applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty minutes remaining. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time have I consumed—myself 
and my colleague? 

The SPEAKER. The gent!ernan has used ten minutes—him- 
self five, and five he yielded to the gentleman from Ohio—and he 
gave twenty minutes to the other side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suppose the gentleman 
computes the time as we do. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. De ArmMonp]. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr.Speaker,no one, I think, could fail to 
be touched by the pathos in the voice and in the manner of our 
venerable friend from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] [laughter] appeal- 
ing to the gentlemen on his side to forego any spirit of independ- 


| ence or individuality that they may have and submit quietly to 


the lash which the leaders are about to apply tothem. It is not 
for me to say what the effect of that appeal will be. It is useless 
for me even to speculate upon it. 

Perhaps the gentleman from Ohio has overlooked one or two 


| things that are among the resources of the majority in time of 


extremity; and I was somewhat surprised to know that the gen- 


| tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] apparently had over- 
| looked those things himself, because there was a melancholy 
| chord in his plea to the House and in hissong of triumph. There 


was a reference that seemed somewhat sad and somewhat appre- 
hensive, I thought. 

Two things the gentleman has overlooked; and I mention them 
to give him heart and courage. One is that you now have WaG- 
ONER among you. [Applause and laughter on the Democratic 


es The other is that it was demonstrated last night that there 
| could be found in this House one man who would take the chair 


and override everything every other man conceded ought to be 
respected. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Perhaps the mod- 
esty of the gentleman from Pennsylvania caused him to refrain 
from reassuring his fellows upon the other side that if the worst 
should come-—if extremities should be reached—they might always 
rely upon him to do that which nobody else would do. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

The gentleman from Ohio felicitates himself upon the fact that 


| the ‘* Reed rules”’ are to be enforced. I never was an admirer of 


Mr. Reed, while recognizing, of course, his great qualities; but I 
would to God that a man of the ability and the pride of character 
of Reed could be found in the chair when things are to be done 


| under the ‘“‘ Reed rules,’’ instead of a man of the less ability of 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania, without any of Reed’s pride 


| of character. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


I hope that as we progress in these affairs of legislation—as we 
go on in the dispatch of the public business—it will not be neces- 
sary often to call for the exercise of the peculiar talents displayed 
last night, when there was a denial of the immemorial right to a 


| division—when the question of the presence of a quorum was ig- 


nored—when a minority, without authority, without right, with- 
out any decent pretense of right. did that which only a majority 
can do, and which, I am charitable enough to conclude, a majority 
was ashamed to do; and therefore it had to be done by a minority. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very peculiar rule, as I suppose the 
gentlemen who formulated it must have discovered. After the 
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adoption of this rnle—and I hope the apprehensions of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio are groundless, that there may be somebody over 
there who has enough independence and individuality, enough of 
regard for his constituents, to fail to be whipped in—if this rule 
should be adopted, then, according to its terms— 
It shall be in order to take from the Speaker's table any general appro- 
riation bill returned with Senate amendments, and such amendments hav- 
g been read the question shall be at once taken without debate or inter- 
vening motion on the following question: “ Will the House d to said 
amendments en bloc and ask a conference with the Senate?” And if this 
motion shall be decided in the affirmative, the Speaker shall at once appoint 
the conferees, without the intervention of any motion. If the House shall 


decide said motion in the negative, the effect of said vote shall be to agree to 
the said amendments. 


We can stand that as well as you can, gentlemen. Under that 
rule a vote against going into conference is a vote for all the 
amendments—one or fifty, one hundred or a thousand—a vote 
for allof them. Do you suppose legislation passed in that way 
will stand the test of the courts? Do you suppose that there, too, 
the whip and spur may prove effective? Do you suppose that 
there, too, the lash of the ‘‘ boss’? may count, and that the inde- 
mer and conscience and judgment of the judici may be 

ost? Ithink not. [Loud and long-continued applause. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMs}. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,I confess that I was 
one of the Democrats who, a few hours before it took place, had 
some doubt whether the Republicans of this House would resort 
to the unconstitutional and outrageous methods which they did 
carry into effect yesterday. I think we may as well be plain, and 
as I was one of the eyewitnesses last night I wish to say that I 
saw every Republican on the other side of the House rise on the 
resolution and stand until he was counted by the Speaker pro 
tempore, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and there were only 
162, with less than 8 members on this side—either 6 or 7—while 
it required 177 to constitute a quorum. 

The division was made, 162 on that side and 2 on this, with not 
a half dozen members in the House who failed to vote. The point 
of no quorum was made, for it is a constitutional requirement 
that a quorum must be present to do business. The point was 
overruled and decided as frivolous. The majority seated a mem- 
ber in this House when there was not a quorum present, and they 
can not bring the affidavits of members to show that there was a 
quorum of this House present when that business was transacted. 
Not only that, but all the roll calls of yesterday show that at no 
time were there over 165 Republicans present or voting. Taking 
those present who voted as present to help make a quorum, the 
highest count of the record shows 165, and yet the Republican 
Speaker last night, at a time when necessary, was able to count 
174 Republicans present, no doubt more than were in Washing- 
ton at the time. 

I say that something ought to be done to put the seal of public 
condemnation upon such outrageous conduct. [Applause on the 


this House are to be controlled by mere brutal force, such as was 
exercised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania last night—and 
let me remark in this connection that it is very unfortunate for 
the Republicans that the gentleman from Pennsylvania is the 
one who offers this rule, for the cause for it is due to his own un- 
constitutional and outrageous conduct perpetrated as Speaker 
pro tempore of the House on last evening—then I say something 
should be done to call the attention of the country to the perni- 
cious and outrageous methods to which the Republicans resorted 
on yesterday in order to do an unjust act in an unconstitutional 
way. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I reserve the balance of my time, and yield it back to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, how much 
time now remains to the minority? 

The SPEAKER. Six minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman will 
use a portion of his now, unless he intends to close in one speech. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I intend to close on this side in 
a single speech. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, there never 
was a rule presented to this House as inexcusable as this rule. 
Weare forced here by conditions which have been clearly and suc- 
cinctly stated by the gentleman from Missouri |[Mr. De ArmMonp] 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. W1iLL1AMs] to make this 
fight as we are making it. 

We endeavored, Mr. Speaker, to comply with the constitutional 
requirements, plain as they can be written in that document, and 
we were ruthlessly overridden. Nothing is left for us but to de- 
mand the yeas and nays upon questions that are presented here, 
and in doing so we only demand that the rules of the House be 
complied with. They are Republican rules made by a Repub- 
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lican House, and when we invoke the execution of those rules we 
are told that we are doing something unwarranted and unjustifi- 
able under the the custom and under the law. I deny it, Mr, 
Speaker. We have a right and the country expects us to require 
you to legislate in conformity with your rules, and we intend to 
do it, let the consequences be what they may. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] The first gentleman who spoke said that we 
are taking up the time unnecessarily and preventing the passage 
of necessary appropriation bills. What were you doing yester- 
day, gentlemen of the majority? Why did you not take up the 
hours spent from 12 until 8 last night in passing necessary supply 
bills? ‘Lanstiher on the Republican side. ] 

Instead of presenting those bills, if you were sincere and hon- 
est—instead of presenting them, as you should have done if you 
wanted to relieve the country, you indulged yourselves in the 
pleasant pastime of unseating a member who had been justly and 
constitutionally elected to a seat in this House. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.}] And this you did without a quorum. I 
say, Mr. Speaker, advisedly, there was no quorum present when 
it was announced in this House on yesterday evening, and we 
know it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The record shows 
there was no quorum present. The gentleman temporarily in 
the chair did not undertake to say there was a quorum present, 
but he said that the call of the House, made at least a half hour 
before, and I think longer, showed that there was a quorum 
present. Nineteen gentlemen were marked ‘“ present’’ on that 
call, and the Chair stated that they had answered “‘ present ’’ when 
called. Were those gentlemen here an hour later in this Hall 
when they were counted “‘ present ’’ to make a quorum, or assumed 
to be present? The Chair did not condescend to make any count, 
although it was demanded regularly, but said the call of the 
House, made an hour before, showed that there was a quorum 

resent. : 
Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, no; I can not stop. I 
wish I had the time. I do not wish to be disrespectful, but I can 
not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, there never 
was such a condition before presented to the House of Represent- 
atives as appeared yesterday evening. Some gentleman cites a 
precedent for the action taken yesterday by referring to the action 
of the Speaker in the Fifty-first Congress, who, after a roll call had 
shown that there was a quorum, a very little time thereafter saw 
fit to hold that a quorum was present and that a point of order 
that no quorum was present was dilatory. Now, that was not 
justifiable. No business had then intervened, but there was 
some excuse for his action then, because it was done within two 
or three or four or five minutes after the roll call, when the roll 
call showed a quorum. 

But on yesterday evening the business following this roll call, 


| which, it is claimed, showed a quorum, was protracted, as this 
Democratic side.]| If the time has come when the members of | 


record shows, for more than half an hour. The record does 
not show the exact time, but the intervening facts and circuin- 
stances show it, and I assert it here, and there are men here who 
know it to be true. And yet, taking that half hour after the 
close of the roll call and taking the half hour and more neces- 
sary for the calling of the roll, there was more than one hour 
from the time Mr. Bascock, whose name appears as one of the 
first on the roll, answered ‘‘ present’’ and when he was consid- 
ered present to make the quorum. It was not claimed that he 
was counted to make the quorum. And so with the other 18 
gentlemen who were “considered’’ present for the purpose of 
making a quorum, in order that a member might be robbed of 
his seat. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that the 19 members marked 
‘“* present ’’ on that call of the House were present an hour after- 
wards when they were considered present—not counted—consid- 
ered present, assumed to be present, for the purpose of making this 
quorum. If they were not here, you did not have a quorum. If 
they were here, as stated by the gentleman from I[linois, there 
was still not a quorum of this House present. The vote on a call 
for division showed there was less than a quorum. And, Mr. 
Speaker, that is not all. If they were here when the question 
was put by a viva voce vote and a division was demanded, the 
division was ruthlessly refused by the gentleman occupying the 
Chair, no reason being assigned. He did not even tell us it was dila- 
tory. He iguored the request, and immediately afterwards, when 
the third request was made, he recognized the demand for a di- 
vision. I inquired, ‘‘ Why do you recognize the demand for a di- 
vision now, after declining it only a moment ago?’’ Noreason was 
given, but he ruthlessly, recklessly, arbitrarily overrode the 
niinority and refused the simple request that there be a division 
in order that members of the House might be counted, And this 
at least an hour after the roll call showed the quorum. 
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Mr. Speaker, the result of it was you took the seat unjustly. 


You deprived a member of his right ete, coming from a Demo- 
cratic district, a district that has voted in favor of Democratic 
members of Congress almost without exception for thirty years, 
a district that voted the Democratic ticket for President, that 
voted it for governor in the last election, that votes it for the 
legislature in that county, that votes it for the municipal offices 
in that city, and that in their right to choose their Representative 
sent a Democrat here from a Democratic district. And yet you 
arbitrarily refused him his seat, and seated ‘‘ Judge’? WaGONER, 
of St. Louis. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield the remaining time to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The SPEAKER. There are nine minutes remaining. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield nine minutes. [Applause on the 
Republican side. } 

Mr. CANNON. I crave the attention of the House for, I hope, 
not over five minutes. : 

Mr. Speaker, this is a government by the majority. The major- 
ity is responsible, from time to time, as the pendulum swings back 
and forth from one side of the House to the other. The majority 
has the right to legislate. The minority has the right to criticise. 
In the last analysis both are responsible to the people. The ma- 
jority on yesterday saw proper, believing that they were doing 
righteous work, to seat a contestant. The minority saw proper, 
believing that they were doing a righteous work, to interpose 
every possible objection to the seating of the contestant. It 
was fought out to a finish. The contestant is seated. The con- 
testee is unseated. There is only one appeal, and that is to 
the just public sentiment of the country. I might say bitter 
things, that the minority of the people of the Missouri Congres- 
sional district was represented in yesterday’s sitting member, 
Mr. Butler, and that the majority is represented to-day by the 
sitting member, Judge WAGONER. That matter is over. It is 
behind us. 

There are about four or five days in front of us until this Con- 
gress expires by limitation. Notice has come from the minority 
that no business shall be done until every roll call possible has 
been had. That would take three months’ time. Now, the 
minority must abandon its obstructive tactics or the majority, 
under law—under the Reed rules, by which we can cut off dila- 
tory action and under which the majority can make a temporary 
rule that will enable it to cut off all debate—must take that action 
and move on. If we fail to take it we are responsible, being in 
the majority. If we take it, having the power, we are still re- 
sponsible, we but perform our duty. 

I might stop and reply to the honorable gentleman from Mis- 
souri |Mr. De ARMOND], to whom I always listen with interest 
on account of the beauty and perfection 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Ishould be flattered if you would reply 
to me. 

Mr. CANNON. On account of the beauty and perfection of 
his sentences; but, after all, when you come to analyze them, he 
ay ses now not to put Butler in and to put WAGONER out; but 

1e says, ‘‘ Because in a contest in the American House of Repre- 

sentatives a majority saw proper to exercise its constitutional 
right and follow its judgment, I will not play; but with revenge 
in my actions, I will have this Congress end in nothing, so far as 
passing the necessary bills to supply the service of the Govern- 
ment is concerned.’’ He is welcome to that position. He is re- 
sponsible to his constituency. It is not for me to criticise him. 
He is full grown, and must choose his own course. 

But as for me—and as I turn to this side of the House upon 
which rests the responsibility—I trust I can say as for us, we will 
move on. [Applause on the Republican side.] Upon us rests 
the burden of doing things. They say that ‘‘ all things come to 
him who waits.”” |Laughter.] I say all good comes to the ma- 
jority that does the best it can in performing the public business. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] There are many bills on the 
Calendar. One thing is certain, it will take, unless by much of 
unanimous consent, all of our time to dispose of these money bills 
that must pass or the Government stops. Other bills that are on 
the Calendar may be disposed of after this order is adopted and 
the conference committees get to work. There are scores of bills 
on the Calendar that the majority ought to dispose of. If you 
follow out your plan, they will go to theirtomb. They are of that 
nature that would not necessitate an extra session; would not 
stop the wheels of Government. 

Now, having said this much in good temper, I think, in cold 
blood and in courtesy, I can again say that we will move on with 
our majority and do the business that must be done, not that we 
want to run over the minority. I trust you will quit. { Laughter. } 
I trust a night or two nights’ sleep will make you realize that you 
but punish yourselves, because we have the power and the de- 
termination here to transact that business that must be done, 





i 


whatever you do, gentlemen. 


lican side. 


[Loud applause on the Repub- 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Pennsylvania asks for 
the previotis question: 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


I ask for a division. 


Mr. DALZELL. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were—yeas 167, nays 
113, answered ‘‘ present’’ 10, not voting 61; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me, 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 

Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, * 
Broussard, 
srundidge, 
Burgess, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cooney, 
Cox yper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Feely, 
Fitzgerald, 


Cassingham, 
Foster, IL. 
Glass, 


Barney, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Brantley, 
Bromwell, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Corliss, 
Dahle, 
Dayton, 
Driscoll, 


YEAS—167. 
Davidson, Jones, Wash. 
Deemer, Joy, 
Dick, Kahn, 
Douglas, Knapp, 
Dovener, Kyte, 
Draper, Lacey, 
Eddy, Landis, 
Emerson, Lawrence, 
Esch, Lessler, 
Fletcher, Lewis, Pa, 
Fordney, Littauer, 
Foss, Littlefield, 
Foster, Vt. Long, 
Fowler, loot, 
Gaines, W. Va. Loudenslager, 
Gardner, Mich. Lovering, 
Gardner, N. J. McCall, 
Gibson, McCleary, 
Gill, McLachlan, 
Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, 
Gillett, Mass. Marshall, 
Graff, Martin, 
Greene, Mass. Mercer, 
Grosvenor, Miller, 
Hamilton, Minor, 
Hanbury, Mondell, 
Haskins, Moody, 
Haugen, Morgan, 
Heatwole, Morris, 
Hedge, Moss, 
Hemenway, Mudd, 
Henry, Conn. Needham, 
Hepburn, Nevin, 
Hildebrant, Olmsted, 
Hill, Otjen, 
Hitt, Overstreet, 
Holliday, -almer, 
Hopkins, Parker, 
Howell, Patterson, Pa. 
Hull, Payne, 
Irwin, Pearre, 
Jenkins, Perkins, 

NAYS—113. 
Flanagan, Lloyd, 
Fleming, McClellan, 
Flood, McCulloch, 
Fox, McLain, 
Gaines, Tenn. McRae, 
Gilbert, Maddox, 
Glenn, Mahoney, 
Goldfogle, Maynard, 
Gooch, Mickey, 
Gordon, Miers, Ind. 
Griggs, Moon, 
Hay, Mutchler, 
Hooker, Neville, 
Howard, Newlands, 
Jackson, Kans. Norton, 


Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Kern, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kiluttz, 
Lamb, 
zatimer, 
Lester, 
Lever, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Lindsay, 
Little, 
Livingston, 


Padgett, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pierce, 

Pou, 

Randell, Tex. 
Reid, 

Rhea, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ind, 
Rucker, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—10. 


Jack, 
Ketcham, 
Mann, 


Metcalf, 
Morrell, 
Prince, 


NOT VOTING—4L. 


Dwight, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Evans, 
Finley, 
Foerderer. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Grow, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hughes, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jett, 


Kitchin, Claude 
Kleberg, 

Knox, 

Lassiter, 
McAndrews, 
McDermott, 
Meyer, La. 
Naphen, 
Pugsley, 
Ransdell, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
Selby, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Skiles, 


So the previous question was ordered. 


Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H.C. 
Smith. S. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Van Voorhis, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wag mer, 
Wanger, 
were 
varnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks 


Woods, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Russell, 
Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Shackleford, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Snook, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Swann, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C, 
Thompson, 
Trimble, 


Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
White, 
Wiley, 
Williams, IL 
Zenor. 


Sherman, 


Snodgrass, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 
Tompkins, N. Y, 


Vreelan 











> re ng ae 
i a, Se = a 


re 


2245 5 


@ 00-9 - ee sets 


SS ASAD Fs 


_— 
¥ 


“ 
3.x 


w és zs tie site Sierra HOH 


2764 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 27, 





The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Knox with Mr. Conry. 
Until 3 p. m.: 


Mr. Grow with Mr. BuRLESON. 


On this vote: 


Mr. KercHaM with Mr. SNODGRASS. 


Mr. STE&LE with Mr. Evuiorr. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GROVESNOR). 


now is on agreeing to the resolution. 


The Cha 


Mr. DALZELL. 
yeas and nays on this question. 
nd nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 105, 
7, not voting 82; as follows: 


The yeas a 


answered ‘‘ present ”’ 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
slackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Bouteli, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Davidson, 
Deemer, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Feely, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 


Burleson, 
Cannon, 


Barney, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Bowersock, 
Brantley, 
Bromwell, 
Bull, 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Corliss. 





ir proceeded to put the question. 
Mr. Speaker, we might as well have the 


YEAS—157. 


Dick, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 


Draper, 
Driscoll, 

Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 

Foss, 

Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 

Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 


Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 
Hull, 
Irwin, 


Jack, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 
Kahn, 
Ketcham, 
Knapp, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lawrence, 
sessler, 


Lewis, Pa. 


Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 

Lo a 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 


Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mo “ly, 
Moss, 
Muda, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
-ayne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 


NAYS—i05. 


Flood, 

Fox, 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gilbert, 
Goldfogle, 
Gordon, 
Griggs, 

Hay, 

Henry, Tex. 
Howard, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 

Kern, 

Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wim. W. 


Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 
Lever, 


Lindsay, Robertson, La. 

Little, Robinson, Ind. 

Livingston, Rucker. 

Lloyd, Russell, 

McAndrews, Ryan, 

McClellan, Shackleford, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—7 

Cassingham, Metcalf, 

Mann, Morrell, 

NOT VOTING—282. 
Creamer, Glass, 
Crowley, Glenn, 

Dahle, Gooch, 
Darragh, Graham, 
Dayton, Green, Pa. 
Dwight, Griffith, 
Edwards, Grow, 
Elliott, Henry, Miss. 
Evans, Hooker, 
Finley, Jett, 
Fieming, Johnson, 
Fletcher, Kleberg, 
Foerderer, Knox, 
Fordney, Landis, 
Foster, 1. Lassiter, 





McCulloch, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mah mey, 
Maynard, 
Mickey. 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, 
Mutchler, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Padgett, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pierce, 

Pou, 
Pugsley, 
Randell, Tex. 
Rhea, 


Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 


Robb, 





Powers, Mass, 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Schirm, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H.C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Vhio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Weeks, 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Shallenberger, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 

Slayden, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Sparkman, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C, 
Thompson, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
White, 

Wiley, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Zenor. 


Sherman. 


Lewis, Ga. 
McCleary, 
McDermott, 
McLachlan, 
McLain, 
Meyer, La. 
Mondell, 
Morgan, 
Morris, 
Naphen, 
Norton, 
Powers, Me. 
Prince, 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 


The question | 





Rixey, Shafroth, Sutherland, Wachter, 
Robinson, Nebr. Skiles, Swann, Watson, 
support, Small, Talbert, Wheeler, 
Scarborough, Smith, Wm. Alden Taylor, Ala. Wooten. 
Scott, Spight, Tompkins, N. Y. 

Selby, Stewart, N. J. Vandiver, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the session: 

Mr. MANN with Mr. JETT. 

On this vote: 

Mr. LANpbIsS with Mr. ELuLiorr. 

Mr. MOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire tovote. I was sitting in my 
seat, but there was more or less confusion around me, and I did 
not hear my name called. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman present and 


| listening when his name should have been called and did not 
| hear it? 


Mr. MOSS. I was. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Moss; and he answered “‘ aye,”’ 
as above recorded. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in his seat 
stening when his name should have been called? 
~Mr. FORDNEY. I was not. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not vote. 
Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, on the roll call I voted ‘‘ no.”’ 
I was paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Grow. 
Mr. Grow is present; and if he is allowed to vote, I will permit 
my vote to stand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can not be done. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairlays before the House 
a House bill with Senate amendments, which the Clerk will re- 
port by its title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16910) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate. 


The Clerk will call the gentle- 


] 


or 





The Senate amendments were read. 


The SPEAKER. 


Senate? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 263, nays 1, an- 
swered *‘ present ’’ 8, not voting 79; as follows: 


Aches mn, 
Adamson, 


YEAS—263. 


Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 


Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 


The question is, Will the House disagree to 
the Senate amendments en bloc and ask a conference with the 


On that question I demand 


« 


Lever, 
Lewis, Ga. 


Alexander, Cousins, Goldfogle, Lewis, Pa. 
Allen, Ky. Cowherd, Gooch, Lindsay, 
Allen, Me. Cromer, Gordon, Littauer, 
Aplin, Crowley, Graff, Little, 


Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 





Crumpacker, 
Currier, 


Greene, Mass. 
Griggs, 


Littlefield, 
rapes, 


Ball, Tex. Curtis, Grosvenor, Lloyd, 
Barney, Cushman, Grow, Long, 
Bartholdt, Dahle, Hamilton, Loud, 
sates, paver. La. Haskins, Loudenslager, 
Beidler, Davidson, Haugen, Lovering, 
Billmeyer, De Armond, Hay, McAndrews, 
Bishop, Deemer, Heatwole, McCall, 
Blackburn, Dick, Hedge, McCleary, 
Blakeney, Dinsmcre, Hemenway, McClellan, 
Boreing, Dougherty, Henry, Conn. McCulloch, 
Boutell, Douglas, Henry, Tex. McLachlan, 
Bowersock, Dovener, oe McLain, 
Bowie, Draper, Hildebrant, McRae, 
Brandegee, Driscoll, Hitt, Mahon, 
Breazeale, Dwight, Holliday, Mahoney, 
Brick, Eddy, Hopkins, Marshall, 
Broussard, Elliott, Howell, Martin, 
Brown, Emerson, Hughes, Mickey, 
Brownlow, Esch, Hull, Miers, Ind, 
Brundidge, Evans, Irwin, Miller, 
Burk, Pa. Feely, Jackson, Md. Minor, 
Burke, S. Dak. Fitzgerald, Jenkins, Mondell, 
Burkett, Flanagan, Jones, Wash. Moody, 
Burleigh, Fleming, Kahn, Moon, 
Burleson, Fletcher, Kehoe, Morgan, 
Burton, Flood, Kern, Morris, 
Calderhead, Fordney, Ketcham, Moss, 
Caldwell, Foss, Kitchin, Claude Mudd, 
Candler, Foster, Vt. Kitchin, Wm. W. Mutchler, 
Cannon, Fox, Kluttz, Needham, 
Capron, Gaines, Tenn. Knapp, Neville, 
Cassel, Gaines, W. Va. Kyle, Nevin, 
Clark, Gardner, Mass. Lacey, Newlands, 
Clayton, Gardner, Mich. Lamb, Norton 
Cochran, Gardner, N. J. Landis, Olmsted, 
Conner, Gibson, Latimer, Otjen, 
Coombs, Gilbert, Lessler, Overstreet, 
Cooney, Gill, Lester, Padgett. 
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Palmer, Rucker, Smith, Wm. Alden Underwood, 
Parker, Russell, ome Vandiver, 
Patterson, Pa Ryan, Snook, Van Voorhis, 
Payne, Schirm, Southard, Vreeland, 
Pearre, Scott, Southwick, Wachter, 
Perkins, Selby, Sperry, Wadsworth, 
Pierce, Shackleford, Stark, Wagoner, 
Pou, Shallen berger, Stephens, Tex. Wanger, 
Powers, Me. Shattuc, Sulloway, Warner, 
Powers, Mass. Shelden, Sulzer, Warnock, 
Randell, Tex. Sheppard, Swann, Watson, 
Reeder, Showalter, Tate, White, 
Reeves, Sibley, Tawney, Wiley, 
Rhea, Sims, Tayler, Ohio Williams, Tl. 
Richardson, Ala. Slayden, Thayer, Williams, Miss. 
Richardson, Tenn. Small, Thomas, Iowa Woods, 
Robb, Smith, lowa Thomas, N. C. Wright, 
Roberts, Smith, Ky. aeee Young, 
Robertson, La. Smith, H. ©. Tirrell, Zenor. 
Robinson, Ind, Smith, 8. W. Tompkins, Ohio 
NAYS—1. 
Hooker. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”"—38. 
Cassingham, Glass, Mann, Sherman, 
Foster, Ill. Jack, Morrell, Storm. 
NOT VOTING—‘9. 
Adams, Darragh, Kleberg, Shafroth, 
Bankhead, Davis, Fla. Knox, Skiles, 
Bartlett, Dayton, Lassiter, Smith, Il. 
Bell, Edwards, Lawrence, Sparkman, 
Bellamy, Finley, McDermott, Spight, 
Belmont, Foerderer, Maddox, Steele, 
Benton, Fowler, Maynard, Stevens, Minn. 
Bingham, Glenn, Mercer, Stewart, N. J. 
Brantley, Graham, Metcalf, Stewart, N. Y. 
Bristow, Green, Pa. Meyer, La Sutherland, 
Bromwell, Griffith, Naphen, Swanson, 
Bull, ag A Patterson, Tenn. Talbert, 
Burgess, Henry, Miss. Prince, Taylor, Ala. 
Burnett, Hill, Pugsley, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Butler, Howard, Ransdell, La. Trimble, ° 
Connell, Jackson, Kans. Reid, Weeks, 
Conry, Jett, Rixey, Wheeler, 
Corliss, Johnson, Robinson, Nebr. Wilson, 
Creamer, Jones, Va. Ruppert, Wooten. 
Dalzell, Joy, Scarborough, 


So the amendments of the Senate were disagreed to, and it was 
ordered that a conference with the Senate be requested. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointmentof Mr. WapswortH, 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut, and Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi as 
conferees on the part of the House. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


the Senate, the bill (H. R. 16990) making, appropriations for the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House disagree to 
the Senate amendments and ask for a conference with the Senate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. On that question I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 249, nays 0, 
answered ‘* present’ 9, not voting 93; as follows: 


YEAS—249. 
Acheson, Capron, Foss, Jenkins, 
Adamson, Cassel, Foster, Vt. Jones, Va. 
Alexander, Clark, Fowler, Jones, Wash. 
Allen, Ky. Clayton, Gaines, Tenn. Joy, 
Allen, Me. Cochran, Gaines, W. Va. Kahn, 
Aplin, Conner, Gardner, Mass. Kehoe, 
Babcock, Coombs, Gardner, Mich. Kern, 
Ball, Del. Cooper, Tex. Gardner, N. J. Kitchin, Claude 
Ball, Tex. Cooper, Wis. Gibson, Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Bartholdt, Cousins, Gilbert, Kluttz, 
Bartlett, Cowherd, Gill, Knapp, 
Bates, Cromer, Goldfogle, Kyle, 
Beidler, Crumpacker, Gooch, Lacey, 
Bell, Currier, Graff, Landis, 
Benton, Curtis, Greene, Mass. Latimer, 
Billmeyer, Cushman, Grosvenor, Lawrence, 
Bishop, Dahle, Grow, Lessler, 
Blackburn, Dalzell, Hamilton, Lester, 
Blakeney, Davidson, Haskins, Lever, 
Boreing, De Armond, Haugen, Lewis, Ga. 
Boutell, Deemer, Hay, Lewis, Pa. 
Bowersock, Dick, Heatwole, Lindsay, 
Bowie, Dinsmore, Hedge, Littauer, 
Brandegee, Dougherty, Hemenway, Little, 
Brick, Douglas, Henry, Conn. Livingston, 
Bristow, Dovener, Henry, Tex. Lloyd, 
Brown. Draper ae Long, 
Brownlow, Driscoll, Hildebrant, Loud, 
Bull, Eddy, Hill, Lovering, 
Burgess, Elliott, Hitt. McCall, 
Burk, Pa. Emerson, Holliday, McCleary, 
Burke, S. Dak, Esch, Hooker, McClellan. 
Burkett, Evans, Howard, McCulloch, 
Burleigh, Feely, Howell, McLachlan, 
Burleson, Fitzgerald, Hughes, McLain, 
Burton, Fleming, Hull, McRae, 
Calderhead, Fletcher, Irwin, Maddox, 
Candler, Flood, Jackson, Kans. Mahon, 
Cannon, Fordney, Jackson, Md. Mahoney, 
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Marshall, Pierce, Sims, Thomas, N.C. 
Martin, Powers, Mass. Slayden, Thompson, 
Mercer, Reeder, Smith, Iowa Tirrell. 
Miers, Ind. Reeves, Smith, Ky. Tompkins, Ohio 
Miller, Rhea, Smith, H.C. Underwood, 
Minor, Richardson,Ala. Smith,S. W. Vandiver. 
Moody, Richardson, Tenn. Snodgrass, Van Voorhis, 
Moon, Rixey, Snook, Vreeland, 
Morgan, Robb, Southard, Wadsworth, 
Morris, Roberts, Southwick, Wagoner, 
Moss, Robinson, Ind. Stark, Wanger, 
Mudd, Rucker, Steele, Warner, 
Mutchler, Russell, Stephens, Tex. Warnock, 
Needham, Ryan, Stevens, Minn. Watson, 
Neville, Scarborough, Stewart, N.Y. Weeks, 
Nevin, Schirm, Sulloway, White, 
Olmsted, Scott, Sulzer, Wiley, 
Overstreet, Selby, Swanson, Williams, Ml. 
Padgett, Shackleford, Tate, Woods, 
Palmer, Shallenberger, Tawney, Wright, 
Parker, Shattuc, Tayler, Ohio Young. 
Payne, Sheppard, Taylor, Ala. 
Pearre, Showalter, Thayer, 
Perkins, Sibley, Thomas, Iowa 
NAYS—0. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”’—9. 

Cassingham, Jack, Mann, Randell, Tex. 
Foster, Ill. Lamb, Prince, Sherman. 
Glass, 

NOT VOTING—393. 
Adams, Dwight, Loudenslager, Shelden, 
Bankhead, Edwards, McAndrews, Skiles, 
Barney, Finley, McDermott, Small, 
Bellamy, Flanagan, Maynard, Smith, Ml. 
Belmont, Foerderer, Metcalf, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bingham, Fox, Meyer, La. Sparkman, 
Brantley, Gillet, N. Y. Mickey, Sperry, 
Breazeale, Gillett, Mass. Mondell, Spight, 
Bromwell, Glenn, Morrell, Stewart, N.J. 
Broussard, Gordon, Naphen, Storm, 
Brundidge, Graham, Newlands, Sutherland, 
Burnett, Green, Pa. Norton, Swann, 
Butler, Griffith, Otjen, Talbert, 
Caldwell, Griggs, Patterson, Pa. Tompkins, N.Y. 
Connell, Hanbury, Patterson,Tenn. Trimble, 
Conry, Henry, Miss. Pou, Wachter, 
Cooney, Hopkins, Powers, Me. Wheeler, 
Corliss, Jett, Pugsley, Williams, Miss. 
Creamer, Johnson, Ransdell, La. Wilson, 
Crowley, Ketcham, Reid, Wooten, 
Darragh, Kleberg, Robertson, La. Zenor. 
Davey, La. Knox, Robinson, Nebr. 
Davis, Fla. Lassiter, Ruppert, 
Dayton, Littlefield, Shafroth, 


So the amendments of the Senate were disagreed to and a con- 


| ference with the Senate was ordered. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House, with the amendments of 


Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. First, Mr. Speaker, I want to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. If I vote ‘‘ aye,’’ I vote to send the 
bill to conference, do I not? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Now, suppose I am opposed to s®nd- 
ing it to conference and vote ‘‘no,’’ do I then vote in favor of all 
the amendments to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis nota parliamentary inquiry at this 
stage of the proceedings. Call the gentleman. 

The Clerk again called the name of Mr. RaANDELL of Texas. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my vote 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to change 


| of ‘‘no,’’ and not being able to vote under the rule as I see proper, 


I will simply answer “* present ’’ and refuse to vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the 
House, Mr. Loup, Mr. Smiru of Illinois, and Mr. Swanson. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WATCHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 16291. An act granting a pension to Laban McGahan; 

H. R. 14813. An act granting a pension to William Mennecke; 

H. R. 16352. An act toamend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting 
an increase of pension to Mary La Tourette Stotsenburg”’ ap- 
proved June 2, 1900; 

H. R. 16000. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Amadon; 

a 15617. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
eith; 

H. R. 15528. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Williams; 

o H. R. 15665. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
‘arr; 

H. R. 16361. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Chancellor; 
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H. R. 16368. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. 
Hutchinson; 

H. R. 16381. 
Wallace; 

H. R. 15793. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Skinner; 

H. R. 14929. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Keen: : 

H. R. 16353. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Ritchie; 

H. R. 16667. An act granting an increase of pension to Leroy 
N. Buell; 
‘ H. R. 4553. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
Mitchell; 
- H. R. 16858. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

. Foster; 
. H. R. 4740. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
V allace; 
: H. R. 13004. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter B. 
Rouch; 
a R. 14160. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira J.S. 

olmes; 

H. R. 8244. An act granting a pension to Bridget Logan; 

H. R. 3026. An act granting a pension to Martha J. Bishop; 

H. R. 16752. An act granting a pension to Anton Sauthoff; 

H. R. 11701. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lymus 


H. R. 16717. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Thompson; 
H. R. 8061. An act granting a pension to Frances E. Wild; 
H. R. 4723. An act granting a pension to George A. Liston; 
H. R. 10506. An act granting a pension to Francis E. Luse; 
H. R. 17043. An act granting a pension to Martha Maddox; 
a H. R. 11682. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Winter- 
ottom; 
H. R. 3207. An act granting a pension to Johanna Buse; 
H. R. 1238. An act granting a pension to Margaret A. Stuart; 
H. R. 17306. An act granting a pension to Catherine McGuinn; 


H. R. 2918. 


An act granting a pension to Catherine A. Sawdy; 


H. R. 6656. An act granting a pension to Samantha Yant; 

H. R. 16309. An act granting a pension toSamuel H. Montanye; 

H. R. 14938. An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Wil- 
son; 

H. R. 13605. An act for the relief of George A. Detchemendy; 

H. R. 1087. An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
W. Lincoln; 

H. R. 5982. An act granting an increase of pension to Christine 
B. Knapp; 


H. R. 15533. 


H. France: 


H. R. 15558. 


An act granting an increase of persion to David 


A. Baldwin; 

H. R. 15629. An act granting anincrease of pension to Edward 
Tattersall; 
mm R. 15466. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 

bson; 

H. R. 15688. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Williams; 

H. R. 15915. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Stafford. 

H. R. 15894. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
P. Everett; 

H. = 16857. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
W. Kile; 

H. R. 3752. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Pickard; 

H. R. 16445. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


E. McDonald; 


H. R. 16423 
B. Abbott; 

H. R. 16364 
Carney; 


H. R. 14263 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 


erick Journal; 


H. R. 8085. 
Wardwell; 

H. R. 15748 
Whitlock; 

H. R. 2813. 
Hawkins; 


An act granting an increase of pension to David K. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 


H. R. 15645. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilson 


French; 

H. R. 17234 
Flynn; 

H. R. 17297 
W. Fox; 


. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


H. R. 17094. Anact granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
L. Kidder; 

H. R. 10691. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Van Wie; 

H. R. 16939. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander T. Sullinger, alias Alexander Patillo; 

H. R. 16419. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Harrison; 

H. R. 12822. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O. Sullivan; 

H. R. 6189. An act granting an increase of pension-to Eli Potts; 

H. R. 17120. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Shirar; 

H. R. 16714. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. F. Gilmore; 
H. R. 5762. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. T. Hostetler; 
H. R. 16755. 
T. Fisher; 

- R. 304. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Duffy; 
. H. R. 17090. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

» Price: 

H. R. 16048. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Graham; 

H. R. 13718. An act granting anincrease of pension to Rebecca 
Randolph; 

H. R. 6724. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Stilwell; 

H. R. 6498. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Whitman; 

H. R. 14448. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Cartmill; 

H. R. 12090. An act granting a pension to Arvilla N. Stocker; 

H. R. 9237. An act granting a pension to John Wallace; 

H. R. 1016. An act granting a pension to Charles S. F. Hilton; 

H. R. 17133. An‘act granting a pension to Kathinka Sichel; 

H. R. 15873. An act granting a pension to Minerva Murphy; 

H. R. 16275. An act granting a pension to Isaac B. Price; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie 


H. R. 7708. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 


Fallon; 

H. R. 6065. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Garland: 

H. R. 3681. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Wilson; 

H. R. 8187. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Moore; 

H. R. 4734. An act granting a pension to Deborah J. Fogle; 





H. R. 10505. An act granting a pension to Mabel A. Woolsey; 
H. R. 11546. An act granting a pension to Edward Bryan; 
H. R. 16077. An act granting a pension to Leighton M. Perveil, 
alias Charles H. Hunt; 
H. R. 9274. An act granting a pension to Jessie V. Cluxton; 
. 18701. An act granting a pension to Theodore Buri; 
. 10760. An act granting a pension to Wallace L. Scott; 
. 17093. An act granting a pension to Caroline Schaefer; 
15573. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 
17233. An act granting a pension to John Haynes; 
. 16784. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
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11958, An act granting a pension to Henry H. Windes; 
. 17101. An act granting an increase of pension to Joanna 


We" paw 


oe 
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. R. 2199. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jonas Albert; 

H. R. 5028. An act for the relief of Francis M. Oliver; 

H. R. 17296. An act granting an increase of pension to Newton 
Thayer; 

H. R. 11833, An act granting an increase of pension to Albanis 
L. Anderson; 

H. - 4155. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Wende; 

H. R. 4501. An act granting a pension to Sarah D. Lightfoot; 

H. R. 13711. An act granting a pension to Simon M. Yates; 

H. R. 13881. An act granting a pension to William M. Wilson; 

H. R. 962. An act granting a pension to Rodney W. Anderson; 

H. R. 13719. An act granting a pension to Nancy McGuire; 

H. R. 942. An act granting a pension to John R. Dougherty; 
soon “ 15964. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 

urphy; 
_ R. 15843, An act granting an increase of pension to Louis W. 

owe; 

H. R. 15906. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Grennue; 
- = R. 15812. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucien 

. Love; 


x 
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H. R. 11871. An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 


nand Heiskell; 


H. R. 5907. An act granting a pension to David S. Taylor; 
H. R. 5586. An act granting a pension to Oliver W. Newton; 
H. R. 18485. An act granting a pension to Louisa Josephine 


Stanwood; 


H. R. 15448. An act granting a pension to Eudora Wells; and 
H. R. 11388, An act granting a pension to William Vogan. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 17202) mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, 
with Senate amendments thereto. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House disagree to 
the Senate amendments en bloc and ask for a conference with the 


Senate? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


mand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 254, nays 0, an- 


~ 


swered “ present’’ 7, not voting 90; as follows: 


Adamson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me, 
Aplin, 
Ball, Dei. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Reidler, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke. 8. Dak. 


Burkett 
Burleiga, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassel, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 
Dayton, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 
Dougherty, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 


Calderhead, 
Cassingham, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Babcock, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bowie, 
Brantley 
Bromwe 


, 


YEAS—254. 
Dwight, Kyle, 
Eddy, Lacey, 
Emerson, Landis, 
Esch, Latimer, 
Evans, Lawrence, 
Feely, Lessler, 
Finley, Lester, 
Fitzgerald, Lever, 
Flanagan, Lewis, Ga. 
Fletcher, Lewis, Pa. 
Flood, Lindsay, 
Fordney, Little, 
Foss, Li vougae, 
Foster, Vt. Lloyd, 
Fowler, Long, 
Fox, Loudenslager, 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gilbert, 
Gill, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Goldfogle, 
Gordon, 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
ay, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 
Hitt, 
Holliday, 
oe. 
opkins, 
Howard, 
Howell, 
aa 
Hull, 
Irwin, 
Jack, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 
Kehoe, 
Kern, 
Ketcham, 
Kitchin, Claude 


Lovering, 
McAndrews, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McLachlan, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Mahoney, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morris, 

Moss 

Mudd, 
Mutchler, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Pou, 
Powers, Mass. 
Randell, Tex. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Rhea, 
Richardson, Ala. 


Mr. Speaker, on that I de- 


* Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 

Scott, 

Selby, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Sheppard, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Sims, 

Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ml. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Stark, 

Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Tawney, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thompson, 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
White, 

Wiley, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss, 
Woods, 
Wright, 


Richardson, Tenn. Young, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. Rixey, Zenor. 
Kluttz, Robb, 
Knapp, Roberts, 

NAYS- 9, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—7. 
Lamb, Prince, Sherman. 
Mann, Shackleford, 
NOT VOTING—®. 

Burnett, Davis, Fla. Glenn, 
Cannon, De Armond, Gooch, 
Capron, Dinsmore, Graff, 
Cochran, Driscoll, Graham, 
Connell, Edwards, Green, Pa. 
Conry, Elliott, Greene, Mass, 
Corliss, Fleming, Griffith, 
Cowherd, Foerderer, Hanbury, 
Creamer, Foster, Il. Haskins, 
Crowley, Gillett, Mass. Haugen, 
Davey, La. Glass, Henry, Miss. 


Jett, seine, Reid, Sutherland, 
Kahn, Morrell, Robinson, Nebr. Swann, 
Kleberg, Naphen, Ruppert, Taibert, 
Knox, Neville, Ryan, Tayler, Ohio 
Lassiter, Newlands, Shafroth, Thayer. 
Littauer, Norton, Shelden, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Littlefield, Overstreet, Skiles, Wadsworth, 
Loud, Patterson, Tenn. Sparkman, Wheeler, 
McDermott, Pierce, Sperry, Wilson, 
Maynard, Powers, Me. Spight, Wooten, 
Metcalf, Pugsley, Stewart, N. J. 

Meyer, La. Ransdell, La. Storm, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For this day: 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. WILSON. 

For balance of this day: 

Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. PuGsLrey. 

Mr. TaYLer of Ohio with Mr. Bowik (except public buildings). 

Until next recess: 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CocHRAN, 

On this vote: 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. NEwWLANDs. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. UNDERWOOD rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as conferees on the part 
of the House Mr. CANNoN; Mr. Hemenway, and Mr. McRar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rose properly and in order before the 
Speaker announced the appointment of the conferees, to move 
instructions to the conferees. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the grounds, and 
then we will see whether they are proper or not. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, there is one amendment to 
this bill that we necessarily had to vote against under these rules 
that I think the House should be in favor of and go on record now 
as in favor of. Therefore I move to instruct the House conferees 
to agree to Senate amendment No. 159. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule on the question. 
The rule adopted by the House this morning says that the Chair 
shall immediately appoint the conferees, and that the Chair has 
done, and that his duty was. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer- 
ence report. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the rule does not expressly 
cut off instructions. Of course it provides that the Chair shall 
appoint the conferees, but there is no language in this rule that 
cuts off the right of the House to express itself, and to instruct the 
conferees how to act. If the Chair will look at the rule, it says: 

And if this motion shall be decided in the affirmative, the Speaker shall at 
once appoint the conferees- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. 
time to waste. The rule provides that— 

The question shall be at once taken without debate or intervening motion 
on the following question: ‘* Will the House disagree to said amendments en 
bloc and ask a conference with the Senate?’’’ And if this motion shall be 
decided in the affirmative, the Speaker shall at once appoint the conferees. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. After the Speaker has appointed the conferees is there 
any opportunity to instruct them, or does this rule prevent any 
action of that kind on the part of the House? 

The SPEAKER. After the Chair has appointed them, it would 
be in order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the Speaker hold that we have a 
right to instruct the conferees after they are appointed? 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair was wrong. The instructions 
muat take place before the announcement of the conferees, and 
this rule lets in no intervening motion. The Chair overrules the 
gentleman’s point and recognizes the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal, 
as dilatory. 








We have no 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bill of 
the following title in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

H. R. 16970. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the Keak quae ending June 30, 1904, and 
for other purposes. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer- 


ence report on the Indian appropriation bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up a 
conference report on the Indian appropriation bill. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the statement 


may be read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that the statement be 
read in lieu of the report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iobject. The rules require 
that the report be read. 


The SPEAKER. Objectionismade. The Clerk will read both 
the report and the statement. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We are within the rule. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the conference report. 

(For conference report see page 2626.) 

The Clerk read the statement of the House conferees, as fol- 
lows: 


From amendments numbered 4, 8, 10, 25, 31, 40, 45, 56, 57, 58, 60, 68, 72, 73, 74, 
84, 85, 93, and 95 the Senate recedes, leaving the bill in these particulars as it 
left the House. 

The House recedes from amendments numbered 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 29, 34, 35, 37, 38, 41, 42, 46, 48, 51, 52, 58, 54, 55, 61, 
64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 75, 76, T7, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 86, 87, 91, and 94. 

The House recedes with an amendment to each of the following-numbered 
amendments: 1, 11, 27, 28, 30, 32, 33, 39, 43, 44, 47, 49, 50, 59, 62, 88, 89, 90, 92, and 95. 

br Senate recedes with an amendment from amendments numbered 36 
and 83. 

Amendment numbered 1 is a change in the number of agents, made neces- 
sary by amendments 2 to 10, inclusive. 

No. 2 strikes out theappropriation for the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency. 
- No.3 changes the amount from $1,500 to $1,600 for salary of the Crow Creek 

gency. 

No. 5 strikes out the appropriation for the Klamath Agency. 

No. 6 corrects a clerical error in spelling. 

No. 7 strikes out the appropriation for the Ponca Agency. . 

No. 9 strikes out the a for the Umatilla Agency. 

No. 1] changes the totals made necessary by prior amendments. 

No. 122 adds the word “ negotiation,” which enlarges the scope of the duties 
of an inspector. 

No. 13 provides that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may require an 
extra bond to be given by a disbursing officer when sums in excess of the 
amount covered by his ordinary bond are required to be disbursed by 


him. 
No. 14 oP) ropriates $40,000, which under the terms of the act of 1889 are 
reimbursable, to carry out the provisions of the so-called Morris bill, i 
at the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, pas for the disposal 
of timber upon the ceded lands of the Chippewa Reservation in Minnesota. 
This amendment is earnestly urged by the Department. 

No. 15 changes the amount of princi upon which the Kickapoo Indians 
shall draw interest, © necess4: y the disposal, in amendment num- 
bered 16, of a ewe of the princi sum to be paid to the representative 
of a deceased Kickapoo, in accordance with a treaty provision. 

Nos. 17 and 18 are changes of totals made necessary by the adoption of 
amendments numbered 15 and 16. 

Nos. 19 and 20 are amendments making more clear to what treaty the 
provision in the section contained refers. 

Nos. 21, 22, and 23 are simply changes of phraseology. 

No. 24 makes available for the fiscal year 1904 the unexpended balance of 
the appropriation for 1908 for the su gore of the Apache Indians. 

No. 26 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to lease a small tract of land 
(20 acres) belonging to the Shebit Indians to the Eastern Copper Company 
when three-fourths of the male Indians of said tribe consent to such lease. 

No. 27 the House recedes with an amendment, making the appropriation 
$600,000 instead of $1,200,000. The amendment provides for the payment of 
the so-called loyal Creek claim. It has been mooted for some time, and it is 
claimed that the Senate has heretofore been made arbiters by action of both 
bodies of Congress, and that, acting as such, they have determined that 
$1,200,000 was just and due. The sum fixed herein is a compromise and pro- 
vision is made in the amendment that it be accepted in fu gepeneet of all 
claims and demands and act as a general relief of such cl against the 
Government. 

No. 28 provides for the traveling expenses of the judges of the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw citizenship court, and for the employment of one stenographer 
for each of three judges of said court, and for the traveling expenses of the 
officers of said court, and appropriates $10,100 for that purpose. 

No. 29 provides that the United States Supreme Court may transfer the 
pers in Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship cases to the citizen- 


original pa 
ship court in the Indian Territory for use by that court. 

No. 30 provides for the rehearing and appeal of certain contested Choctaw 
and Chickasaw citizenship cases, and for the payment of compensation to 
attorneys employed by the members of said tribes in defense of suits here- 
tofore brought and appeals therefrom. 

No. 32 provides for the limitation for the location of town sites in the In- 
dian Territory. 

No. 33 provides that the so-called Eastern Cherokee Indians may become a 

yarty to any suit or suits which may be brought in behalf of the Cherokee 
Nation under the act of July 1, 1902. 

No. 34 simply corrects a clerical mistake. 

No. % increases from $24,000 to $40,000 the appropriation for allotments 
under the act of February 8, 1887. 

No. 35 provides for the removal of indigent Micaio Choctaws from 
Mississippi to the Indian Territory, and appropriates ,000 therefor, to be 
= nded at the discretion and under the direction of the Secretary of the 

nterior. 

Nos. 37 and 38 provide that the money therein appropriated for surveys 
may be used upon the Standing Rock as well as upon the Pine Ridge Indian 
reservations. 

No. 39 authorizes the sale of certain lands owned by the Queer Indians, 
and directs the expenditure of $2,000, heretofore appropria and not be- 


fore expended, for school purposes. 
No. rovides for the opening of the Uintah Reservation in Utah and 
for the qutension of the time within which certain entries may be made, as 


provided in the act of June 19, 1902, from October 1, 1908, to October 1, 1904. 
No. 42 strikes from the bill an appropriation of $6,000 which was provided 
for a resurvey of the western boundary of said In reservation. 
No. 43 confirms the claims filed — e Uncom Indian Reservation 
rior to January 1, 1901, and provides that alternate sections of said mineral 
ane a on said reservation hereafter — a aes of the 
President Laat upon terms and conditions to Pp bed by him in said 
roclamation. 
- No. 44 provides for negotiating with the Weeminuchi tribe of Indians for 
the ceding to the Government of a ee aphee of their lands in Colorado 
which include certain ruins and prehis remains. 


BERS ei aes we mee 


No. 46 does not enlarge the scope of the amendment adopted last year in 
reference to the Mission Indians in California, but is made necessary by the 
ruling of the Auditor to the effect that the money wero in last year's 
act may not be used except for the removal of the Indians to the single tract. 

No. 47 increases b the amount of said appropriation that can be used 
for the payment of the commission ge reag under the terms of last year's 
ro ion act for the choosing of a site for the said Mission Indians. 

Yo. 48 appropriates $2,900 for the payment of surety bonds, given in the 
suits prosecuted against said Mission. Indians by Harvey and others, com- 
monly known as “the Warren ranch ae. 

No. 49 provides for compensation to the persons who have prepared tho 
compilation of treaties and laws relating to Indian affairs. 

No. 50 provides for compensation to certain settlers within the limits of 
the Northern Cheyenne Indian Reservation who have removed therefrom, 
and also provides that such settlers and others like situated may exchange 
their lands within an Indian reservation for other Government lands within 
said State or Territory. 

No. 51 provides for the payment to 8. W. Campbell, Indian agent at La 
Pointe Agency, of $211 for certain attorney's fees, where the employment of 
the piteseer was orteced, by ne Department. to Meukee'® , 

Yo. an appro on of $57 for a like purpose to Reuben Perry, of the 
Flambeau school, Wissonsin. , e 

No. 53 provides for the payment of $1,200 to one Huff Jones, growing out 
of improvements made by him on the Chippewa Reservation, in Wisconsin, 
pursuant toauthority granted by the then Indian agent, which authority 
was afterwards revoked. 

No. 54 saererees $1,498 to Peter La Blanc, a Sisseton Indian, who acted 
as a scout during the war of the rebellion, who did not receive this payment 
when the others of his tribe in 1891 received like payments because of the 
fact that at that time he was absent from the reservation and his nume was 
inadvertently omitted from the roll. 

No. 55 wares $190 to reimburse W. G. Malin, Indian agent at the Sac 
and Fox Indian Agency, Iowa, for court fees paid by him for the appoint- 
ment of guardians for infant Indians. 

No. 59 provides for the payment to Joseph H. Lee of $3,700, the amount 
having been carried in last year’s appropriation bill to Ernest A. Lee, who 
is the son of Joseph H. Lee. 

No. 61 permits the sale of a small portion of land not now used by the Ab- 
sentee Shawnee Indians. 

No. 62 authorizes the Secretary, in his discretion and upon such conditions 
as he may prescribe, to permit the city of Lawton, Okla., to take water from 
the Fort Sill boarding school lands or reservation. 

No. 64 provides an appropriation of $5,000 for an auxiliary water supply at 
the Chamberlain school, South Dakota; No. 65 makes the appropriation for 
additional buildings at this school immediately available; and No. 66 is a 
change of the totals made necessary by No. 64. 

No. 67 is a correction of an amount. : 

No. 68 increases the ws for saaet repairs at the Riggs Insti- 
tute, South Dakota, from $3,000 to $4,000; No. 69 makes the same immediately 
available; and No. 70 changes the total made necessary by amendments Nos. 
67 an b 

No. 71 strikes from the bill words which are superfluous. 

No. 75 reduces by $5,000 the appropriation for the Indian pupils at the Has- 
kell School, Lawrence, Kans. 

No. 76 appropriates $8,000 for the erection of new barns at this school in 

lace of the one burned, and for the purchase of agricultural implements, 
ome. ete., in place of those burned. 

No. 77 is a change made necessary by amendments 75 and 76. 

Nos. 78 and 79 increase by $3,000 the appropriation for electric lighting at 
the Phoenix, Ariz., school, and provide for the institution of an electric-light 
plant at said school. 

No. 80 is the change of total made necessary by the adoption of amend- 
ments 78 and 79. 

No. 81 makes immediately available the appropziaiies: of $16,000 for addi- 
tional buildings and improvements at Rapid City School, South Dakota. 

No. 8&2 provides that with the purchase of additional land shall be included 
the per, stual right for the irrigation of said land at said school. 

No. &8 restores the provision stricken out by the Senate relating to the 
Perriss School, California, and increases from $1,800 to $2,000 the salary of the 
superintendent of Riverside School, California. 

No. 86 authorizes the Secretary to pay out of the funds of the Otoe Indians 
in the Treasury the sum of $30,000 for the purpose of erecting a school plant 
for said Indians. 

_ 87 increases by $10,000 the appropriation for the transportation of 

upLus. 
* K o. 88 authorizes the use of the money appropriated for irrigation, etc., 
without advertising for bids therefor. 

No. 89 provides that the tribal government of the Seminole Nation shall 
not continue beyond March 4, 1906. : 

¥ . : provides for the issuance of patents to various allottees, both white 
and Indian. 

No. 91 makes it permissible for [pe to trade with the Indians upon 
establishing to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs his 
responsibility and desirability as such trader. , 

o. 92: The House recedes with amendment. This pocrtios for the submis- 
sion of the terms of the p agreement with the Red Lake Indians of 
Minnesota, looking to the opening up of their reservation. It involves no ex- 
penditure on the part of the Government and expressly provides that in the 
sale and disposal of the land the United States acts solely as trustee for said 
Indians and assumes no obligation whatever. , 

No. % provides for submission to the Court of Claims of certain claims 
against the Osage Indians. It involves no liability of the Government. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think if the members of the 
House have closely followed the reading of the report they will 
have a sufficient understanding of the whole matter, so that lit- 
tle further need be said. The amendments as a whole add about 
$700,000 to the amount eee by the House, making the 
total that is carried a little over $8,000,000. The main item of 
appropriation added is the payment of $600.000-—— 

r. LITTLE. I should like to inquire if it is the purpose of 
the gentleman to close the debate by the previous question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is. 
wee LITTLE. Shall we have any time on this side of the 

ouse? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was not my intention. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is in keeping with the practice of that 
side of the House. } 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought I could say all that need to be said 
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on the matter, and I think I understand the temper of the House 

fairly well in reference to it. Ishould like to suggest tomy friend 

from Arkansas that the report I now present has his signature at 
1e close of it. 

7 Mr. LITTLE. It may be true that while we favor the confer- 

ence report we may not favor the manner of its adoption. 
Laughter. 

Mr. SH ERMAN. I think, Mr. Speaker, that we will not enter 

into any discussion of that question with my consent. 

I was about to say, Mr. Speaker, that the main item of appro- 
priation added by this report is $600,000 to pay the so-called Loyal 
Creek claims. 

This is an item which the conferees on the part of the House 
believe to be a gratuity; that is, that it is aclaim about which we 
believe there was no legal obligation on the part of the Govern- 
ment: The contention of the Senate conferees was the reverse. | 
Their contention was that by the act of the two Houses in re- | 
ferring this claim to the Senate as arbitrators in the last Congress, | 
and by the Senate appropriating in this bill, or inserting in this 
bill,a provision fixing the amount of the arbitration at $1,200,000, | 
that thereby the United States became bound to the payment of | 
that claim of $1,200,000. | 

It was the claim which kept us in conference longer by many | 
hours—yes, by several days—than we would have been but for 
this. At the conclusion of a protracted conference the House 
conferees receded, with an amendment providing that the amount 
paid should be $600,000, rather than $1,200,000, and with a pro- 
vision that the payment of this sum should be in full for all 
claims in satisfaction of the claims of these Indians, and the pay- | 
mert should be accepted asa discharge of the United States Gov- 
ernment from those claims. The House conferees believed it 
wisdom under all the circumstances to dispose of this claim now 
by the payment of $600,000, and believed by doing so that we 
would save to the Government money, because were it not paid 
now the Indians would surely present this claim to every suc- 
ceeding Congress, and one of these days probably slip it through 
at $1,200,000. So we believe—— 

Mr. CURTIS. In view of the fact that the Senate had found 
in the arbitration for $1,200,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. So that we believe, in disposing of the claim 
as we have, we have saved to the Government $600,000. 

There are several minor items added by the Senate, amounting, 
all told, to a trifle over $100,000. Some of them relate to schools 
and others to some minor little claims, but the great addition is 
this loyal Creek claim. 

There are several new matters of legislation on the Red Lake 
Reservation. There is presented in this biil a proposed agree- 
ment with the Indians of that reservation for the opening up of 
that reservation, not by the purchase of any land by the Govern- 
ment, and with a provision that it shall be submitted to the tribe 
for ratification; and if it shall be ratified by them, it is provided 
expressly that the United States shall simply act as trustee in the 
sale and disposal of the lands, and under no circumstances be | 
obligated for the payment of a dollar. There is also a provision 
in the bill if the 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. I think 
ft se is taking up the valuable time of the House. | 

szaughter. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the adoption of the report of the committee of conference. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 91, 
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Long, Morris, Reeves, Tawney, 
Loudenslager, M Roberts, Thomas, Iowa 
Lovering, Mudd, Schirm, Tirrell, 
McCall, Needham, Scott, Van Voorhis, 
McCleary, Nevin, Shattuc, Vreeland, 
McLachlan, Olmsted, Showalter, Wachter, 
Mahon, Otjen, Sibley, Wagoner, 
Marshall, Overstreet, Smith, 0. Wanger, 
Martin, Palmer, Smith, Iowa Warner, 
Mercer, Parker, Smith, S. W. Warnock, 
Miller, Payne, Smith, Wm. Alden Weeks, 
Minor, Pearre, Southwick, Woods, 
Mondell, Perkins, Stevens, Minn, Wright, 
Moody, Powers, Mass. Stewart, N.Y. Young. 
Morgan, Reeder, Sulloway, 
NAYS—91. 
Adamson, Flanagan, Lloyd, Shallenberger, 
Allen, Ky. Flood, McAndrews, Sheppard, 
Ball, Tex. Gaines, Tenn. McClellan, Sims, 
Bankhead, Goldfogle, McCulloch, Slayden, 
Bartlett, Gooch, McLain, Small, 
Benton, Griggs, McRae, Smith, Ky. 
Billmeyer, Hay, Mahoney, Snodgrass, 
Breazeale. Henry, Tex. Mickey, Snook, 
Broussar Hooker, Miers, Ind, Stark, 
Brundidge, Jackson, Kans. Moon, Stephens, Tex. 
Burleson, Johnson, Mutchler, Tate, 
Candler, Jones, Va. Padgett, Taylor, Ala. 
Clark, Kehoe, Pou, Thomas, N. C. 
Clayton, Kern, Randell, Tex. Thompson, 
Cooper, Tex. Kitchin, Claude Rhea, Trimble, 
| Cowherd, Kitchin, Wm. W. Richardson,Tenn. Underwood, 
Crowley, Kluttz, Rixey, Vandiver, 
De Armond, Latimer, Robb, White, 
Dinsmore, Lester, Rucker, Wiley, 
Dou herty, Lever, Russell, Williams, Ml. 
| Feely, Lewis, Ga. Ryan, Williams, Miss. 
Finley, Little, Selby. Zenor. 7. 
| Fitzgerald, Livingston, Shackleford, , 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—13. 4 
Calderhead, Foster, Ill. Prince, Smith, H.C. 4 
Cassingham, Lamb, Richardson, Ala. 4 
Dayton, Mann, Robinson, Ind. a 
Emerson, Morrell, Sherman, ; 
NOT VOTING—22. 
Acheso Davey, La. Lindsay, Shelden, 
Saeeee,” Davis Fla. Loud, . Skiles, 
Bell, Edwards, McDermott, Southard, 
Bellamy, Elliott, Maddox, Sparkman, 
Belmont, Fleming, Maynard, Sperry, 
Bingham, Fox, Metcalf, Spight, 
Bowersock, Gilbert, Meyer, La. Steele, 
Bowie, Gill, Naphen, Stewart, N.J. 
Brantley, Gillett, Mass. Neville, Storm, 
Bristow, Glass, Newlands, Sulzer, 
Bromwell, Glenn, Norton, Sutherland, 
Brownlow, Graham, Patterson, Pa. Swann, 
Burgess, Green, Pa. Patterson, Tenn. Swanson, 
Burnett, Griffith, Pierce, Talbert, 
Caldwell, Hanbury, Powers, Me. Tayler, Ohio 
Cannon, Haugen, Pugsley, Thayer, 
Cochran, Henry, Miss. Ransdell, La. Tompkins, N. Y. 
Connell, Hill, Reid, Tompkins, Ohio 
Conry, Howard, Robertson, La. Wadsworth, . 
Cooney, Jett, Robinson, Nebr. Watson, f 
| Cooper, Wis. Kleberg, Ruppert, Wheeler, y 
| Corliss, Knox, Scarborough, Wilson, 
Creamer, Lassiter, Shafroth, Wooten. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 


Mr. BABCOCK. 
The SPEAKER. 


I desire to be recorded. 
Was the gentleman present, in his seat, and 


answered ‘* present ’’ 13, not voting 92; as follows: 


Alexander, Capron, Fletcher, Hildebrant, 
Allen, Me. Cassel, Foerderer, Hitt, 

Aplin, Conner, Fordney, Holliday, 
Babcock, Coombs, Foss, Hopkins, 
Ball, Del. Cousins, Foster, Vt. Howell, 
Barney, Cromer, Fowler, Hughes, 
Bartholdt, Crumpacker, Gaines, W. Va. Hull, 

Bates, Currier, Gardner, Mass. Irwin, 
Beidler, Surtis, Gardner, Mich. Jack, 
Bishop, Cushman, Gardner, N. J. Jackson, Md. 
Blackburn, Dahle Gibson, Jenkins, 
Blakeney, Dalzell Gillet, N. Y. Jones, Wash. 
Boreing, Darragh, Gordon, Joy, 

Boute Davidson, Graff, Kahn, 
Brandegee, Deemer, Greene, Mass. Ketcham, 
Brick, Dick, Grosvenor, Knapp, 
Brown, Douglas, Grow, Kyle, 

Bull, Dovener, Hamilton, Lacey, 
Burk, Pa. Draper. Haskins, Landis, 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Driscoll, Heatwole, Lawrence, 
Burkett, Dwight, Hedge, Lessiler 
Burleigh, Eddy, Hemenway, Lewis, Pa. 
Burton, Esch, Henry, Conn. Littauer, - 
Butler, Evans, Hepburn, Littlefield, 


XXXVI——174 


YEAS—155. 


| listening when his name should have been called and failed to 


hear it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I was. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Bascock, and he answered 
‘*ave,”’ as above recorded. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am 
paired with the gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Hm. I de- 
sire to withdraw my vote of ‘‘no’’ and be marked “‘ present.”’ 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Rosrnson of Indiana, and he 
answered *‘ present,’’ as above recorded. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the session: 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. Pimrcr. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT. 

Mr. HiLu with Mr. Ropryson of Indiana. 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. Linpsay. 

Mr. Patrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. RicHarpson of Ala- 
bama. 

For the balance of this day: 

Mr. WaTSON with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. Henry C. SmitTH with Mr. SuULZER. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. Wapsworta with Mr. Ev.iorr. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
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The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the con- 
ference report. 

As the question was being put, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 206, nays 17, 
answered “‘ present ’’ 12, not voting 116; as follows: 
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For the balance of day: 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. Simensers. 

Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. Norton. 
Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. REID. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. RE. 
Mr. Scott with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 
Until 6 p. m. to-day: 

Mr. Grow with Mr. BARTLETT. 

On this vote: 

Mr. MAHON with Mr. SMALL. 


YEAS—206. 
Adamson, Douglas, Kahn, Pearre, 
Alexander, Dovener, Kehoe, Perkins, 
Allen, Ky. Draper, Kern, Powers, Mass. 
Allen, Me. Driscoll, Ketcham, Randel), Tex. 
Aplin, Dwight, Kitchin, Claude Reeder, 
Babcock, Eddy, Kitchin, Wm. W. Reeves, 
Bail, Del. Emerson, Kluttz, Robb, 
Ball, Tex. Esch, Knapp, Roberts, 
Bankhead, Evans, Kyle, Ryan, 
Barney, Feely, Lacey, Schirm, 
Bartholdt, Finley, Landis, Shattuc, 
Bates, Fitzgerald, Latimer, Shelden, 
Beidiler, Flanagan, Lawrence, Showalter, 
Billmeyer, Fletcher, Lessler, Sibley, 
Bishop, Flood, Lester, Slayden, 
Sack barn, Foerderer, Lever, Smith, Ml. 
Boreing, Fordney, Lewis, Smith, Iowa 
Boutell, Foss, Little, Smith, S. W. 
Bowersock, Foster, Vt. Littlefield, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Brandegee, Gaines, Tenn. Livingston, Snodgrass, 
Breazeale, Gardner, Mass. Lloyd, Snook, 
Brick, Gardner, Mich. Long, Southard, 
Broussard, Gardner, N. J. Loudeneioge, Southwick, 
Brown. Gibson, McAndrews, Stark, 
Brundidge, Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Steele, 
Bull, Goldfogle, McClellan, Stevens, Minn. 
Burgess, Gordon, McCulloch, Stewart, N.Y. 
Burke, 8. Dak. Greene, Mass. McLachlan, Sulzer, 
Burkett, Griggs, Maddox, Tawney, 
Burleigh, Grosvenor, Mahoney, Thomas, Iowa 
Burleson, Hamilton, Marshall, Thomas, N. C. 
Burton, Haskins, Mercer, Thompson, 
Butler, Heatwole, Mickey, Tirrell, 
Candler, Hedge, Miers, Ind. Tompkins, Ohio 
Capron, Hemenway, Miller, Underwood, 
Cassel, Henry, Tex. Minor, Vandiver 
Clark, Hepburn, Mondell, Van Voorhis, 
Clayton, Hitt, Moody, Vreeland, 
Conner, Holliday, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Cromer, Hooker, Morgan, Wagoner, 
Crumpacker, Hopkins, Morris, Wanger, 
Currier, Howell, M Warnock, 
Curtis, Hughes, Mudd, Weeks, 
Cushman, Hull, Mutchler, Wiley, 
Dahle, Irwin, Needham, Williams, Ml. 
Dalzell, Jack, Nevin, * Williams, Miss. 
Darragh, Jackson, Kans. Newlan Woods, 
Davidson, Jackson, Md. Olmsted, Wright, 
Deemer, Jenkins, Otjen, Young, 
Dick, Jones, Va. Overstreet, Zenor. 
Dinsmore, Jones, Wash. Parker, 
Dougherty, Joy, Payne, 

NAYS—17. 
Benton, Pou, Selby, Tate, 
De Armond, Rhea, Sheppard, Trimble. 
Gooch, Richardson, Tenn. Sims, 
McRae, Rixey, Smith, Ky. 
Padgett, Russell, Stephens, Tex. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—12. 
Bartlett, Foster, Tl. Mann, Robinson, Ind. 
Cassingham, Johnson, Morrell, Shackleford, 
Dayton, Lamb, Prince, Sherman. 
NOT VOTING—116. 

Acheson, Davey, La. Lassiter, Ruppert, 
Adams, Davis, Fla. Lewis, Ga. Scar borough, 
Bell, Edwards, Lindsay, Scott, 
Bellamy, Elliott, Littauer, Shafroth, 
Belmont, Fleming, Loud, Shallenberger, 
Bingham, Fowler, Lovering, Skiles, 
Blaleney, Fox, McCall, Small, 
Bowie. Gaines, W. Va. McDermott, Smith, H.C. 
Brantley, Gilbert, McLain, Sparkman, 
Bristow, Gill, Mahon, Sperry, 
Bromwell, Gillett, Mass. Martin, Spight, 
Brownlow, Glass, Maynard, Stewart, N. J. 
Burk, Pa. Glenn, Metcalf, Storm, 
Burnett, Graff, Meyer, La Sulloway, 
Calderhead, Graham, Naphen, Sutherland, 
Caldwell, Green, Pa. Neville, Swann, 
Cannon, Griffith, Norton, Swanson, 
Cochran, Grow, Palmer, Talbert, 
Connell, Hanbury, Patterson, Pa. Tayler, Ohio 
Conry. Haugen, Patterson, Tenn. Taylor, Ala 
Coombs, Hay, Pierce, Thayer, 
Cooney, Henry, Conn. Powers, Me. Tompkins, N. Y. 
Cooper, Tex. Henry, Miss. Pugsley, Wachter, 
Cooper, Wis. Hildebrant, Ransdell, La. Warner, 
Corliss, Hill, Reid, Watson, 
Cousins, Howard, Richardson, Ala. Wheeler, 
Cowherd, Jett, Robertson. La. White, 
Creamer, Kleberg, Robinson, Nebr. Wilson, 
Crowley, Knox, Rucker, Wooten. 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Metca.Lr with Mr. WHEELER. 
Mr GutLuett of Massachusetts with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 


EET eB, QNDE i es ae 





the Senate? 


The question was put. 
The SPEAKER. The ayes appear to have it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
Mr. HULL. 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 206, nays 5, an- 
swered ‘‘ present’’ 16, not voting 124; as follows: 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair lays before the House, with amend- 
ments of the Senate, the Military Academy appropriation bill. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House disagree to 

the amendments of the Senate en bloc and ask a conference with 


I ask for a division. 


YEAS—206. 
Adamson, Douglas, Knapp, Robinson, Ind. 
Alexander, Draper, Kyle, Rucker, 
Allen, Me. Driscoll, Lacey, Russell, 
Aplin, Dwight, Landis, Ryan, 
Babcock, Eddy, Lawrence, Schirm, 
Ball, Del. Esch, Lessler, Solty. 
Barney, Evans, Lewis, Pa. Shallenberger, 
Bartholdt, Feely, Littauer, Sheppard, 
Bates, Fitzgerald, Little, Showalter, 
Billmeyer, Flanagan, Littlefield, Sibley, 
Bishop, Fletcher, Livingston, ims. 
Blackburn, Flood, Lloyd, Slayden 
Boreing, Foerderer, Long, Smith, Til. 
Boutell, Fordney, Loudenslager, Smith, Iowa 
Bowersock, Foss. Lovering, Smith, §. W. 
Brandegee, Fowler, McCall, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Breazeale, Gaines, Tenn. McCleary, Snodgrass, 
Brick, Gaines, W. Va. McClellan, Snook, 
Broussard, Gardner, Mass. McLachlan, Southard. 
Brown, Gardner, Mich. Mahon, Southwick, 
Bull, Gardner, N. J. Mahoney, Stark, 
Burk, Pa. Gibson, Marsha Steele, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Goldfogle, Martin, Stevens, Minn. 
Burkett, Gooch, Mercer, Stewart, N. Y. 
Burleigh, Gordon, Mickey, Sulloway, 
Burleson, Graff, Miers, Ind. Swanson, 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Miller, Tate, 
Butler, Grosvenor, Minor, Tawney, 
Candler, Hamilton, Mondell, Thomas, Iowa 
Capron, y; Moody, Thomas, N.C. 
Cassel, Heatwole, Morgan, soaypee, 
Clark, Hedge, Morris, Tirrell, 
Clayton, Hemenway, Moss Trimble, 
Conner, Henry, Conn. Mudd, Underwood, 
Coombs, Henry, Tex. Mutchler, Vandiver 
Cooper, Wis. Hepburn, Needham, Van Voorhis, 
Cousins, Hill, Nevin, Vreeland, 
Cowherd, Hitt, Olmsted, Wachter, 
Cromer, Holliday, Otjen, Wagoner, 
Crowley, Hopkins, Overstreet, Wanger, 
Crumpacker, Howell, Padgett, Warner 
Currier, eagnes, Palmer, Warnock, . 
Curtis, Hull, Payne, Weeks. 
Cushman, Irwin, Pearre, Wiley, 
Dahle, Jackson, Kans. Perkins, Williams, Il. 
Dalzell, Jackson, Md. Powers, Mass. Williams, Miss. 
Darragh, Jenkins, Randell, Tex. Wood 
Davidson. Jones, Wash. Reeder, Wright. 
De Armond, Joy, Reeves, Young. 
Dick, Kahn, Richardson, Tenn. Zenor. 
Dinsmore, Kitchin, Wm. W. Robb, 
Dougherty, Kluttz, Roberts, 
NAYS—5. 
Ball, Tex. Benton, Hooker, Jones, Va. 
Bankhead, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—16. 
Bartlett, Emerson, Ketcham, Prince, 
Brundidge, Foster, Vt. Mann, Shackleford, 
Calderhead, Haskins, Morrell, Sherman, 
Dayton, Jack, Patterson, Pa. Tayler, Ohio. 
NOT VOTING—1%. 
Acheson, Burnett. Edwards, Griggs, 
Adams, Caldwell, Elliott, Grow, 
Allen, Ky Cannon er: Hanbury, 
Beidler, Cassingham, Flem ne. Haugen 
Bell, Cochran, Foster, Ill. Henry, M 
Bellamy, Connell, Fox, Hildebrant, 
Belmont, Conry, Gilbert, Howard, 
Bingham, Cooney, Gill, Jett, 
Blakeney, Cooper, Tex Gillet, N. Y. Johnson, 
Bowie, Cor Gillett, Mass. Kehoe, 
Brantley, Creamer, Glass, Kern, 
Bristow, Davey, La. Glenn, Kitchin, Claude 
Bromwell, Davis, Fla. Graham, Kleberg, 
Brownlow, Deemer, Green, Pa. Knox, 
Burgess, Dovener, Griffit e 
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iter, Moon, Robertson, La. Stewart, N. J. 
rn Naphen, Robinson, Nebr. Storm, 
Lester, Neville, pamper, ulzer, 
Lever, Newlands, Scarborough, Sutherland, 
Lewis, Ga. Norton, Scott, wann, 
Lindsay, Parker, Shafroth, Talbert, 
Loud, Patterson, Tenn. Shattuc, Taylor, Ala 
McAndrews, Pierce, Shelden, Thayer, 
McCulloch, Pou, Skiles, Tompkins, N. Y. 
McDermott, Powers, Me. Small, Tompkins, Ohio 
McLain, Pugsley Smith, Ky. Wadsworth, 
McRae, Ransdell, La. Smith, H. ©. Watson, 
Maddox, Reid, Sparkman, Wheeler, 
Maynard, Rhea, apetey: White, 
Metcalf, Richardson, Ala. Spight, Wilson, 
Meyer, La. Rixey, Stephens, Tex. Wooten. 


So the amendments of the Senate were disagreed to, and it was 
ordered that a conference with the Senate be requested. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the balance of day: 

Mr. StorM with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

Mr. HaskKINS with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky, 

Mr. KetcoHaM with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. RHEA. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. Giuuet of New York with Mr. McRAg. 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. McCuL.oca. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded; and 
the Speaker thereupon appointed Mr. Hutu, Mr. Parker, and 
Mr. SULZER as conferees on the part of the House. 


RECESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House take a recess until 11 
o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question on the motion of 
Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for a division. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to take the vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Pending the count, I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Under the new rule adopted to-day, does 
the Chair hold that a motion for a recess takes priority over a 
motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. He does. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And if we vote down this 
motion for a recess, then a motion to adjourn will be in order? 


The SPEAKER. Well, we will cross that bridge when we come | 


toit. [Laughter. ] 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 64, an- | ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 


swered ‘ present ’’ 13, not voting 123; as follows: 


YEAS—151. 
Adama, Dick, Jackson, Md, Overstreet, 
Allen, Me, Dovener, Jenkins, Palmer, 
Aplin, Draper Jones, Wash, Parker, 
Ball, Del. Driscoll, Joy, Payne, 
Barney, Eddy, Kahn, Pearre, 
Bartholdt, Esch, Knapp, Perkins, 
Bates, Evans, Kyle, Powers, Me. 
Bishop, Fletcher, Lacey, Powers, Mass. 
Blackburn, Foerderer, Landis, Reeder, 
Boreing, Fordney, Lawrence, Reeves, 
Bowersock, Foss, Lessler, Roberts, 
Brandegee, Fowler, Lewis, Pa. Schirm, 
Brick, Gaines, W. Va. Littauer, Showalter, 
Bristow, Gardner, Mass, Littlefield, Sibley, 
Brown, Gardner, Mich. Long, Smith, M1. 
Bull, Gardner, N.J. Loud, Smith, lowa 
Burk, Pa. Gibson, Loudenslager, Smith,S. W. 
Burke,S Dak. Gillet, N, Y. Lovering, Smith, Wm. Alden. 
Burkett, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Southard, 
Burleigh, Graff, McCleary, Southwick, 
Burton, Greene, Mass. McLachlan, Steele, 
Butler, Grosvenor, Mabon, Stevens, Minn. 
Cannon, Hamilton, Marshall, Stewart, N.Y. 
Capron, Haskins, Martin, Sulloway, 
Cassel, Heatwole, Mercer, Tawney, 
Conner, Hedge, Miller, Thomas, Iowa 
Coombs, Hemenway, Minor, Tirrell, 
Cousins, Hepburn, Mondell, Van Voorhis, 
Cromer, Hildebrant, Moody, Vreeland, 
Crumpacker, Hill, Morgan, Wachter, 
Currier, Hitt, Morrell, Wadsworth, 
Curtis, Holliday, Morris, Wagoner, 
Cushman, Hopkins, Moss, Wanger, 
Dahle, Howell, Mudd, Warner, 
Dalzell srugnes, Needham, Weeks, 
Darragh, Hull, Nevin, Woods, 
Davidson, Irwin, Olmsted, Wright. 
Deemer, Jack, Otjen, 

NAYS—64. 
Adamson, Broussard, Clayton, Fitzgerald, 
Ball, Tex. Brundidge, Cowherd, Flanagan, 
Bankhead, Burgess, Crowley, Flood, 
Benton, Burleson, De Armond, Gaines, Tenn. 
Billmeyer, Candler, Dougherty, Goldfogle, 
Breazeale, - Clark, Feely, Gooch, 
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Gordon, McAndrews, Russell, Stark, 
Hay, McClellan, Ryan, Swanson, 
Jackson, Kans, et a Tate, 
Jones, Va. Miers, Ind. Suackleford, Thompson, 
Kitchin,Claude Mutchler sheppard, Underwood, 
Kitchin,Wm.W. Randell, Tex. Sims, Vandiver. 
Kluttz, Richardson, Tenn. Slayden, Wiley, 
Little, Robb, Small, Williams, M1. 
rernpeon, Robinson, Ind. Snod i Williams, Miss. 
Lloyd, Rucker, Snook, Zenor. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ’—13. 
Bartlett, Foster, Il. Metcalf, Tayler, Ohio 
Boutell, Foster, Vt. Patterson, Pa, 
Dayton, Ketcham, Prince, 
Emerson, Mann, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—123. 

Acheson, Edwards, Lever, Shafroth, 
Alexander, Elliott, Lewis, Ga, Shallenberger, 
Allen, Ky. Finley, Lindsay, Shattuc, 
Babcock, Fleming, McCulloch, Shelden, 
Beidler, Fox, McDermott, Skiles, 
Bell, Gilbert, McLain, Smith, Ky. 
Bellamy, Gill, McRae, Smith, H.C. 
Belmont, Glass, Maddox, Sparkman, 
Bingham, Glenn, Mahoney, Sperry, 
Blakeney, Graham, Maynard, Spight, 
Bowie, Green, Pa, Meyer, La. Stephens, Tex. 
Brantley. Griffith, Moon, Stewart, N.J. 
Bromwell, Griggs, Naphen, Storm, 
Brownlow, Grow, Neville, Sulzer, 
Burnett, Hanbury, Newlands, Sutherland, 
Calderhead, Haugen, Norton, Swann, 
Caldwell, Henry, Conn. Padgett, Talbert, 
Cassingham, Henry, Miss. Patterson,Tenn. Taylor, Ala. 
Cochran, Henry, Tex. Pierce, Thayer, 
Connell, Hooker Pou, Thomas, N.C. 
Conry, Howard, Pugsley Tompkins, N.Y. 
Cooney, Jett, Ransdell, La. Tompkins, Ohio 
Cooper, Tex. Johnson, Reid, Trimble, A 
Cooper, Wis. Kehoe, Rhea, Warnock, A 
Jorliss, Kern, Richardson, Ala. Watson, 
Creamer, Kleberg, Rixey, Wheeler, J 
Davey, La. Knox, Robertson, La. White, 
Davis, Fla. Lamb, Robinson, Nebr. Wilson, 
Dinsmore, Lassiter, Ruppert, Wooten, 
Douglas, Latimer, Scarborough, Young. 
Dwight, Lester, Scott, 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. THomas of North Carolina, 

Mr. BovurELL with Mr. GriaGs. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Sothe motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 
46 minutes p.m.) the House was declared in recess until 11 o’clock 
to-morrow. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17520) making 
appropriations for the Department of Commerce and Labor for 
the fiscal years 1903 and 1904, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3868); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17503) 
authorizing and empowering the Secretary of War to locate a 
right of way for and granting the same and a right to operate and 
maintain a line of railroad through the Vancouver Barracks and 
Military Reservation, in the State of Washington, to the Northern 
Pacific Railway Company, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3870); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17522) providing for the 
purchase by and on behalf of the United States of the right to use 
the Daniel or some other process of producing engraved plates, 
reported the same without amendment, in lieu of H. R. 9509, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3871); which said bill and report were 
— to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7069) for the appointment 
of an additional judge in the Indian Territory, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3872); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FORDNEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17481) authoriz- 
ing the recorder of the General Land Office to issue certified copies 
of patents, records, books, and papers, reported the same without 
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3873); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7412) to amend the second 
section of an act entitled ‘‘An act providing that the circuit court 
of appeals of the eighth judicial circuit of the United States shall 
hold atleast one term of said court annually in the city of Denver, 
in the State of Colorado, or in the city of Cheyenne, in the State 
of Wyoming, on the first Monday in September in each year, and 
at the city of St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, on the first 
Monday in May in each year,’’ approved June 9, 1902, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3874); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 269) 
providing for the transfer of certain military rolls and records 
from the Interior Department to the War Department, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3876); 
which said resolution and report were refe to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 30) for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Dorothea Lynde Dix, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3877); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. McCLEARY, from the Committee on the Library, to which | 


was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4980) to incorporate the 
American Academy at Rome, reported the same without amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 8879); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6421) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
relating to tax sales and taxes in the District of Columbia,’ ”’ ap- 
proved May 13, 1892, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3880); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KAHN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17499) to provide for the 
appointment of a district judge for the western judicial district of 
South Carolina, and for other purposes, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3881); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7375) granting an 
increase of pension to Alfred Woodman, reported the same with- 
out ameudment, accompanied by a report (No. 3875); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3575) for the re- 
lief of Russell A. McKinley, reported the same with amendment. 
accompanied by a report (No. 3878); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

=o following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLIOWS: 

By Mr. HEMEN WAY, from the Committee on Appropriations: 
A bill (H. R. 17520) making appropriations for the Department 
of Commerce and Labor for the fiscal years 1903 and 1904—to the 
Union Calendar. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 17521) to raise revenue from the 
deposits of public money, for the safe-keeping thereof, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing: A 
bill (H. R. 17522) providing for the purchase by and on behalf of 
the United States of the right to use the Daniel or some other 
process of producing engraved plates, as a substitute for H. R. 
9509—to the Union Calendar. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 281) providing for the printing 
annually of the Report of the Director of the Office of Experi- 
ment Stations, Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. MERCER: A resolution (H. Res. 472) for the consider- 
ation of S. 7414—to the Committee on Rules. 


(errr 


By Mr. HULL: A resolution (H. Res. 473) for the consider- 
ation of 8. 5487—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A joint resolution of the legislature of Michi- 
gan, favoring the passage of H. J. Res. 144—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A joint resolution of the legislature of 
Michigan, favoring the passage of H. J. Res. 144—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A joint resolution of the legis- 
lature of Michigan, favoring the passage of H. J. Res. 144—to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A memorial of the legislature of 
Arizona, protesting against ceding any part of that Territory to 
Utah—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A resolution of the legislature of Michi- 
gan, relative toa monument to Charles Vernon Gridley—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Michigan, favoring the 
passage of H. J. Res. 144—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 17523) granting an increase 
of pension to Jasper M. Griggs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 17524) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry W. Beck—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 17525) to pay to the estate 
of Sampson B. Cloud the sum of $1,595—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17526) to pay the estate of Jerry T. Cloud the 
sum of $2,530—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17527) to pay the estate of John A. Brown, 
deceased, the sum of $10,952 for stores and supplies—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17528) to pay the estate of Phillip Lightfoot, 
deceased, the sum of $1,312 for stores and supplies—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17529) to pay the estate of Mary Daugherty, 
deceased, the sum of $1,045 for stores and supplies—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17530) to pay the estate of John M. Elling- 
ton the sum of $7,755 for stores and supplies—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17531) to pay the estate of Unity E. Green- 
wood, of Macon County, Ala., the sum of $4,550—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17532) to pay the estate of Robert Mitchell, 
deceased, the sum of $129,150 for stores and supples—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 17533) for the relief of the estate 
of William E. McGehee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 17534) for the relief of James M. 
Parker—to the Committee on War Claims, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Turkey Foot Grange, No. 1164, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Washington County, Pa., in favor of 
the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of Eddystone, Pa., in fa- 
vor of Senate bill 909, providing for the extension of the free mail 
wera service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. - 

Also, petition of Russellville Grange, No. 91, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, in favor of the bill to create a bureau of public roads—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of I. H. Huff and others, opposing the 
House bill 12002—to the Committee on Interstate an 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the Kansas State Tem- 
perance Union, asking for temperance legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of T. W. Carlin and other retail druggists of Sa- 
lina, Kans., in favor of House bill 178, for reduction of tax on 
distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of Tom Custer Post, No. 178, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Sheridan, Mich., favoring the 
a of House bill 17103, providing for the commutation of 

omestead entries—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the New York State 


ge of 
Foreign 
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Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, urging the p of House bill 
15369, for the creation of a bureau of public roads to provide a 
system for the permanent improvement of the public highways— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Long Island Lodge, No. 13, Sons of Benja- 
min, Brooklyn, N. Y., condemning the methods in vogue at the 
immigration bureau at the port of New York regarding the 
deportation of immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Protests against the passage of House 
bill 16457, to amend section 3394 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to tobacco, from the following: William 
Edwards & Co., of Cleveland, Chio; Plunkett Jarrell Grocery 
Company, of Little Rock, Ark.; Joseph Barnes and J. S. Hall & 
Co., of Cincinnati, Ohio; W. H. I. Hayes, of Boston, Mass.; 
Charles Hewitt, C. C. Prouty & Co., and Warfield-Pratt-Howell, 
Company, of Des Moines, lowa; Krenning Grocery Company, cf 
St. Louis, Mo.; J. N. Pike Company, of Lynn, Mass.: Isaac 
Eberly Company, of Columbus, Ohio; F. W. Hannahs, of New- 
ark, N. J.; Buck, Reiner Company and Blom Collier Company, 
of Keokuk, lowa; Gustin, Cook & Buckley, of Bay City, Mich.; 
Reynolds, Davis & Co., of Fort Smith, Ark.; Phipps, Penoyer & 
Co., of Saginaw, Mich.; Kansas City Wholesale Grocery Com- 
pany, of Kansas City, Mo.; Deis-Fertig Company, of Canal Dover, 
Ohio; Imperial Cigar Company, of Scranton, Pa.; Griggs, Cooper 
& Co., of St. Paul, Minn.; and Marshalltown Grocery Company, 
of Marshalltown, Iowa—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Colerain, Ohio, for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of Logan, Ohio, favoring the repeal of 
the Navy personnel act—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Petitions of citizens of the counties of 
Nicollet, Lesueur, Sibley, and Scott, Minn., asking for the pas- 
sage of a bill declaring Minnesota River nonnavigable from its 
source to the village of Belle Plaine—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of M. G. Eneson and others, of St. Peter, Minn., 
favoring the passage of a graded-service pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: Resolutions of the convention of 
the Western Retail Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, 
in Kansas City, Mo., for the extension of reciprocal trade arrange- 
ments with other countries—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Independent Tobacco Man- 
ufacturers’ Association of the United States, favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill 16457—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New York State Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Army and Navy Union, Brooklyn, N. 
Y., favoring the passage of Senate bill 65—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
ment of New York, favoring the passage of House bill 14105, 
giving preference to honorably discharged war veterans in ap- 
pointments—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of U. S. Grant Post, No. 110, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Omaha, Nebr., protesting against 
the erection of a statue of Gen. Robert E. Lee in the Capitol or 


any other Government building in the city of Washington—to | 


the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of the Omaha Central Labor Union, for the re- 
pony the desert-land law—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. METCALF: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., favoring encouragement of American 
merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

_ By Mr. OTJEN: Resolutions of the Department of Wisconsin, 
Grand Army of the Republic, urging the passage of House bill 
14105, giving preference to honorably discharged war veterans in 
appointments—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. RYAN?» Resolution of Liberty Lodge, No. 2, Car Work- 
ers’ Association, of Buffalo, N. Y., for the repeal of the desert-land 
law—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Affidavit to accompany House 
bill for increase of pension of Jesse Clark—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Central Labor Union, of Omaha, Nebr., for 
~- repeal of the desert-land law—to the Committee on the Pub- 

ic Lands. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of New York Plate Printers’ Union, 
No. 5, urging the passage of House bill 3076, for an eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on Labor. 


SENATE. 


SATURDAY, February 28, 1908. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PREtTTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. McCuMBER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Journal will stand approved. 


WILLIAM E. B. DAVIS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 


| munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response 





to a resolution of the 25th instant, a judgment rendered against 

the United States by the United States circuit court for the 

northern district of Alabama in the case of William E. B. Davis, 

$332.50; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 

the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in further 
response to a resolution of the 25th instant, a list of judgments 
rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of claimants in Indian 
depredation cases; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENTOMOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, submitting an estimate 
of deficiency in the appropriation for entomological investiga- 
tions for the fiscal year 1902, $3,013.18; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LIST OF JUDGMENTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury. transmitting, in 
fyrther compliance with the resolution of the 25th instant, a list 
of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims amounting to 

2,963.04, etc.; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIST OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting in 
further compliance with the resolution of the 25th instant, addi- 
tional lists of claims allowed by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury amounting to $8,735.66; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives. by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
16970) making appropriations for the support of the Military 


| Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other 


purposes; asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hutt, 
Mr. PARKER, and Mr. SuLZER managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17288) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 


| June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; asks a conference with the 
| Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 


had appointed Mr. Foss, Mr. Dayton, and Mr. TATE managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 304) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Duffy; 

A bill (H. R. 659) granting an increase of pension to Winfield 
Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 700) granting an increase of pension to Eben Slaw- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. 833) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Van Deusen; 

A bill (H. R. 942) granting a pension to George R. Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Rodney W. Ande.son; 

A bill (H. R. 1016) granting a pension to Charles 8S. F. Hilton; 

A bill (H. R. 1062) granting an increase of pension to Elias P, 
Stearns; 
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A bill (H. R. 1087) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 


W. Lincoln; 


A bill (H. R. 1288) granting a pension to Margaret A. Stuart; 
A bill (H. R. 1257) granting an increase of pension to James F, 


Campbell; 


A bill (H. R. 1272) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


8. Chilcoat; 


A bill (H. R. 1274) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


Fleming; 


A bill (H. R. 1422) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E, 


Merritt; 


A bill (H. R. 1637) granting an increase of pension to John A. 


Spalding; 


A bill (H. R. 2199) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jonas Albert; 
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A bill (H. R. 2264) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Higgins; ° 

A bill (H. R. 2612) granting a pension to Mary J. Goodrich; 

A bill (H. 2787) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
S. Ribble; 

A bill (H. R. 2813) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 2911) granting a pension to Charles M. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 2913) granting a pension to Catherine A. Sawdy; 

A bill (H. R. 3026) granting a pension to Martha J. Bishop; 

A bill (H. R. 3207) granting a pension to Johanna Buse; 

A bill (H. R. 3213) granting an increase of pension to Belle L. 
Spaulding; 

A bill (H. R. 3261) granting a pension to George R. Grubaugh; 

A bill (H. R. 3265) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Pensinger: 
— bill (H. R. 3353) granting an increase of pension to John H. 

ehn; 

A bill (H. R. 3681) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 3752) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Pickard; 
Ny (H. R. 4066) granting an increase of pension to Philip 

rohn; 
we bill (H. R. 4155) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 

end: 

' A bill (H. R. 4501) granting a pension to Sarah D. Lightfoot; 

. bill (H. R. 4553) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 8. 

itchell; 

A bill (H. R. 4632) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Rhodes; 

A bill (H. R. 4723) granting a pension to George A. Liston; 

A bill (H. R. 4734) granting a pension to Deborah J. Fogle; 
wie bill (H. R. 4740) granting an increase of pension to James E. 

fallace; 


A bill (H. R. 4925) granting a pension to Joel Thomason; 

A bill (H. R. 4952) granting a pension to Abner D. Rutherford; 

A bill (H. R. 5010) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Pace: 

A bill (H. R. 5028) for the relief of Francis M. Oliver; 

A bill (H. R. 5281) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Mahan: 

A bill (H.R. 5446) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Travis: 

A bill (H. R. 5586) granting a pension to Oliver W. Newton; 


A bill (H. R. 5762) granting an increase of pension to William | 


H. T. Hostetler: 

A bill (H. R. 5876) granting an increase of pension to Jacob E. 
Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 5907) granting a pension to David S. Taylor; 


A bill (H. R. 5960) granting an increase of pension to Lambert | 


Johnston; . 

A bill (H. R. 5982) granting an increase of pension to Christine 
B. Knapp: 

A bill (H. R. 6065) granting an increase of pension to James 
Garland; 

A bill (H. R. 6101) granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
E. MeQuiddy: 

A bill (H. R. 6127) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
P. McLorinen; 

A bill (H. R. 6189) granting an increase of pension to Eli Potts; 

A bill (H. R. 6442) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Gifford; 

A bill (BH. R. 6470) granting an increase of pension to Shepherd 
H. King; 

A bill (H. R. 6498) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Whitman: : ; 

A bill (H. R. 6598) granting an increase of pension to Harry L. 
Graham; 

A bill (H. R. 6617) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Cool; 
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A bill (H. R. 6656) granting a pension to Samantha Yant; 
A bill (H. R. 6719) granting an increase of pension to John H, 


Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 6724) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Stillwell; 

A bill (H. R. 6876) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Faught; 

A bill (H. R. 6969) granting a pension to Visa C. Morrill; 
ena (H. R. 7308) granting an increase of pension to Mary 

orley; 

a. bill (H. R. 7312) granting an increase of pension to James 
Curley; 

A bill (H. R. 7367) granting a pension to Ellen D. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 7510) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Gammon; 
. - bill (H. R. 7708) granting an increase of pension to Bridget 

allon; 

A bill (H. R. 7710) granting a pension to Margaret Scanlon; 

A bill (H. R. 7736) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 7760) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Graham; 


. A bill (H. R. 7832) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
ister; 

A bill (H. R. 7844) granting a pension to Alonzo Pendland; 
on bill (H. R. 7895) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 

owen; 

non (H. R. 8005) granting a pension to Samantha A. New- 
comb; 

A bill (H. R. 8023) granting an increase of pension to John 
Downing: 

A bill (H. R. 8061) granting a pension to Frances E. Wild; 

A bill (H. R. 8085) granting an increase of pension to David K. 
Wardwell: 

A bill (H. R. 8165) granting an increase of pension to Oscar M. 
Peck; 


- + a (H. R. 8187) granting an increase of pension to William 
. Moore; 
A bill (H. R. 8244) granting a pension to Bridget Logan: 
A bill (H. R. 8314) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Kauffman; 
A bill (H. R. 8711) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Crawford; 
wa (H. R. 8812) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Staff; 
ae (H. R. 9154) granting an increase of pension to Lillie V. 
A bill (H. R. 9237) granting a pension to John Wallace; 
A bill (H. R. 9274) granting a pension to Jessie V. Cluxton; 
A bill (H. R. 9491) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Brattain; 
A bill (H. 
Gabrion: 
A bill (H. R. 9799) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Murphy; 
| <A bill (H. 
| Smith: 
A bill (H. R. 10505) granting a pension to Mabel A. Woolsey; 
A bill (H. R. 10506) granting a pension to Francis E. Luse; 
A bill (H. R. 10691) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Van Wie: 
A bill (A. R. 10760) granting a pension to Wallace L. Scott; 
=a bill (H. R. 10869) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
. Strayer; 
A bill (H. R, 10922) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Feldhausen; 
| A bill (MH. R. 11020) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
| P. Alsbach; 
— bill (H. R. 11075) granting an increase of pension to Albert J. 
| Hart; 
<n (H. R. 11122) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
| Conley: 
. bill (H. R. 11189) granting an increase of pension to Jennie M. 
tilber*: 
_ A bill (H. R. 11871) granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 
| nand Eeisell; ; 
| A bill (ii. R. 113888) granting a pension to William Vogan; ' 
A bill (H. R. 11428) granting an increase of pension to Plum- 
| mer Lewis; 
| A bill (H. R. 11546) granting a pension to Edward Bryan; 
| =. bill (H. R. 11616) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
arris: 
A bill (H. R. 11625) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander H. Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 11682) granting a pension to Mary E. Winter- 
bottom; 


R. 9570) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


R. 9912) granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
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A bill (H. R. 11701) granting an increase of pension to John C, 


Wright; 

A Sil (H. R. 11739) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
N. ey : 

A bill (H. R. 11833) granting an increase of pension to Albanis 
F. Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 11958) granting a pension to Henry H. Windes; 

A bill (H. R. 12021) granting an increase of pension to Anson 
Lewis; 

A pill (H. R. 12090) granting a pension to Arvilla N. Stocker; 

A = Bn R. 12322) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Wil 

A bill “CHL. R. 12382) granting an increase of pension to William 
Sands; 

A bill (H. R. 12492) granting an increase of pension to Callie 


West; 
A bill (H. R. 12602) granting an increase of pension to Amanda 

Burke; 
A bill (H. R. 12611) granting a pension to Alexander J. Thomp- 


80 

nN bill (H. R. 12638) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Day; 

A bill (H. R. 12771) granting a pension to William Kenny; 

A bill (H. R. 12822) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O. Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 12841) granting an increase of pension to William 
King; 
ae bill (H. R. 13004) granting an increase of pension to Peter B. 

ouch; 

A bill (H. R. 13046) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Ludlum; 

A bill (H. R. 13316) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Olcott; 
s A bill (H. R. 13323) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

arger; 

A bill (H. R. 13485) granting a pension to Louisa Josephine 
Stanwood; 


| 





A bill (H. R. 13605) for the relief of George A. Detchemendy; | 


A bill (H. R. 13612) granting a pension to Margaret Bell; 


A bill (H. R. 13634) granting an increase of pension to Helen | 


Olivia Leckie; 

A bill (H. R. 18701) granting a pension to Theodore Buri; 

A bill (H. R. 138705) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ann Garrison; 

A bill (H. R. 18711) granting a pension to Simon M. Yates; 


A bill (H. R. 13713) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Randolph; 
A bill (H. R. 13719) granting a pension to Nancy McGuire; 
of bill (H. R. 13723) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 13772) granting an increase of pension to Marcus 


L. Vermillion; 

A bill (H. R. 13793) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
A. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 18881) granting a pension to William M. Wilson; 
. ‘ bill (A. R. 13945) granting an increase of pension to Edward 

. Durant; 

A bill (H. R. 14027) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Winfrey; 


A bill (H. R. 14988) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Wilson; 

A bill - R. 15088) granting an increase of pension to Lucy T. 
Churchill: 

A bill (H. R. 15186) granting an increase of pension to Isaac J. 
Nichols; 

A bill (H. R. 15362) granting an increase of pension to Grace 
Harrington; 

A bill (H. R. 15887) granting an increase of pension to Lott 
Van Nordstrand; 

A bill (H. R. 15403) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
C. Norton; 

A bill (H. R. 15404) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Hattery; , 

A bill (H. R. 15422) granting an increase of pension to John 
Mosgrove; 

A bill (H. R. 15423) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
B. Morehouse; 

A bill (H. R. 15431) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Simpson; 

A bill (H. R. 15440) granting an increase of pension to John 
Fullerton; 

A bill (H. R. 15448) granting a pension to Eudora Wells; 

A bill (H. R. 15466) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Robson; 

A bill (H. R. 15528) granting an increase of pension to John C, 
William; 

A bill (H. R. 15538) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. France: 

A bill (H. R. 15558) granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 15573) granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 15617) granting an increase of pension to William 
Keith; 

A bill (H. R. 15618) granting an increase of pension to William 
| O. Boughton: 

A bill (H. R. 15619) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
| Strong, alias William Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 15629) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Tattersall; 

A bill (H. R. 15636) granting a pension to Matilda Tunison; 

A bill (H. R. 15645) granting an increase of pension to Wilson 
French; 

A bill (H. R. 15665) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Carr; 

A bill (H. R. 15674) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
T. McPherson; 

A bill (H. R. 15688) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin Williams; 

A bill (0H. R 
D. Wells; 


. 15696) granting an increase of pension to Milton 


A bill (H. R. 14091) granting a pension to Charles A. Warrick; | R. Lucas: 


A bill (H. R. 14160) granting an increase of pension to Ira J. S. 
oy bit (H. R. 14217) granting an increase of pension to George | 
wa bill CHL R. 14235) granting an increase of pension to George 
sail aa: R. 14236) granting an increase of pension to William 

1atnelc 


| 
j 


| 


A bill (H. R. 14263) granting an increase of pension to Frederick | W. Rowe; 


Journal; 


A bill (H. R. 14361) granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


M. Alexander; 
P ~ bill (H. R. 14489) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 

eale; 

A bill (H. R. 14448) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Cartmill; 

A bill (H. 'R. 14 75) granting an increase of pension to David E. 
Lawton; 

A bill’ (H. R. 14758) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Talbott; 

2 Se (H. R. 14788) granting an increase of pension to Frank E. 


‘A ‘hill (H. R. 14813) granting a pension to William Menecke; 

A bill(H. R. 14929) granting an increase of pension to John Keen; | 
‘Le R. 14930) granting an increase of pension to William | 
- Ho ; 


A bill (H. R. 15721) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
A. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 15730) granting an increase of pension to Hans A 
Grove: 

A bill (H. R. 15733) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
G. Cole; 

A bill (H. R. 15735) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 15746) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

A bill (H. R. 15748) granting an increase of pension to William 
Whitlock; 

A bill (H. R. 15793) granting an increase of pension to George 
| Skinner; 

A bill (H. R. 15812) granting an increase of pension to Lucien 

. Love: 

A bill (H. R. 15842) granting a pension to Mary H. Talcott; 

A bill (H. R. 15843) granting an increase of pension to Louis 

A bill (H. R. 15873) granting a pension to Minerva Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 15894) granting an increase of pension to Lewis P. 
Everett; : 

A bill (H. R. 15906) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Grennue; 
_ A bill (H. R. 15915) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
| Stafford; 

A bill (H. R. 15962) granting a pension to Catharine T. R. Mat- 
thews; 


Mu _ (H. R. 15964) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
urphy; 
A bill (H. R. 16000) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
 glmnene 
A bill (H. R. 16048) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Graham; 
» A > (H. R. 16073) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
mit 
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A bill (H. R. 16077) granting a pension to Leighton M. Perveil, 
alias Charles H. Hunt; 

A bill (H. R. 16201) granting an increase of pension to Jeffrey 
Hufford; 

A bill (H. R. 16210) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Collahan; 

A bill (H. R. 16212) granting an increase of pension to Sanders 
W. Johnston; 

A bill (H. R. 16275) granting a pension to Isaac B. Price; 

A bill (H. R. 16291) granting a pension to Laban McGahan; 

A bill (H. R. 16309) granting a pension to Samuel H. Montanye; 

A bill (H. R. 163138) “granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Davenport, alias Dexter Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 16314) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
S. Howarth; 

A bill (H. R. 16344) granting a pension to Lucinda Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 16351) granting an increase of pension to Austin 
P. Merrell; 

A bill (H. R. 16352) to amend theact entitled “‘An act granting 
an increase of pension to Mary La Tourette Stotsenburg,” ap- 
proved June 2, 1900; 


A bill (H. R. 16353) granting an increase of pension to William | 


F. Ritchie; 


A bill (H. R. 16361) granting an increase of pension to John W. | and 


Chancellor; 

A bill (H. R. 16364) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Carney 

A bill (H. R. 16368) granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. 
Hutchinson; 

A bill (H. R. 16374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
S. Bowden; 


A bill (H. R. 16381) granting an increase of pension to Lymus | 


Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 16391) granting a pension to Ella F. Shandrew; 

A bill (H. R. 16419) granting an increase of pension to James 
Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 16423) granting an increase of pension to Eliza B. 
Abbott; 

A bill (H. R. 16445) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
McDonald: 

A bill (H. R. 16476) granting a pension to Catherine Rayel; 

A bill (H. R. 16538) granting an increase of pension to William 

. Downs; 

A bill (Hi, R. 16667) granting an increase of pension to Leroy | 
N. Buell; 

A bill (H. R. 16696) granting an increase of pension to Frel- 
ling H. Amick; 

A bill (H. R. 16697) granting a pension to Ellen Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 16714) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
F. Gilmore; 

A bill (H. R. 16717) granting an increase of pension to Albert | 
W. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 16752) granting a pension to Anton Sauthoff; 

A bill (H. R. 16754) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Hughes; 


A bill _ R. 16755) granting an increase of pension to Fannie | 


T. Fishe 
A bill (HL. R. 16756) granting an increase of pension to John 
Brown; 


A bill (H. R. 16784) granting an increase of pension to Michael 


Howe; 

A bill (H. R. 16785) granting an increase of pension to Collins 
W. Wight; 

A bill (H. R. 16786) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Sautter; 

A bill (H. R. 16787) granting in increase of pension to Richard 
G. Hanscom; 

A bill (H. R. 16856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Burke; 

A bill (H. R. 16857) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
W. Kile; 

A bill (H. R. 16858) granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 16859) granting a pension to Florence M. Stout; 

A bill (H. R. 16929) granting an increase of pension to William 


. Trites 

‘A bill (H. R. 16939) granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der T. ee alias Alexander Patillo; 

A = (H. R. 16996) granting an increase of pension to John 
Bougher; 

any (H, R. 17043) granting a pension to Martha Maddox; 

A bill (H. BR. 17090) granting an increase of pension to James 
T. Price; 

A bill ‘ H. R. 17093) granting a pension to Caroline Schaefer; 

A bill (H. R. 17094) granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus L. Kidder; 


ait bill (H. R. 17101) granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
azer; 
ieee (H. R. 17110) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
rac 

A bill” (H. R. 17119) granting an increase of pension to James 
Flanagan; 

- bill (H. R. 17120) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Shirar; 

A bill (H. R. 17133) granting a pension to Kathinka Sichel; 

A bill (H. R. 17179) granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher G. Divers; 

A bill (H. R. 17233) granting a pension to John Haynes; 

A bill (H. R. 17234) granting an increase of pension to David 


Flynn; 
wa bill (H. R. 17296) granting an increase of pension to Newton 
ayer; 
A bill (H. R. 172 
W. Fox; 
A bill (H. R. 17298) granting an increase of pension to Clara E. 
Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 17303) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
W. Huffman; 
A bill (H. R. 17305) granting a pension to Philander H. Graves; 


7) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


| A bill (H. R. 17306) granting a pension to Catherine McGuinn, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Sunday School of Absaraka, N. Dak., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting to ‘the States power to deal with in- 
toxicating liquors which may be shipped into their territory from 
other States; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of Lakeside Council, No. 
| 6, Daughters of Liberty, of Laconia, N. H., praying for the pas- 
sage of the immigration bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
| perance Union of Epping, N. H., and the petition of B. W. Kil- 
| burn and C. S. Kilburn, of Littleton, all in the State of New 
| Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation granting to 
| the States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be 
| shipped into their territory from other States; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
| He also presented a petition of Boot and Shoemakers’ Union, 
| No. 331, American Federation of Labor, of Keene, N. H., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the giving of pres- 
ents, coupons, or promises of gifts with cigars or tobaccos; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented memorial of the Cigarmakers’ 
Local Union, No. 54, American Federation of Labor, of Evans- 
| ville, Ind., remonstrating against the ratification of the pending 
Cuban reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER pet a petition of Boot and Shoe- 
makers’ Local Union, No. 331, American Federation of Labor, of 
Keene, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the giving of presents, coupons, or promises of gifts with 
_ cigars and tobaccos; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of Local Union No. 276, 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, of Balti- 
| more, Md., praying for the ge of the so-called ship-subsidy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of James Seldon Cowden, of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
abolish capital punishment; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 180, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of North Platte, Nebr., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present a memorial in the matter of Reed 
Smoot, Senator-elect from the State of Utah. I move that the 
memorial be placed on the files of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented memorials of sundry citizens of Latah 
County, Idaho, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
— bill to repeal the desert-land law and the commutation 
clause of the homestead act; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALGER. I present a concurrent resolution of the legisla- 
ture of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
vide for the commemoration of the semicentennial anniversary of 
the commencement of the construction of a ship canal between 
Lake Huron and Lake Superior, at the falls of St. Marys River, in 
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that State. I ask that the concurrent resolution may be printed 
in the REcorD, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
RecorD, as follows: 


MICHIGAN, DEPARTMENT OF STATE, LANSING. 
I, George Lord, deputy secretary of state of the State of Michigan, hereby 
certify that the attached copy of concurrent resolution sourov February 
12, 1903, is a true and correct transcript of the original, w is on file in the 
Department of State. 
tn witness whereof I have hereto affixed my signature and the t seal 
of the State at Lansing, this 25th day of February, = i? rs on £ a 1908. 


[SEAL.] 
Deputy Secretary of State. 
Senate, enrolled No. 8, concurrent resolution. By Mr. Fuller. 


Whereas the fiftieth anniversary of the beginning of work on the shi 
canal and locks at the falls of the St. Marys River, between Lake Huron an 
Lake Superior, occurs June 4, 1903; and 

Whereas the construction of this waterway was one of the most important 
eventsof the nineteenth century in the developmentof the internal commerce 
of the United States; and . 

Whereas the tonnage passing through the St. Marys Canal shows it to be 
one of the most important waterways in the world, and it has, in its half 
century of history, proven one of the greatest aids to the great industrial 
development of the world, and it has contributed as much as anything to the 
growth and prosperity of the United States: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate (the house Soar That the senate and house of 
representatives of the State of Michigan hereby memorialize and petition the 
Congress of the United States to pass House joint resolution No. 144, now 

pending before that body, to provide for the commemoration of a semicen- 

fonnial anniversary of the commencement of the construction of the ship 
canal between Lake Huron and Lake Superior, at the falls of the St. Marys 
River, in the State of Michigan, occurring June 4, 1908; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the 
State of Michigan be requested and urged to do everything in their power to 
secure the passage of this House joint resolution No. 144; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives of the United States, and 
to the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the State of Michigan; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That the governor of the State is hereby authorized and directed 
to extend in the name of the State of Michigan an invitation through the 

overnors thereof to the other States bordering on the Great Lakes, namely, 
‘ew York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, 
to appoint commissioners and to are participate in the arrangements 
for and in carrying out of the plans of this celebration; this invitation to 
convey information of the action of the State of Michigan toward the proper 


celebration of this event. 
ALEXANDER MAITLAND, 
President of the Senate. 
JOHN J. CARTON, 
Speaker of the House. 


AARON T. BLISS, 
Governor. 


Approved. 


RED LAKE RESERVATION IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. CLAPP. Iask that 1,500 copies of the act for the opening 
of a portion of the diminished Red Lake Reservation in the State 
of Minnesota be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks that a certain number of copies of an act for the opening of 
a portion of the diminished Red Lake Reservation, in the State 





of Minnesota, be printed for the use of the Senate. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4772) to fix the salary of the collector of cus- 
toms at Omaha, Nebr., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17493) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1903, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses, to report it with amendments; and I submit a report 
thereon. I give notice that I shall ask the Senate at the earliest 
opportunity to take up the bill for consideration. 

‘ : ao T pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
‘alendar. 


- : oh : 
Mr. COCKRELL. From the Committe oe Military Affairs, I | as reported with amendments from the Committee on the Judiciary Febru- 
submit a report touching sundry brevet nominations which were | 


sent to the Senate in the first session of this Congress, during 
which the committee was not able to prepare a statement and 
report prior to its adjournment, when the nominations were re- 
turned to the President, and have not been made at this session 
and no formal action can be taken by the Senate. I move that 
the report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to when | 


were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 3420) granting a pension to Anna O. Brush; and 
A bill (H. R. 17026) granting a pension to Jerome W. Turner. 
THE CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I report from the Committee on 
Printing a resolution, and ask for its present consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it is hereby, directed to 
prepare and have issued a special edition of the Congressional Directory for 





the use of the special session of the Senate, should one be called, and that 
said edition be poate on the first day of the session, and that the same com- 
pensation be allowed for the compiling and editing of said edition as is au- 
thorized by law for the regular edition, the same to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the impression of the 
Chair-that the resolution must go to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as it provides for 
an appropriation from the contingent fund. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I move that it be referred to that 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was about tosay one word with 
regard to the resolution. It is a very unusual resolution, and I 
do not wish by vote to anticipate a called session of the Senate. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $960 to pay Harry A. Nelson for extraservice as mail mes- 
senger in the Senate post-office from July 1, 1900, to March 1, 
1903, inclusive, intended to be proposed by him to the general de- 
ficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $4,574.19 in settlement No. 5201 of 1885, in favor of the 
Eureka Fire and Marine Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
etc.; $1,744.52 in settlement No. 5201 of 1885, in favor of the Citi- 
zens’ Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio, etc.; $1,744.52 in 
settlement No. 5201 of 1885, in favor of the American Insurance 
Company of Cincinnati, Ohio, etc.; $2,887.10 in settlement No. 
5201 of 1885, in favor of the Magnolia Fire and Marine Insurance 
Company of Cincinnati, Ohio, etc., and $2,287.10 in settlement 
No. 5201 of 1885, in favor of the City Insurance Company of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, etc.; intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. BAILEY. I move that the House be requested to return 
to the Senate the bill (H. R. 16775) establishing United States 
courts at Duncan, Maryetta, and Comanche, Ind. T. I will state 
that my purpose is to move to reconsider the votes by which the 
bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, in order that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. FarrBaNKS] 
may have an opportunity to offer an amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM JENNEY. 


On motion of Mr. BURROWS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers accompanying Senate bill 6870, granting a pen- 
sion to William Jenney, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and re- 
turned to the beneficiary, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


PROPOSED ANTITRUST LEGISLATION. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to call up a bill as soon as the morn- 
ing business is finished. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
gia rise to morning business? 

Mr. BACON. It is in the nature of morning business. I wish 
to submit an amendment to what is known as the antitrust bill. 
I ask that it be printed and that it be read, simply that it may be 
spread upon the record. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendments intended to be proposed by Mr. BAcon to the bill (H. R. 17) 
entitled “An act veaeering corporations engaged in interstate commerce to 
make returns, prohibiting rebates and discriminations and the use of inter- 
state commerce in attempt to destroy competition, and for other purposes,” 


Does the Senator from Geor- 


It will be read. 


ary 17, 1908. 

Amend section 1, page 4, of the proposed amended bill by striking out the 
words beginning on page 18 and ending on line 22, as follows: 

“Any corporation failing to make such return or whose treasurer or other 
officer shall fail to make the answers aforesaid may be restrained, on the 
suit of the United States, from engaging in interstate commerce until such 
return is made.” 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Any corporation or officer of the same violating the provisions of this sec- 
tion, or refusing to comply with the requirements therein made, shall for 
every such act forfeit to the United States the sum of $5,000, to be recovered 
as in other cases of penalties.” 

Amend further by striking out the amendment proposed by the committee, 
which is named in said bill as section 5, and is found on pages 8, 9, and 10, and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 5. That no corporation engaged in interstate commerce shall, in the 
prosecution of such interstate commerce, attempt to eee the sale of 
any article in — State, by discriminations made for such purpose, or by 
giving special privileges or rebates, or by making any agreement with, or 
imposing any condition upon, the purchaser or his agent in restraint of trade 
in said article, or by any other device in order to prevent or hinder competi- 
tion therein with respect to such article. Every corporation or the officer or 
agent of such corporation violating the provisions of this section, shall be 
punished for every such act on conviction by a fine of not less than $500 and 

” 


not exceeding $5,000. 
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Amend further by striking from said bill the amendment proposed by the 
one ~ is numbered section 6, and which is found on pages 10, 11, 
and 12 of said bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will lie on 
the table and be printed. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, it is due to myself to say that no- 
tice of these amendments was given by me to the Committee on 
the Judiciary at the time the bill was reported from the commit- 
tee. On account of the shortness of the time and the desire for 
prompt action on the part of the committee, I was unable, al- 
though the effort was made by me, to then frame satisfactory 
amendments; and I agreed that the committee should report the 
bill with a reservation on my part, as members of the committee 
who are now present will remember, of the right to offer these 
amendments in the Senate. 

I desire to state in one word the object of the amendments I 
now offer. I am in thorough sympathy with the desire to: have 
legislation which will prevent monopoly and correct and control, 
as far as practicable, all those things which hinder competition. 
At the same time I am not willing to adopt the particular method 
of prevention which was reported by the committee in the 
amended bill, to wit, the prohibition by Congressional act of in- 
terstate commerce in any article of legitimate commerce. I am 
not prepared myself to recognize as a legal proposition that the 
power exists in Congress to prohibit interstate commerce in such 


articles, and if such power does exist I am unwilling to invoke it. . 


I am in entire sympathy with the purpose of the amended bill 
to prevent monopoly. I wish toaccomplish the same things which 
the bill seeks to accomplish, but I think there are other penalties 
which can be made effectual without in any manner impairing 
what I consider to be important rights of the States, and I have 
in these amendments proposed such other penalties. I am not 
willing that there should be an invasion of this serious character 
of what I regard to be their fundamental rights—the invasion of 
the right of the people of one State to sell to the people of another 
State. Not only so, but I am not willing that by act of Congress 
the right of production should be limited and controlled in any 
State. Iam also very firmly of the opinion that each State has 
the right and should continue to have the right to decide what 
should be the corporate organization and the corporate powers of 
the corporations created in such State, and that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has not the power and should not have the power to 
invade the rights of the States in this regard. 

For these reasons, thus briefly stated, I have felt constrained to 
offer these amendments to the amended bill pro by the com- 
mittee. These penalties included in the amendments offered by 
me are very heavy, and if they are enforced by the courts they 
will go a long way in a poomepely. 

I will add further, Mr. President, that I would have added as 
an amendment also a provision which would have looked to the 
reasonable reduction of the tariff upon trust-made articles, at 
least to the point where, if there should be exorbitant charges, 
there could be reasonable foreign competition with those articles 
in this country. I have refrained from doing so, though, in the 
opinion that such legislation could not properly originate in the 
Senate. 

NOTING OF OBJECTIONS TO BILLS. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to me for a minute? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to make a enagetiion about 
the business of the Senate. There are a number of bills upon the 
Calendar to which different Senators are opposed. We are allen- 
gaged more or less in committee work and on conference com- 
mittees, and are necessarily detained from the Senate Chamber 
and can not be here all the time. 

There ought to be some way by which the rights of Senators 
could be preserved in cases of that sort. I have noticed in some 
instances the fact that Senators are opposed to bills, and are 
not willing that unanimous consent shall be granted for their 
being taken up and , has been noted on the backs of the 
bills by the clerks. I should like to have it understood that it 
shall be the duty of the Chair, in such cases, to notify the Senate, 
whenever unanimous consent is asked for the passage of a bill 
and a Senator has noted on the back of the bill an objection to its 
consideration by unanimous consent, so that, in case the Senator 
should be absent from the Senate, the Senate would be advised 
and he mi¢ht be sent for and have an opportunity to be heard 
before a bill shall have passed by unanimous consent to which 
there is objection. 

I ask the consent of the Senate that that may be the order of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURTON. I did not quite understand the Senator from 
Arkansas. That does not preclude a motion to take up a bill to 
which objection has been made? 








The PRESIDENT protempore. The suggestion of the Senator 
from Arkansas is, simply, that if any Senator who is to be absent 
from the Chamber objects to the consideration of a bill he may 
give a notice to the clerks, so that the Presiding Officer, when the 
bill is called up, may inform the Senate of the fact that such a 
Senator had entered an objection to it. 


AMERICAN NATIONAL INSTITUTE AT PARIS. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Three days ago a bill was called up to which 
I objected at the time, and therefore it did not pass. After con- 
ference with its friends, and a somewhat better understanding of 
it, I wish to call it up this morning and suggest some amend- 
ments. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 7368) to incor- 
— the American National Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, 

rance, may receive consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill has been read. If there 
be no objection, it is before the Senate as in Committe of the Whole. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to offer some amendments. On page 
1, I move to strike out in lines 3 and 4 the words: 

The Vice-President of the United States, the Secretary of State, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury, all ex officio, and. 

Mr. QUARLES. May we have the title of the bill read, so that 
we can understand what it is? 

The Secretary. A bill (8S. 7368) to incorporate the American 
National Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will state for the information of the Senate 
that this is a bill to provide in Paris an institution in the way of 
a home, a clubroom, and other quarters for American students 
who are there studying music, art, and other cognate branches of 
learning and science. The objection which I have tothe bill, and 
which other Senators had, will be noted if Senators will get a 
copy of the bill. We did not want to have the United States 
Government associated with this institution in any manner or 
responsible for it other than to create a corporation which may 
receive donations and subscriptions, and have a continuing life 
rather than that it shall be merely a partnership or arrangement 
by individuals. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is due to say that I think this matter was 
brought before the Committee on Appropriations some years ago 
and it was turned down emphatically. I have sent for the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hate}. They are familiar with it. I think the matter was 
brought up at this session. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It was brought up a few days ago, and I ob- 
jected to it myself because of the fact that it contained a hint at 
an appropriation. I propose to strike out everything in the bill 
which squints toward making it an appendage or a department 
or to place it in any connection whatever with the Government, 
leaving it entirely a private venture, similar to the bill we passed 
a week or two ago in regard to a similar institution in Rome. I 
have in my hand Senate bill 4980, to incorporate the American 
Academy at Rome, and I want to have this bill conform as nearly 
as practicable to the same scheme. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator from Iowa 
present, If the amendments are made which the Senator indi- 
cates, I do not know that there will be any objection to it. Ihave 
sent for the Senator from Iowa. Let the Senator from South 
Carolina move his amendments. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If Senators will get a copy of Senate bill 7368 
they can keep track of the amendments. r move to strike out, 
in lines 3 and 4, on the first page, the words: 

The Vice-President of the United States, the Secretary of State, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury, all ex officio, and. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In line 6 I move strike out ‘‘ Von Daner”’ 
and to insert ‘‘ von Daur.’’ That is a committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In line 7, after ‘‘ Mrs.,’’ I move to strike out 
““W. A.’ and insert ‘‘Sarah Elizabeth;’’ so as to read, ‘ Mrs. 
Sarah Elizabeth Henderson.’’ That is also a committee amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN, In line 11, after the word “ Cary,’’ I move to 
insert ‘‘Agassiz;’’ which is likewise a committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then on page 3 I move to strike out section 
6, in the following words: 

Sec. 6. That no moneysa rans by the Con of the United States 
of America for the benefit of said corporation shall be drawn from the Treas- 
ury of the United States except upon joint draft of two of the above-named 
ex officio incorporators. 

The amendment was agreed to.. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I move to strike out section 9, in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sxc. 9. That in case of the discontinuance of the institute in Paris, or the 
dissolution of the corporation, all the property of the corporation, of whatever 
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-ription, in the regents thereof, which at the inception of the corporation 
Grail consist of the above-named incorporators. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Those are all the amendments I wish to offer. 

Mr. HALE. What bill is this? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is the bill to incorporate 
the American National Institute at Paris. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Maine will allow me to 
explain—— 

Mr. HALE. I wish to state that the bill came up the other 
day and I entered a very serious objection toit. Ido not want 
to have it passed until Ican have a full opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read now as it has been 
amended. 

Mr. HALE. Yes;I have no objection to that, but I have no 
time to examine it to-day, and I ask the Senator to let it go over 
fora day. Ordinarily, where a Senator has made an objection to 
a bill—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I objected. The Senator merely stated his 
objections in speaking. Lobjected to its consideration and threw 
it overboard. Now, I have considered it, and I have conferred 
with those who understand its meaning, and I am trying to make 
it conform to a similar act which we have already passed in re- 
gard to such an institute in Rome. I want to divorce the Gov- 
ernment from it in every possible shape, form, and fashion, and 
I have done so by the amendments which I have offered, and 
which have been agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to the bill being read as 
amended, and then I shall ask that it may go over until I can 
have an opportunity to examine it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests that the 
Senator ask that it be printed and lie over. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be printed as amended. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be printed as 
amended. - 

Mr. COCKRELL. Retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say further that if the bill is put right, 
and I find that it is, and that all the objections I have, which are 
against the Government ever being called upon to contribute to this 
institution, have been removed, I shall not ask that it be delayed 
even until to-morrow. I will examine the bill, and if I find that 
it is all right as amended, it may be called up during the day. 
But I do want to be certain that the feature of Government lia- 
bility is stricken out. 

The bill as amended is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Chauncey M. Depew, Thomas Hunter, Edward 
Walpole Warren, John D. Crimmins, Henri von Daur, Candace Wheeler, 
Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Henderson, Sarah E. Buckbee, and Matilda Smedley, 
all of the city, county, and State of New York, and Joshua L. Chamberlain, 
who resides at Brunswick, in the State of Maine; Mrs. Elizabeth Cary Agassiz, 
who resides in Cambridge, Mass., their associates and successors, are hereby 
created a body corporate and politic in the District of Columbia, by the name 
of the American National Institute in Paris, France, with the right to im- 

slead and be impleaded, to adopt a constitution, by-laws, and corporate seal. 

he objects of this corporation are to construct a building in said city of 
Paris, and there to provide favorable conditions of surroundings and direc- 
tion for American students, to be admitted, under proper certificates of ex- 
amination of fitness, by competition, and to facilitate their studies and train- 
ing in the arts and sciences, including architecture, sculpture, painting, 
applied design, music, dramatic art, literature, and languages. 

Src. 2. That said corporation is hereby empowered to acquire eee, 
both real and personal, by deed, lease, devise, subscription, purchase, gift, 
or by any other lawful means in the United States and in Paris, France; and, 
in particular, is empowered to succeed to the rights and to take over, hold, 
and administer all the property of the American National Institute (Prix de 
Paris), a corporation heretofore incorporated under the laws of the State of 
New York, including all its scholarships, subscriptions, bequests, gifts, and 

ledges, and ground conceded by the municipality of the city of Paris, 
rance, 

Sec. 3. That the management and direction of all the affairs of said 
corporation shall be vested in the board of regents thereof, which at the in- 
ception of the corporation shall consist of the above-named incorporators. 

Sec. 4 That the board of regents shall have power, upon unanimous con- 
sent of the ex officio members, to add to its number and to fill any vacancy 
which may occur therein by reason of death, resignation, or disability. 

Src. 5. That the board of regents shall determine the times and places of 
its meetings and shall determine the number, tenure, duties, and salaries of 
the officers, committees, and agents of the corporation. 

Sec. 6. That said corporation shall be unsectarian in its management. 

Sec. 7. That the president or chief officer of said corporation shall render 
to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, whenever thereto re- 
qewes, a written report of the assets and liabilities of said corporation at 

te of such report. 

Seo. 8. That said corporation or board of veqente may send each year to 
the Library of aa. or such place as may be decided upon, such works 
of the students of the institute as may be ee upon between the jurors of 
the American National Institute and the rd of regents as suitable for 
preservation and exhibition. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action | 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16970) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, and requesting a confer- 


— with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and grant the request of the House for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
WARREN, Mr. ALGER, and Mr. Pettus were appointed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17288) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for 
other purposes, and asking for a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to 
the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
HA.LgE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. TILLMAN were appointed. 

LANDS IN LEE COUNTY, FLA. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. [ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 16069) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to sell certain lands therein mentioned. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 27th instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 

An act (S. 6515) to exempt from taxation certain property of 
the Daughters of the American Revolution in Washington, D. C.; 

An act (S. 7223) providing for the interment of the remains of 
= Irene Donaldson and her daughter, Marie Irene Donaldson; 
an¢ 

The joint resolution (S. R. 159) granting to the New York and 
Jersey Railroad Company the right to construct and operate an 
underground railway under land owned by the United States in 
the city of New York. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 4825) to 
provide for a union railroad station in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 17046) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and serv- 
ice, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, that the bill be read, and that the amendments 
proposed by the committee be considered as they are reached in 
their order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California 
asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com- 
mittee amendments shall first receive consideration. The Chair 
hears no objection, and that order is made. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead 
‘* Fortifications and other works of defense,’ on page 2, line 4, 
after the word ‘“‘ dollars,’’ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to purchase land 


on Cushings Island, Portland Harbor, Maine, for which appropriation was 
made in the act making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, etc., approved June 6, 1902, at such times and in such parcels and 


quantity as may appear to him to be for the best interests of the Government. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 21, to insert: 


It shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply the money herein ap- 
propriated under the heading “Fortifications and other works of defense” 
in carrying on the various works, by contract or otherwise. as may be most 
economical and advantageous to the Government. Where said works are 
done by contract, such contract shall be made after sufficient public adver- 
tisement for proposals, in such manner and form as the Secretary of War 


| shall prescribe; and such contracts shall be made with the lowest responsible 


bidders, accompanied by such securities as the Secretary of War shall re- 
quire, conditioned for the faithful prosecution and completion of the work 
according to such contract. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘Armament of 
fortifications,’’ on page 5, line 24, to increase the appropriation 
for 8, 10, and 12 inch guns manufactured by contract under the 
orovisions of the fortifications acts, approved August 18, 1890, and 
Peaeary 24, 1891, from $145,000 to $199,473.22. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 5 on page 7. 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to amend the bill by striking out the 
last paragraph read, in the following words: 

For steel breech-loading field guns and their carriages, including sights, 
implements, equipments, etc., $265,000. 

And inserting in lieu thereof: 

For purchase, manufacture, alterations, and repair of steel breech-loadin 
field guns and their carriages, including sights, implements, e cipenente andl 
tools or machinery necessary for their manufacture at exeonala, $265,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification,’’ on page 10, after line 13, to insert: 

A. H. EMERY ELEVATING CARRIAGE. 

_To enable A. H. Emery to complete and erect the 12-inch elevating car- 
riage he is building for the Government the Secretary of War, in his dis- 
cretion, is hereby authorized to increase the contract price of such carriage 
and its foundations from $150,000 to $190,000; and to enable the Secretary of 
War to make this increase in the price of this work and to make payment 
therefor the sum of $40,000 is hereby appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill has 
been concluded. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia the total amount of the appropriations made by the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. The estimate made by the Government in its 
Book of Estimates was $15,004,420; the supplemental estimate 
was $220,900, making a total of $15,225,320. The bill as it passed 
the House and came to the Senate amounted to $7,093,943. The 
Senate Committee on Appropriations have increased this amount 
$94,473.22. making the amount appropriated by the bill as it now 
stands $7.188,416.22, or less than 50 per cent, about 47 per cent, 
of the estimates made by the Government. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like to ask the Senator if any esti- 
mate has been made in relation to the fortification and protection 
of the interoceanic canal which is in contemplation at this time? 

Mr. PERKINS. None has been embodied in the bill for that 


urpose. 

: Mr. RAWLINS. I will ask the Senator if he understands that 

any appropriation in the future will be necessary for that pur- 
se? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is a question for Congress in its wisdom 
to determine. Mr. President, your committee only considered 
the questions submitted to them, as to the appropriations for our 
fortifications and emplacements for guns, to mount and properly 
defend our coast ports and to have in store rapid-fire guns, Gat- 
ling guns, mortars, and other reserve stock. 

There was a proposition made, I will say, to appropriate of the 
million and a half that was asked for $500,000 for fonndations 
and emplacements for our insular possessions; but your commit- 
tee believed that this was not an opportune time to consider it, 
and therefore they declined to accept the amendment as recom- 
mended by the Chief of Engineers through the Secretary of War. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like to ask the Senator if any appro- 
priation is made in the bill for fortification or other means of 
defense in the Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. PERKINS. None is embodied in this bill. I think under 
the general provision of the law the Secretary of War could direct 
the sending of guns to the Hawaiian Islands or to Alaska or any 
other of our possessions, but no specific appropriation is made in 
this bill for any of the insular possessions of the United States. 

Mr. RAWLINS. As the Senator is very familiar with this 
subject, I should like to ask him one other question. In his opin- 
ion, resulting from such investigation as he, as chairman of this 
subcommittee, has made upon the subject, does the Senator be- 
lieve that there can or will be any expenditure made by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States with a view to the protection or 
fortifieation of the canal which it is proposed by pending treaties 
and otherwise shall be constructed? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I have no authority whatever 
to speak on the part of the committee, for they have never given 
any expression on the subject. My own judgment, however, is 
that the best fortification that the country can have is that of 
neutrality. That is the strongest fortification, because it has the | 
defense of every maritime country of the world. 

I call tothe mind of my friend from Utah the fact that Switzer- 
land and Belgium are the strongest fortified countries in Europe | 
or in the world to-day, and that neither one of them has a fort or | 
a gun mounted upon an embattlement. It is because the great | 
powers of Europe have agreed that there shall be neutrality in 
Switzerland and Belgium, and, although the capital of one of | 


z 


those countries is but afew miles from Waterloo, where the great 
battle was fought, there has not been a hostile shot fired upon 
that neutral land in fifty or sixty years or more. I believe it is 
wisdom on the part of this Government if we construct the isth- 
mian canal to have it neutral, and then we shall have the coopera- 
tion, the ree and the defense of every nation of the world. 

Mr. RA INS. Mr. President, if I understood the Senator 
correctly, he stated that the committee had made no appropria- 
tion in this bill for the fortification or defense of the Philippine 
Islands. Is that correct? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir; I so understand it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, in this connection, without a 
desire to detain the Senate at length, there are some considera- 
tions - which I think the attention of the Senate ought to be 
invited. 

I am not one of those who have favored the ratification of the 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty, nor am I in favor—I may perhaps express 
now without impropriety—of the ratification of the pending 
treaty, to which some attention is being given by the Senate. As 
I shall not have an opportunity to give the reasons why I have 
assumed this attitude in the past, I desire to do it at the present 
time as briefly and as concisely as I can. 

The Senator from California [Mr. Perkins] has compared the 
Panama Canal, if it shall be constructed under the scheme which 
is now under consideration, to Switzerland. He says that the 
nations of Europe have guaranteed the neutrality of that coun- 
try, and that for fifty years that has been ample protection. I 
suppose his inference is that if under the present arrangement 
the isthmian canal is constructed, it will have a sufficient protec- 
tion in the guaranty of all nations for its neutralization. 

The Senator from California by this admission concedes that 
the United States alone is not to have control of the canal, and 
that it is to be maintained in accordance with the principle of 
neutralization embodied in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty and re- 
affirmed and continued in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. I have 
those treaties before me. The second article of the Hay-Paunce- 
fote treaty, which has been ratified by the Senate and is now, of 
course, a law and has full publicity, prescribes the conditions 
under which this canal is to be constructed and operated. I will 
read that article: “ 

The high contracting parties, desiring to preserve and maintain the ‘‘ gen- 
eral principle” of neutralization established in Article VIII of the Clayton- 
Bulwer convention, which convention is hereby superseded, adopt, as the 
basis of such neutralization, the following rules, substantially as embodied 
in the convention between Great Britain and certain other powers, signed at 
Constantinople October 22, 1888, for the free navigation of the Suez Maritime 
Canal; that is to say: 

1. The canal shall be free and open, in time of war as in peace, to the ves- 
sels of commerce and of war of all nations, on terms of entire equality, so 
that there shall be no discrimination against any nation or its citizens or sub- 
jects in respect of the conditions or charges of traffic, or otherwise. 

Mr. President, it will be noted that this first article preserves 
the general principle of neutralization, and that when this canal 
is constructed it shall be free and open in time of war as in time 
of peace to the vessels of commerce and of war of all nations on 
terms of entire equality, so that there shall be no discrimination 
against any nation or its citizens or subjects in respect of the con- 
ditions or charges of traffic, or otherwise. 

The following paragraphs provide: 


2. The canal shall never be blockaded, nor shall any right of war be exer- 
cised nor any act of hostility be committed within it. 

3. Vessels of war of a belligerent shall not revictual nor take any stores in 
the canal except so far as may be strictly necessary; and the transit of such 
vessels through the canal shall be effected with the least — delay, in 
accordance with the regulations in force, and with only such intermission as 
may result from the necessities of the service. 

izes shall be in all respects subject to the same rules as vessels of war of 
the belligerents. 

4. No belligerent shall embark or disembark troops, munitions of war or 
warlike materials in the canal except in case of accidental hindrance of the 
—~ and in such case the transit shall be resumed with all possible dis- 


patch. 
5. The provisions of this article shall apply to waters adjacent to the canal 
within three marine miles of either end. Vessels of war of a belligerent shall 
not remain in such waters longer than twenty-four hours at any one time ex- 
cept in case of distress, and in such case shall depart as soon as possible; buta 
vessel of war of one belligerent shall not depart within twenty-four hours 
from the departure of a vessel of war of the other belligerent. : 

It is agreed, however, that none of the immediately foregoing conditions 
and stipulations in sections Nos. 1, 2, 3,4,and5of this article apply to 
measures which the United States may find it necessary to take for securin 
by its own forces the defense of the United States and the maintenance o 
public order. ak 

6. The plant, establishments, buildings, and all works necessary to the 
construction, maintenance and operation of the canal shall be deemed to be 


| part thereof, for the purposes of this convention, and in time of war as in 
| time of peace shall enjoy complete immunity from attack or injury by bel- 


Rpenente and from acts calculated to impair their usefulness as part of the 
canal. 


7. No fortifications shall be erected commanding the canal or the waters 


| adjacent. The United States, however, shall be at liberty to maintain such 


military police along the canal as may be necessary to protect it against law- 


lessness and disorder. 
When we turn back to the general principle of neutralization 


as embodied in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty we find that this prin- 


ciple is to be maintained with the guaranty of the United States 
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and Great Britain and of such other nations as may, upon invita- 


ion, give their adhesion to this policy. The Uni States is 
tearelies not to have the exclusive control of this canal when it 
is constructed. : ‘ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. RAWLINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator understand that 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is now in force and that its provisions 
are binding? ues 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, the vital general principle of 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, namely, the general principle of neu- 
tralization, is expressly continued in force by the Hay-Pauncefote 
treaty, otherwise the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is superseded by the 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty. We must, therefore, try to ascertain 
the significance of the general principle of neutralization by a 
reference to the provisions of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and 
when we go back to ascertain what the general principle of neu- 
tralization is, we find it to be that upon the construction of the 
canal it is to be dedicated to the commerce of the world, to the 
ships of war as well as to the ships of commerce, upon precise 
terms of equality; and this principle is under the protecting care 
not of the United States alone, but of the parties to the treaty— 
the United States and Great Britain and such other nations as 
may give adhesion to the principle thus enunciated. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the point I had in mind was 
this: Does the Senator understand that after our treaty, which 
we have adopted, any other nation can now come in and give 
adhesion to the principle of neutralization? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I so understand, and that 
seems to be the understanding of the Senator from California 
{Mr. PerK«ns] in charge of this bill relating to fortifications. I 
will briefly give my reasons for that opinion. 

When this canal has been constructed, when it has been dedi- 
cated in accordance with the terms of the treaty stipulation with 
Great Britain, pursuant to which it is to be constructed and 
maintained to the commerce of all nations, the ships of war as 
well as the ships of peace, every nation at once has secured to it 
an interest, a concern in and about the canal and its manage- 
ment, just as every citizen of a community for whose benefit a 
highway has been dedicated acquires an interest in the mainte- 
nance of that highway in accordance with the terms of the dedica- 
tion. The United States is thus deprived of the control of the 
canal immediately upon itscompletion. It has such interest in it 
as is provided in the stipulations of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty— 
namely, the right to regulate tolls, with the qualification that 
those tolls shall not be unreasonable, and with the further quali- 
fication that those tolls must be uniform; but otherwise it has no 
right or interest in this canal, except such as pertain to every 
nation on the globe to whose commerce the canal is to be dedicated. 

We are precluded from fortifying the canal: we are forbidden 
to take any effectual means for its defense; weare limited to such 
protection as may be afforded by the guaranty of the different 
nations interested in the preservation of the general principle of 
neutrality. What that amounts to, of course, will depend wholly 
upon the exigencies of the future, in case that one nation may 
Cee hostile to another nation and a condition of war may 
prevail. 

Now, I should like to invite the attention of the Senate for one 
moment to the proposition of this guaranty of other nations, this 
right of invitation to the nations of Europe to intermeddle in the 
atiairs of this continent and to interfere in regard to the control 
of a canal which is to be constructed with moneys taken from the 
people of the United States. 

What will this guaranty amount to? For instance, the moment 
the canal is constructed and thrown open to commerce assume a 
condition of war existing between the United States and any other 
nation or any combination of nations, and the use and control of 
the canal will be of the utmost strategic importance, and any 
guaranty arising out of the provisions of any treaty between two 
nations, the moment a declaration of war is made between them, 
is abrogated and its obligation is no longer binding. There is at 
once an ~o" to force and toarms. Every Senator must appre- 
ciate the fact that the moment such an exigency arises the United 
States. of course, for the sake of self-preservation, will desire to 
have absolute control of the canal and to shut out the belliger- 
ents; but she will be confronted with the obligation of the treaty 
stipulation into which she has entered with Great Britain, that 
this canal shall never be blockaded either in time of war or in time 
of peace; and the moment she does undertake to blockade it to the 
commerce of other nations than the one with which she happens 
to be engaged in war they have a right to point to our stipulation 
in that regard and say, ‘‘ This cana] must not be shut to our trade 
and commerce.”’ 

Then, instead of having war with one nation, we shall have 
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cause of war with many nations, and if they may for that cause 
actually engage in war and send their combined fleets, they may 
seize the canal, wrest it from the control of this country, and 
that means any advantage which the canal might be to us as a 
means of public defense will be taken away. Not only would it 
be taken away from us, but the nation having the most powerful 
fleet, or the combination of nations having the most powerful 
fleet, in case of war with us, we know will seize and will control 
that canal and that strip of land which now affords, in a way, 
protection to our commerce upon the Pacific Ocean and, to a de- 
gree, our commerce upon the Atlantic Ocean and the Gulf of 
Mexico. Our enemies, having control of the canal, can send their 
ships of war either into the Pacific or into the Atlantic to assail 
our commerce. ‘They are at once secured a highway and an easy 
means of access to attack the cities and commerce upon our Pa- 
cific coast as well as our insular possessions in the Pacific Ocean. 

As pointed out by the military strategists, men who have 
devoted time and attention to this subject, and have written exten- 
sively upon it, our military and navalcommanders, we are ignor- 
ing the advice which they have given in this respect. They have 
declared that a canal constructed in accordance with the princi- 
ple of neutralization, as embodied in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
and perpetuated in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, would not only 
not add any strength to our sources of defense, but would bea 
source of great military and naval weakness. 

Mr. President, Congress in providing appropriations for the 
construction of “his canal,in specifying the conditions upon which 
the appropriations for the construction of this canal are to take 
effect, seems to have been imbued with the importance of this 
matter, for in section 2 of that act it is provided: 

Src. 2. That the President is hereby authorized to acquire from the Re- 
public of Colombia, for and on behalf of the United States, upon such terms 
as he may deem reasonable, perpetual control of a strip of land, the territory 
of the Republic of Colombia, not less than 6 miles in width, extending from 
the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, and the right to use and dispose of 
the waters thereon, and to excavate, construct, and to perpetually maintain 
operate, and protect thereon a canal of such depth and capacity as will affor¢ 
convenient passage of ships of the greatest tonnage and draft now in use, 
from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, which control shall include the 
right to perpetually maintain and operate the Panama Railroad, if the owner- 
ship thereof, or a controlling interest therein, shall have been acquired by 
the United States, and also jurisdiction over said strip and the ports at the 
ends thereof to make such — and sanitary rules and regulations as shall 
be necessary to preserve order and preserve the public health thereon. and 
to establish such judicial tribunals as may be agreed upon thereon as may be 
necessary to enforce such rules and regulations. 

The President may acquire such additional territory and rights from 
Colombia as in his judgment will facilitate the general purpose hereo’. 

Mr. President, notwithstanding the original treaty with Great 
Britain, known as the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and the Hay- 
Pauncefote treaty and the provisions of those treaties which pro- 
vide for the dedication of this canal to the use of all nations upon 
equal terms, Congress seems not to have been satisfied, and has 
provided in section 2 for the perpetual control by the United 
States of -the territory through which this canal was to be con- 
structed. It is scarcely necessary for me to allude to the fact 
that in the stress to begin this work and to obtain the money 
which is provided for in the act of Congress to which I have made 
reference it is now sought to dispense with the very conditions 
upon which the appropriation has been made. Weare not to have 
governmental control of any strip of territory; the sovereignty of 
the existing Government is in no wise to be affected. 

I speak now of matters which are public, to which I feel justi- 
fied in calling attention, not desiring to refer to any matter that 
might more properly be considered in executive session. 

The stipulations which I have read, contained in section 2 of 
the act of Congress **to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,’’ were 
designed by Congress to be conditions precedent to the taking 
effect of the appropriation which is provided for in section 3 of 
this act. Section 3 says: 

Sec. 3. That when the President shall have arranged to secure a satisfac- 
tory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company, as provided 
in section 1 hereof, and shall have obtained by treaty control of the necessary 
Territory from the Republic of Colombia, as provided in section 2 hereof, he 
is authorized to pay for the property of the New Panama Canal Company 
$40,000,000 and to the Republic of Colombia such sum as shall have been agreed 
Upon, and a sum sufficient for both said purposes is hereby appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to paid on 
warrant or warrants drawn by the President. 

It will thus be seen that Congress has made that appropriation 
dependent expressly upon the fulfillment of the conditions prece- 
dent which are specified in section 2 of the act. I am not going 
to discuss the question as to whether the Senate, in being called 
upon to ratify the treaty submitted by the Executive, ought to 
consent to any substantial departure from the conditions which 
Congress saw fit to specify and make precedent to the taking ef- 
fect of this appropriation. Of course the rule is that when a 
treaty has once been approved and ratified in the conrtitutional 
way if it requires legislation to carry it into effect it is generally 
considered that there is an obligation of honor on ‘the part of 
Congress to enact the necessary legislation to give effect to the 
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treaty; but I submit, Mr. President, that in a case of such great | United States may not know by the record which the Senate has 


public importance as this, involving not merely the commercial 
welfare of the people of the United States, but materially affect- 
ing their means of public defense, when Congress, after delibera- 
tion and long consideration, has provided a condition, namely, gov- 
ernmental perpetual control of the territory through which the 
canal is constructed, Congress ought to have the privilege, first, 
before it is placed under any obligation to enact the legislation to 
carry that treaty into effect, to determine whether or not it will 
make a departure or modification of such condition. 

Mr. President, it has been said—and it seems to me the conten- 
tion can not be controverted—that the money provided in this 
act, dependent as it is upon the condition to which I have al- 
luded, can not be drawn from the Treasury until the condition 
has been complied with. Senatorssay ‘‘ substantially performed,”’ 
but I submit that no money can be drawn from the Treasury un- 
der the Constitution except by a specific appropriation to that 
end; and, if Iam not mistaken as to the practice, the condition 
must not only be substantially but must be literally, must be 
precisely, complied with. Anyone who has had any experience 
with the Comptroller of the knows how strictly that 
Department has been in the habit of scrutinizing the right to draw 
money from the Treasury and exacting that there be a literal 
compliance with the terms upon which the appropriation has 
been made by Congress. 


It is not going to serve any purpose to expedite action upon any: 


treaty if that treaty can not be carried into effect without legis- 
lation of Congress, and I submit that it is —— under the 
circumstances now surrounding us, that the consideration of 
Congress should be invited to this matter in advance of any action 
on the part of the executive department, with the concurrence of 
the Senate; in other words, it seems to me that Congress should 
be free to act upon this matter of reappropriating this money en- 
tirely untrammeled by any obligation arising from treaty stipu- 
lations between this Government and some other Government. 

Mr. President, if I have made myself clear, if the present pend- 
ing treaty is ratified and Congress shall have reappropriated this 
money to carry it into effect, the people of the United States will 
find in the end that they are in a predicament when they shall 
have completed this canal, at what cost can now only be a matter 
of conjecture. It is only partly constructed, at a cost of some- 
thing more than $275,000,000; this act appropriates $40,000,000, 
and if the ratio of cost for the completion of the canal shall con- 
tinue as the cost has in the past—and we have no reason to sup- 

se it will be otherwise—it is safe to say that the people of the 

Jnited States will not see the completion of this canal before 
there has been an expenditure of pew $400,000,000. This 
money is taken from the Treasury of the United States, and the 
canal is dedicated to the use of the commerce of all the world. 
The territory through which the canal is constructed is not within 
any governmental control of the United States. The treaty ex- 
pressly provides that the sovereignty over this strip of territory 
shall in no wise be affected by the provisions of the treaty and 
the construction of the canal in accordance with the terms of the 
treaty which is now pending. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. RAWLINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suggest to the Senator from 
Utah that it seems to me improper to refer to a treaty now under 
consideration and either directly or by indirection state what that 
treaty provides. I do not know that I caught exactly what the 
Senator said, but I understood him to refer to some treaty which 
was under consideration and to suggest that that treaty did not 
conform to the provisions of the act of Congress which he has re- 
cited. If I correctly understeod him, I think he will agree with 
me that that ought not to be done. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, it is not my eee to allude 
to anything that would infringe the rule of the Senate. The 
treaty itself has been made public. TheSenatormisapprehended 
what Isaid. I had discussed the act of Congress and its require- 
ments and the conditions upon which it had made the appropria- 
tion of money for the construction of this canal dependent. That 
is a legitimate subject of consideration in open legislative session. 

The only allusion which I made to the peas treaty was that 
if the canal is constructed in the end the people of the United 
States will find themselves in the predicament of having expended 
probably $400,000,000 for the construction of a canal dedicated on 
equal terms to the use of the commerce of all nations, ships of 
war as well as other vessels, and that the sovereignty of the 
United States of Colombia over the territory through which the 
canal is constructed will be unaffected by the stipulations of the 
treaty under which the canal is constructed. That does not in- 
volve any disclosures which are not already public. I am not 
discussing anything which every Senator and every citizen in the 





made public. 

I may further ‘state that the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, of which 
full publicity has been given, and which has been ratified and is 
now a law of the United States, has, in so far as it prescribes an 
rules of conduct and is a compact between nations, precludes posi- 
tively oe of this territory on the part of the United 
States. ot only is the sovereignty of the United States of Co- 
lombia unaffected by the treaty under consideration, but the per- 
petual independence and the continuance of that sovereignty in 
all its plenitude and force over our property are guaranteed b 
the United States, and the sovereignty over the islands whic 
might in a way guard the entrance to the canal at its two ends 
is absolutely secured by the guaranty of the United States, 
coupled with its continued independence under similar guaranty 
forever, and the sovereignty over this property, constructed at the 
— of $400,000,000, is in another nation and not in the United 

s. 

While Congress pein, perpetual governmental control, it 
is now proposed to surrender every vestige of governmental control 
and leave the United States in the attitude of a private corporation, 
expending the money wrested under public law from the people of 
the United States, not for the benefit of the United States in time of 
war as a means of public defense, but to be dedicated to all the 
nations of the earth, with the recognition of the right of inter- 
ference by European nations in the affairs of this continent and 
with the property which our money has created, as expressly 
stipulated in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. So we have a property 
which is not our property. The Governmentof the United States 
takes money from its Treasury and dedicates it, through a private 
corporation-—— 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT wa tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty, which never became 
a law as between the two Governments, provided that no fortifi- 
cations should be erected, and in the second treaty that section 
was entirely stricken out. Under alllaw of construction, it is the 
same as if direct power had been given to the Government of the 
United States to fortify the canal, which is the reason that many 
of us voted for the second Hay-Pauncefote treaty. So now it is 
clearly within the power of the Government of the United States 
to fortify the canal. Is there any doubt of that in the mind of 
the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. RAWLINS. _I have not any doubt that the proposition of 
the Senator from Illinois has no foundation upon which to rest. 
In the first place, the Government of the United States has no 
governmental control over the territory through which the canal 
is to be constructed. It is under the sovereignty of another in- 
dependent nation. Its control of that territory is absolutely 
recognized and guaranteed. The Hay-Pauncefote treaty, which 
was ratified by the Senate and became a law, expressly defined 
the conditions under which the canal should be constructed, and, 
as I have already pointed out, recognized and continued the gen- 
eral principle of neutrality which was designed to secure the 
protection of the canal by treaty obligation on the part of the 
United States and Great Britain and such other nations as might 
yield their adhesion to that stipulation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RAWLINS. That the treaty which we made—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit me for a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot want to cut off the final address of 
the Senator. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has been discussing a matter 
which should be discussed in executive session. It seems to me 
there can be no question about that. Ido not want to seem to be 
at all rigid about this matter, and as the Senator will have no 
po poe to discuss it, except for a few days, I do not intend 
to be too restrictive about it. ButI think the Senator himself 


‘must see that this treaty ought not to be discussed in open session. 


I do not know what the Senator's intentions are or how long he 
expects to go on with this discussion, but it seems to me that 
certainly this h ought not to be made in open session. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I was not alluding to the pending treaty. I 
was referring to the treaty which has been ratified by the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator has constantly been alluding 
to the pending treaty and discussing its provisions and the effect 
which those provisions will have upon other legislation. I think 
the Senator knows as well as I do and as the other members of the 
Senate do that that is a discussion of the Panama treaty, and 
I would suggest that that discussion be restricted within very 
narrow limits, or that it ought to be made in executive session. 
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Mr. RAWLINS. It has not been my purpose to allude to any- 
thing which might be regarded as con dential. Of course, we 
know the reason for discussing in executive session treaties with 
other governments. We do not want to say things which might 
be offensive to other governments. But here we have an act of 
Congres; we have two treaties which have long been ratified, which 
are matters within public knowledge, and which are of the utmost 

sublic importance to the people of the United States. Congress has 
legislated as to the conditions upon which it is willing to make 
appropriations of money to construct the canal. The treaty which 
is now pending has been made public. Any consideration which 
arises purely from the construction of the language that that 
treaty employs is as much entitled to publicity as the treaty itself. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will state his question of order. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Utah, asI understand, is dis- 
cussing a treaty which isin the consideration of the Senate in 
executive session, and, as I understand, he claims that he has the 
right to discuss it because the text of the treaty has been made 
public. I respectfully suggest to the Chair the point of order that 
that is not true. 

Nominations for office are always made public, but it never has 
been held that the merits of such nominations, because the nomi- 
nations had been made public, could be discussed publicly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like—— 

Mr. HOAR. It puts in an awkward position the Senators who 
might have something to say in reply to the Senator. They can 
not reply publicly. What they may have to say may be based 
on something that clearly is confidential. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? It is not my purpose to infringe on any rule of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sure of that. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I recognize the long experience of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. The Senate orders a pending treaty to 
be made public. That gives publicity, of course, to all the terms 
of that treaty. I ask the Senator if he would regard any Senator 
who might rise here and read the treaty as being guilty of any 
infringement of the rules? 

Mr. HOAR. No; I should not. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Now, Mr. President, that being so, if a Sena- 
tor should invite attention, after reading any clause of the treaty, 
to the necessary significance or meaning of the language thus em- 
ployed, would he any more infringe the rule of the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. I think he would, Mr. President. I think then 
he would be debating the merits of something which the rules of 
the Senate require to be debated, if at all, in confidence. 


Suppose a man be nominated for Chief Justice of the United | 


States. The nomination is given to the public. Is it open toa 
Senator to come here and discuss the public record of that gen- 
tleman with reference to his fitness to be confirmed? Nobody can 
answer him without being restricted to public matters. 


takes to make is not quite apropos, but it is not necessary to dwell 
upon this subject, because i have no further allusion to make to 
the pending treaty. 

Mr. President, just a few other considerations. 

Mr. HOAR. May I put a question to the Senator? 

Mr. RAWLINS. ith pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. Do I understand that the Senator avows his pur- 
pose to discuss the merits of the pending treaty so far as to call 
attention to his views and opinions in regard to the meaning and 
effect of certain passages in it, the treaty having been made public? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Not further than I have already done. I 
have said all I intend to say on that subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to be stating his doctrine 
about it. I want to know if I correctly understood the Senator 
to claim the right to discuss in open session the pending treaty, 
which has been made public, so far as to call attention to the 
effect and meaning of particular passages in it? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have already done that to the extent I de- 
sire to do it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order raised by the Senator from Massachusetts. Discussion 
of a treaty is not in order in legislative session unless in executive 
session the injunction of secrecy has been removed. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Do I understand the ruling of the President 
to be that I may not discuss the act of Congress and treaties 
already ratified by the Senate? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair simply decided | 


that the discussion of a treaty which is now under consideration 
in executive session is out of order in legislative session. 
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Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, we will have no controversy 
about that, because I have said all I designed to say upon the sub- 
ject. All that I care to say in addition to what I have already 
said is this: I voted against the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. I have 
opposed the policy of the majority in relation to the conditions 
upon which this canal is to be constructed. I think the United 
States is going to expend a large sum of money, and that under 
the treaties which have been ratified by the Senate we are sur- 
rendering every means of affording protection to the property 
which is thus to be created. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. RAWLINS. That when the canal is constructed under 
the terms of the treaties already ratified —— 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like tofinish. Iam nearly through. 
If the Senator will be patient just a moment I am sure I am not 
going to infringe any of the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not listened attentively to the speech 
of the Senator from Utah, I am sorry to say, and therefore I am 
not aware fully of what he has been saying. But I arose for the 
poees of saying, and of making a motion if necessary, that if 

e intended to discuss this treaty in any way I would move that 
the Senate ewe to the consideration of legislative business 
with closed doors. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I might as well say that there are additional 
things to which I wish to invite the attention of the Senate, and 
I have not any objection to discussing it in secret session. 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. Raw.ins). Do you want to do it now? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state to my friend the Senator from 
Utah that unless he has some particular amendment to propose 
to this bill I hope he will permit us to dispose of it at this time, 
as it must go into conference, and the hour when this Congress 
will close is very near. It seems to me we ought to dispose of the 
bill at this time. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Let the Senators upon the other side deter- 
mine their own course about this matter. There are a few things 
which I desire to say, not with a view of detaining the Senate. I 
have not quite completed what I have to say, and it is open to 
them to pursue such a course as they deem proper. I want to 
conform entirely to the rules and traditions of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator intends to go on, I will move 
that the doors of the Senate be closed. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have already said practically all that I want 
to say on that subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator is through, I will not make the 
motion. 

Mr. CARMACK. I did not understand the Senator from Utah 
to say he was through. 

Mr. CULLOM. He said he was substantially through. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If I may be permitted to repeat. in order to 
make a continuous statement of what I was desiring to say, this 


| canal, under the operation of the treaties already ratified by the 


Senate, against which I cast my vote, and the policy proposed by 


| the majority, as I understand it, involves and wiil involve the 
Mr. RAWLINS. I think the analogy which the Senator under- | 


expenditure by the people of the United States of something like 
$400,000,000 and the surrender, at the same time, of the right to 


| fortify, protect, and defend the property, leaving it to the care 


of an independent Government and with an invitation—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I make the point of order that 
the Senator from Utah is out of order in discussing in legislative 
session a pending treaty or its provisions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to secret leg- 
islative session. 

Mr. LODGE. I second the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The galleries will be cleared 


| and the doors will be closed. 


The doors were thereupon closed, and at the expiration of forty- 
five minutes were reopened. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 


| The fortifications appropriation bill is still before the Senate as 


in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 
Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I desire the attention of the 


| Senator from California [Mr. Perkins] foramoment. I was not 


in the Chamber in the early part of the remarks made by the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ivs], and so did not hear ‘all the 


| questions which he propounded to the Senator from California. 


I understood the Senator from California to say, however, that 
there was no provision in the pending bill in respect to providing 
for any fortifications in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator’s understanding iscorrect. There 
are no provisions in the bill for the fortification of any of our in- 
sular possessions whatever. Ari amendment was proposed to the 
committee for that purpose, but they declined to put it in the bill. 

Mr. CARMACK. I was about to ask the Senatorif he himself 
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or if the committee have given any consideration to the question 
of fortifying the various islands in the Philippine Archipelago 
for the purpose of making them secure against possible attack 
and invasion in case of a foreign war? 

Mr. PERKINS. No such proposition was presented to your 
committee, Mr. President, for their consideration, and therefore 
any opinion which I might express would have no value what- 
ever. 

Mr. CARMACK. I would suggest to the Senator and to the 
Senate that it has been said here by distinguished Senators, 
amongst others by the Senator from Nevada |Mr. Stewart}, at 
this session of Congress that our control over the Philippine 
Islands would increase the dangers of complications with foreign 
nations and the danger of foreign wars. The Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER], at a previous session of Congress, in dis- 
cussing this question said, I believe, that in case of a foreign war 
our Philippine possessions would be the first ones attacked, and 
therefore that there would be very great necessity of strongly 
fortifying those possessions and increasing our Navy for the pur- 
pose of protecting and defending them. It does seem to me that 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber who have a fixed 
purpose of holding, maintaining, and retaining ion of 
those islands ought to consider the question of fortifying them 
for the purpose of protecting them against a foreign enemy, and 
they ought to be prepared to make some statement to the Senate 
with respect to it. . 

I will ask the Senator from California, or any member of the 
committee, if the amendment to which he has referred was 
offered by a member of the committee? 

Mr. PERKINS. It was presented by the Secretary of War and 
the Chief of Engineers as a part of the estimates of appropriation 
of amillion anda half dollars to be used in fitting up emplacements 
for fortifications. As I stated, however,it was not taken up or 
entertained by the committee. No reference, therefore, is made 
in the bill to appropriations for fortifications for our insular pos- 
sessions. 

Mr. CARMACK. The amendment was recommended, as I 
understand the Senator to say, by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. PERKINS. The recommendation was that $500,000 might 
be used, in the discretion of the War Department, for fortifica- 
tions in our insular possessions. 

Mr. CARMACK. Then I should like to ask the Senator if 
while the matter was under consideration the committee made any 
estimate of the cost of properly fortifying those various islands? 

Mr. PERKINS. None whatever, Mr. President. 

Mr. CARMACK. Would the Senator mind saying what his 
own opinion is as to the necessity of fortifying those islands? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not being an expert in that line, I should 
prefer, first, that my friend from Tennessee should give his opinion 
and make his estimate. It is much easier to criticise and tear 
down than it is to build up. When the proper time arrives I 
doubt not the capacity of my friend from Tennessee, if it be 
deemed expedient and advisable, to assist us in devising such a 
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plan as will protect the possessions of this country; but the time | 


never has been, and I believe it never will come, when we are not 
able to protect and defend our own country and our own posses- 
sions. We have a Navy to-day equal almost in its efficiency to 
any in the world, and I believe that we are able to compete with 
and meet in conflict any navy to-day that belongs to any foreign 
country. 

Mr. CARMACK. Of course I agree to all that. Weare able 
to defend our possessions; but the Senator, I think, will agree 
with me that we are not able to defend our possessions, or even 
our own country, without preparing necessary defenses and for- 
tifications and a navy for that purpose. I was not asking the 
Senator for any detailed statement as to what it would cost. I 
was simply asking his opinion as to whether or not it would be 
necessary to fortify the Philippine Islands for the purpose of 
their protection, and if the Senator has any opinion upon that 
question I should like to hear from him in respect to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I think our coast defenses and 
the vessels that we have are quite sufficient for any defense that 
we may be required to make. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SAFETY APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS. 


Mr. FORAKER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the yg votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (8. ) toamend an act entitled 
“An act to promote the safety of loyees and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their 


cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomotives 
with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1803, 
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and amended April 1, ap having met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 1, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

On ‘6 2, line 2, after the word “Columbia,” insert the words “and shall 
apply in all cases, whether or not the couplers brought together are of the 
same kind, make, or pattern.” 

On page 2, line 8, after the word “‘to,”’ insert the words ‘“‘train brakes.” 

On pope 2, line 4, after the word “‘all,” insert the word “trains.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out of amendment numbered 2 the words: “ Provided, That the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission may, upon application and after full hearing 
decrease said minimum percentage as to any common carrier for a stated 
limited time; and provided that in no case ll such reduction permit the 
running of any train with less power or train brakes than are required by 
section 1 of the act of March 2, 1893;"" and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House numbered 3, 4, and 5, and agree to the same. 

J. B. FORAKER, 

J. H. MILLARD. 

MURPHY J. FOSTER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


IRVING P. WANGER, 

J. 8. SHERMAN, 

W. C. ADAMSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish the Senator from Ohio 
would explain, in a few words, what is the effect of this confer- 
ence report? 

Mr. FORAKER. It was provided in the bill as it passed the 
Senate that 65 per cent of the cars in any train, if that many were 
to be found in it equipped with air brakes, were to be coupled 
together. The House of Representatives reduced that to 50 per 
cent, and then added an amendment to the effect that any road 
might apply to the Interstate Commerce Commission and, on 
showing good cause therefor, secure a reduction to a still less 
percentage. The House receded from that part of their amend- 
ment authorizing this application to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does it now stand at 50 or 65 per 
cent? 

Mr. FORAKER. It stands at 50 percent now. I think it is 
satisfactory to everybody concerned. That was the principal 
amendment. The other amendments were merely to correct the 
text. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 


SAFE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (8S. 7301) to further provide for the safe-keeping 
of public money, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry on that 
motion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to ask, If that motion prevails will it set 
aside what is known as the omnibus statehood bill—the unfinished 
business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly; but I shall move to resume the 
consideration of the unfinished business after the conclusion of 
the bill which I have just named. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
does not seem to bein his seat at this moment, and I do not think we 
ought, in his absence, to displace the bill of which he has charge. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Pennsylvania understood 
that I was going to make this motion. I ask that the question be 
put on the motion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate preceed to the consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 7301) to further provide for the 
safe-keeping of public money, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. DUBOIS: On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DOLLIVER (when his name was called). The roll call 
taken yesterday indicates that I voted, notwithstanding my pair 
with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. I have 
taken the liberty to transfer that pair ie the remainder of the 
session to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw ry], and I 
desire to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina | Mr. 
McLaurw}, but understanding that he would vote on this ques- 
tion the same way I do, I shall take the liberty of voting. I vote 
* yea. ” 
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The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). Iam 
aired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. I do not 
now how he would vote on this question, and therefore I with- 

hold my vote. 

Mr. KEARNS. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Gipson], and therefore withhold my vote. If he 
were present, I should vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi (after having voted in the neg- 
ative). I desire to inquire if the junior Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. Foster] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that that 
Senator has not voted. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Then, having a general pair 
with that Senator, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McCUMBER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
wish to ask if the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will withdraw my vote, as I have a pair 
with that Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). I in- 
quire whether the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]} 
has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairisinformed that that 
Senator has not voted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I withdraw my vote, being paired with | 
that Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—42. 


Aldrich, Dolliver, Hoar, 
Bacon, Dryden, Jones, Nev. 





Platt, Conn, 
Platt, N.Y. 


Bard, Elkins, Kean, Pritchard, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, Kittredge, Quarles, 
3urnham, Foraker, Lodge, Simon, 
Burrows, Frye, McComas, Spooner, 
Cullom, Gallinger, Martin, Stewart, 
Deboe, Gamble, Millard, Tillman. 
Depew, Hale, Mitchell, Wetmore. 
Dietrich, Hanna, Nelson, 
Dillingham, Hansbrough, Perkins, 
NAYS—18. 

Bailey, Culberson, Morgan, Teller, 
Berry. Dubois, Patterson, Turner, 
Blackburn, Heitfeld, Pettus, Vest. 
Carmack, McEnery, uay, 
Clay, Mallory, Rawlins, 

NOT VOTING—2. 
Alger, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Penrose, 
Allison, Daniel, : Kearns, Proctor, 
Bate, Foster, La. McCumber, Scott, 
Burton, Foster, Wash. McLaurin, Miss. Simmons, 
Clapp, Gibson, McLaurin, 8. C. Taliaferro, 
Clark, Mont. Harris, Mason, Warren, 
Clark, Wyo. Hawley, Money, Wellington. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee | 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 7301) to 
further provide for the safe-keeping of public money, and for | 
other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In deference to the expressions on both sides | 
of the Chamber, I move to amend, on page 2. line 19, by striking 
out ‘‘ fifty’? and inserting ‘‘ten,’’ so that cities and counties of 
10,000 inhabitants or more will be included. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
offers an amendment. which will be stated. ; 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 19, it is proposed to amend 
the committee amendment by striking out ‘‘ fifty’’ and inserting 
‘‘ten;”’ so as to read: 

And which has at such date more than 10,000 inhabitants as established by 
the last national census. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Secretary read that part of the bill which 
relates to the receiving of railroad bonds as it was amended the 
other day? 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Or the first mortgage bonds of any railroad company, not including street | 
railway bonds, which Sas paid dividends of not less than 4 per cent per an- 
num regularly and continuously on its entire capital stock fora period of 
not less than ten years previous to the deposit of the bonds. 


Mr. HALE. It has been suggested to me by a very eminent 
lawyer, who has sent me a letter, that after the words ‘ten 
years’’ the word ‘‘next’’ be inserted; so that it will read ‘‘ ten 
years next previous to the deposit of the bonds.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the objections I have to this bill, 
or most of them, will apply with equal force to the law as it now 
exists; and no amendment that the Senator from Rhode Island 
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may offer or change that he may propose in regard to particular 
features of the bill with reference to the character of the bonds 
or the amount of the security would change my view of it, because 
my objections to it are fundamental. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] the other day 
stated that the law as it stands upon the statute book to-day au- 
thorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to deposit in such national 
banks as he may designate the public revenues, except the rev- 
enues that are received from customs duties. This bill proposes 
to enlarge that act and to authorize him to deposit the money re- 
ceived from all sources, including customs duties, in such national 
banks as he may designate. 

Iam not familiar with the causes which induced Congress to 
make the exception with respect to customs dues that was made 
when the act was passed in 1864. Ihave not examined the de- 
bates, but I imagine the object and purpose of the act originally 
were the convenience of the Government; that the internal- 
revenue taxes and the receipts from public lands and from 
various other sources were often received at remote points, dis- 
tant from the Treasury or a subtreasury, and that in order to 
provide for the better safety of the money and the security of 
the officer it was provided that the revenue of the Government, 
other than receipts from customs, might be deposited in national 
banks, as it would be far more convenient and afford much 
greater safety. The facilities of transmission were not so great 
then as they are at present. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Arkan- 
sds yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. BERRY. [I yield. 

Mr. STEWART. IthinkI can state the reason. At that time 
the customs dues were paid in gold, and the Government had to 
pay the interest on the bonds in gold, and I think that is the rea- 
son why the distinction was made. 

Mr. BERRY. Perhaps it may be as the Senator states—that 
the customs dues were paid in gold and all other receipts were 
receivable in United States Treasury notes. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. BERRY. But whatever the purpose or reason was—per- 
haps there was more than one—the Congress did make this dis- 
tinction and provided for the deposit, as I have stated. 

My objection to the present bill is that it extends the operation 
of what I regard as amost objectionable law. It extends and en- 
larges the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to do that 
which I think he never should have been authorized to do in any 
case. I object to it because it authorizes him to select a particu- 
lar class of our citizens, a class engaged in a particular pursuit, 
and himself to loan to that particular class—because this bill pro- 
vides for nothing else than a demand loan—the Government money 
at a rate of interest less than is customary to be charged by the 
banks of the country. Itconfines ittothat particularclass. The 
Secretary of the Treasury can loan it to no other class. He can 
not name any citizens to receive this money save and except he 
be a national banker. 

Not only that, but it authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to select from that class a particular national banker with whom 
he will deposit this money, if you choose to call it a deposit, or 
to whom he will loan the money of the United States, at a rate of 
interest of 14 per cent per year. He can not extend this privilege 
to any State bank. It might be that the State bank is more sol- 
vent and is in rivalry with the national bank. and the State bank 
might be able to and would offer securities, United States bonds, 
if you wish, or any other class of securities named in the pro- 
posed act, and yet he could not designate that bank. He must 
select this class, the privileged class, to whom this money can be 


| loaned, and he selects from that class. 


Mr. President, the workings of this law in the past, as it stands 
on the statute books to-day—and this, as I said before, only en- 
larges and extends the power which is now conferred by law— 
in many instances has been such as to bring scandal upon the 
country. It has been charged again and again that the Secretary 
of the Treasury selected his favorite banks, his particular friends, 
and deposited the public money in their banks, thereby giving 
them advantages that other bankers could not have. 

It has been charged again and again that it was used for politi- 
cal purposes. I say it is true. Prior to the time, in 1885, when 
the Democratscame into power, throughout the section of country 
in which I live the national banks which were known to be in sym- 
pathy with the Republican party, as a matter of course, were uni- 
versally named for the deposit of United States funds. I admit 
that when the Democrats came in they sought also to have the 
Democratic banks named as depositories. I think I wrote myself 
a letter stating that one bank in Little Rock had had the deposit 
for years, and I thought it should be extended to the other bank 
there, which was equally solvent and equally entitled to it. And 
I think I said it was a Democratic bank. But I repeat that it has 
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been used for political purposes and it will be used for favoritism. 
No man can deny it. 

I remember a case which happened two or three years ago, and 
it was fully discussed in the House of Representatives. If I re- 
member the proof in that case and that which was admitted, and 
I state it from memory only, because I have not read it recently, 
a certain bank in the city of New York purchased from the Goy- 
ernment of the United States a public building. I donot remem- 
ber the cost of it. but I think it was some three or four or five 
hundred thousand dollars. The purchase price was agreed on, 
and the bank pretended to pay the purchase money, except a 
small balance. Ido not remember the amount. They did not 
pay it all, because if the deed had been made to the bank the 
proof in the case showed that the bank would have had to pay 
taxes on the property. Therefore it was not made. But then 
that purchase price, instead of being deposited and paid by order 
of the Secretary of the Treasury into the Treasury, was left in 
the bank without interest, without charge. 

The Government then turned around and rented this public 
building from the bank, paying a rental the amount of which I 
do not know how much, and occupied the building. The bank | 
kept the money in their vaults and loaned it to citizens at what- 
ever rate of interest they could get, and they paid, as it was stated, 
no taxes upon the property. I say that is one of the evils which | 
have come from this law, because itis a law enabling the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pick out his favorite or his political and per- 
sonal friend, and give him an advantage which others can aad 
secure. 

Ido not pretend, Mr. President, that this particular Secretary 
or that would exercise the discretion in that way, but I say it is 
human nature that he should do so, and in this Government no 
such power should ever be conferred upon one man. 

I admit, and I do not want the Senator from Rhode Island to 
come back and confront me and say, that is the present law. It 
is the present law, save and except that this bill is applied to cus- 
toms dues and proposes to enlarge and extend it to that extent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Arkansas | 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. BERRY. I do. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is something more than the 

resent law in that on the deposits of the Government in such 
Se now no interest is paid. 

Mr. BERRY. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And under the proposed law the 
banks will have to pay interest. 

Mr. BERRY. I will come to that later. It is different from 
the present law in that respect. Heretofore the excuse has been 
that it was simply a deposit, and it was better to deposit the money 
in the banks than to have it tied up in the Treasury. 

Now, the Senator from Connecticut comes in and says this is a 
change in the fact that the bill provides that the banks shall pay 
13 per centinterest. Itischangedin that particular. But I want 
to put te the Senator from Connecticut the question whether in a 
free government, where all men are supposed to be equal and to 
have equal rights before the law, it is just and fair to say that the 
Secretary of the Treasury may determine to whom he will loan— 
and I repeat it is nothing but a demand loan—the Government 
money; to what class of citizens and to what particular citizen 
of that particular class he will loan it, when another class, equally 
responsible, equally deserving, is denied that privilege? 

There may be two rival banks in any city in this country, one 
holding a State charter and another holding a charter from the 
General Government. You take the people’s money and turn it 
over to one of those banks at 14 per cent interest, and thereby 
enable the national bank to crush out its less fortunate rival, 
although it may be able and willing to tender the same class of 
securities that the national bank does. This, Mr. President, is 
one of the main objections I have not only to the present law, 





-but to the proposed enlargement. 


It was but a few years ago when there was a class of citizens 
throughout the South and West who believed that they should 
be granted special privileges. They made the demand upon the 
Government that they should be loaned money at a low rate of 
interest and that they should deposit farm products as security 
for it. The scheme was wild and impracticable. I opposed it 
because it was class legislation. I say to-day that it was not any 
more class legislation than this bill is. I admit that the bill was 
impracticable in execution, but in selecting a particular class and 
saying that that class only should have the benefit of the people's 
money, the one scheme was no more objectionable than the pres- 
ent one. This gives it to national banks, and it enables the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to continue the power he now has to des- 
ignate which particular one of the national banks shall have it. 

But, Mr. President, this is not the only objection to the bill. 
I take it that any man who has watched the operations of these 


banks in the past, that any man who is familiar with the tremen- 
dous power they exercise in this Government to-day, knows full 
well that when this money is once loaned to them it is not in- 
tended that it shall ever be repaid. I assert here upon the floor 
of the Senate that if misfortune should come, if the revenues 
should fall. off, and if a general demand was made by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury upon national banks to return this money to 
the Treasury, there would go up a cry from one end of the land 
to the other that such an order would destroy business; that it 
would crush out every enterprise; that such an order was suicidal; 
that there would be no money to circulate among the people; and 
then would come the same old statement that it was far better to 
issue more bonds and sell them rather than to force the banks to 
turn this money back into the Treasury of the United States. 
But, Mr. President, another and the most serious objection of 
all to this bill, as I think, and one which it seems to me can not 
be answered, is this: When the very law as it stands is enlarged 
as the Senator from Rhode Island desires to enlarge it, so as to in- 
clude all receipts of the Government, and when a particular class 
of individuals can borrow the Government's money at 14 per cent 
and loan it out at 5 or 8, as the case may be—4, 5, or 8, and in 


| some parts of the country 10 per cent—when that can be done you 
| array every national bank in this land and every friend of every 


national bank throughout the country against any reduction of 
taxation whatever which would tend to deprive them of this 
privilege. 

Mr. President, I say it is an everlasting shame and disgrace to 
this country that we should collect year by year millions of dol- 
lars in the way of taxes from the people and then turn around 
and vote to loan it out, if you will, to a few favorite bankers, at 
1} per cent, for them to loan it to other people at whatever inter- 
est they can secure. And you not only do that, but you put into 
their hands a power and a force that will prevent the repeal of 
oppressive tax laws, and the very money that has been wrung 
from the people by unjust taxation will be used to prevent any 
reduction of that taxation. 

Why can we not reduce the taxes? The Senator from Rhode 
Island, more, I think, than any other man in this country, has 
been the champion of high protective duties. He stands to-day 
as one of those who say that the law shall not be changed. He is 
at the head of those who say they will stand pat on the high taxes, 
which he now says bring into the Government Treasury millions 
of dollars more than what is sufficient to pay the expenses. Now 
he comes around and says, ‘‘ Oh, if you tie it up, you will thereby 
decrease the money in circulation and affect the business of the 
country.’’ If the Senator from Rhode Island would repeal the 
infamous tax laws and collect only such money as is required to 
pay the expenses of this Government, then there would be no 
necessity for a law authorizing the loan of Government money to 
these individuals. I say that is an objection which no man can 
answer. 

But Senators say it is far better to turn it over to these banks 
rather than to tie it 7 in the Treasury. Mr. President, rather 
than to give these banks the privilege which this bill confers, it 
would be far better to take the surplus that now exists and buy 
in bonds and reduce the debt of the United States. I know the 
bonds are at a premium, but that would be much better in a 
Government like ours—a Government which claims that all men 
have an equal chance—than to wring taxes from the whole people 
and then say we will loan the money out to a particular class at 
1} per vent interest and enable them to loan it out at a much 
larger interest, an injustice which, if ever practiced generally in 
the affairs of this Government, would necessarily undermine the 
very foundation upon which it rests. 

No wonder that the banks in New York have grown immensely 
rich. No wonder, Mr. President, that Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan, 
the banker of New York, to-day, by reason largely of the transac- 
tions he has had with the different Secretaries of the Treasury, 
has gained such an immense fortune and such a control over the 
business organizations that he has more power to-day than even 
the President himself. Only last fall, when the whole country 
was crying out for fuel, when we were confronted with a coal 
famine, when the President of the United States called together 
the owners of the coal mines in Pennsylvania and the representa- 
tives of labor organizations and a pealed to them on high and 
patriotic grounds to enter into arbitration to avert the danger 
which threatened the whole country, the owners of the coal 
mines, I will not say contemptuously refused, but they did refuse 
to accede to the proposition of the President. 

All over the country there was great anxiety as to the result. 
The —— wires flashed the news that the representatives 
of labor expressed a willingness to agree to arbitration if 
the President would name the arbitrators. But the owners of 
the coal fields, the papers said, refused. A few days after Mr. 
Pierpont Morgan was induced or persuaded to come to this city, 
and when he made the request that the arbitration should go on, 
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the coal barons immediately acceded to his proposition and the 
arbitration ensued. That is the history of it as given, which I 
have never seen denied. : 

The immense power wielded by this banker of New York, by 
this man who has again and again bought Government securities 
at a low price, and on one noted occasion, I think, by private con- 
tract, and sold them at an immense increase on the markets of 
New York, is by reason of these unjust laws, by reason of this 
favoritism, by reason of the immunities enjoyed by the national 
banks. 

The great objection to the banks to-day, and has ever been, is 
on account of their power to expand or contract the currency. 
They practice it again and again—to force up bondsor force them 
down, to reduce the amount of money in circulation or to increase 
it. They have gone on from year to year until to-day they are 
the most powerful organizations throughout this country. It is 
largely due to them that these immense fortunes have been builded 
up into a few hands and industries have been organized into 
trusts which are so strong to-day that the Congress of the United 
States dare not grapple with them. 

I know it will be said that this Congress has passed a measure 
known as the Nelson amendment. What does it do, Mr. Presi- 
dent? What is therein the amendment? The sole thing in it is 
that the Department of Commerce may inquire into the business 
of these corporations and associations and report the matter to the 
President of the United States, and if he see proper he may make 
it public. That is all. 

That is the trust law you passed; and now, when we are about 
to adjourn, your papers and organs throughout the country say we 
have passed a trust law which will curb the combines and de- 
stroy these monstrous trusts. Yet there is upon our Calendar 
to-day a proposed trust law, prepared by a Republican House 
and passed by that Republican House almost unanimously, sent 
here to a Republican Judiciary Committee, reported back by a 
Republican Senator, and placed upon the Calendar; and yester- 
day, when we proposed to consider it, there were but two Repub- 
licans on the other side of the Chamber who cast their votes for 


it. Yet you tell us you have passed trust laws, and now, having | 


done that, you propose to enlarge the powers of the national 
banks. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to it. No appeal about the scarc- 
ity of money can affect the foundation principle upon which it is 
based. I remember to have read when I was a boy how Presi- 
dent Jackson was engaged in a great fight with the old National 
Bank and the appeal made on the floor of the Senate of the United 
States by Mr. Clay and others, far more eloquent than any which 
has been made or can be made here to-day. That appeal was 
that if the President removed the deposits from the old National 
Bank it would so reduce the amount of money in circulation that 
it would bring sorrow and distress throughout the land. It was 
painted in the most glowing colors. But the old hero who sat in 
the Presidential chair unheeded those passionate appeals. He 
said: ‘‘ This National Bank has become a menace to the liberties 
of the people, and, by the Eternal, I will destroy it, whatever the 
consequences may be.”’ 

He did destroy it. He earned the gratitude and the love of the 
entire people of the country, and to-day his name is more hon- 
ored and revered for that act than for any other that occurred 
within his history. He believed in the rights of the people. He 
believed that in a government like ours, where all should be 
equal under the law, special privileges conferred by law upon a 
special class, and leaving the Secretary of the Treasury to select 
from that class, were dangerous to the Republic. 

Mr. President, the power of the old National Bank as compared 
with the power of the national banks to-day was but of small con- 
sequence. The power of the national banks to-day is ten times 


greater than the power exercised by that one bank which General | 


Jackson said threatened the liberties of the people of America. 
To-day, Mr. President, these national banks control elections; 


they dictate appointments; and, what is far worse, they dictate the | 


passage of laws through the Congress of the United States. 
The Senator from Rhode Island said to me this morning, I think 


it was, that he had letters from some national banks who were | 


opposed to this law. Mr. President, another Senator on this floor 


told me a day or two ago that when the bill was first printed he | 


received a telegram from a strong bank in his city urging him to 
oppose it, but within a day or two thereafter he received a letter 
from the same president of the same bank telling him that he had 
changed his mind and that he hoped the Senator from Virginia 
would favor the law. 

When the Senator from Rhode Island tells me that the national 
banks are opposed to this measure, and then when I see him sur- 
rounded by the men who are urging the passage of the bill and 
say that they are in favor of it and the national banks are against 
it, I say he states two propositions which can never be reconciled. 

Ma MASON, Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. BERRY. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MASON. I want the Senator to understand that so far as 
the banks of Chicago are concerned, I have received this dispatch 
this morning and they are opposed to the measure. I represent 
the city of Chicago as a part of my State. They protest against 
the bill and I feel constrained to vote with the Senator against its 
passage. If the Senator will permit me I will state their reason. 

Mr. BERRY. Not now; after I get through. 

Mr. MASON. Isimply wanted—— 

Mr. BERRY. I beg not to be interrupted further now. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois has simply admitted 
what I had already charged, that the power of these national 
banks to control the votes of Senators and Members is most 
— It had its influence, it seems, on him, and*perhaps on 
others. 

I want to emphasize another thing. It may be that there are 
some banks in Chicago or Kansas City against it, but I repeat, 
the Senator from Rhode Island has been the friend of these banks 
from the time they were organized; he has been their champion; 
and when he, with others from the East whom I could name, but 
will not, tells me that the national banks of New York or those 
| generally throughout the country are opposed to this bill, I tell 
| him I can not but think that he is mistaken. Ican not entertain 
| such a belief. If they opposed it they would be here in these lob- 
bies and in that Marble Room opposing it with all the power that 
they have. 

But whether they are opposed to it or for it, Mr. President, it 
matters not with me. I take my stand upon the ground that this 
| is an enlargement, an extension, of the power which is given to 
a Secretary of the Treasury which should never be conferred upon 
| any mortal man in a free government. I take my stand against 
| it because it selects a particular class of our citizens engaged ina 
particular pursuit, and gives to them privileges and rights that 
are not conferred upon others. I take my stand against it be- 
cause it will enable the Republican party to still maintain the 
high and unjust taxes that are levied upon the people to-day. It 
is an injustice which no argument can justify to levy taxes upon 
the people over and above what is necessary to pay the expenses 
of the Government. And then you turn around and either give 
or loan it at 14 per cent interest to particular individuals whose 
power and infinence will thereby be increased. 
| I donot say how this Secretary would use it, but we all know 
| that it is one of the most powerful engines in the hands of a po- 

litical party that was ever given to any mortal man. We know 
| that the power given him to say how much and to what particu- 
| lar individual this money shall be loaned will enable him to se- 
| cure such a campaign fund for political purposes as has never 
been used in any campaign in the past. I can not conceive of a 
law more mischievous upon the statute book than this one which 
proposes to amend and enlarge its powers. 

But it is said, Mr. President, that it ought to pass because it 
| gives the chance to deposit securities as collateral for the loan of 
| this money over and above and beyond that which is extended by 
| the present law. That is true, Mr. President. The bill proposes 
to take State securities. It proposes to take municipal and county 
| bonds of a certain character. The Senator has reduced it now to 
bonds of cities of 10,000 inhabitants instead of 50,000, as the bill 
wasoriginally reported. But whetherit be much or little, whether 
| the purpose be to enhance the securities, State, municipal, or 
first railroad bonds, I know not and I care not, but I for one will 
never vote to enlarge and extend the power, which is already 
| greater than ever ought to have been conferred upon the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

I do not know; it may be that I am wrong, but if I have learned 
one thing more than another of the Democratic faith and the 
belief of the Democratic party, it has always been from the days 
| of Jefferson and Jackson down to the present time that we stood 
for the equality of all people before the law, and that we stood in 
absolute and unalterable opposition to any law that conferred 
special privileges upon one class which would not be extended to 
all other classes. , 

We are unalterably opposed to legislation made for the benefit 
of particular individuals as contrary to that of the great masses 
of the people. That is the faith in which I have been raised. 
Whether the national banks are for it or against it; whether the 
Democratic party or any member of it supports it or opposes it, I, 
for one, so long as I have a seat upon this floor, will cast my vote 
and raise my voice against any legislation of this character which 
confers additional power on the national banks and special bene- 
fits upon particular individuals. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 








Mr. BATE. I have been out of the Senate all the morning. I 
offer an amendment, if it is in order. I ask if the bill is now 
amendable, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; the amendment can be 


offered under the rule. Does the Senator desire to have it read 
at the present time? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. It is short. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The SECRETARY. 
the following: 

SEC. That all the laws of the United States imposing any tax on bank 
notes issued by banks or corporations or associations chartered or author- 
ized by any State in the Union be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me fora 
moment, simply to offer an amendment? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator need not have it read now. 

Mr. CLAY. It is to come in on page 3, at the end of section 1. 
ask that it be read. It consists of only three or four lines. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 3, at the end of section 1, add: 

That as far as practicable the Secretary of the Treasury shall fairly dis- 
tribute the deposits herein authorized throughout the country. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I have always been opposed 
to any financial legislation having in view hard times. I am op- 
posed to hard times. Iam opposed to contraction in any form 
which shall interfere with business. 

It is impossible to regulate the revenues so as to have no sur- 
plus on hand. In fact that would be a very dangerous experi- 
ment. We would get into trouble when the revenues fall off, 
and we would have to borrow money in emergencies, as we have 
done on various occasions, paying an enormous interest. We had 
to sell 4 percents, that had been sold theretofore for 1 cent pre- 
mium for every year they had to run, at 44 per cent, when, in fact, 
the market price would put them at 30 per cent. We have seen 
those things happen on account of a deficiency in the revenues. 
We have seen such emergencies and we have seen panics. Any 
deficiency in the revenue or any idea that the Treasury would 
run dry would produce a panic and embarrass business. Ido not 
believe we ought to have a condition of things which would pro- 
duce that result. 

This is a plain proposition. We have asurplus revenue. It is 
a necessity. In order to carry on the business we must have it. 
The only question is whether we shall withdraw it from circula- 
tion and make contraction and hard times, and an irregular con- 
traction because the amount will vary at various times. 

For a long time the Government has had the right to deposit 
surplus revenues in the banks. At first they did not deposit re- 
ceipts from customs because those receipts were payable in gold 
and had to be reserved to pay interest on the bonds. That is the 
reason why the distinction was made at the time. That practice 
has gone on now for nearly forty years. The privilege has been 
exercised constantly. There ought to have been such legislation 
before this time. It should have been exercised in a way less in- 
jurious to the interests of the country. It should have been more 
general. More banks should have had the privilege and the se- 
curity should have been enlarged so that more banks could take 
it and have a small interest paid. 

No banks are opposed to this measure unless it be those that 
had the benefit of the former legislation and expect to have the 
deposits, on which they are not paying interest. They may be 
opposed to it, but I am inclined to think that the banks in general 
will be in favor of it. It will simply keep the money in circula- 
tion and stop contraction and hard times. 

I hope there will be no vote in the Senate against the passage 
of this very just measure, which will give us more money, and 
more stable money, and give us better times. If the time should 
come when there would be contraction, if next year the busi- 
ness should fall off and hard times should come, if stocks should 
fall, if the price of property should fall, and if men should be- 
come embarrassed, they would not be pleased with the votes of 
those who kept money tied up in the Treasury which ought to be 
in circulation. 

Now, it is proposed to put this money in circulation. I think 
this is a very good plan. It takes solvent banks. They put up 
a good security and they pay 1} per cent intereston the deposit. 
That keeps the money in circulation and gives good times to the 
country and makes stability, and it does not interfere with any 
monetary principle. In fact this is about the only way we can 
keep the money in circulation, because there will be more money 
collected than is paid out on occasions, and sometimes largely 
more. But to stop then and repeal your revenue laws and pro- 
duce a deficit would be very dangerous. If we repeal the revenue 
laws it must be done cautiously or we will produce a deficit. A 
deficit is a most disastrous thing. It makes countless millions 
mourn, because it brings bankruptcy and ruin to the homes of the 
people in general. 


Let it be read. 
The amendment will be read. 
Add as a new section at the end of the bill 


— 


We have not forgotten the crisis even of 1893, where millions 
suffered and the losses that were incurred from the contraction 
and the deficiency in the currency. There is now no deficit. The 
country now is immensely prosperous. We have good times. 
The output of gold has given usa basis, the whole world is moy- 
ing on, and it would bea shame now if on account of lack of busi- 
ness principles we should tie up the money in the Treasury and 
make the volume of money irregular and make times hard with- 
out any occasion for it at all. 

Nobody can be injured by putting the money in solvent banks 
with good security at 14 percent. Itcertainly will be better than 
to have it tied up in the Treasury; and we must have a surplus or 
be in danger every minute. That being the case, do not tie it up 
in the Treasury, but let it be used for the people; let the people 
have the money. That is my view of it; and I hope this bill, 
which is a very good measure, will pass. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island a question. I see that on page 2 of the bill it pro- 
vides that ‘‘any legally authorized bonds issued for municipal 
purposes by any city or county in the United States which has 
been in existence as a city or county for a period of twenty-five 
years.”’ 

I ask the Senator if it is not true that if the bill shall remain in 
that shape there are ten States which have been admitted into 
the Union during the last twenty-five years, and that the cities 
_ be _— in those ten States would be practically outlawed by 
the bill? 

I understood the Senator to move to strike out ‘‘ 50,000 inhabit- 
ants,’’ in line 19, page 2, and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ 10,000 in- 
habitants.’’ I also understood the Senator to say that he would 
move to amend the bill on page 2, line 24, by striking out the 
words: 

Or the first-mortgage bonds of any railroad company, not including street- 
railway bonds, which has paid dividends of not less than 4 per cent per an- 
num regularly and continuously on its entire capital stock for a period of not 
less than ten years previous to the deposit of the bonds. 

I believe the Senator has two amendments pending. One is to 
strike out ‘50,000 inhabitants’? and insert ‘‘ 10,000 inhabit- 
ants ’’-——— 

Mr. ALDRICH. That has already been adopted. 

Mr. CLAY. It has been adopted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. That will leave the bill, then, as I understand it, 
so that bonds issued by a city of 10,000 inhabitants can be used as 
security for national deposits. 

Now, I ask the Senator does he think it just that a county or 
town must have been in existence for twenty-five years in order 
to enjoy the privileges set forth in this bill? Is it not true that if 
you take North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, Montana, and 
several other States and the cities and towns in those States, they 
would not enjoy any of the privileges allowed other States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What number of years would the Senator 
suggest? 

Mr. CLAY. I would not have any number of years. If a 
State has been organized, and if a county has been organized, and 
if towns have been organized, it strikes me that there ought not 
to be a distinction. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I do not propose to debate this 
bill at any length, but I could not get my own consent to permit 
it to come to a vote without expressing my emphatic dissent from 
it both in principle and in application. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Washington yield to 
me for a moment to ask unanimous consent about a matter which 
pertains to the convenience of a number of Senators? 

Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask unanimous consent that it be agreed 
that a recess of the Senate shall be taken to-day, and that when- 
ever the recess is taken it shall be until to-morrow morning at 11 
o'clock, in order that we may have eulogies upon the various 
members of the House of which notice has been given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Limiting the session to-mor- 
row to eulogies? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Limiting it to eulogies. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I think a statement is due from 
me. Ido not care particularly to object. I do object, however, 
very strenuously. I have consented to be one of the Senators to 
deliver a eulogy to-day, and I hardly think at this time we ought 
to rescind our practice, which we have had so long. I myself 
agreed to deliver a eulogy to oblige a brother Senator, and out 
of high regard for the memory of a deceased member. I can not 
be here to-morrow. I want it publicly understood that I was 


prepared to perform my part of the sad duty to-day, as this was 
the time agreed some time ago. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Idaho yield to me for 
a moment? I will state that this arrangement is perfectly satis- 
factory to all the parties interested—that is, the gentlemen who 
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gave the notices, the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHaRD], the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. DoLLtIveR], and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MitcH- 


ELL], and I hope the Senater will not object to the arrangement. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me a moment to say 
one word? : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator let me finish my sentence first? 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DusoIs] 
will not object to this arrangement. The Senator must be as 
well aware as I am, in this stage of the public business, with 
only a few hours remaining of the session, that to avoid an ex- 
traordinary session of Congress it will be necessary for the Senate 
to remain in session for the transaction of, public business. The 
House of Representatives, if I am permitted to refer to that body, 
have very wisely and very properly provided that their services 
of this kind shall be held on Sunday. It seems to me that there 
can be no good purpose in forcing the Senate to give up discussion 
and consideration of important business for this occasion, espe- 
cially as my proposition is satisfactory to the Senators concerned. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I only wish to say a few words 
personal to myself. : 

I had promised to submit some remarks to-day in regard toone 
of the deceased members of the House of Representatives. I am 
ready to do so to-day, but I can not do so to-morrow. Of course, 
however, I would not inconvenience or stand in the way of what 
is the desire of Senators who represent the State from which 
that member came, and who requested me to make the remarks. 

I want to add to what the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusois] 
has said that, while I am not going to object to the unanimous 
consent which has been asked, at the same time I do not believe 
that we should change the practice which has so long existed in 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Perhaps it would be proper 
for the Chair to suggest that in the case of Mr. Cummings, of 
New York, leave was given that eulogies which were not deliv- 
ered on the occasion of the commemorative services because of 
the lack of time or opportunity to do so by Senators might sub- 
sequently be printed in the REcorpD. 

Mr. ALDR CH: I hope the Senator from Idaho will withdraw 
his objection to the request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I desire to state that if anybody 
is responsible for legislation being crowded in at the last days of 
the session I think the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
should bear his share of that responsibility. For fourteen weeks 
he and his colleagues have discussed a measure here which to-day 
has 50 votes in its favor in this Senate. They would not permit 
a vote upon it. They consumed time, one Senator speaking for 
ten days. And now the Senator comes in here, in the closing 
days of this session, with a Senate bill which involves a question 
which has been considered by the people for a great many years 
in different ways—the elasticity of the er proposition 
which contemplates that money shall be had when it is wanted, 
at the time of moving crops, etc. It is a question which the 
country has not been able to solve satisfactorily, though efforts 
have been made at different times to present some solution of it. 
If there is any merit in the bill which the Senator from Rhode 
Island now proposes, it is that it will prevent stringency in the 
money market and prevent panics. 

I bow to the Senator from Rhode Island. I agree with the 
splendid article which I sawin the Saturday Evening Post of 
Philadelphia not long ago headed ‘‘ The Real Boss of the United 
States,’’ on the front of which was a magnificent picture of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. [{Laughter.] The article went on 


to tell the secret of his power, stating it to be that he was the | 


essence of the protection doctrine of the Republican party, and 
through that he had more power than all the Senators and Mem- 
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years unless a political revolution shall occur; that the Senate 
was necessary to the occupant of the White House, but that the 
White House occupant was not necessary to the Senate. 

As I have said, the convenience of everybody must be put to 
one side. The President of the United States has sent special 
messages here asking that we should pass treaties and that we 
should pass the Philippine tariff bill. They are not up; but the 
bill which the Senator from Rhode Island wants to pass is up. 
He not only led the fight against the omnibus statehood bill, but 
on his motion the omnibus statehood bill was displaced this morn- 
ing, only 17 votes being recorded against the motion. I pay 
tribute to the Senator. 

The other Chamber, if I am well informed, is ready for his bill. 
It is a Senate bill. Numerous amendments are pending to it; it 
can be again amended in the House of Representatives; the bill, 
with those amendments, then goes into conference, and perhaps 
the amendments which go out here now will appear in the bill, 
and then we shall be in the closing hours of the Congress and no- 
body must object to the conference report on the bill. 

Mr. President, I do not think a measure of this importance 
should be brought in here as a Senate measure in the closing 
days of this session, when we can hear from no one except the 
bankers of New York. I am not objecting to that. I realize 
fully the importance of the bankers of New York to the country 
at large. I understand if there is any crisis in New York it af- 
fects the entire country. I am willing to give the bankers all 
power which is consistent with the rights of others, but there 
are various other interests to be considered in connection with 
this bill, and they can not be fairly and justly considered at this 
late day. It is plain to everyone that the Senator from Rhode 
Island intends to put this bill through now. He has displaced 
the Philippine bill; he has displaced the treaties; he has his party 
lined up on the other side to hold on to this bill, no matter if it 
defeats everything which the President has recommended by 
special message. The Senator does not, and can not, give time 
for the consideration of this measure as it should be considered 
in all its bearings. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I yield. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I wish to state that some days ago the chair- 
man of the Philippine Committee called up the Philippine bill 
and there was not a single objection to that bill except upon the 
Democratic side. I understand that all the Republicans are ready 
and willing to pass that bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Well, Mr. President, what difference does that 
make? Does the Senator from Nebraska, who was one of those 
who stood here for fourteen weeks filibustering, mean to say to 
us in the closing hours of the session that because the Republicans 
are now ready to pass a measure which affects the West and the 
South, ‘‘ You must keep still; we are ready to pass the bill; do 
not sayanything. We have talked fourteen weeks; we have con- 
sumed the time, and now nothing is left for you to do except to 
accept, without debate, the proposition which we on our side 
have agreed to; you can not have sufficient and adequate debate 
in this Chamber on this bill, and you can have none in the other 
Chamber; it will be put through there under the rules in fifteen 
minutes.’’ Is that fair? 

This is a question, as I say, which the country has been con- . 
sidering in one form or another for years. When you pass your 
bill, do it after consideration, after all parts of the country 
have been heard from in regard to it, after they have had an op- 


| portunity to digest it and offer what suggestions they think are 





bers of the House of Representatives combined. The writer dis- | 


sected the character and ability of the Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. ALDRICH] with great skill and predicted that when it came 
to the fight now pending in the Republican party—— 


right about it, taking it up in an orderly way at the beginning of 
the session, and not in the closing days, when you ask every Senator 
to lay aside his personal convenience and his feelings in order 
that you may rush it through. 

Mr. President, I do not think that in order to pass a measure 
of this kind at this time we should change the custom of the 
Senate and deliver eulogies on deceased members of the other 


Mr. BURTON. If I may interrupt the Senator for a moment, | House on Sunday, when we have agreed that they should be de- 


I have been requested to make some remarks in the course of the 
eulogies to be delivered ona late member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Do I understand that we are on the eulogies now? 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. DUBOIS. If the Senator from Kansas had done me the 
honor to listen to me he would have known that I was not deliv- 
ering a eulogy on adead man, but paying a tribute to the most 
lively man in the United States to-day. [Laughter.] At the 
end of the article to which I have referred, after speaking of the 
struggle which is taking place in the Republican party between 


} 
| 


those who want to revise the tariff and those who do not, the | 
writer said that the President of the United States now found | for unanimous consent, but I shall not yield for any motion. 


himself confronted with the Senator from Rhode Island; that the 


livered to-day. I do not think the situation under all the cir- 
cumstances justifies us in doing these things. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. DolI understand the Senator from Idaho to 
object? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I move that at 6 o’clock to-day the Sen- 
ate take a recess until 12 o’clock to-morrow, the session to-morrow 
to be for the delivery of eulogies on deceased members of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. TURNER. I have no objection to yielding to a request 


Mr. ALDRICH. Then I give notice that later in the day I 


Senator from Rhode Island will remain here for a number of ' shall make that motion. 
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Mr. TURNER. 
taken off my feet by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALp- 
rRiCH}, that [ regard this bill as absolutely indefensible on any 

roper principles of government, and as extending the grossest 

ind of favoritism to a class in this country who have already 
been too highly favored by the laws of the United States, and as 
being extremely indiscreet and inconvenient in the result which 
it will bring upon this country. 

I hope our friends on the other side will consider this bill care- 
fully before they exert their majority to put it upon the statute 
book, because, to my humble apprehension, it is the most vicious 
measure which has been introduced in either branch of Congress 
since I have had the honor to serve in this body. 

We had a bill before this body two years ago of malodorous 
memory, called the ship-subsidy bill. Desperate efforts were 
made to put that bill wpon the statute books of the country. 
That bill only proposed to take $9,000,000 a year out of the Treas- 
ury as a gift to a few favorite individuals. This bill proposes to 
take anywhere from one hundred to one hundred and fifty mil- 
lion dollars out of the Treasury of the United States and confer 
its use upon a few favorite individuals in this country, I venture 
to say, for all time to come. 

This bill comes to us in the specious guise of an amendment of 
already existing law. It is supposed to be an extension of inno- 
cent and meritorious provisions of already existing law. The law 
to which I refer is one which permits the Government to make 
deposits of its internal revenues in the national banks of the coun- 
try as governmental depositories. That law has always been 
open to very serious question as to its policy and to very serious 
criticism as to the manner of its execution; but something might 
be said for it upon the question of policy. The internal revenues 
of the country are collected throughout the country generally, 
and it may become important to the Government that it should 
save the trouble and expense of transferring those revenues to 
the Federal Government and then back again to remote parts of 
the country where they may be needed for the pu s of ex- 
penditure. That is all that can be said in favor of the law as it 
exists to-day. 

But this bill, Mr. President, proposes to apply this law to all 
the revenues of the Government, custems as well as internal 
revenue. It proposes to go further than that—not to deposit these 
moneys in these banks for the convenience of the Government of 
the United States, to be drawn out whenever the convenience of 
the Government may require, but it proposes to go to the extraor- 
dinary extent of making a loan to these banks at the rate of 1} 
per cent upon securities which have never been regarded as suffi- 
cient for such purposes in our legislation heretofore, in order that 
these banks may loan this money out to the merchant, to the 
manufacturer, and to the farmer at anywhere from 6 to8 percent 
per annum, the Government receiving, as its compensation for 
this loan, interest at the rate of 14 per cent per annum. I do not 
see how any Senator can get his consent to vote for a measure of 
this kind. 

It is the old subtreasury scheme of the Populist party in prin- 
ciple and in application, except that the eficiaries of the 
kee are not the farmers of the country, but they are the 
national bankers of the country. That scheme was laughed to 
scorn by the intelligence of this country, and properly so, and 
my Republican friends will find that if they now adopt this prin- 
ciple of that scheme, turning it to the benefit of their friends, the 
bankers of this country, the people of this country, who con- 
demned the subtreasury scheme, will visit an equal condemna- 
tion upon them for the adoption of the same scheme in the inter- 
est of different beneficiaries. 

But it is said, Mr. President, as an additional reason why this 
extraordinary measure should be adopted that to keep this money 
in the Treasury will be to cause stringency in the money of the 
country, which is liable to cause trouble and disaster; but I sug- 
gest to my friends on the other side if they want to get this 
money out into the country let them pay the debts of the Gov- 
ernment with it. The money will then put into circulation 
and the interest which we are now paying upon those debts will 
be saved to the national Treasury. If there be no law requiring 
the application of these surplus moneys in the Treasury to the 
national debt, then I submit to the distinguished Senator from 
Rhode Island that it is just as easy to frame a bill applying these 
surplus moneys to the national debt as it is to frame this bill 
which he has framed, to loan it out to the bankers of this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

r. TURNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I supposed the Senator, with his familiarity 
with this and all other questions of a similar nature, was aware 
that there was already upon the statute book the necessary legis- 
lation to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to use the money 
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in the Treasury to pay the debts of the United States. 
a sinking fund there. 

Mr. TURNER. I presume that istrne. If it be true, then I do 
not understand why the Secretary of the Treasury has not exe- 
cuted the law and paid these surplus moneys of the Treasury out 
in liquidation of the national debt instead of keeping them there 
to form an argument why we should loan them out to the bank- 
ers of the country in order that he might prevent stringency in the 
money market and disaster to the business interests of thiscountry. 

I venture to say, as the distinguished Senator from Arkansas 
{Mr. Berry} has said, that if we enter upon this policy of loan- 
ing out the money of the Government to individuals of any class 
or character, the time will never come when this Government 
will feel justified in calling those moneys in. 

I have lately been charged, as a member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of this body, with the duty of assisting in the framing of 
antitrust legislation. It is undoubtedly true that this country 
is filled with monopolies in the manufacture of all of the neces- 
saries of life; that every article of use or convenience in this 
country is the subject of complete and perfect monopoly; but 
when we came to deal with the framing of laws for the purpose 
of curing this great evil, the greatest obstacle that we found, the 
one that ae most strongly to every member of the com- 
mittee, including those who were most earnest in their desire to 
curb or control or destroy these monopolies, was the fact that in 
attempting to do so by substantive legislation of serious character 
and import, the effort was likely to bring panic and disaster to 
the country; and, if it did not do that, was likely to canse a stop- 
page in the supply of these useful and necessary articles which 
these monopolies were furnishing to the country. So that if you 
once give a special privilege or if you once permit any particular 
class in this country to take unto themselves a special privilege, 

you are met with all sorts of obstacles in attempting to deal by 

w with the evils which arise therefrom. 

So with this measure: Let this money be put out among the 
national banks at an interest rate instead of being deposited sub- 
ject to the callof the Government at a moment's notice; let that 
condition of affairs continue for a few years, and you will be met 
here _— the floor of the Senate and the floor of the other House 
with the proposition that any attempt to call these moneys into 
the Treasury will result in panic and disaster. And probably if 
you attempt to do so—if you should get a President of the char- 
acter of Andrew Jackson, who looks at the interests of the Gov- 
ernment rather than at the interests of wealth and corporations, 
who undertakes, when the interests of the Government require 
it, to call in this money—then you are very liable to have panic 
and disaster. The time to avoid these things is right now, when 
the Congress of the United States is invited to enter upon that 
species of legislation which may bring about such results. 

Another reason why this legislation ought not to pass is that it 
is lending the strength of this Government to the bolstering up 
of a certain class of securities with which we have nothing to do; 
which ought to stand upon their own merits or rise and fall wpon 
their own bottoms. It would not be so badif this were confined, 
in addition to the bonds of the United States, to the bonds of 
States, counties, and municipal corporations; but when the Con- 
gress of the United States goes into the business of bolstering up 
the bonds of the railroad companies of this country, then it has 
taken an extraordinary step; and while you are bolstering up the 
bonds of the railroads of the country by this class of legislation 
you are bearing down and depressing the bonds of the Govern- 
ment of the United States by taking away from them that exclu- 
sive use which has heretofore been given to them and which has 
resulted in giving them a very great portion of the value which 
they now have in the markets of this country. 

These reasons seem to me, Mr. President, to be conclusive 
against the policy and against the principle of this bill. If it 
shall be forced as a law by the votes of a Republican majority in 
this Congress, it will be simply another evidence to my mind and 
another evidence to the mind and the apprehension of the people 
of this country, and it will not require many evidences of that 
kind to bring conviction to their minds, that the Republican 
party in this country is wedded to the trusts and the corpora- 
tions and the money power, and that it proposes to wield its con- 
trol of the country in their interests rather than in the interests 
of the common people of this land. 

We had the extraordinary spectacle yesterday of the Republican 
majority in this Chamber voting down the consideration of the 
antitrust bill, which received careful consideration by the Ju- 
diciary Committee of the House of res which passed 
that body almost unanimously; which came here and was con- 
sidered by the Judiciary Committee of this body; which was re- 
ported to the Senate more than ten days ago, and which has been 
pending here for consideration and action ever since. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for a 
moment? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash-| Now, they do this thing in general better in England. The 
ington yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? Bank of England is not the Government. It is not controlled by 

Mr. TURNER. Yes, sir. the Government. Ifthe Bank of England does anything extraor- 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose there is no Senator who has given more | dinary in time of commercial danger, all the Government does, 
attention to the antitrust bill than I have, and I suppose there is | if it be necessary afterwards, is to secure the directors from per- 
no Senator who more earnestly desires its consideration than I do. | sonal liability for violation of law: to indemnify them. 


I do not mean that there may not in discussion turn ont to be Mr. President, I hope that the efforts of financiers like the hon- 
serious defects in it which should be amended, but in the main | orableSenator fr§8m Rhode Island [Mr. ALpric#]} and the honor- 
I think it a healthy and valuable piece of legislation. I voted | able Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and other gentlemen who 
against taking it up because to take it up would not at that | are to succeed them in this body, will be directed toward divore- 
time, as everybody in the Senate knows perfectly, have resulted | ing the Government of the United States from any relation to the ) 
in its passage, but would only have displaced a treaty which, it | fmancial conditions of the country. 

ae to me, we were bound by the strongest considerations of This bill contains no protection against favoritism. The only 
national good faith to consider and dispose of at once. protection there is against favoritism as against communities or 

Mr. TURNER. Well, I do not know why the Senator assumes | individual banks is in the wisdom and discretion of the Secretary 
that if the trust bill had received consideration on yesterday it | of the Treasury. 
would not have passed the Senate. I do not know whether it Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray] of- 
would or not. | fered an amendment. I do not know whether or not the Senator 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that it would not have passed. I | from Massachusetts was listening when it was read. 
said it would have displaced a treaty. The Senator can judge | Mr. HOAR. I have not seen the amendment. 
himself whether in the brief time at our command we could have Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps we had better have the amendment 
passed it. If we could, I should have been glad to do it. read. 

Mr. TURNER. I understood the Senator to say the only effect Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it read. I was about to say 
of the vote in taking up that bill would have been to have secured | that I hoped some emphatic declaration of that purpose might get 
its consideration, without hope of its passage, at the expense of the | into the bill before it was finally disposed of. 
treaty. Now, I should like to ask my friend, the Senator from | Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Georgia offered an amend- 
Massachusetts, whether this bill now under consideration hasnot | ment which I was inclined to accept. I should like to have it 








displaced the same treaty? read. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not think it has. Mr. HOAR. I should be glad to have the Secretary cead it 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, how would the other bill have | now, if the Chair please. 

done so? The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
Mr. TURNER. Has that treaty yet been ratified? the Senator from Georgia will be read. 


Mr. HOAR. As I understand it, the conflict on which we voted Mr. HOAR. I retain the floor. 
yesterday was a conflict between going into executive session and The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of section 1: 


the consideration of a conference report. That as far as practicable the Secretary of the Treasury shall fairly dis- 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. tribute the deposits herein authorized throughout the country. 
Mr. HOAR. What was it, then? Mr. HOAR. Very well. That removes the difficulty to a cer- 


Mr. BLACKBURN. My motion was to stop the procedure on | tain extent. 
the conference report made by the Senator from Massachusetts Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
and proceed to the consideration of the antitrust bill. Mr. HOAR. At any rate it is an effort in the right direction. 
Mr. HOAR. I was thinking for themoment that it was acon-| There is one other practical consideration which I should like 
flict between going into executive session and the conference report. | to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island. I have had some 
Mr. BLACKBURN. It was the Senator’s own conference re- experience in former days by reason of a professional relation to 
port on the bill for the protection of the President which I an- | yarious banks that have been in trouble and difficult y, and there 
tagonized. is a very uncomfortable condition so far as concerns depositors in 
Mr. HOAR. Very well. : _, | such institutions (and the same applies to all cases of sureties on 
Mr. TURNER. I do not care anything aboutthat. Ihavesaid | ponds to the Government) growing out of the fact that the assets 
all I wanted to say on this floor, except I was proceeding to point | are tied up in case of embarrassment, and they must await the 
out the course of our Republican friends on yesterday in voting | action of the United States. No estate of a deceased person or of 
down the consideration o the antitrust bill—a bill in the interest an insolvent person can ever be settled when there is an obliga- 
of the —— of this country, a bill to prevent the trusts and the | tion held by the United States, anda great deal of trouble and 
combines from going down into their pockets elbow deepand gong- | jn justice arises. 
ing them, as they have been doing for the last five or ten years—the | Now, in this amendment, on the third page, it is provided that 
contrast between that action and the ready action of thesame ma- | ‘the United States shall have a lien on the current assets of 
jority this morning in bringing up, by the same Republican votes, | banks.’’ I suppose that means every available property of the 
for consideration and passage this bill, which is manifestly not in | banks. There is no provision made as to how the lien shall be en- 
the interest of the common “~— of the land. but in the mterest | forced, but I suppose it will be enforced by some equity process 
of the national bankers of the land. If our Republican rriends | jngtituted in behalf of the Government. 
want to take that onus, that burden, that responsibility upon 
their shoulders, they are entitled to take it. Ibid them Godspeed 
a HOAR. Mr. President, I expect to vote for this bill. I That is, the public money iia 18 7 aid: 
expect to vote for it because the purpose for which it is framed | ¢ntemandof the Treasurerof the Cited States as aforesaid but the secur 
seems to me to be a good one, and because of my great respect | moneys shall be sold before the said lien is enforced. 
and deference for some of the persons who are responsible for | ‘The depositor may be a person of small means. He will have 
— it and for i men not ——— - ane it, but | to-wait first until a legal proceeding has been instituted, and that 
peg and patriotism are enti the profoundest | }e¢a] proceeding can not be begun until the Treasurer of the United 
; , : . : : ; th ce the li iquidat > clai 
But I confess I feel great nate that this policy, which leaves tae eee ae ee ane ne oa 
it in the power of the Seeretary of the Treasury to affect public Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be glad to hear it. 


business in times of great monetary pressure, shall not be carried : a re 
too far. In the first place, it is putting into the hands of a dis- a I move this amendment, to be inserted at the end 
oe official an enormous power over the business of sy the Seana of ~ 7 : ee, ie bie Cae Ds poeeete such 
. ets, or t thereof, t to the disc re of the other obliga- 
I do not now speak of this particular law, but of the general tions of the to to which they ene ipwiaity applicable if. in his imenh 
power of the Secretary of the Treasury to interpose in times of that may be done consistently with the security of the United States. 
special excitement. "That power has been wielded in the past Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad to have the amendment 
with very great and salutary effect, I think, in every case where —. I think it is a very wise one. 
the Treasury has interposed, from the time of the sk Friday | The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment is not in order 





The United States shall have a lien on the current assets of banks in which 
public moneys are deposited for the repayment of the same— 


down to the present time. But it is adangerous power, and even | at this time. The Senator from Tennessee has offered an amend- 
if it be wielded wisely and discreetly, the result is that the exist- | ment, which is the pending amendment. 

ing Government is held responsible by the public; is held respon- Mr. ALDRICH. On behalf of the committee I will accept this 
sible, if it can be done, by its antagonists for everything that | amendment so far as I can. 

goes wrong in fmancial matters. Whenever there isa panicora| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Is- 





h the clamor is raised that the Treasury Department or the | land accepts the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mas- 
ks are responsible, sachusetts. 
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Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Idesire to inquire whether an 


amendment is now in order. If so, I desire to offer one. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It isnot inorderat the present 
time as there is an amendment pending. 
little later on. 

Mr. BERRY. Has the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts been agreed to? ¢ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toadd at the end of line 22, sec- 
tion 1, the following: 

But the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, permit such as- 
sets, or any port thereof, to be applied to the discharge of the other obliga- 
tions of the 
that may be done consistently with the security of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is accepted 
by the Senator from Rhode Island. The amendment pending 
now is the one offered by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BERRY. Has the Senator from Massachusetts concluded 
his remarks? 


Mr. HOAR. Yes. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 3560) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote the 
safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling 
common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to couple their 
‘ars With automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their 


locomotives with driving-wheel brakes and for other purposes,”’ | 


approved March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 


6139) to provide for the organization of private corporations in | 


the district of Alaska. 
PROPOSED ANTITRUST LEGISLATION. 


Mr. BERRY. As there is neither treaty nor conference report 
now pending, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the measure known as the Littlefield antitrust bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be read. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 17) requiring corporations en- 
gaged in interstate commerce to make returns, prohibiting rebates 
and discriminations and the use of interstate commerce in at- 
tempts to destroy competition, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I have 
a general pair with the senior Senator from Kansas [ Mr. Harris]. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHE.u]}. 

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster], and in his 
absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi (when the name of Mr. Monry 

vas called). By arrangement with the junior Senator from Iowa 


[Mr. DoLLIver] my colleague [Mr. Monty] stands paired with | 
If my colleague | 


Mr. Haw.ey]. 


the Senator from Connecticut 
were present, he would vote *‘ yea.’ 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
Laurin]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON }. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. 
were present, I should vote ‘* yea.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Iam paired with the senior Senator 
from Kansas hay Harris]. With the consent of the Senator 
from Florida |Mr. TALIAFERRO], I will transfer my pair to the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] and will vote. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. It is agreeable to me. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I vote “ yea.”’ 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (after having voted in the negative). I 
notice that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] is 
absent. So I withdraw my vote, being paired with him. 


If he 
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The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 41; as follows: 
YEAS—30. 


It will be in order a | 


sank to which they are lawfully applicable if, in his judgment, | 


Clay, 


Aldrich, 
Alger, 

! Allison, 
Bard, 





Clark, Mont. 


McEnery, 


McLaurin, Miss. 


Perkins, 
Pettus, 


NAYS—4l1. 


Deboe, 
Depew, 
Dietrich, 
Dolliver, 


Gamble, 
Hale, 

Hanna, 
Hansbrough, 


Bacon, Cockrell, Mallory, Rawlins, 
Bailey, Daniel, Martin, Simmons, 
Bate, Gibson, Mason, Taliaferro, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Morgan, Teller, 
Blackburn, Hoar, Nelson, Turner, 
Carmack, Jones, Ark, Patterson, Vest. 


Platt, Conn. 
Platt, N. Y. 
Proctor, 
Simon, 


The Senator from Arkansas 


I am paired | 


3everidge, Dryden, Jones, Ney. Spooner, 
Burnham, Elkins, Kean, Stewart, 
Burrows, Fairbanks, Kearns, Warren, 

| Burton, Foraker, Kittredge, Wetmore. 
Clapp, Foster, Wash. Lodge, 

Clark. Wyo. Frye, McComas, 
Cullom, Gallinger, Millard, 

NOT VOTING—17. 

Culberson, Hawley, Penrose, Tillman, 
Dillingham, McCumber, Pritchard, Wellington, 
Dubois, McLaurin, S.C. Quarles, 
Foster, La. Mitchell, uay, 

| Harris, Money, Scott, 


So the Senate refused to consider the bill. 
SAFE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEY. 


- The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7301) to further provide for the safe- 
keeping of public money, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
| BATE]. 
| Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, as I shall probably find myself 
| differing with a majority of my political associates on this bill, I 
| desire briefly to state the reasons which will induce me to vote 
for its passage. According to my view of it, neither the principle 
| nor the policy of the national banking act is involved in it; but it 

presents simply the question of what shall be done with money 

collected by the Government. Shall it be locked in the vaults of 
the Treasury and thus be withdrawn from circulation, or shall 
it — deposited in the banks and thus be available for the uses of 
trade? 
If I were permitted to frame the laws of this Republic, the Gov- 
| ernment would have no surplus to dispose of, because I would so 
frame those laws that nothing more would be collected from the 
| people in the way of taxes than is necesssary to provide for the 
economical administration of the Government. A hundred times 
in my life I have assailed the Republican party for its system of 
taxation, against which I have alleged a twofold injustice. I 
have asserted, first, that it was an injustice against the taxpayer 
in that it compelled him to contribute more than was necessary 
toward the support of the Government. And I have alleged, in 
the second place, that it was an injury to the business interests of 
the country in that it removed from the channels of commerce and 
trade money which was needed for its uses. 

If I had my way I would correct at one and the same time and 
by a single law the injustice against the taxpayer and the injury 
to the trade of the country. But as I can not have my way and 
discontinue the collection of what I consider an unnecessary rev- 
enue, and can not relieve the taxpayer of his unjust burden, I 
intend at least to make the other part of my contention good by 
voting to restore, in the only way possible under existing law, to 
_ the channels of circulation the money which I think the Govern- 
ment unnecessarily collects. I venture to say there is not a Sen- 
ator on this side of the Chamber who would to-morrow, if given 
the power, take the responsibility of withdrawing from the com- 
merce of this country $300,000,000. 

The natural instinct of every Democratic Senator is to vote 
against every measure proposed by a Republican Senator. Imy- 
self share that. Always my first impulse is to vote against any 
| proposition the other side presents. My friend the Senator from 
_ Colorado [Mr. TELLER] says to me I am justified in suspecting 

it. [Laughter.] But when there is presented a plain business 
proposition I propose to meet it—decide it upon its merits. As 
sensible business men we deposit our money in the banks when 
we do not need it, and most of us when we do need it, because it 
is more convenient to check it out in payment of our daily trans- 
actions than it is to carry it in our pockets, and I can see no 
good reason why the Government should not do the same. ; 
The policy of depositing public money is not up for discussion 
even now, because that is the existiug policy of the Government. 
Already it is authorized to place certain collections on deposit, 
and if any living man can give me any rational distinction be- 
| tween money collected from internal-revenue sources and money 
| collected from customs, as the matter stands to-day, 1 should 
| like to hear the explanation. 
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There was a time, possibly, when specie payments were in- 
volved, that there was a proper distinction; but there is none to- 
day. If it is just and proper for the Government to deposit in 
the banks money which it collects as internal-revenue taxes I 
should like to hear some good reason why it is not equally just 
and proper to deposit likewise the money which it receives in 
customs dues. 

This bill commends itself to my mind for another reason. It 
not only puts the money collected from the people back into the 
channels of circulation, but it compels the bonds of the United 
States to share with the bonds of States, counties, and municipal- 
ities a privilege that it now exclusively enjoys. Our friends talk 
about special classes and special privileges. They ought to recol- 
lect that in voting for this bill to-day we vote to compel the bonds 
of the United States Government to share what is now their ex- 
clusive privilege of being deposited as security for the public 
funds with the bonds of the cities, counties, and municipalities 
of this entire country. 

As the bill was originally introduced, I shared the very general 
prejudice against the proposition to accept railroad bonds, and 
vet that was more sentimental than substantial, because if the 
Government is going to leave this money on deposit for the pur- 
pose of allowing it still to be available for the uses of trade, then 
it is a question of security, not the kind of security except where 
the kind is related to the sufficiency. We had just as well be 
frank with ourselves and say that there is a good deal of dema- 
goguery in the objection to any kind of security that is sufficient. 

There is an amendment reported by the committee to which I 
object. It is the provision that gives the Government a first lien 
upon the assets of the bank as against all other depositors. The 
Government takesa special security forits deposit, and the power of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to demand more security is ample, if 
what he has becomesimpaired. Notcontent with that, itis further 
proposed the Government shall have a prior lien over the widow 
who had her last dollar deposited inthat bank. Inother words, the 
Government, with a power to take a collateral security, asserts 
and enforces a lien against the very money you have deposited in 
the bank. 

My objection is not only practical but it is also rather theoreti- 
cal. Undoubtedly the Government has ample power and a per- 
fect right to say to the banks that before they can receive its 
money on deposit they must give it a special security. But I do 
not believe the Government ought to go further ond. projecting 
itself between the bank and its depositors, vary the contract 
which exists to-day between every bank and every depositor on 
its books. As the law now stands, every depositor stands on an 
equal footing with every other depositor. That is a contractual 
relation between the banks and their depositors, and whatever 
may be the authority of the Government to exact ample or more 
than ample becurity as against the bank, I do not believe it just 
and wise for the Government to violate the contract of every 
bank with its depositors and assert for itself a prior lien as against 
them. 

Another provision in the bill that I should prefer to have 
stricken out is the provision for interest. I believe that it would 
be better to avoid all question about the Government loaning 
money as contradistinguished from depositing it. By simply de- 
positing its money and requiring the bank to perform whatever 
services a bank usually performs for one of its depositors, we 


would avoid a feature which serves to confuse the real nature of | 


the transaction and allows it to be charged that the Government 
is loaning its money to the banks, when as a matter of fact the 
Government is only depositing it. 

Of course some gentlemen will say a deposit is a loan, but my 
experience with the banks is that a loan is different from a de- 
posit. I am sometimes a depositor; I am frequently a borrower, 
and I have discovered the difference between a loan and a deposit 
on more than one occasion. 

It looks to me like it would be well for us to preserve what is 
actually a difference between a deposit and a loan, and as it is 


not the practice of the banks usually to pay interest on deposits, | 


I have a belief.that they ought not to be permitted to do so here. 
They ought to have no moral claim upon the Government for 
the use of this money. 
Treasury official in the face and say, ‘‘I am paying you interest 
on this deposit;’’ but they ought to be made the mere servants or 
agents of the Government, leaving its officers to demand its 
funds whenever the public convenience or safety may require it. 
_ know it is easy to arouse a certain popular prejudice by claim- 
ing that you are according privileges to the banks. For so widely 
used an institution the banks are the most extensively abused in 
the world. You could no more progress under this civilization 
and this commerce without banks of discount and deposit than 
yn could proceed without railroads, or factories, or storehouses. 

have no prejudice against them. There is not a Senator in this 


They ought not to be able to look a | 
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even his personal convenience requires, and surely it can not be 
that they ought to be feared and dreaded, and that they ought to 
be assailed and denounced whenever it becomes necessary for the 
Government to touch them in any of its relations. 

Let us be frank, not only with ourselves, but with the country. 
The only argument against this is that it is an advantage to the 


banks. Suppose you grant it, although the Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Mason] says that the banks in the city of Chicago are al- 
most unanimously opposed to it. I myself happen to know that 
the Senator on this side of the Chamber who is most largely in- 
terested in national banks is an earnest opponent of the bill. But 
it makes no difference to me whether the banks favor or oppose 
its passage. Let us suppose that it is an advantage to the banks. 
I have no objection to it on that account, provided it is no disad- 
vantage to the people. If itis no disadvantage tothe people, then 
I have no objection to it because it is an advantage to the banks. 

I denounce a special privilege to any man and every man, be- 
cause a special privilege to one implies a special burden on the 
other. If by some legislative enactment I could make every man 
in the country rich and happy I would be glad to pass a law to 
do it. The reason why I vote against all laws to increase the for- 
tunes of one man is because I know the law creates no wealth, 
and, therefore, when it confers wealth upon one it can only doso 
by taking wealth from another who has created it. 

When Senators tell me that this bill isa benefit to the banks 
they only half state the case. They must also tell me that it is 
an injury to the people. If itis, I vote against it. If it is not, I 
cheerfully and unhesitatingly vote for it. 

Now the question is, is it to the advantage of the people of the 
United States that the Government should lock its money in its 
Treasury vaults and deny them the use of it in their trade and 
commerce? Noman contends it. Then is it to the advantage of 
the people of the United States that the Government should place 
this money where they can enjoy its use, even though they have 
to pay a reasonable rate of interest? That is unquestionably 
true. Believing so, no apprehension that I may be charged with 
favoring the banks can deter me from giving to the people of the 
United States the use of the largest amount of circulation. 

My friend from Nevada [Mr. STeEwarT] and myself a few 
years ago, fighting side by side, insisted that the country needed 
more money. I still think it needs more, but he parts company 
with me. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam glad to know that my friend has not come 
to the conclusion that the increase in the production of gold has 
given us all we need. He agrees with me that though money is 
more abundant than it was and consequently the times are better, 
we still do not have enough to be able to lock it up in the Treasury 
vaults. 

Mr. STEWART. That is right. 

Mr. BAILEY. Tomy friendson this side of the Chamber I will 


| say in conclusion that with denunciations on our lips against 


our opponents because they would not give the country more 
money we ought not to vote to lock up any part of what we have. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am quite sure, Mr. President, that I 
was sorry, sincerely sorry, when a short time ago divergence and 
separation occurred between my two friends. the one from Texas 
{Mr. BatLEy] and the other from Nevada [| Mr. Stewart]; and 
I do not know whether I can conscientiously say that I am glad 
now to see those estranged comrades once more united. I was 


| surprised at the separation, and I have scarcely yet grown familiar 


with the reconciliation. 

The Senator from Texas (and there is not a man in this Cham- 
ber or in this land who holds in higher esteem his deliberate 
opinion than I) says that he would like to make every man rich 
in this land by law if that were possible, but the law does not 
make wealth if legitimately enacted and applied. I agree with 
that. Yet here is a law which proposes to allow to a railroad 
corporation (I select that simply for purposes of illustration) of 
a certain description set out in this bill, that has been paying con- 
sistently dividends of not less than 4 per cent for a term of ten 
years next preceding, the deposit of their first-mortgage bonds. 
I quote, I think, the provisions of the bill. Is it a fair law that 
allows me to take those railroad bonds and deposit them as col- 


| lateral with the Government and upon that deposit take out 


money at 1} percent? Is not that law necessarily to result, if, 

indeed, it was not intended 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 

ask him a question? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 





With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What does the Senator mean by “‘ taking out 
money?’ He used that expression. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I had just as well define that right here 
and right now, so that the Senator from Rhode Island and myself 
will not misunderstand each other anyfurther. I admit that the 


Chamber who hesitates to use them whenever his business or ' money provided for by this bill is to be taken from the vaults of the 
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Treasury and put into cirenlation. It is not new money. It is 
not new money—a new bill—that is to be issued. It is old money, 
that by process of taxation has been withdrawn from circulation 
and is locked up in the coffers of the Government. 

When I say that the deposit of that railroad bond is as a collat- 
eral upon which to take out money, I do not mean to be under- 


stood that new money is to be issued and brought into existence 
upon that deposit, but I mean that that amount of money which 
has been abstracted from circulation, which has become dormant 


and dead as the gold that has never yet been brought from the 
bowels of the earth for all processes of business, is to be dragged 
from its hiding place in the vaults of the Treasury and put into 
circulation, for which the banker is to pay 14 per cent interest, 
and on its circulation he is to get neither you nor I nor anybody 
except the Lord and that banker know what rate of interest. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is it not likewise true that when the Senator 
from Kentucky deposits money in the bank the banker loans it 
out the same way and pays him nothing? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is true; but my money is there on 
call, if I am lucky enough to have any. 

Mr. BAILEY. This is, too; this is on call. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Wait; I am coming to that. I trust the 
Senator from Texas will not be impatient. Whether my views 
are of any value to him or to anybody else, he shall have the full- 
est opportunity of knowing what they are before I sitdown. Ht 
is not my purpose to discuss this bill at length, but I am not will- 
ing that it shall be voted upon and perhaps enacted into law, so 
far as this Chamber is concerned, without entering my protest 
against its passage, and in my own feeble way submitting the 
reasons which have led me to that conclusion. 

I am opposed to the national banking system and always have 
been. I admit that it has many exceptional features which com- 
mend it tomy approval. In the matter of security, whether it 
be to the depositor or to the holder, I believe that it is an admira- 
ble system of banking. But I have insuperable and vital objec- 
tions to that system of banking. Hence, to be consistent, I have 
insuperable objections to this bill because, as I see it, the bill is 
simply an enlargement of the powers of the national banking sys- 
tem of this ae Whatever is objectionable to me in that 
system of national banking of necessity is objectionable to me in 
this bill, because this is an enlargement of it. 

As the national ing system of this country stands to-day 
there is a limit to the exercise of its power, to which I object, and 
that limit is found in the amount of Government bonds that they 
can get possession of, for beyond it they can not go. They can 
get no money upon which to do a national banking business ex- 
cept that money is based upon the deposit of national bonds. 

‘Sess is a proposition to enlarge their powers in that direction, 
to say that they shall have what they have to-day, the right to 
take out currency upon the deposit of national bonds, plus the 
right to take out money upon the deposit as collateral of State or 
county or municipal or certain railroad bonds described in this act. 

But the passage of this bill is demanded for reasons that force 
us to face two propositions which = not be denied. First, 
there is a congestion of money in the Treasury. I admit it. I 
believe the amount is some $300,000,000, all told. The advocates 
of this measure say that that money is of no value in the channels 
of trade and commerce. I admitit. Theadvocates of this meas- 
ure say that we are in this fix; that there is $300,000,000, or what- 
ever the amount may be, of idle capital in the Treasury, and that 
our purpose in this bill is to bring it back and put it imto active 
circulation. 

That situation is not denied, but that situation prompts me to 
ask one or two questions. How came it that we are in that pre- 
dicament? What is it that brought about the congestion of 
money in the vaults of the Federal Treasury? There can be but 
one answer given by honest men. Excessive taxation, producing 
a disproportion between the receipts and the expenditures of the 
Government, is the only explanation that can be vouchsafed or 
answer given to that question. 

Now, admitting that this is the condition we are in; that we 
are collecting more money than we need for governmental pur- 
poses; that by this high rate of taxation we are taking out of the 
channels of commerce and trade this amount of money that the 
people need to carry on their business and conduct their com- 
merce, is this the only means to correct the evil? Is this the best 
way? Is it modest, is it fair, for our friends on the other side to 
come to us and say, ‘*‘ We passed the tariff laws under which this 
country is to-day laboring; we have extracted from the pockets 
of the producing classes of this country a surplus of revenue that 
runs up to-day into the hundreds of millions; we have put you in 
this pocket, and now we insist that ws shall let us gemmnlos the 
remedy and devise the way in which you are to be 

I say that this is not the best way to remedy 


out?” 
situation. 
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There isan open road before us. There is no want of statutory 
authority that we might follow. The law to-day confers ample 
power upon the Secretary of the Treasury to invest this plethora 
of revenue in the purchase and retirement of the United States 
Government bonds, which are its evidence of debt. 

There is not one of these bonds to-day that is not drawing a 
higher rate of interest than you are going to exact from the bene- 
ficiaries of this bill for the use of this surplus money. What 
would be said of me or you in the proper transaction of our pri- 
vate business if we owe a debt upon which we are paying 8 or 4 
per cent interest if we should turn around and loan our surplus 
money at 1} per cent and pay the higher rate which is being 
charged against us? 

Mr.STEWART. Would it be a complete remedy for that to 
sell the bonds? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave not got through. I hope my friend 
will wait until I do. 

Mr. STEWART. Would that be a complete remedy? We 
must have a surplus all the time, and if you invest in bonds there 
would be a deficiency and a panic. We can not invest all our 
surplus in bonds. We must keep enough money on hand to give 
confidence. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator allow me to make a 
suggestion. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We can not invest it in bonds, the Sena- 
tor says, because there will bea deficiency. So long asthe present 
rate of taxation continues there will never be a deficiency in the 
Treasury, notwithstanding the lavish hand with which appropria- 
tions have a been made by Republican Congresses. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator think all this money should 
be paid out? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not; but I say that a reasonable dis- 
cretion should be employed. AndI will answer the Senator from 
Nevada that, if there is no more surplus in the Treasury to-day 
than ought to be there, then why this complaint? Why tender 
us this bill? If you have not got an awkward and an inconven- 
ient, if not a dangerous, surplus in the vaults of the Treasury, 
where is the necessity for this legislation? 

Mr. STEWART. We do not want the money tied up. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator has just this minute told 
me that he did want a margin held; but I hope my friend will 
make his argument in his own time and let me get through, for 
I do not want to detain the Senate. 

Mr. President, it may be answered that the bonds are at a pre- 
mium. Very well. Are they likely to go lower? Not while the 
credit of this Government stands (pee. You can not get away 
from this proposition. Why not be candid? Why not tell the 
truth? Let those who attempt the passage of this bill answer 
me—Is it true that there is an element in this country, and a po- 
tential element at that, who do not want those bonds canceled 
or retired or the debt of this Government ever to be paid? Is 
there a reason why there should be such an element in our 
country? Let us look at the facts and answer. 

What constitutes the foundation upon which the national-bank 
system was builded and rests to-day? The Government debt, as 
evidenced by that Government's bonds. Pay off the last of this 
Government’s debt and you will have retired and canceled the 
last of this Government’s bonds, and the national bank system 
oe to the earth because its foundation has been pulled from 
under it. You can not have a national bank system unless you 
have a national debt on which to build it as the rock of its 
foundation. 

May it not be true, Mr. President, that there are people in this 
country, and potential, too, in proportion to their ane, who 
never want the national debt paid off, because, if you do that, the 

rivileges of the national banks are gone. You dare not pay the 
ebt in full. The only country on the earth to-day, with a 
Treasury bursting to overflowing, which does not undertake to 
retire the obligations which it out against its credit and 
inst its resources—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be good enough to mention any 
other government than ours that does that? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have just this moment said there was 
not another government upon earth that did do it, and I do not 
believe that another 8 nse on earth would propose to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. I rstood the Senator to say that this Govern- 
ment did not do what other governments did—that is, pay off its 
debts or 0 tions. 


Mr. BLA URN. Oh, no; the Senator did not hear me. 

Mr. HOAR. I heard the Senator, but I may not have heard 
him correctly. 

Mr. BLA URN. The Senator did not hear me correctly. 
I stated that so far—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 
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stood. I understood him to say that this Government did not do 
what every other government did—retire its obligations. Now, 
I ask the Senator if he will mention another government that 
does retire its obligations, except ours, which has done it more 
than any or all the countries of the world put together, under the 
Republican policies of the last generation? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am always delighted, Mr. President, I 
am always entertained, and I am always instructed when I hear 
the Senator from Massachusetts on any subject, but he has in 
this case builded a man of straw, in order that he might knock it 
down, and to that I have no objection. 

I did not make the statement that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts understood me to make, but, for his accommodation, I will 
come this near making it right now, for the first time. I will say 
that, so far as my information goes, this is the only Government 
on this earth, either in this epoch of the world’s history or in any 
previous period of that world’s history, that has ever found itself 
provided with surplus revenues for which it had no use, that 
were lying dormant, idle, dead, that did not apply them to the 
extinguishment of its debts. . 

Now, Mr. President, I insist that the best way for an honest 
man—and the argument that applies to the individual applies 
with equal if not greater force to the nation—I insist that the 
best way for an honest man to employ surplus money for which 
he has no use is in paying his honest debts that are drawing a big 
interest, instead of loaning it to his neighbor for a less interest 
than he is required to pay. That may not be modern-day finan- 
ciering; that may not be the theory upon which Wall street con- 
ducts its business—I am not an expert in their questionable 
methods of transaction—but as a plain, uninitiated representative 
of the uninitiated and honest people of this country, I insist upon 
forcing the proposition here and now; if you have got money in 
your Treasury that you have no use for, pay your debts that are 
drawing 8 per cent interest, instead of loaning it out to the 
national banker at 1} per cent, in order that the banker may loan 
it at 6 or 8 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky must be aware 
of the fact that within the last generation the United States has 
paid more than two thousand millions of its public debt under 
Republican policies and methods against the protests of the Demo- 
cratic party at every step and against their action at every step; 
and there is not another civilized country in the world that has 
not only not reduced its debts, but all of those countries have in- 
creased their debts, while we have reduced ours, as I have said, un- 
der Republican policies and against the protests of the Democratic 
party. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I will answer the Senator. ‘‘I thank 
thee. Jew, for teaching me that word.”’ I might, I doubtless 
should have forgotten to make the point which the Senator en- 
ables me to make right now. I admit that the governments of 
Europe, the older governments of the world, which are saddled 
with expenditures for the maintenance of military establishments 
of which we can not conceive, have as a rule failed to reduce 
their debts, but have increased them and are to-day increasing 
them. Iadmit that this Government has reduced its debt, not 
by reason of Republican policies, but in spite of those policies, 
which, by your own confession, have extorted from the kets 
of the American people hundreds of millions of money beyond 
all that you have done in the nature of debt reduction. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President—— 

: Mr. moe ~ 1 arm Does the Senator rise for a question or 
oras ? 

Mr. DIETRICH. For a question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam more than glad to have the Senator 
ask a question. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Twenty-eight years ago we were collecting 
a duty of 5 cents per pound upon coffee and 50 per cent ad va- 
lorem on rubber—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is that the question? 

Mr. DIETRICH. Yes, that is the question. We placed those 
articles upon the free list, and the government of the country 
from whom we purchased those articles put an export tax upon 
those articles equal to the amount that we took off at this end. 
Did we neg by that transaction? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not see, Mr. President, that that has 
the slightest bearing upon what I was talking about. I am not 
discussing the tariff question here; I am not discussing the differ- 
ence between an allopathic fashion of arranging tariff duties and 
the homeopathic fashion, to which the Senator now alludes, and I 
do not intend to be deflected into a tariff debate. If I were, I 
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should only say that, as a general proposition, my objection to the 
doctrine of reciprocity—which the Senator’s party claims to favor, 
but fails to put it into execution—is that it is Democratic free- 
trade doctrine taken after a homeopathic fashion, and for that 
reason I do not like it. 

So I do not care what the effect was upon the Federal Treasury 
by the proposition stated by the Senator from Nebraska. I am 
dealing with a separate question. I am dealing with a fact, con- 
ceded on all sides here. The credit for the enactment of the tax 
laws which are to-day upon the statute books of this country is 
altogether to be given to the Republican party. There is not a 
tariff or a tax law, whether it be the customs or the internal- 
revenue tax law, on our statute books to-day that our Republican 
friends did not put there. If these laws have worked well, you 
can take all the credit that attaches to you for their enactment; 
if they have resulted in a condition of which you now complain, 
be manly and assume the responsibility for having brought about 
that condition. 

What are you complaining of here by the presentation of this 
bill? You gathered the three hundred millions of surplus money 
in the vaults of the Treasury. How did it get there? Because 
somebody collected too much taxes from the people. Who did it? 
Who made the law under which the taxgatherer has taken from 
the pockets of the producing classes of this land the money which 
you now want to loan out practically as a gratuity to certain 
favored classes of individuals? 

Mr. President, the question is right here, and it can not be 
avoided. If you pass this bill, you declare that you would rather 
perpetuate the national debt and pay 3 per cent yearly interest 
upon your bonds than to use money for which you have no use in 
the discharge of that debt, and to loan it at 14 per cent. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} and the Senator 
from Rhode Island - ALDRICH] say that this is the only Gov- 
ernment that has of late years been reducing its national debt. 
For that you are entitled to credit; but in heaven’s name why do 
you not go on with it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have been going on with it within the 
last three months. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Why do you not put that $300,000,000 
to the credit of the nation against its obligations outstanding in 
the shape of bonds? 

4 Mr. ALDRICH. We have very largely reduced the national 
ebt. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Why do you not continue to reduce it 

until you have extinguished it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is nothing in this bill to prevent its 
extinguishment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; the law already authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay the national debt, but he will not 
execute that authority, that discretion. Now, instead of passing 
this bill, why not pass another statute making it obligatory upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury whenever—not in his discretion— 
but whenever the surplus in the vaults of the Treasury exceeds a 
given amount to use that surplus above a certain conservative 
amount that you may fix upon to retire the obligations of this 
Government's debt? 

I ask the Senator from Massachusetts now is it not true, can he 
or will he our. that the very instant that this national debt is 
paid off and these bonds are canceled the national banking sys- 
tem is a thing of the past? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tucky yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to ask the Senator a question, but I will 
first answer the one he put to me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would rather the Senator would an- 
swer, if he is going to speak at length, in his own time. 

HOAR. I will first answer the question the Senator put 
to me, and then I will ask the one I rose to put to him. 

I have not the slightest doubt that if every national debt were 
wiped out this afternoon another foundation for the business of 
national banking would be supplied which would enable it to go 
on to the satisfaction, to the convenience, and to the advantage 
of the people. So I answer the Senator's question by saying that 
I do not think the national banking system would be destroyed in 
the manner he suggests. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator mean to say—— 

Mr. HOAR. I will ask the Senator the question—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Well,I want the Senator to complete his 
answer to me. 

Mr. HOAR. I will do so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator mean to say that if this 


Does the Senator from Ken- 


national debt was paid and the last of the nation’s bonds were 
canceled there would be any foundation left for the present fab- 
ric of the national banking system? 
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Mr: HOAR. Of course there would be. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What would it be? 

Mr. HOAR. The National Bank of England and the old Mas- 
sachusetts banking system 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I said in existence to-day. | 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator mean to say that there being at 
this moment but one foundation for the national banking system, 
if that foundation were destroyed, it would still be there? I did 
not understand him to ask that question. 








Mr. BLACKBURN. Ididnot. Iasked the Senator this ques- 
tion- 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me 





Mr. BLACKBURN. No; I insist that my question shall be 
correctly stated. I asked the Senator from Massachusetts if there 
was any foundation upon which the present national banking 
system of this country rested to-day except the national bonds, 
the evidences of the national debt. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the question in substance that I have just 
said the Senator put to me. If the Senator asks me if the na- 
tional banking system does rest now on Government bonds, I say 
yes. 

" Mr. BLACKBURN. That is what I asked. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; but I understood him to ask me—I 
think my hearing did not deceive me—what would happen if that 
foundation were destroyed. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no. 
Mr. HOAR. What foundation we would have? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no. 


Mr.HOAR. Then, whether the Senator asked me that question 
or not, let me answer it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; I will answer forthe Senator. Idid 
not ask any such question, because I have as abiding a faith as 
the Senator from Massachusetts has in the conviction that if we 
were to pay off the last national bond this day, strike down all, 
tearing from under it the last vestige of foundation on which the 
national banking system of this country rests, I am as thoroughly 
persuaded as the Senator from Massachusetts can be that the 
dominant party in power in this country now, within a very short 
time, probably twenty-four hours, would exhaust both human 
and devilish ingenuity to furnish another one that would be the 
counterpart of the one with which we are now dealing. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, many of the national banks do 
business now without any circulation at all and without any 
foundation of bonds. Other national banks are going out of 
business rapidly because there is not money enough to be made 
on their circulation on bonds to warrant their keeping on. They 
are giving place to trust companies. 

I think if the Senator will look at the report of his question to- 
morrow he will find that he did put the question that I thought 
he did; but let that pass. 

I want to ask a question of the Senator now. Will he tell the 
Senate what bonds there are now in existence that the Govern- 
ment of the United States can pay without great sacrifice? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have already tried to answer that ques- 


tion. 
Mr. HOAR. Ihave not heard the answer. Perhaps the Sena- 
The Senator did not do me the honor of 


tor will state it again. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
listening. I said that it might be answered that the Secretary of 
the Treasury would find himself at this disadvantage, that none 
of our outstanding bonds have matured and can be called in at 
the pleasure of the Government, and that, consequently, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury would have to go into the open market, 
the open street, and pay a premium upon these bonds. That I 
concede; of course that is true; but as against that premium he 
would have to pay I offered this liberal percentage, and then, 
supplementing that, I offered the suggestion that it is much 
safer for an honest man or an honest people or an honest nation 
to invest its surplus and idle moneys in the discharge of its own 
debts than to loan it out to other people at a nominal rate of 
interest. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said, as I understood him, or as- 
sumed, that instead of lending this money, as is proposed by this 
bill, or depositing it. the Secretary ought to pay debts with it. 
Will the Senator tell me if he were Secretary of the Treasury 
would he proceed to pay debts with it; and if so, what debts, 
and what would it cost bim to pay them? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am more than happy to answer the 
Senator; but I want to say, Mr. President, that if there is one 
reputation that I am less anxious about attaining than any other 
it is that of a long-winded speaker in the Senate. I did not ex- 
pect to be on this floor five minutes, certainly not ten, and I 
would not have been but for questions. 

Now I will answer the question of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. If I were Secretary of the Treasury, with the law staring 
me in the face, as it is to-day staring him in the face, and cloth- 
ing him with undisputed, ample, and plenary power to buy the 





bonds of this Government with the surplus revenues in the 
Treasury, I would buy them, and I would send a communication 
to both Houses of your Republican Congress, and I would tell 
you that I intended to keep buying them so long as I had a dollar 
for which I had no use until that Republican Congress reduced 
the rates of taxation and quit piling up surplus revenue upon my 
hands as the bonded official of this Government. That is what 
I would do. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator would do that even if the bonds 
cost him 25 or 30 per cent premium? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; but has the Senator any right to 
predicate that question upon the quotations of the market? Can 
he point to a bond that commands that price? 

Mr. HOAR. I can point to plenty of bonds that command a 
price that would make it a bad business to buy them. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is a question of mathematical cal- 
culation. I doubt very much whether the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts knows anything more about that than I do, for I doubt 
if he ever owned a national bond in his life. 

Mr. HOAR. Most of these questions are matters of mathe- 
matical calculation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I doubt whether the Senator is prepared 
to say that he ever indulged hiniself on this line. Iam frank to 


| say I have not, because I do not believe either he or I belong to 


the bondholding class of the American people. 

This is all I care to say, except if it should be asserted that op- 
position to this bill puts one in the position of objecting to State, 
county, and municipal securities being put upon even terms with 
national securities, I answer and say that the only objection that 
I have to doing that is not because I am afraid that the security 
in the nature of collateral would not be as good as national bonds. 
I have every faith in the solvency of our State, our county, and 
our municipal governments. 

The only objection I have is, not because I do not want to 
dignify those local securities in the same way that the existing law 
does the bonds of the Government, but because it enlarges to still 
greater extent the power of the moneyed element, the banking 
people of the country, to contract or expand, not the amount of 
money issued, but what is practically the same thing, the amount 
of money in circulation at any one time. 

But I have an objection beyond that to this bill, and that is that 
you bring in the syndicated railroads of the United States and 
say that every bond of every railroad which for ten years preced- 
ing has paid a dividend of as much as 4 per cent shall be accepted 
on even terms with the bonds of the nation itself. I should like 
for my mathematical friend, the Senator from Massachusetts, to 
tell me, if he can, how much margin would that give to the cir- 
culating medium of this country. How many railroad bonds are 
there in this country, the roads issuing which have paid for ten 
years a dividend of 4 per cent, and whose first-mortgage bonds, 
under the provisions of this proposed law, would stand on even 
terms as acceptable collateral for the idle money in the vaults of the 
Treasury? I donot know. I assume that it is no small amount. 

I presume that it puts into the power of one man—I mean Pier- 
pont Morgan, of New York, the promoter of pretty much all the 
railroad syndicates and mergers and combines and railroad mo- 
nopolies of this land—I presume, I assume in the absence of con- 
tradiction, that it would put into the hands of that one mana 
power to be counted only in hundreds of millions of money. I 
assume in the absence of contradiction that Mr. Pierpont Morgan 
could to-morrow place as collateral in the subtreasuries of the 
United States at least five hundred millions, if not a thousand 
millions, of railroad bonds such as are described and set out in 
the provisions of this pro d act. 

Mr. STEWART. If it will not disturb the Senator, I should like 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield. 

Mr. STEWART. Would the Senator buy in the bonds issued 
during Cleveland’s Administration—some sixty-two millions for 
44, and a hundred million for 11 per cent premium—which, I un- 
derstand, are now selling for about 35 per cent premium? They 
were sold to get money because of a deficiency in the Treasury. 
They are now selling, as I understand, at about 35 per cent pre- 
mium. Would he buy them in at that price? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. Ali right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I will tell him yes. Whether as an 
individual or as a representative of this nation I would, as an hon- 
est man, employ the last dollar of money, idle cash for which I 
had no use, in retiring my own debts; and those evidences of my 
debt are worth as much to me, as an honest man, as they are worth 
to the brokers in Wall street or anywhere else in the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the Senator sure that a declaration of such 
a policy—that he would buy them at any price if he were Secre- 
tary of the Svaseatr—eelll not push up the bonds to two or 
three hundred? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the Senator, and I hope he 
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will be content with it, because it is the honest expression of the Mr. ALDRICH. They have long since been sold by the rail- 
only opinion I have upon the subject. I say that to an honest | road companies or disposed of by them and are now in the hands 
man or to an honest nation the evidence of his or its debt ought | of investors throughout the country. 

never be worth more to anybody on earth than it is to him or to Mr. BLACKBURN. Widows and orphans and trust funds, I 


that nation. doubt not. 
Mr. STEWART. Suppose the Senator owed $10,000-—— Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I would pay it if I had the money. Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me ask the Senator a question. Do 
Mr. STEWART. Suppose it was not due for six months? I understand the Senator from New York to say or do I under- 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I would pay it before it was due if I had | stand the Senator from Rhode Island to say that if this bill be- 
the money. comes a law Mr. Morgan, as the head of great railroad enterprises, 
Mr. STEWART. Suppose the creditor asked you $20,000 for would not find himself in possession of collaterals upon which he 
it, would you pay him $20,000 for it? might not draw a portion if not all of the surplus moneys from 


Mr. BLACK BURN. IfIowed the Senator from Nevada $10,000 | the Treasury? 
and was paying him 4 per cent interest on it, I would never go| Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Morgan, like anybody else, if he repre- 
and loan $10,000 to somebody else at 1} per cent and let the other | sented a national bank, could go out upon the market—— 


debt run against me. Mr. BLACKBURN. Has he got any now? 
Mr. STEWART. Would you pay me $20,000 to take up the Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not know whether Mr. Morgan has any 
obligation? now. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I would pay whatever it was worth to Mr. BLACKBURN. Neither dol, but I suspect it. { Laugh- 
the world, and the debt of an honest man is worth more to him | ter.] 
than it is toa speculator or a jobber. 5 ye Mr. ALDRICH. My judgment is there is not a single railroad 
Mr. President, if the railroad feature were eliminated from the represented in Mr. Morgan's office at this moment which can pos- 
bill I will frankly confess that one of my principal objections to | sihly comply with the provisions of this bill. 
the measure, though not the most serious or the most sweeping, Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I come back to the original propo- 
would be obviated, for I do protest against giving into the hands sition. I am standingon the statement made by the Senator from 
of the railroad syndicates of the country an equal opportunity for | New York, and I know there is no better authority in this Cham- 
the handling of Government money as if it were upon the basisof | her, If, in the light of that statement, there is not a railroad 
national bonds. within the limits of our country that can profit by or become the 


Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President—— beneficiary of that clause and section of the bill, why put it there 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ken- | and why not strike it out and let us be rid of that one ugly feature 


tucky yield to the Senator from New York? | at least? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. With great pleasure. | Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ken- 
Mr. DEPEW. Will the Senator yield to me, not fora question, | tucky permit me? : ; ~~ sag 
but for a mere statement as to these railroad bonds? Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. Mr. ALDRICH. The committee were anxious to restrict the 


Mr. DEPEW. The bill says: 


a ; eaiaad ad ia itl ia securities to be deposited for the security of the United States 
Or the first-mortgage bonds of any railroad company, not including street- posits ertai re)]-k ¢ afinite secnriti ‘ . 
railway bonds, which has paid dividends of not less than 4 per cent per annum deposits to certain well-known and definite securities that can 


regularly and continuously on its entire capital stock for a period of not less | find a market and do find a market anywhere in the United 
than ten years previous to the deposit of the bonds. States. The Senator from Kentucky can not be unaware of the 

There is not a railway company in the United States which has | fact that a railroad bond of this description is absolute security 
paid dividends upon its stock in that manner which has for sale | and would be considered so in any moneyed institution in the 


any railroad bonds that are first-mortgage bonds. | United States. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Would it be necessary that they should Mr. BLACKBURN. I have conceded that. 
be for sale in order to answer every purpose of collateral? Mr. ALDRICH. Orin the world. 


Mr. DEPEW. They do not have the bonds. The bonds are in Mr. BLACKBURN. I have conceded it. 
the hands of the public. They have been sold years before. They Mr. ALDRICH. The committee were well aware that the 
have long periods to run. They belong to the public, and the | amount of securities that could be used under this provision was 
railways have no interest in them and no control over them, ex- | very limited. The number of railroads in the United States that 
cept to pay the interest on them as it comes due or the principal | answer this description is very small. So the security is ample 
when it comes due. and is absolute. That is the reason why the provision was put in. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank the Senator, and I recognizehim| Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, as to the character of 
as an authority upon questions of railroad interest and all rail- ; the security, I beg the Senate to bear me out in this, that I have 
road concerns, never impeached the character of the collateral, whether it was 
I put this question to the other side of the Chamber: Assuming | to be a State bond or a county bond or a municipal bond ora 
that the Senator from New York is correct in the statement that | railroad bond. I never have uttered one word in the direction 
there is not a solitary railroad on this continent that is to become | of expressing a doubt as to the absolute value and safety of that 
the beneficiary of that provision of this bill, why is it there? | collateral. 
How came it to find its way? Did it commit burglary and break Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 
into this bill? The Senator from New York tells us, and states it Mr. BLACKBURN. I never have done that. 
positively and I doubt not correctly, that there is not a railroad Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will excuse me for one mo- 
in the United States that will or can become a beneficiary of this | ment, I think he is making a mistake in saying that municipali- 
provision of the bill. Then why put it there and why keep it | jo vhs _— and railroad companies are to be the beneficiaries 
there? | of the bill. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will answer the Senator very frankly. It Mr. BLACKBURN. I know. 
was put there because the committee recognized the fact that Mr. ALDRICH. Their securities are issued and outstanding. 
railroad bonds of this class, subject to these conditions, are abso- Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I will not say 
lutely first-class security, as good as any bond can be, whether Mr. ALDRICH. They are in the hands of investors through- 
issued by the Government of the United States or by any out the United States. 

















municipality. Mr. BLACKBURN. I will not say—— 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I am not impeaching the value of the col- | Mr. ALDRICH. And no railroad or municipality can possibly 
lateral. | deposit the bonds 
Mr. HOAR. None of these companies will be beneficiaries of | Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President 
the bill. Mr. ALDRICH. Or get any advantage whatever. They must 
Mr. ALDRICH. Of course not. become the property of banks. 
Mr. HOAR. The beneficiaries are the national banks. Mr. BLACKBURN. Iadmit it all. That does not touch or 
Mr. ALDRICH. These bonds have been sold by the railroad | approach the question I have tried to discuss. What matters it 
companies long years ago. There are no—— to me whether the railroad or the State or the county or the 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam not talking about the railroad com- | municipal government owns the bonds? I do not care. 
panies. I am talking about the fellow who holds the bonds. Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky a ques- 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator was trying to say that if this bill | tion? 
were passed it would be of benefit to railroad syndicates. Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. , 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me ask the Senator a question. Mr. HOAR. Did he not ask just now why the railroad was 
Mr. ALDRICH. And he mentioned the name ofa single gentle- | inserted im the bill as a beneficiary? 
man. Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; and I am still asking that question, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I will mention his name again. and I never yet havesheen able to get an answer. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Those companies have none of these bonds. Mr. HOAR. Now, then, he has asked that question. I ask 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me ask the Senator a question. him, is the railroad inserted in the bill as a beneficiary? 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. 
nothing else will please the Senator from Massachusetts, I will 
undertake to do that. 


I did not start out to split hairs, but if 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer his question and admit 
that it was a technical misstatement if I spoke of the railroad 
or the county or the State or the municipality as a beneficiary of 
the bill. What I mean to say is what the language of the bill 


says—that the person or persons, the individual or the corpora- | 





tion. anything or anybody 
Mr. ALDRICH. The bank. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Not ‘the what not.’’ 
Mr. HOAR. Nobody else than the bank. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. If they take their bonds and put them 


The bank or what not. 


into the hands of a banker, the banker has a right, based on rail- | 


road bonds, State bonds, county bonds, or municipal bonds, to go 
and get possession of this currency at 1} percent. That isa qnib- 
ble. It is worse than a quibble. What boots it to me, what do I 
care who gets the advantage, whether it be the corporation or the 
bank or the railroad? I say that if these railroad bonds are not 
to be dignified in this way without regard to their ownership, 
why put them in this bill? 
conferred, why not strike it from the bill? 


posited. 
there are not many of them. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Dangerous to whom? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To the taxpayers of the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In what way? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In that their money is being loaned at 
14 per cent whilst they are paying 4 per cent upon their indebt- 
edness, which will not be retired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can not be unaware of the fact, 
I assume, that the United States Government is paying on a large 
part of its debt— — 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Three per cent. 

Mr. KEAN. Two per cent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not as low as 2 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not as low as 2 per cent? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not discuss this question with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky if he does not understand that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This is no place to discuss it. The propo- 
sition has been made. and it has not been denied, and I defy the 
man who lives to deny it. that this bill proposes to loan the idle 
capital, for which the Government has no use, at a less per cent 
than the Government is paying upon the lowest interest-bearing 
bonds it has out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
Treasury shall fix the rate of interest to be paid by the banks, but 
not less than 14 per cent per annum. It is to be at a rate of not 
less than 14 per cent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 


more? 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the bonds of the United States or alarge 
portion of them, and all of them if the refunding act had gone on, 
are paying 2 percent. The Senator ought to know that; and they 
are selling in the market at a rate of about 14 per cent and some 
of them are yielding even less than that. You can not go and 
buy them. The Secretary 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator is not going to involve me 
in the discussion of a complicated question—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam stating afew facts. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Which involve facts that I know as well 
as the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam stating a few facts which I desire to in- 
terject into the speech of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; I am always glad to have the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island make any part of my speech he wants, for 
it only brings out in more glaring colors the injustice and the in- 
defensibility of the exactions he is demanding. 

The Senator may hope to involve me in a discussion as to 
what is the rate of tariff duty upon any one of a thousand arti- 
cles, after he has manipulated that tariff schedule and compli- 
cated it with ad valorem and specific duties until even my 
mathematical friend, the Senator from Massachusetts, would 
find himself unable todecide it. Iam not going into a discussion 
of the interest on bonds. There is to be considered the interest 
stipulated for and the premiums paid. I am not going into that. 

I stand upon the proposition here asserted and not denied (and 
I have again and again challenged the Senator to deny it, and he 
has not done it, and I undertake to say he will not do it, because 
he can not do it) that the purpose of this bill is to loan the money 
of the American people, wrung out of the pockets of the tax- 
payers by a system of taxation conceded to be too high, which 


Does the Senator think we will get 





If this dangerous power is not to be | 
The Senator from | 
New York {[Mr. DePEw] says there are no such bonds to be de- | 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] says | 


This bill provides that the Secretary of the | 


| the party in power refuse to reduce and say they will stand pat 
| and refuse even to revise a single schedule—the purpose is to take 

this tax-wrung money that belongs to the American people, the 
| producing classes, and loan it to somebody ata rate of interest 
| below the lowest rate of interest that the Government is paying 
| on any bond that it has on earth. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator one more question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator know of a business man or a 
concern of any importance anywhere that does not, even if it bor- 
rows money, keep a deposit somewhere in a bank for which it 
receives no interest whatever or small interest, much less than it 
pays on its debts? Is not that the universal practice of all sound 
| business ac which must have money on hand which it can 
| use at call? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I tried to say some time ago that Iam not 
a banker or an expert in finance. But I will answer the Senator 
| from Massachusetts by saying that I understand that a man who 
owes $10,000 is not in the habit of depositing $10,000 ina bank and 
drawing no interest on it in order that he may have the privilege 
of paying interest upon the debt. 

Mr. HOAR. Now—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the Senator to make his speech in 
his own time. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not want to make a speech. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam trying to answer his question, but 
| he will not let me. I beg the Senator’s permission to answer his 
| question. 

It may be that an honest man, who owes a debt of $10,000, will 
| keep to his credit $50 or $100 in a bank, where it draws no inter- 
est, for an exigency that he may be called upon to meet. But I 
repeat, not for the first or for the second time, that I have but lit- 
tle respect for the business acumen and the personal integrity and 
| honesty of that man who will lay aside surplus revenues, running 
up into the millions and hundreds of millions, while he has an 
unpaid debt out which it is in his power to dispose of and retire. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator yield for asimple question 
for information? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I know that in my State provision is made 
by law for loaning the surplus money of the State, and it is loaned 
at a much lower rate of interest than the State bonds draw which 
are outstanding. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I shonld say that is bad finance. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Justa moment. I know that is also true 
of counties, and it is true of several of the States. I desire to 
ask the Senator if, in the lawsof Kentucky, provision is not made 
| whereby the treasurer of the State can loan a certain sum, under 
| certain conditions, being part of the money of the State of Ken- 
| tucky, to the banks of that State? 
| Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the Senator’s question and 
| tell him we do not need any law of that sort. My State, unlike 
| his, does not owe anything. 
| Mr. McCUMBER. Do they make their deposits in that way? 
| Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir. We loan our money at the best 
rate of interest the bank will pay us. But we are not paying 
| any interest upon any debt, because we do not owe anything. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But you are loaning out the State money. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to see the Federal Government 
in the same fix the State of Kentucky is—out of debt and loaning 
money, or else reducing taxes and cease gouging people under 
the guise 

Mr. McCUMBER. Are you not, then, under your own propo- 
sition, in your State levying a tax for money which you loan 
again to the people? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Is it not exactly the same proposition you 
are complaining of here? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. I willanswer the Senator and say 
no, because the surplus we have is never more than what a pri- 
vate citizen would have to his credit in his bank if he had a 
hundred dollars and owed ten thousand. We have no surplus 
revenue. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is what I would say also of the 
United States, considering our financial importance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Alloursurplusrevenues gointo the school 
fund; and I would say to the Senator from North Dakota that he 
had better adopt the policy I am insisting upon this nation adopt- 
ing, and which the people of the State of Kentucky have adopted— 
get out of debt and quit paying interest and quit taxing the peo- 


ple unnecessarily. 
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Mr. McCUMBER. That is—— : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am through with all I have to say 
about this bill, and I will yield the floor to the Senator from 
North Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER. All right. PT 

Mr. BLACKBURN. All I want to say further about this bill 
is that I think it is a bad one, and I am going to try to help make 
it better by an amendment. I knowI can not offer it now, for it 
js not in order,as there are several amendments pending ahead of 
mine. But I am going to try honestly to improve the general 
texture of this bill, and as soon as these amendments are disposed 
of Lintend to offer one for that purpose, which is to put upon it 
what is known as the Republican, House-indorsed, Senate-com- 
mittee-indorsed, Littlefield, Roosevelt antitrust bill, and I think 
that will cure many of the defects of the bill. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, before the Senator from Ken- 
tucky leaves. and before another speech intervenes, I was very | 
much pleased, as an admirer of the State of Kentucky, at the | 
ideal conditions of her debt and credit as stated by the distin- 
guished Senator; and so he was enabled to answer the Senator | 
from North Dakota satisfactorily upon the question which he | 
has been so ably arguing. 

3ut I find here that the city of Covington, Ky.. has a debt of | 
$2,061,200, and that the city of Louisville, Ky., has a debt of | 
$8,657,000. Those two cities collect large amounts of money from 
taxation for which they have no use, except as it comes due dur- | 
ing the year. Do they use that money to pay these debts, or 
leave it in banks without interest? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I donot think the Senator 
from New York could have understood me as saying that there 
was not a county or a municipality in the State of Kentucky that | 
owed a debt. Isurely was not capable of a statement like that. | 
I spoke of the Statein answer to the suggestion of the Senator | 
from North Dakota. He was telling about the financial policy of 
his Stateand Ianswered as to the policy of the State of Kentucky. | 

In order to be exactly correct, I should have said that Ken- 
tucky has a debt too. Of course the municipalities in Kentucky 
owe a debt. Of course the counties, for there are 119 of them in 
the State, owe debts. Their credit is very good, and I do not | 
think any of their bonds are selling below par. I said the State 
of Kentucky owed no debt. In order to be technically correct, 
for that was substantially correct, I should have said that we 
have a debt, and a perpetual debt; that we had made it so inten- 
tionally. But that is the school fund, which we have taken care 
of in that shape. That ig what I said. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator who | 


has this bill in charge whether he has stricken out of the bill the | 
provision about first-mortgage bonds of railroads? 
Mr. ALDRICH. That has not been done. There has been no 


Mr. TELLER. 
and that the Senator had accepted it. 

Mr. BAILEY. TheSenator from Colorado probably was misled 
by me in what I had to say. I stated that it had been done, be- | 
cause I understood it wasagreed to. If that motion has not been 


I understood that somebody made the motion | 


Mr. TELLER. I think that before discussing the bill it had 
better be determined whether the friends of the bill are willing to 
strike out that provision or not. 
to certain Senators. 

Mr. President, I have examined this bill with some care. I 
have tried pretty hard to bring myself to vote for it, because I | 
can see some advantages in the billand some disadvantages in the | 
present system. But I do not believe it is just what we ought to | 
have had and what we are entitled to have from the party in 
control of the Senate. I think we should have had a measure 
more fitted to the present conditions. 

This is an enlargement of section 5153 of the Revised Statutes. 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the peculiar language 
of that section. It provides that the Secretary of the Treasury | 
shall require the depositaries thus designated “to give satisfac- 
tory security” by a deposit of United States bonds and other | 
bonds “‘ for the safe-keeping and prompt payment of the public | 
money so deposited with them,”’ etc. 

Mr. President, that has been construed by some to mean that in | 
addition to the bonds the Secretary might call for other securities. 
It has been held by the present Secretary of the Treasury that | 
that authorized him to take other securities, and that I under- | 
stand he has done. If that is the interpretation of this law there 
will be some merit in the bill which provides what securities he 
shall take. As itis now he is without restriction; he can take 
any security that he thinks best. 

I have found no difficulty with this bill on the ground that the 
security to be taken was not ample, whether it be railroad bonds 
or whatever it may be. I have no particular prejudice against | 
railroad bonds and railroad stock. ilroad bonds and railroad ' 


It seems to be very objectionable 


made, it will be made. | 
| 


stock are supposed to be held by the citizens of this country, and 
if it should increase, as it undoubtedly will increase, the value of 
their bonds and of every description of bond that can be used for 
this purpose, I do not think that that is an objection to the bill. 
It will have a tendency, undoubtedly, to decrease to some extent 
the value of the national securities, which are now so high that I 
do not see how the Government could buy them with any con- 


siderable profit. If they were liable to go below par I should re- 
gard that as a very objectionable feature of this bill. Everybody 
knows that though you may take other securities it will not de- 
preciate national bonds to the extent of their going below par. 
So there is no evil in that. 

Mr. President, I am one of those who believe that the Govern- 
ment ought to pay its debts. I have contended for that in the 
Senate from time to time. On every measure for the issue of a 
bond that has been voted for in the Senate since I have been init I 
have insisted that the Government should reserve to itself the right 
to call that bond for payment whenever it had the money to pay. 

But we are not in that condition to-day, Iam sorry to say, be- 
cause that policy has not been the policy of the party in power. 
On the contrary, the policy of the party in power, for the last few 
years at least, has been to perpetuate, and I do not know but I 
ought to say increase, but I will not say that, because it is not 
necessary to this debate—it has been the policy of the party in 
power to perpetuate the public debt. That has been done some- 
times upon the theory that the present banking system is depend- 
ent on the Government bonds. 

Mr. President, I do not share with the Senator from Kentucky 
his opposition to national banks. I think the national banking 
system is the best system we ever had, and I am very much afraid, 
from the character of the legislation proposed in modern times, 
that it is the very best we are ever to have. Itis certainly better 
than anything which has been suggested by the bills that we 
hear of in another place, and sometimes here, for a banking sys- 
tem that is said to be elastic; in other words, under which some- 
body can issue notes and make currency of them whenever 
somebody sees fit. Mr. President, you can not have an elastic 
currency in the sense that term is used and have a safe currency. 
You are quite likely to sacrifice safety whenever you secure this 


| so-called elasticity. 


I am one of those who do not believe in allowing banks, except 
it might be under restriction which should be most carefully pre- 
pared, to have what is called anasset issue. Iam not going into 
that to-night, but I want to call attention to the time of payment 
of our national bonds. In 1900 we issued bonds payable with 2 
per cent interest after April 1, 1930. I know what was said when 
that was done: ‘* You mustissuea bond witha low rate of interest, 
and to do that you must have a long time bond,’’ and we made a 2 


| per cent bond and sold it at par, which our friends on the other 
motion or suggestion of that kind made yet. 


side of the Chamber thought was the greatest financial triumph 
of the world. They appealed to us, I know, and said: ‘‘ We are 
about. to issue a bond of 2 per cent; did anybody in the world 
ever do the like of that?’’ 

Now, Mr. President, I said then, I remember, and I want to 
say now, to have paid a greater amount of interest would have 
been more to the interest of the Government if we had reserved 
the right to call those bonds before maturity on fair terms. 

We have to-day in the Treasury of the United States four hun- 
dred and some odd million dollars. I have the statement right 
here and I will give it as itis stated. We have, according to the 
statement made February 1 by the Government, $300,820,275 in 
the Treasury; and I find here a note: 

This statement of money held in the Treasury as assets of the Govern- 
ment does not include deposits of public money in national bank deposi- 
taries to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States and amounting to 
$142,908,773.07. 

So, Mr. President, if you put those items together you have 
$443,724,048 in the Treasury, because that in the banks is practi- 
cally in the Treasury, and that amount of money Could be paid 
upon our national debt if the Government had reserved the right 
to do so. 

Then we have some bonds that are due in 1908, some in 1907, 
some in 1925, and a small amount in 1904. So we are locked up, 
and I do not believe you can use this money for that purpose. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator make the state- 
ment about what money we have in the Treasury once more? 

Mr. TELLER. I will, for the benefit of the Senator and those 
who are not paying attention. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I heard it; I thought I did. 

Mr. TELLER. The Treasury statement which I hold, of 
February 1, 19038, says: 

Held in Treasury as assets of the Goverument, $300,820,275. 

Then I find a note at the bottom: 


This statement of money held in the Treasury as assets of the Govern- 
ment does not include — of public money in national bank deposi- 
tories, to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States, and amounting to 


$142,908,773.07. 
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Now, putting those two sums together you have $443,820,275. 

IT can show without any difficulty that we might increase the 
amount we have in the Treasury by about $14,000,000 for the 
redemption of bank notes that could be used and is used some- 
times for the purposes of the Government. 
Government uses it, the Government must replace it, as it is re- 
quired for such redemption. 


the Government had so wished. 


So we have here in the neighborhood of $477,000,000 which we | 


can use, and of that money only $143,000,000, in round numbers, 
is in circulation, because it is in the banks of the country. 
Now. Mr. President, Iam one of those who thought with the 


Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] that we should collect | 


only as much money as is needed for the current expenses of the 
Government. We collected this surplus some years ago. 
have held it in the public Treasury for some time. But I ought 
to say that in this $473,000,000 there are one hundred and fifty 


Of course, if the | 


Also you have $20,000,000 worth of | 
silver on hand that might have been put into money long ago if | 





millions of gold held in the Treasury for the purpose of redeem- | 


ing greenbacks and Treasury notes, although Treasury notes were 
not until recently to be redeemed in gold. However, that is a 
small amount. 

The total of that—I speak from recollection, I have not got it 
here—is a little over 300,000,000; 346,000,000 greenbacks, and I 
I think about 20,000,000, or something like that, of Treasury notes, 
but of the 346,000,000 probably there is not over 300,000,000 in 
circulation. So, to redeem about $300,000,000 or a little over, we 


been so held for three years. 


We said it 
But on the 


thoroughly contested on this side of the Chamber. 
was not necessary to lock up that amount of money. 


| 


note or-with a greenback I can get the gold on it if I want it? 
Mr. President, there is at all times there unused an abundance of 
gold in the Treasury independent of this reserve fund. The bill 
is defective because it does not deal with that question. 

There has been much criticism of the deposit of this money 
in the national banks by the Treasury Department. That is not 
the fault of the Secretary of the Treasury. It is the fault of the 
condition that we have created bylaw. It is because the Govern- 
ment can not use this money to pay its debts, and therefore it 
must use it in some way that it may get into the circulation of 
the country, or else it must keep it locked up there to the detri- 
ment of the business interests of the country. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 





Does the Senator from Colo- 


| rado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
We | 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to ask the Senator if he thinks we 
could keep bonds at par with an option reserved to the Govern- 
ment to pay the bonds at the will of the Government? 

Mr. TELLER. You could have reserved the right to call the 
bonds on some terms. I do not say that you would not have to 


| give some premium, but you might have provided what that 


should be. We could to-day take this money out of the Treasury 


|} and pay it on our debt if we had reserved that right, and we 


ought at all times to be in such a condition that when we owe a 
debt if we wish to pay it we can pay it, either with a premium or 


| without, which premium should be fixed when the bond iscreated. 
hold in the Treasury $150,000,000 in gold, and that amount has | 


Mr. SPOONER. Two per cent was considered at the time a 


| very low rate of interest. 
I remember when that provision was made that it was pretty 


other side it was said we must make the Government credit | 
strong by locking up the money in the Treasury to that amount. | 
Mr. President, I have never believed that it added a particle to | 


the strength of this Government. 


money enough out of the current receipts of the Government to 
have redeemed every greenback that should be presented. 


In the three years we have been locking up those $150,000,000 | 
away from the public, who have a right to use it, we have re- | 


deemed $68,000,000, in round numbers, of greenbacks and Treas- 
ury notes, or about $22,000,000 a year. 

What is that iaw. Mr. President? If to-day the Treasury De- 
partment redeems $10,000, to-morrow it must put back the $10,000, 
and if they can not do it by exchange of greenbacks so reissued 
for gold they must go out and borrow the money, for there is a 
provision of that kind. They must put it back if there isenough 
money in the Treasury to put it back, and of course there always 
is. So that if you take out to-day $10,000, $15,000, or $20,000, to- 
morrow it is back again. 

We keep $150,000,000 of gold in the Treasury. Have we got so 


much money that we do not need this large amount in circula- | 


tion? Last summer when a great financier was called to the 
head of the Treasury Department from the West*he came down 
from Iowa, and he knew when he got down here, if he did not 
know it before, that to a very great extent, under the modern 
system of doing business, the credit and the business interests of 
the country are dependent upon what the Government is going 
to do or what the Government will do in an emergency, and he 
said at once, ‘‘ There is not money enough in circulation.”’ 

I think he was backed by the great financiers of the great finan- 
cial centers of this country in the opinion that there was not. 
The first thing he did was to say to the banks of the country, 
‘*You must issue more bank notes; we need now $16,000,000 
additional currency, and you must issue it at once;’’ and the banks, 
having a proper respect for the Secretary of the Treasury and 
feeling the need of more circulation, proceeded to issue $16,000,000 
of bank notes. If he had had the authority, he could have taken 
$50.000,000 out of the gold reserve and not disturbed the Treasury 
at all. 

He could have taken $145,000,000 out and not disturbed the busi- 
ness of the country an iota nor impaired the credit of the Gov- 
ernment in the slightest degree. The five millions left would 
have been ample for redemption purposes, with his right to replen- 
ish that fund. 

Now, Mr. President, this bill is a partial relief, but we are enti- 
tled to something better than this bill. We are entitled to some- 
thing that shall release not only the inoney that is in the Treasury 
called the current funds, but that great big treasure of $150,000,- 
000 that is there for no more useful purpose than if it was in the 
sea. The Secretary can make all needful redemption without it 
and it is not needed to strengthen the credit of the Government. 


There was not a man on this | 
continent who did not know that we were receiving every day | 





Will any man in this Chamber say that the Government of the | 


United States needs to pile up in its Treasury $150,000,000 to con- 


Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, I am frank enough to say 
that if the Government had reserved the right to call these bonds 
in a short time it would not have been able to have sold them at 
2 per cent; but it would have been better for us to have provided 
that we might call those bonds and as to what sort of a premium 
and under what conditions at the time we issued the bonds than 
to have waited twenty-five or thirty years to pay them. 

Mr. President, this bill is more dangerous for what may be 
done under it than for what is actually in it. The Secretary of 
the Treasury has the right to select the banks in which he will 
put this money. I do not mean to say there has been any favor- 
itism in putting money into banks; that is a matter that I do not 
care now to discuss; but I do say that it would be a most re- 
markable thing, with this large amount of money to be deposited 
in banks, if there were no favoritism. That would be just as 
true if one party were in power as if the other were in power. 
I am not making complaint that the party at present in power 
would be any more liable to show favoritism than any other 
party. 

It is almost impossible for the Secretary of the Treasury not to 
have a preference for the class of men with whom he comes in con- 
tact and whom he regards as most friendly to him and to the Ad- 
ministration under which he is holding office. We do know, for 
we have had the statement made here on the floor, that the pred- 
ecessor of the present Secretary was appealed to bya gentleman 
in New York to make a large deposit of Government money in 
the bank over which he presided, on the ground that his bank and 
its directors had contributed liberally to the campaign fund of 
the party then in power. I need not mention the name of the 
bank nor the name of the bank officer, but everybody here, I think, 
will remember the circumstance. 

Mr. President, I have never had but one application since I 
have been in the Senate from a bank in Colorado to have Govern- 
ment money deposited with the bank. I do not know what were 
the political opinions of those bankers, and they did not express 
them. I sent their note to the Secretary of the Tressury, stating 
that they were reputable people and that I understood the bank 
stood well. The Secretary then sent some money there. That1s 
the only Government money that I have any personal knowledge 
of ever having been placed in a bank in Colorado. 

I do not think Colorado has any special interest in this matter. 
It may be that other banks have had Government money lent 
them; but, if so, Iam not aware of it. 

Here is $148,000,000. Now, when this bill is enacted into law 
and these securities are taken, there will be more than that 
amount, and it is a question whether it would not be better to 
have this money put into national banks with proper security 
than it would be to keep it locked up in the Treasury. Of the 
two methods I believe it would be better to put it in circulation. 
When I say that, I do not mean to say that I approve of this bill. 
What I object to is the lack of what is not in the bill more than 
to what is init. The vice of this bill is what has not been placed 
in it more than in what has been put in it. 

But, Mr. President, suppose the Secretary of the Treasury should 
conclude to show favoritism and the money all in New York 
or some other one place. I should hardly imagine that he would 


vince the people that when I go to the Treasury with a Treasury | put it all in one place; but suppose he should put a larger amount 





in one section of the country than in another, would it not even- 
tually breed complaints? Is it not possible in enacting a law of this 
kind to put some regulation upon the Secretary of the Treasury? 

I tried to do that in committee, as some members of the com- 
mittee will recollect, but failed to satisfy the committee, and I 
am free to say I could not satisfy myself as to exactly what ought 
to be done to put a proper restriction on the Secretary of the 
Treasury; yet I believe it can be done, and at ought to be done, 
and if we were in the beginning of the session I have no doubt 
we would be able to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was going to ask the Senator if he does not 
think that by enlarging the security, which confessedly is good 
and safe under the provisions of this bill, there is much less lia- 
bility for the charge of favoritism and a much wider scope in the 
distribution of money throughout the country than there is now, 
when it is limited to national bonds? 

Mr. TELLER. Iam inclined to think that the Senator is right 
about that. 

Mr. SPOONER. There are banks all over the United States 
which can not, through correspondents or otherwise, obtain 
national bonds, but they-can obtain county bonds, State bonds, 
and city bonds, and if such bonds are made securities, I have 
thought—and that is one thing which commended this bill to me 
somewhat—that it would lead to a larger distribution of money 
throughout the country. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that is one feature which in some 
measure reconciles me to the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Senator’s attention been called tothe 
amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia, which is now 
pending? 

Mr. TELLER. I understood there was some proposition pend- 
ing, but I do not know what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is understood at the desk 
that that amendment was accepted by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I did agree to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And it is a part of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. I should like to have that provision 
read. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.- It will be read. 

The Secretary. At the end of section 1 the following pro- | 
vision was inserted: 


That, as far as practicable, the Secretary of the Treasury shall fairly dis- 
tribute the deposits herein authorized throughout the country. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that will at least indicate what 
is the legislative mind on the subject, although it seems to me 
that any man who was fit to be Secretary of the Treasury would 
do that without any provision of law. It will not entirely cure 
= evil of which I am complaining, but it may minimize it some- | 
what. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, one element 
which gives value to the Government bonds and which has led to | 
their appreciation in price is that whenever the Secretary of the 
Treasury gives a notice of his desire to purchase them the bank- 
ers buy them at a premium through their correspondents in order 
to send them in as a basis of security for their circulation. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, Mr. President, I understand that has been 
the case. I think it will enable the Government, if it sees fit to 
call in these bonds—I mean to become purchasers of them—to | 
secure them at a fairer rate than it can now. If I could see any 
such disposition on the part of the Administration to pay off these 
bonds by buying them, I should feel very much better about this | 
bill, but I see nothing of the kind. I hear of no proposition to 
reduce the bonded debt. 

Mr. SPOONER. If my friend from Colorado will allow me, I 
think he will agree that in almost every instance in late years 
where the Secretary of the Treasury, having money on hand with 
which to buy bonds, has sought to put out that money in order 
to relieve the money stringency, the price of bonds was put up so 
— that he had to cease purchasing them. .- 

r. TELLER. I think that is true, and great evil has been 
inflicted upon the country because no provision was made for 
buying bonds before due if the Government had the money to 
buy them. 

Mr. President, I want to say a word as to what I think is one 
of the dangers of this bill, and then I am going to content myself 
with voting against it. Iam of the opinion that the passage of | 
the bill may afford-some relief. but it is not the full relief that we 
ought to have. If we were in the beginning of the session I should | 
insist that this bill should not be voted on until some further | 
effort was made to bring it up to what I think is requiried. | 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I want to ask | 
him a question. Do I understand the Senator to mean by that 





that the bill should go further and repeal any part of the redemp- | 
tion act, and thereby lessen the redemption fund in the Treasury? 
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| disbursing officer or disbursing agent, as well as all moneys 
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Mr.TELLER. Ithink, Mr. President, that at least $140,000.000 
ought to be taken out of the Treasury and put into circulation. 
We know, and everybody knows, that while the circulation has 
increased the business activity of this country has increased much 
faster than the circulation. That is why the Secretary of the 
Treasury came here last summer and said that more currency was 
required. He said he was afraid of a panic. I do not suppose 
there is anybody who would disagree with me if I should say that 
if the Government were to withdraw that $143,000,000 from the 
banks and put it in the Treasury there would be a panic. If the 
proposition were made to take $50,000,000 of it, put it in the Treas- 
ury, and lock it up, there would be a panic not only in the city of 
New York, but in all the great financial centers of this country. 

Mr. President, is the system a good one which puts in the hands 
of the Secretary of the Treasury the power to discriminate in 
favor of one class of banks, which may be controlled by his po- 
litical adherents, as against those which may be controlled by 
those whom he may regard as his political opponents? Is it a 
good system which enables the Secretary of the Treasury to say 
that Eastern securities shall be favored above Western securities, 
and that he will put these deposits all east of the Alleghenies or 
west of the Alleghenies, if he happens to think that better? 

Should there not be some method by which, in proportion to 
their wealth and their ability to pay, if the people of one section 
wanted the use of money, that they should not be crowded out by 
reason of favoritism to another section? Should there not be in 
this case some restriction as to how much should be deposited in 
one bank? Should there not be some restriction upon the way 
that this money should be called fromthe banks? If the Govern- 
ment can not call this money without danger to the public inter- 
est, ought there not to be some provision to regulate the manner 
in which it should be turned back into the Treasury by the banks? 
Should there not be some restrictions imposed upon them as on 


| the Government? 


Mr. President, I saw to-day a letter written by bankers to a 
member of this body, in which they declared that if this bill shall 
pass the item of interest alone would require the banks who could 


| not make money under it to send their money back to the Treas- 


ury in large quantities. If that is done under this bill, there will 


| be a financial stringency, which will be taken advantage of in 


this country to bring on a general panic. 
Mr. BURTON. May I.ask the Senator a question? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Col- 


| orado yield to the Senator from Kansas? 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. BURTON. Does the Senator not think that this requiring 


| banks to pay interest on deposits is without the legitimate do- 
| main of banking? 


Ought Congress to encourage a policy of that 
kind? 
Mr. TELLER. 


I understand what that provision was put in 
the bill for. 


That was put in by our friends who got up this bill 
3 | 


| because they knew there was a complaint on the part of the pub- 


lic against having, in round numbers, $150,000.000—for it is prac- 


| tically that—of the people’s money in the banks, which the banks 
| are paying no interest upon and lending out to citizens of this 
| country at rates of interest in some places at least very high. 


That was asop thrown to the complainers by the ingenious drafts- 
men of this bill. 

I had some years ago some connection as an attorney with a 
bank and a little as a bank president for a few years. I have con- 
tended always that no ordinary bank ever ought to pay a dollar 
of interest on its deposits. It should keep the money that is de- 
posited there for the people; and when it has to pay interest on it 
it will loan it even if the loan is not the best. Insuch cases there 
is danger that the bank, in its anxiety to get back the interest that 
it has paid, will make improper loans. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Colorado, while he is on that point, whether or not it is 


| his construction of this bill, on page 3, lines 8 to 14, inclusive, 


that it is a mere loan of money on interest? It is called a deposit; 
but it is a loan of money, because it bears interest at a fixed rate. 
If that is so. I want to ask the Senator whether he has considered, 


| or whether the Senator in charge of this bill or any other Senator 


has considered, in this connection, section 5489 of the Revised 
That section provides: 

Sec. 5489. If the Treasurer of the United States, or any assistant treasurer, 
or any public depositary, fails safely to keep all moneys deposited by any 
i ted by 


1 States, 


adeno?! 
any receiver, collector, or other person having moneys of the Unice 
he shall be deemed guilty of embezzlement of the moneys 1 o safely kept, 
and shall be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than ten years, 
and fined in a sum equal to the amount of money so embezzled. 


That provision in regard to embezzlement would apply to the 
national banks if this bill should become a law. 

Mr. TELLER. What section is that? 

Mr. MORGAN. Section 5489 of the Revised Statutes. If that 
embezzlement section applies to the national banks that are 
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depositaries, then this bill relieves them from the personal penalty 
of this section, by converting the deposits into loans. I fearthat 
is the object of the bill. 


Mr. TELLER. I presume if this bill passes it will be regarded 
as a repeal pro tanto of that section. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then that ought to be so expressed, because 
we change the nature of the obligation from that of a Govern- 
ment depositary to that of a loanee. The person who borrows 
money has the right to do with it as he pleases, but here is a per- 
sonal penalty put upon every depositary, and this bill proposes to. 
relieve that depositary from the obligations and penalties which 
this section of the Revised Statutes imposes. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, my attention had never been 
called to that point, and I do not care at this late hour to open up 
that question, because I only want to say a few words more, and 
then I shall yield the floor. 

I was saying that I thought national banks ought not to pay 
interest. I was about to say that in a town with which I am 
somewhat familiar, where I go up and down the street occasion- 
ally, there is a bank which advertises that it pays 4 per cent in- 


terest. If I had a million dollars I would not put a dollar in that 
bank. More banks have been broken by their attempts to pay 


interest and thus to secure large deposits than by almost any 
other cause. Safety is what you want in a bank, and that is 
what we do want in this case. 

We can excuse ourselves for putting money in a bank only upon 
one ground; that is, that we have no use to which we can prop- 
erly put the money. If that is the intention with which you de- 
posit money in a bank, then you may put it there without any 
interest, to show to the public you put it there because it is to 
their interest that you shall put it there instead of locking it up, 
and because there is no other way of getting it out to the public. 
What are you going to say about this $150,000,000 which you 
lock up? 

Are you going to tell the people of the United States that you 


do that because somebody has doubts of the credit of this Gov- | 
ernment of ours, that paid a bigger debt in less time than any na- | 


tion in the history of the world ever paid, and is better able to- 
day to pay its debt dollar for dollar and on quick time, if it has 
the authority to do it, than any nation in the world? 

It is true that the Government statement shows that we owe 
$2,000,000,000, in round numbers. We owe a little more than 
$1,500,000,000. The greenbacks we need not count, because the 


people are not calling for them, but if it was necessary to pay our | 


bonds we could raise the money in a short time and pay them off 
without any distress to the people of the United States. 

There was a time when I hoped to have lived to see fhe national 
debt paid. I have lived under the Government when it practi- | 
cally owed nothing, and I wanted to live long enough to see the 
great debt incurred by the efforts to keep these States together | 

aid. I have seen the time under the auspices of the party now 
in power when I had reason to believe that hope wouid be real- 
ized. I have seen them paying it at a rate that no other Govern- 
ment had ever paid its debt, and that, too, without a burden upon 
the American people. But the system changed, and from a gen- 
eral anxiety to pay the public debt there became an anxiety to 
perpetuate the public debt. 

Ihave had many and many a man say to me that we ought toin- 
crease the publicdebt. For what reason do you suppose that some | 
of these men say we ought todothat? They tell us that the people 
who own the public debt will have a greater interest in this 
country than if they did not. If the time ever comes in this Re- 
public when we shall have to make a debt to attach the people to 
the Government of the United States it will be time to abandon 
our present form of government. There is not any necessity for | 
that now, and I trust there never will be. We ought to go on 
and pay the public debt as rapidly as possible. 

When you get this money in the banks how are you going to 
get itout? If you get it out all atonce, then you create a financial | 
depression, or worse than that, perhaps, a financial revulsion of 
such a character that it will sweep millionsand millions of values 
away. 


When you put the money in the national banks, two or three hun- | 


dred million dollars, as you will under this bill—for we are now 
raising a surplus of at least $50,000,000 a year more than we can 


or ought to use, and that surplus will be greater in the next year | 
than it was in this if prosperity continues in this country—when | 
P : 7 . | “clerk, $1,000; clerk, $900;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


you have added two or three hundred millions, the very fact that 
these banks hold this money will prevent you from making any 
proper arrangement for putting this money to the use that the 


taxpayer has a right to demand you should put it, and that is to | 
discharge the debts of this Government or to pay the current ex- 
penses thereof. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- | 
tion? 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 


| nues and hold our markets. 





Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator agree at the next session of 
Congress to cooperate with the majority to reduce the revenues 
of the Government? I hope he will. We certainly shall make 
the effort, and I hope the Senator will be found cooperating with 
us in that direction. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island speaks 
by authority of his party. So far as I know it is greatly dis- 
turbed on that question. One Senator tells us that you must 
“stand pat’ and ndét do anything: another one of the financial 
organs of the Republican party said the other day that the tariff 
did need some revision, but he said it needs revising upward, 
and not downward. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was talking about the question of the rev- 
_— of the Government, and not as to how they should be re- 

ucea, 

Mr. TELLER. The revenue of the Government is derived in 
two ways. One is by internal taxes upon the people, and the 
other is by a tax upon imports, which of course I think, although 
I am a protectionist, we pay, and nobody else. 

Mr. President, I will be happy to cooperate with the Senator 

from Rhode Island and all the Senators on the other side, as will 
everybody, I believe, on this side of the Chamber, in reducing the 
tariff schedules to a reasonable rate, and that, too, whether it is 
upon sugar or upon the manufactures of Rhode Island. But we 
will hardly be prepared, either then or now, to allow the reduc- 
tion of the revenue to be made at the expense of the men who 
live on the farms in the West. 
* Mr. ALDRICH. I trust the Senator from Colorado and I will 
agree upon the methods of reduction. I am inclined to think we 
shall. I think he will agree with me that a reduction of the tar- 
iff, if effective, would increase the revenue rather than reduce 
it. But that, of course, is a question which is not here now and 
is not a practical one. I have no doubt, however, the Senator 
from Colorado and I will find ourselves in agreement upon that 
matter. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam nota free trader. I have not been since 
I left school. I was then. 

My judgment is we can reduce the tariff and reduce the reve- 
Iam not going to admit that a re- 
duction of tariff will bring excessive imports here to compete 
with the products of our people, because you have a tariff now, 
and you have had it since the McKinley tariff was adopted, that 
is higher than it ought to be. 

Standing on this floor when the McKinley tariff was being dis- 
cussed, I declared that it was not a Republican tariff; that it was 
way beyond the Republican idea as we understood it in the early 
days of the party, when the tariff was put on to protect the 
American laboring man and the American capitalist, to equalize 


| conditions between the European laborer and the European cap- 


italist and the American laborer and the American capitalist. 
The tariff ought to be revised; and if the friends of it will not re- 
vise it, then opponents of the tariff will. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 
that I may present a conference report? 

Mr. TELLER. I will. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference of the disagreeing votes of the two Houseson 


| the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16842) making appropriations 


to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 15, 
17, 18, 22, 33, 34, 35, 43, 49, 51, 54, 56, 58, 59, 60, 61, 68, 70, 79, 86, 87, 89, 94, 96, 98, 99, 
102, 108, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 112, 117, 121, 122, 123, 124, 127, 128, 181, 134, 
136, 187, 139, 140, 141, 143, 144, 145, 146, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 158, 161, 168, 168, 169, 
170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 180, 181, 182, 185, 190, and 191. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 12, 13, 14, 16, 28, 25, 27, 28, 29, 81, 82, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 52, 53, 
55, 57, 63, 66, 67, 71, 73, 74, 75, 76, TT, 78, 80, 81, 82, 85, 91, 100, 101, 118, 114, 115, 118, 
119, 120, 125, 126, 129, 130, 132, 138, 142, 156, 157, 159, 160, 162, 164, 165, 167, 177, 178, 
179, 184, 187, 188, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 203, and 205, and agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “two 


| civil engineers or computers, at $1,500 each;’’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


| In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$74,664;"" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


| Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 


lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: ‘*tem- 
porary clerk hire, $500;"" and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed t ‘*$42,600;”" and the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $7,000; and the Senate agree to thesame. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 20, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $15,200;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Jn lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $20,000; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 24, andagree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “ four;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert **$19,280;"" and the Senateagree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,500; and the Senateagree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $160,000;” and the Senate agree to the 

same. 

7 That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $100,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

3 That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$10,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In 
lieu of thesum proposed insert ‘*$25,100;"" and on page — of the bill, after the 
word “ dollars,” in line —, insert the following: “to be expended for paving 
Vermont avenue from R to T streets, New Hampshire avenue from V to W 
streets, and V street from Seventeenth to Eighteenth streets; ’’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $15,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 41,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$20,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘ $20,900; and on page 15 of the bill, in line 
19, after the word “‘avenue,”’ insert the words “except as herein specified;” 
and on page 15 of the bill, after line 23, insert asa separate paragraph the 
following: “‘ Hereafter the Commissioners, in submitting the schedules of 
streets and avenues to be improved, shall each year arrange said streets and 
avenues in the order of their importance, as determined by them after per- 
sonal examination of said streets and avenues;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said gmendment insert the following: *‘ For 
Rhode Island avenue, Florida avenue toward First street, pave, $10,000;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposedinsert ‘ $6,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘$5,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘$5,000;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 


Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$141,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$90,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 83, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$10,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 84, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $209,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8&8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said Senate amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: “And during the fiscal years 1903 and 1904 the price prescribed by 
Congress for lighting each street lamp in the District of Columbia with gas or 
oil shall be construed to include the cost of the illuminating material used in 
lighting and extinguishing lamps, repairing, painting, cleaning, purchasing, 


and expense of erecting and maintaining lamp-posts, street designations, | 


lanterns, and fixtures;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$28; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 






Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | 


In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$80,000;" and the Senate agree to the | 45 the same. 


same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$80;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 95, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
At the end of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the follow- 
ing: “: Provided further, That the amount for which a contract or contracts 
may be entered into by the Secretary of War for such material and work as 
may be necessary for prosecuting the work on said slow sand filtration plant, 
and for each and every urpose connected therewith to final completion within 
the shortest practicable time, or within which the materials may be pur- 


+ chased and the work done otherwise than by contract, to be paid for as appro- 
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riations may from timo to time be made by law, is hereby increased from 
Po 768,405 to $3,468,405; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $12,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $053,975;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 116, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$17,5(0;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “45;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$749,940; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$8,500;”" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$5,000; and the Senateagree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$13,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 150, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$68,360;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 166, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $21,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 183, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $28,356; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 186, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘** $1,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 189, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieuof the sum proposed insert “$16,552; and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 204, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“So. 3. That until and including June 30, 1904, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is authorized and directed to advance, on the requisition of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, made in the manner now prescribed by 
law, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated, such sums as may be necessary from time to time to meet the 
general expenses of said District as authorized by Congress, and reimburse 
the Treasury for the portion of said advances payable by the District of Co- 
lumbia out of the taxes and revenues collected for the support of the gov- 
ernment thereof: Provided, That all advances made under thisact and under 
the acts of February 11, 1901, and June 1, 1902, not reimbursed to the Treasury 
of the United States on or before June 30, 1994, shall be reimbursed to said 
Treasury out of the revenues of the District of Columbia from time to time 
within five years beginning July 1, 1904, together with interest thereon at the 
rate of 2 per cent per annum until so reimbursed: Previded further, That in- 
terest on advances made prior to June 30, 1902, in the accounts of the District 
of Columbia with the United States shall be computed for the fiscal year 
1903, and paid immediately after the close thereof from the revenues of the 
District of Columbia, and the same rule of computation and payment shall 
apply to all advances made for the fiscal year 1903 and subsequent fiscal 
years: Provided further, That the Auditor for the State and other Depart- 
ments and the auditor of the District of Columbia shall file annually a report 
of the amounts of such advances, stating the amount for each fiscal year 
separately and also all reimbursements made under this section, together 
with the balances remaining, if any, due the United States: And provided 
further, That nothing contained herein shall be so construed as to require 
the United States to bear any part of the cost of street extensions and of 





| advances heretofore or hereafter mado for these purposes made by the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury shall be repaid in full from the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.” 
And the Senate agree to same. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
M. 8. QUAY, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JAMES T. McCLEARY, 
ELMER J. BURKETT, 
MAZCENAS E. BENTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. WARREN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houseson 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16070) makingappropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 7, 13, and 14. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22, and agree 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
** $34,165; *” and the Senate agree to the same. 
F. E. WARREN, 
R. A. ALGER, 
E. W. PETTUS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J.A. T. HULL, 
RICHARD WAYNE PARKER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was agreed to. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. A bill (H. R. 16888) to extend to the port of Niagara Falls, 
N. Y., the privileges of the act approved Tams 10, 1880, governing 
2 > 2 =| « ” > > 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed — Bevo manner yg tcaneportation of dutiable merchandise withous 
the bill (S. 5487) to authorize the settlement of the accounts of | © - P 
officers in the Army. RESTORATION OF THE WHITE HOUSE, 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16656) regulating the | lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
importation of breeding animals. was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed | Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17046) making | printed: 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for | To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a report by the 
for trial and service, and for other purposes; asks a conference arenmteote, hte ae teen, regarding the work of repairing 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses |$ulldng ee Bn the.erection of the Rescuitve aiice 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hemenway, Mr. LITTAvUER, and THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Mr. McRak managers at the conference on the part of the House, | W#!T# House, February 28, 1903. 

ISLE OF PINES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Relations with Cuba, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate: 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of February 16, 1903, requesting 
the President “if, in his judgment, the same be not incompatible with the 
_ interests, to inform the Senate as to the present status of the Isle of 
ines, and what Government is exercising authority and control in said is- 


land, what instructions, if any, regarding said island were given at the time 
ments and agree to the request for a conference. when the military occupation of Cuba by the United States was terminated; 


The motion was agreed to. and what action, if any, has been taken for the protection of the interests o 


- . . citizens of the United States who have purchased property and settled in the 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- Isle of Pines,” I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of War. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17046) making appropriations 
for fortifications and: other works of defense, for the armament | 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference of 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS. I movethat the Senate insist upon its amend- 





ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
PERKINS, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. TILLMAN were appointed. Wuirte House, February 28, 1903. 
ORDER FOR RECESS. LAND HELD BY EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


. The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
oe ALDI, gure een Sen a ing nema fom hs et of the Ue te, wh a 
; cainelion ) : al : read and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings an 
ander of the Honse. ee ee Grounds, and ordered to be printed: 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope there will be no objection to that. To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


T s : : I transmit herewith reports by the Secretary of State, Secretary of the 

_Mr. DOLLIV ER. What is the objection to the hour of 11 Treasury, Secretary of War, Attorney-General, Postmaster-General, Secre- 
o'clock? tary of the Navy, Secretary of the Interior, Secretary of Agriculture, and 
Mr. ALDRICH. None whatever, if that is more satisfactory. | the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, in compliance with the following 


Rh a . | provision of the sundry civil bill approved June 28, 1902. 
ee aan aoe Fp four Representatives in whose The President is hereby requested to cause to be prepared and submitted 


. P to Congress at the commencement of its next session a statement showing 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will modify my request and make it 11 | what lots or parcels of land, other than public lands held for settlement 
o'clock. 


under _ pub ~~ ae are —— oy e es = ann held by = 

- several Executive Departments or other branches of the public service, the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode | area of each, the purposes for which each is held or occupled., in what State, 

Island asks unanimous consent that to-night a recess be taken un- | Territory, or country, and in or near what town or city each is located. 


til 11 o’clock to-morrow morning, in order that eulogies may be Wares Housn, Felruary $2, tet. THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
delivered on deceased members of the House. Is there objection? : Be 
Mr. ALDRICH. No other business to be transacted. REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears none, andit| Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
is so ordered. ; : consideration of the bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigra- 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is the understanding that no other business | tion of aliens into the United States. 
will then be transacted. Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfinished business be tem- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; that no other business porarily laid aside for that purpose. 
shall then be transacted. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 


rarily laid aside and that the Senate resume the consideration of 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | the immigration bill. Is there objection? 
BRownIinG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing | of the bill. 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada 
bill (H. R. 16970) making appropriations for the support of the | said to me that he had filed a notice under the rule adopted this 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and | morning (I do not know whether the Senator is in the Cham- 
for other purposes. ber) a 7 = to be po eee was further con- 
_ = sidered. ope he is in the Chamber, I will say, for I am quite 
Se willing that the consideration of the bill shall be proceeded with. 
The message aiso announced that the Speaker of the House had Mr. FAIRBANKS. I must say I had no notice of that. The 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon ; Senator from Nevada did not indicate any such desire to me, and 
signed by the President pro tempore: he knew that for the time being the bill is in my charge. 
A bill (H. R. 2987) granting an increase of pension to Charles | The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada left 
A. Rittenhouse; word at the desk with the clerks that he desired to be present 
A bill (H. R. 3100) providing for the conveyance of Widows | when the bill was taken up. 
Island, Maine, to the State of Maine; Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, does that preclude taking 
A bill (H. R. 7433) granting an increase of pension to Byron C. | up the bill upon motion? 
ee The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not. 
A bill (H. R. 7864) to pay John F. Lawson $237.96, balance due Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 





him for services as United States mail carrier; sideration of the bill. 

A bill (H. R. 8149) granting an increase of pension to James B. The PRESIDENT protempore. Unanimous consent was given 
Martin; that the bill should be taken up. 

A bill (H. R. 10175) granting a pension to Mary R. Bayly, for- Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ibegpardon. I did not hear the announce- 
merly Mary S. Redick; ment by the Chair of unanimous consent. 

A bill (H. R. 15461) for the relief of Daniel F. Lee; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate. 


A bill (H. R. 15985) to confirm certain forest lieu selections | It is in the Senate, and the pending amendment is, on page 3, line 
made under the act approved June 4, 1897; and 19, to strike out the words which the Secretary will report. ; 
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The Secretary. After the word “ prostitution,” in line 19, 
page 3, section 2, it is proposed to strike out— 
persons whose migration has been induced by offers, solicitations, promises, 


or agreements, parole or special, express or implied, of labor or work, or 
service of any kind, skilled or unskilled, in the United States. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The word ‘“‘and”’ should be added, and a 
semicolon. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Following ‘ the United States?’’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. Following ‘‘the United States.’’ That 
should be included in the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. Bacon and Mr. FarrRBanks addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BACON. I will not interfere if the Senator from Indiana 
has an amendment to offer. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. On behalf of the committee, I send to the 
desk certain amendments, which I ask to have considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Section 23, page 19, line 24, after the word 
‘“‘charges,’’ it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the Commissioner-General of Immigration may, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, whenever in his judgment such 
action may be necessary to accomplish the purposes of this act, detail immi- 
gration officers for temporary service in foreign countries. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Indiana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 18, page 15, line 18, after the word 
‘Treasury,’ it is proposed to insert: 

The United States Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service shall be 
reimbursed by the immigration service for all expenditures incurred in car- 
rying out the medical inspection of aliens under regulations of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator from Indiana explain the 
amendment? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It explains itself. 

Mr. ELKINS. I do not understand it. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then I will presenta letter from the Treas- | 


ury Department to the chairman of the committee that explains 
it fully. LI ask that it be read for the information of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


BUREAU OF PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 
Washington, February 28, 1903. 
Hon. Borks PENROSE, 
Chairman Committee on Immigration, United States Senate. 


Sir: Referring to H. R. 12199 and to the amendment providing that the 
United States blic Health and Marine-Hospital Service shall be reim- 
bursed by the Immigration Service for expenditures in carrying out the 
medical in tion of aliens, etc., I have to state that by law the medical in- 
spection of immigrants is imposed upon this service, requiring the detail of 
officers for this purpose; that there are 9 medical officers at Ellis Island, 
N. Y., detailed for this work exclusively; also 1 stationed in Canada, and 4 
omews stationed, for like work exclusively, at four other ports in the United 
states. 

The salaries of these officers are paid out of the marine-hospital fund, and 
itis manifest that this expense is a proper charge against the immigration 
fund, and the amendment provides the only means of securing this reim- 
bursement. The amendment has had the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and of the Commissioner-General of Immigration. 


Respectfully, 
WALTER WYMAN, 
Surgeon-General, 


(Memorandum in case this information is desired.] 


In round numbers, the expenditures for immigration work pure and sim- 
ple from the fund of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service is $40,000 
per annum. 

_ The medical inspection is one of the most important factors in the execu- 
tion of the immigration law, since it not only excludes contagious and loath- 
some diseases, but demonstrates infirmities which make the immigrant liable 


to become a public charge. 
WALTER WYMAN, 
Surgeon-General United States 


Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 
FEBRUARY 28, 1908. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. If there is no other amendment, I have an 
amendment which I wish to submit in the shape of two sections 
to come in at the end of the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia | 


offers an amendment, which will be stated. 
The SecRETARY. It is proposed.to add as new sections the 
following: 


Sec. —. That no person who disbelieves in or who is opposed to all organ- 
ized government, or who is a member of or affiliated with any organization 
entertaining and teaching such belief in or opposition to all organized goy- 
ernment, or who advocates or teaches the duty, necessity, or propriety of the 
unlawful assaulting or killing of any officer or officers, either of specific indi- 
viduals or of officers generally, of the Government of the United States or 
of any otter organized government, because of his or their official character, 

permitted to enter the United States or any Territory or place sub- 


ject to the jurisdiction thereof. This section shall be enforced by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury under such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe: 
Provided, That no such person shall be allowed to enter as an immigrant. 
That on person who knowingly aids or assists any such person to enter 
st 


the United States orany Territory or place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, 
or who connives or conspires with any person or persons to allow, procure, 
or permit any such person to enter therein, except pursuant to such rules 
an Seguaeree made by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be fined not 
—, + - n $5,000, or imprisoned for not less than one nor more than five years, 
or both. 
Sec.—. That no person who disbelievesin or who isopposed to all organized 
government, or who is a member of or affiliated with any organization en- 
tertaining and teaching such disbelief in or opposition to all organized gov- 
ernment, or who advocates or teaches the duty, necessity, or propriety of 
the unlawful assaulting or killing of any officer or ofticers, either of specific 
individuals or of officers generally, of the Government of the United States 
or of any other organized government, because of his or their official char- 
acter, or who has violated any of the provisions of this act, shall be natural- 
ized or be made a citizen of the United States. 
All courts and tribunals and all judges and officers thereof having juris- 
diction of naturalization proceedings or duties to perform in regard thereto 
| shall, on the final application for naturalization, make careful inquiry into 
such matters, and before issuing the final order or certificate of naturaliza- 

| tion cause to be entered of record the affidavit of the applicant and of his 
witnesses so far as ype reciting and affirming the truth of every mate- 
rial fact requisite for naturalization. All final orders and certificates of 
naturalization hereafter made shall show on their face specifically that said 
affidavits were duly made and recorded, and all orders and certificates that 
fail to show such facts shall be null and void. 

That any person who purposely procures naturalization in violation of the 
provisions of this section shall be fined not more than $5,000, or shall be im- 
prisoned not less than one nor more than ten years, or both, and the court in 
which such conviction is had shall thereupon adjudge and declare the order 
or decree and all certificates admitting such person to citizenship null and 
void. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the courts having jurisdiction of 
the trial of such offense to make such adjudication. 

That any person who knowingly aids, advises, or encourages any such per- 

| son to apply for or to secure naturalization or to file the preliminary papers 
declaring an intent to become a citizen of the United States, or who in any 
naturalization proceeding knowingly procures or gives false testimony as to 
any material fact,or who knowingly makes an affidavit false as to any mate- 
rial fact required to be proved in such proceeding, shall be fined not more 
than $5,000, or imprisoned not less than one nor more than ten years, or both. 

The foregoing provisions concerning naturalization shall not be in force 

until ninety days after the approval hereof. 


Mr. ELKINS. The bill has been so amended, and the amend- 
ment just offered is so complicated and so long that I ask that the 
bill and amendments be printed, to come up on Monday. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from 
West Virginia will not press that request. It is, of course, mani- 
fest that if granted it would kill the bill. If any Senator is un- 
advised as to what the bill is it is certainiy not the fault of the 
committee. 

The bill is a codification mainly of existinglaws. It embraces, 
among other things, very important and necessary administrative 
features. There is not a bill which has passed this Congress that 
has had more careful consideration than that which has been 
given to this bill. The amendments which have been proposed 

| to-night are brief and definite. They are not complicated, they 
| are not abstruse, and no Senator who sat in his seat and heard 
them read needs time to deliberate on them in order that he may 
understand them. 

Mr. President, I undertake to say that there has been passed by 
this Congress no measure that is of equal importance with this. 
| I know very well there are strong influences at work against the 
| enactment of this or any similar measure. 

There have been objections against several features of the bill. 
They have been considered, and amendments have been made 
where amendments were proper and necessary to strengthen it. 
I do not mean that the objections which have been made have 
been for other than the best of purposes. I do not mean to say 
that. Many of the objections which have been made have re- 

| sulted in improving and in benefiting the measure. Such is the 
| usual experience in considering measures of large importance. 

| There are those, Mr. President, who are against all immigration 
| legislation. There are those who do not believe that there should 
| be a restriction of immigration. There are those who have been 
opposed in season and out to the enactment into a law of this bill 
or any other measure similar in character to it. 

One of the chief objections made against the bill was made to 
| the provision for an educational test. I realized that there was 
sharp and honest difference of opinion with respect to that pro- 
vision. The committee, appreciating the purpose of those who 
opposed it and not wishing to jeopardize the many other very 
| important features of the bill, consented that that provision should 
| be stricken out. 

What is there in the bill as it stands now that is not found in 
| some form upon the statute books to-day? The larger part of it 
is essentially a codification of existing law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator briefly explain just what 
| changes have been made in existing law? I do not want a syn- 
| opsis, but I want a general outline of the most essential altera- 
| tions, if there are any. Now, if this is a mere codification, it is 
| not necessary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will say 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want those essential changes. Of course I 
know there is a head tax, which is not the present law. 
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Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; that is increased from $1 to $2. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. There are no essential changes from the 
present law. There was a very important change proposed by 
the application of an educational test, but, as I have stated, an 
amendment has been adopted striking out that provision. That 
Was a very essential change from the existing immigration laws. 
There are no radical or substantial changes in the bill from the 
existing laws which are found scattered through many volumes 
of the statutes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator tell me about the inspection 
feature? Icannotfindit. I have been looking for it. Where is 
the inspection held? 

Mr. LODGE. The inspectionsare held at the ports of entry. 

Mr. TILLMAN. After the immigrants get here? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What is the present law? 

Mr. LODGE. Thatis the present law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are not inspected on the other side? 

Mr. LODGE. No; there is no inspection there. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is no certification in regard to the class 
of immigrants, paupers, and all that sort of thing? 

Mr. LODGE. Certification from whom? 

Mr. TILLMAN. From the consul. 

Mr. LODGE. Wecan not have consular certification. That | 
has been gone into with the utmost care. That was tried years | 
ago. That scheme was brought up, and we found that other | 
countries would not permit consular certification. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator mean to say that there 
is no such thing now as consular certification and examination? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly not. There never has been. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It has been proposed several times. 

Mr. LODGE. Ithas been proposed severaltimes. Itwas found 
that other countries, one country particularly , which it is needless 
to name, objected to having their citizens go before a foreign con- 
sul, and also the people themselves desiring to emigrate objected | 
to it. It was found utterly impracticable. The matter was gone | 
into with the utmost thoroughness by the Senator from New 
Hampshire at that time, Mr. Chandler, and myself and others. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from South Carolina will 
permit me, I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if there is not some form of examination in foreign countries at 
the present time? 

Mr. LODGE. The steamship companies make some examina- 
tion of theirown. That is done in order to comply with the law 


and save themselves from bringing improper immigrants, but | 
there is no official inspection. Of course they have to make a | 


manifest. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. They make the ordinary manifest, but that is 
all the business of the steamship company. 

This bill, if the Senator from Indiana will allow me for a 
moment, is, as he has said, a codification of existing law. That 
which to my mind was really the only very valuable part of the 
bill, the educational test, has been dropped out. What remains 
is an arrangement of the law which will improve its administra- 
tion, and even that is resisted and fought. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wonld rather vote for a bill that contained | 
the educational qualification for immigrants. 

Mr. LODGE. So would I, very much. 

Mr. CULLOM. I supposed it was in the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. It has been withdrawn and it is not in this last 
bill. Wecansave the administrative features, which are of great 
value,and which the Department desires because it improves the | 
method of administration. That is all that remains in the bill. 

Mr. CARMACK. Has the educational qualification been left | 
out of the bill? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It was taken out last night. 

Mr. LODGE. It was withdrawn. It is a House clause and it 
will have to be settled in confefence. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 


to the amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 


Bacon]. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 
The ayes have it; and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. ELKINS. Iask for the yeasand nays. [‘‘ No!” “No!’’] | 
Let us see if enough want the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator knows what that would mean 
at this time, I hope the Senator—— 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator will not press that demand. 
If it is pressed I shall have something to say about what has been 
done against this bill. 

Mr. ELKINS. Iam asking if enough Senators want the yeas 
and nays to second the call. 
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a SPOONER. The Senator can not experiment with it in 
that way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The only way the Senatorcan determine that 
is to call for a quorum. 

Mr. ELKINS. I do not want to call for a quorum, but I want 
to have the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr.CULLOM. Iam inclined to think the bill had better go over. 

aa LODGE. It can not go over without everything else going 


~— FATRBANKS. I trust that the Senator will allow us to 
vote upon it this evening. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwas going to move an executive session. 

Mr. LODGE. We will call the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iamin favor of this bill, and I hope the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will not be inexorable about it. Here 
is a little bill, a House bill—— 

Mr. LODGE. I do not want to be inexorable at all, but I 
should like to have this bill disposed of. It has been before the 
Senate the whole session. We have made concessions to meet 

| the wishes of the Senator from West Virginia. We have made 
concessions to meet the wishes of the Senator from New Hamp- 
| shire. It was understood that these amendments were satisfac- 
| tory, and that we could get the bill through without further 
objection. Of course, if the bill is to lead to debate and voting 
at this late stage of the session it will be lost, which I think will 

| be a great misfortune to the good administration of the law. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have a vote. 

| The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further amend- 
ment 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have a word to say. I 

| am not going to be influenced one particle by either the rather 
| severe language of the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. a or 
the threat I heard from the lips of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGr]. Iam quite willing that the pny whom I 
he to represent should know precisely my attitude on this bill. 

I thank the Senator from Indiana for conceding to me the privi- 
| lege of having taken from the bill the words that I called atten- 
| tion to on yesterday. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me? 

| Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
| Mr. FAIRBANKS. In what I said I had no reference, directly 





or indirectly, to the honorable Senator’s attitude upon the bill. 

That always has been frank, straightforward, and entirely con- 
| sistent with his duty. I had no reference whatever to him. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. I have not at any time felt the least in- 
clination to prevent a vote on this bill. I quite agree with what 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusois] said to-day—that if the 
| business of this session had been conducted, as I believe it ought 
to have been conducted, we would have had a vote on a certain 
other measure and would have had ample time to have con- 
sidered all these great questions which are thrust upon us to- 
day and which we are told must be pushed through because of 
their great importance. 

This bill as it came from another body was an utterly vicious 
bill. It was either purposely or otherwise aimed at the interest 
| of the section of the country I try to represent. We have had 
| taken from the bill in the limited time we have had to debate it, 

to consider it, many of those objectionable features. I hope they 
will not appear in the bill again after the conference has been had, 
| and I want to say here and now that if they do I shall take an 
opportunity to express my views upon the conference report. 
Mr. SPOONER. At length? 
Mr. GALLINGER. No; not necessarily at length; but I shall 
| at least enter my protest. 
| Now, Mr. President, there is one other amendment that I want 
to have made to this bill. In the first section, for the first time 
| in legislation, an attempt was made to hold the transportation com- 
| panies, equally with the steamship companies, responsible for the 
| transportation of aliens across the border. These provisions have 
| been taken from the bill, but in turning to page 25 I find a proviso, 
| commencing on line 9 and ending on line 12, which I feel sure 
| ought to be taken from the bill. 


} | Mr. FAIRBANKS. What page? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Page 25,section 33. The section reads as 
| follows: 


That the Commissioner-General of Immigration, under the direction or 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe rules for 
| the entry and inspection of aliens along the borders of Canada and Mexico, 
so as not to unnecessarily delay, impede. or annoy passengers in ordinary 
travel between the United Statesand said countries, and shall have power 
to enter into contracts with foreign transportation lines for the same purpose. 


| That is all right. Then comes the proviso: 


ppnetaen, That any such transportation line shall agree, as far as practi- 
cabie— 


I want to emphasize those words— 


That any such transportation yz shall agree, as far as practicable, to as- 
sume all the obligations imposed by this acton the masters, agents, and own- 
ers of vessels bringing aliens to ports of the United States. 
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Now, Mr. President, when an alien applies for passage to the 
agent or owner of a steamship company in Europe, there is time 
to examine that passenger; there is a system of examination and 
inquiry; and if a steamship company takes a passenger, the steam- 
ship company does it at its own peril, and,if the passenger is de- 
ported, the steamship company is punished for transporting an 
undesirable immigrant into the country. But if the immigrant 
applies on the border line of Canada to take a train, there is no 
way of determining the question whether that immigrant should 
be conveyed or not by that transportation company, and to say 
that the transportation company should be held to make an ar- 
rangement that *‘ as far as practicable ’’—whatever that means in 
law, I do not know; as a layman, I think it is an absurdity—‘‘ as 
far as practicable to assume all the obligations imposed by this 
act on the masters, agents, and owners of vessels bringing aliens 
to ports of the United States,’ is to my mind something that 
ought not to be in the bill. 

I move, Mr. President, to strike out those words. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is an entirely reasonable amend- 


ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire moves to strike out the words which he has read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The proviso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To strike out the proviso. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, asingle further word, 
and lam done. Ihave had no disposition to obstruct the passage 
of this bill, but I have wanted to say a great deal more about it 
than I have said. I have been opposed to many of its features. 
More than six years ago, I think eight years ago, the country re- 
sounded with declarations concerning a bill which received, I 
think, the approbation of the American people, known as the 
Lodge bill. That was the bill requiring an educational test. I 
committed myself to that bill to my own people, and I have never 
since changed my mind about it. 

But this bill goes to conference, if it goes to conference at all, 
with that wise provision, as I think, eliminated from it, and as I 
understand—I think Iam not giving away any secrets when I say 
that—there is a tacit understanding that that provision of the bill 
shall remain out of the bill. I am fearful that the provisions 
which I have succeeded in getting out will reappear. We all 
know how these things are done in conference. We know how. 
when a Senator is anxious to get a bill through at half past 6 
o’clock in the evening, when we ought to be at home eating our 
dinners, that he will agree to let amendments be adopted, and 
slip from under them very readily in conference. We have all 
had experience—I have—and so I say, Mr. President, that while 
the Senator from Indiana insists that this bill has had such care- 
ful consideration, the fact remains that in the closing hours of 
this session, when we have had but a few moments to discuss it, 
four or five important matters have been taken from it and 
several important matters have been added to it. 

I hope that the bill, Mr. President, if it becomes a law will be 
@ just law; I hope it will not be oppressive to any section of our 
country. With that single observation, I shall dismiss the mat- 
ter, only adding the hope that the elimination of these matters, 
after they have been taken from the bill on my motion, may be 
insisted upon on the part of our conferees. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I have a few bills which I think 
are of importance, and I do not see why this bill, though impor- 
tant, should take precedence of all other bills. I could dispose of 
mine in half the time that this bill has consumed. 

I made a reasonable request of the Senator from Indiana to 


have this bill, with the amendments which have been made, re- | 
printed, so that we can understand it, and then take a vote upon | 


it on Monday. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this bill was brought up at the 
very beginning of the session, and was made the unfinished busi- 
ness, until it had to give way to the statehood bill by the agree- 
ment made at the last session. It was considered here for days; 
it was reprinted two or three times, and it got through the Com- 
mittee of the Whole into the Senate. In order to save the bill, 
these concessions have been made by those who believe in the 
provisions which have been eliminated as strongly as I do. 

I want to say to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gat- 
LINGER] that if I should be one of the conferees on the bill, where 
I have agreed, as I have with him, on the removal of certain sec- 
tions, I shall feel bound in honor to stand by the removal of 
those sections, because the bill goes through, as I understand it, 
only on those conditions. 

But, Mr. President, after all these concessions have been made, 
after the bill has been agreed, as I understand we have agreed 
upon it, now to kill the bill in this way at the last moment seems 
to me a very hard measure. 

We could have pressed the bill at other times: we could have 
insisted on the clause to which the Senator from West Virginia 





{[Mr. ELKINs] objects more than any other—the educational 
clause—because he thinks it will deprive corporations of a new 
supply of cheap labor. We could have insisted on that at any 
time; but to save the administrative features of the bill, we with- 
drew that in good faith, believing that if we made these large 
concessions we should be allowed to pass the bill and save its ad- 
ministrative features. If the bill goes over until Monday, it is 
perfectly well known that in these last two days the chances of 
saving it are almost nothing. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I find that section 7 of this bill 
is incorporated in the alien contract-labor law, and I want to ask 
the chairman of the committee—and that is the reason why I 
wanted to have the bill reprinted—if that section is stricken out? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The alien contract labor provision is 
stricken out. 

Mr. ELKINS. I refer to section 7, on page 8. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the contract-labor law as now existing. 

Mr. ELKINS. I do not see the necessity of reenacting laws 
already on the statute book. I understand this is literally the 
same. 

Mr. LODGE. If we are to strike out the contract-labor law, 
that is a pretty large issue and would deserve to receive a good 
deal of discussion. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is one of the settled policies in the 
legislative history of the Government. 

Mr. LODGE. I will say frankly there will be no yielding on 
that so far as I am concerned. I am not going to consent to 
modify the contract-labor law. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Thecommittee is unanimous about that. 
If the bill is to be defeated because of opposition to the contract- 
labor law now in the closing hours of the session, we would rather 
have the bill defeated and appeal to another session of Congress. 

Mr. ELKINS. I think that would be much the wiser course. 
I have asked a simple question, and Senators seem to differ as to 
what the bill means. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If there is one thing which the people de- 
mand above another it is that our citizenship and our labor shall 
not be degraded by bringing people from abroad under contract 
to labor. Those who come upon their own volition make the best 
citizens, and those who come because they are hired to come to 
displace American labor are not desired by us. We must shut , 
the door against them and hold it fast. 

Mr. LODGE. We do not differ. That is the contract-labor 
law now on the statute book. If the Senator wants to go to the 
country on a modification of that law, I should be delighted to do 
it with him. 

Mr. ELKINS. This thing of going to the country, and legis- 
lating about the country, and talking to the galleries 

Mr. LODGE. I am not thinking of the galleries, but I am 
thinking of the country and something else besides the interest 





| of corporations. 


Mr. ELKINS. I know how the Senator occasionally speaks 
about corporations, but that need not enter into this debate. I 
am not opposed to corporations as much as the Senator seems to 
be and I am not particularly in love with them, but that ought 
not to influence my judgment as to this bill and its effect on im- 
migrants coming to the country. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Does the Senator doubt that 
this is the contract-labor law as it now stands? 

Mr. ELKINS. To be candid about the matter, I can not under- 
stand this bill, and Ido not know anybody who does. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I am not speaking of the bill, 
I am speaking of section 7. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not follow, because the Senator from 
West Virginia does not understand it, that the rest of us do not 
understand it. 

Mr. ELKINS. Do you understand it? 

Mr. LODGE. We have explained it, but we can not make the 
Senator understand our explanation. That is the trouble. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Will the Senator explain the 
section to which the Senator from West Virginia is referring— 
section 7? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If I may be permitted, I would say, in 
answer to the Senator from Mississippi, that it is not an exact 
reproduction of the present alien-contract-labor law, but it is 
essentially the same. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. It is in substance the same. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is in substance the same. Certain 
words have been added, such as ‘‘and any alien coming to this 
country in consequence of such an advertisement,’’ etc. Those 
words are not in the existing law. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Does the Senator desire to 
repeal the contract-labor law? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not atall. I have made no issue on that. 
I was simply saying that this provision is not an exact reproduc- 
tion of the contract-labor law, but it is substantially the same. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator from West Virginia will find, 
in the report made by the committee, a compilation of all the laws 
upon immigration respecting the prohibition of contract laborers, 
and he will find those laws in columns parallel with the provisions 
of this bill. From that he will be able to see the origin of the 
provisions of the bill before the Senate. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator does not want me to take that 
book [exhibiting] and read it? That is the report of the commit- 
tee, I understand. Any bill that needs a report of 425 printed 
pages to explain its provisions and make them understood should 
put Senators on inquiry and require Senators in charge to make 
proper explanations when asked. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the distinguished and honorable Sena- 
tor has not read the report of the committee, which was prepared 
for the information of Senators, he must not charge the commit- 
tee with any dereliction of duty in not supplying him wit’ in- 
formation. 

Mr. ELKINS. Who would read that book when the statehood 
billisup? [{Laughter.] I doubt whether any Senator of the com- 
mittee has read it. I ask the Senator, candidly, if he has read it? 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Every member of the committee has read | 


it and is thoroughly familiar with every provision in it. 

Mr. ELKINS. Then I do not see how you had time to oppose 
the statehood bill. [Laughter. ] 

I heard the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGar] say that 
if he were on the conference committee he would adhere to the 
Senate’s interpretation of what this bill ought to be if enacted 
into law, but I have not heard the chairman of the committee 
make any expression about it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With respect to which of these amend- 


ments? What amendment does the Senator desire to be informed | 


about? 

Mr. ELKINS. Ishould like to have all the amendments re- 
tained in the bill just as the Senate adopted them. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Thatis rather a general request. Does the 
Senator have any specific point about which he wishes to inquire? 


Mr. ELKINS. The amendment insisted on by the Senator from | 


New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], the one taken out a while ago, 
and the one providing for the educational test. There are two 
others. Like the Senator from New Hampshire, I shall be satis- 
fied if we can get from the chairman of the committee the same 
assurance that the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE] gave, because he might not be on the conference commit- 
tee, and the chairman of the committee undoubtedly will be. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iam not the chairman of the committee. 
T am only acting in the absence of the chairman, who is detained 
from the Senate. But. speaking for myself, I say that the Sena- 
tor needs no assurance from me or from any other member of the 
committee who will be on the conference committee that absolute 
good faith will be observed. 


Mr. ELKINS. I know, but good faith might mean the strik- | 


ing out-of every one of these amendments. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I do not think that would be 
good faith. 

Mr. LODGE. We do not construe good faith in that way. 

Mr. ELKINS. I had hoped, and I still hope, to hear from the 
other conferee. I should like to hear from the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] if he would adhere to these amend- 
ments. Since the Senator from Massachusetts has volunteered to 
state as to how he would act in conference, I should like to hear 


from the others if they will volunteer and declare their inten- | 


tions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I do not know that I shall be 
on the conference committee, but I will say, if I am, I will act in 
perfect good faith. 

Mr. ELKINS. Good faith, like charity, may cover a multitude 
of sins. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Yes, sir; but good faith, in 
my judgment, would be that no Senator would be justifiable in 
abandoning any amendment that was made a condition of the pas- 
sage of this bill, and I, for one, would not abandon any amend- 
ment that was made a condition for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will state his point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not sure that I can maintain it as a question 
of order, but I think that I ought to be able to do so. 

I do not believe that we have a right to send Senators into a 
conference with the conferees on the part of the other House and 
exact pledges in advance from them as to what they are to do as 
conferees. 


| Wewere very indignant, indeed, a year ago when the other 
House undertook to give an instruction of that kind. If there is 
anything that can be more objectionable than that, it is to ask 
gentlemen to get up and pledge themselves as men of honor that 
they will not go intoa free conference. It may be that the mem- 
bers of the House on that conference will present to every one of 
that committee reasons for abandoning or modifyinga particular 
amendment of the Senate, and if they do, it will be the duty of 
our conferees to report to the Senate that they think those reasons 
are good and state them to the Senate when the conference report 
comes in, so as to allow the Senate to judge of them. 

I submit that it is a violation of the rule of order of the Senate 
and a most disorderly and improper proceeding to ask members 
of this body to get up and pledge themselves as to what they will 
do inconference. I donot make the question as a formal question 
of order, because I do not want that trouble; but I think on this 
statement my friend from West Virginia [Mr. ELkrys], who is 
| the véry essence of propriety always, as he is of wisdom, of duty, 
| and of good nature [laughter], will abandon it right here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendments be 
ordered to be engrossed? 
Mr. ELKINS. I want one word more, if the President will 
| allow me. 
_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia. 
Mr. ELKINS. Before the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
| Hoar] made his very proper remarks and then withdrew the 


| point of order, it so happened that the Senator’s colleague [Mr. 
| 





ODGE] did volunteer the statement—and I never would have 
asked for the statement I did but for that fact—that the commit- 
| tee of conference would do soand so. I thought it was a cruci- 
| fixion of all the proprieties myself [laughter], but I thought at 
| the same time if they were all ready to make a declaration in the 
| presence of the Senate, it might help us when the bill went into 
the committee of conference. 

I am in favor of this bill as it stands, if we can keep it as it is; 
| that is, if I understand the bill at all. I have not had time to 

examine if with care, though I have tried to doso. If I were to 
| undertake to read this report made by the committee, it would 
keep me at home three or four days, and I could not attend to the 
sessions of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. The conferees will have to report their agree- 
| ment or their disagreement to the Senate. This is not the last of 
the matter. 

Mr. ELKINS. I know; but conference reports generally get 
through. 

With the assurances I have had, Mr. President, although it is 
against the proprieties, decorum, good order, and the rules of the 
Senate, as stated by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
| I will not make any further objection to this bill, but will take 
| my chances on the action of the conference committee, giving 
notice that if these amendments be struck out, I shall try to delay 
the passage of the bill just as long as I can. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I asked the chairman of the 
committee a while ago if this was amere codification of existing 
law what was the necessity for such a hurry about the passage of 
| this bill, and the Senator from Massachusetts assured me it was 

merely to save the administrative features of the law. 
| I hold in my hand the report of the Committee on Immigration 
of the United States Senate, in which there isa comparison between 
| this bill and the old law, and there is one very essential feature 
| here, tomy mind, which has been changed; and I want to ask the 
| chairman of the committee why it has been changed? The old 

act of March 3, 1893, provides: 


| Sc. 2. That the immigrants shall be listed in convenient groups, and no 
one list or manifest shall contain more than 30 names. To each immigrant 
or head of a family shall be given a ticket, on which shall be written his 
| name,a number or letter designating the list, and his number on the list, 

for convenience of identification on arrival. Each list or manifest shall be 

verified by the signature and the oath or affirmation of the master or com- 
| manding officer, or of the officer first or second below him in command, taken 
| before the United States consul or consular agent at the port of departure. 


| ‘This says the consular agent’s certificate at the port of depar- 
| ture, whereas the proposed act says ‘‘at the port of arrival.’’ In 
| other words, you get these people across, the steamship com- 
| panies make the money that is involved in their transportation, 
| and then they are turned loose after they get here. 
| Mr. LODGE. That has been changed for the better enforce- 
| ment of the law, at the request of the Department and on their 
statement that they had no control over those lists; that they 
| were passed without any examination and without any inspection 
| by the consular agent, wholly and solely on the manifest of the 
| ship. It was done for the better enforcement of the law. At the 
port of arrival we can control those lists and we can examine the 
immigrants to see whether they correspond, but on the other side 
| we have no proper way of controlling or corroborating the lists. 
The change was made as a great improvement in administration, 
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to enable the lists to be examined here; and it was done at the The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


request of the Commissioner of Immigration. ment was concurred in. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will give me some infor- The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
mation on another point. I can not find the section now, but I | read a third time. 
had it a few minutes ago; and in reading it I found these steam- The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
ship companies were required to transport these people back ‘‘if LIFE-SAVING STATION, BLACK RIVER, OHIO. 
practicable. Mr. HANNA. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 


Mr. LODGE. No; that was in the clause in regard to trans- 
portation of aliens by railroad companies over the border. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; by steamship companies ‘‘if practicable.’’ 
I can find it if I have the time. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator is mistaken. It was a proviso 
called to our attention by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER], which said the same obligation should be imposed 
on railroad companies. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wait aminute. I just happen to have put 
my eye on the provision. Section 20 of this bill reads: Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 

That all aliens brought into this country in violation of law shall, if prac- | eration of executive business. 
ticable, be immediately sent back to the countries whence they respectively Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator from New Jersey will give 


consideration of the bill (H. R. 14384) to establish a life-saving 
station at the mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, 
in the State of Ohio. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


came on the vessels bringing them. ee es me time to pass the bill I had up this morning. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; on the vessels bringing them, if it is prac-| Mr. CARMACK. I hope the Senator from New Jersey will 
ticable to do so on the same vessel, but if not, then on another | yield. . 
vessel. ; ' Mr. KEAN. Certainly I will. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And “if not practicable” to return themon| Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Maine objected -—— 
the same ship they are turned loose while waiting for another Mr. KEAN. I withdraw the motion. 


ship. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill referred to by the 


Mr. LODGE. They can not get loose between the ships, for | Senator from South Carolina is not here. It has been sent down 
they are kept at Ellis Island; but they may be detained a longer | to be printed. It has been sent for. 


= than if they went back on the return voyage of the same KENSEY J. HAMPTON. 
Mr. HOAR. Would the Senator from South Carolina have Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 

them sent back if it is not practicable? consideration of a bill of only nine lines. It will take but a mo- 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts is always | ment. It is the bill (H. R. 15243) to authorize the President of 

getting off some joke, and thinks it is very smart. He is very the United States to appoint Kensey J. Hampton captain and 

learned and very smart sometimes, but these little ‘ifs’? and | quartermaster in the Army. : . 

“ands” and “buts,” as we all understand, have frequently | _ There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


changed the meaning of a statute. Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
Mr. HOAR. Ido not think I have got off or attempted to get | from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment in 

off any joke. | line 3, after the word “ discretion,’’ to insert ‘‘ and upon such ex- 
Mr. TILLMAN. What. then. did the Senator mean? amination as he may prescribe;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Mr. HOAR. I did not mean to throw ridicule on the Senator Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States in his discre- 


: ‘ “ . " = . : a+ | tion and upon such examination as he may prescribe be, and he is hereby, 
from South Carolina at all. I only proposed to point out that | authorized to appoint Kensey J. Hampton, late captain and assistant quar- 


what he said was ridiculous. termaster, United States Volunteers, to the grade of captain and quarter- 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator thinks it is ridiculous, that is | master, United States Army, to fill the first or any subsequent vacancy in 
all right, but I do not think it is ridiculous, because if the inspec- = aga im the Quartermanter's Department cocurring after the passage of 
tion is as rigid as it ought to be, and we have the sworn state- 


: ard mn n TF atid Mr. BATE. I hope the amendment will be rejected. 
ment that the inspection is thorough, the improper immigrants Mr. FORAKER. I ask that it be disagreed to. 


will be discovered, and they will be sent back on the return . 
sil oe ie 5 . ee ad ; ee The amendment was rejected. 
voyage instead of being held until they get a chance to sneak The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 





away. : ai i. s third ti . aii 
Me LODGE. The only purpose of that clause is to get them | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
back on the same vessel, if possible. It may be impossible to AMERICAN NATIONAL INSTITUTE AT PARIS. 
conduct the necessary examination in the interval, and then they Mr. KEAN. I yield tothe Senator from South Carolina to call 
go back on another vessel of the same line. up the bill which was read this morning. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not find any such provision here. | Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 


Mr. LODGE. There is such a provision,as the Senator will sideration of the bill (S. 7368) to incorporate the American Na- 
find if he examines the bill. The companies are obliged to pay | tional Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France. 


the cost of the maintenance of the immigrants on land. | There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Mr. TILLMAN. Section 20 provides that: | Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 


The cost of their maintenarce while on land, as well #s the expense ofthe | Mr. TILLMAN. I want to know just how the bill stands, be- 
pee of such aliens, shall be borne by the owner or owners of the vessels on cause the Senator from Maine insisted on two other little amend- 
a h they respectively came. | ments which I wish to offer now. 

Mr. LODGE (reading): | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments proposed by 

ob venent aed aie a agent, owner, or consignee of any | the Senator from South Carolina will be stated. 
such vessels shall refuse to receive back on board thereof, or of any other | Mr. TILLMAN. I move to strike out section 7 
vessel owned by the same interest—— Th . aor at me wnaaivenl t : . #4 

1e enc e vas agree 0, 
Mir. COCR Eas | iat us have » vote. Mr. TILLMAN. I move to strike out section 8. 
The aan and others. “‘V or i th i The amendment was agreed to. 
ne SSIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendments be| The pill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third time? ments were concurred in. 
bene a were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to | The pill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
The bill was read the third time, and passed seinen Bg 
. 7 P : | EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Se ene enemy ES, CRANES. | Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate | tion of executive business. 





proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11572) for the re-| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
lief of certain settlers upon Wisconsin Central Railroad and The | consideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes 
Dalles military road land grants. , spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | ee 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. | ee. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move in lines 17, 18, 19, and 20, on page 2, | Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate take a recess until 11 
to strike out: o'clock to-morrow morning, the understanding being that no legis- 
but no patent shall issue upon any such entry except upon proof of resi- lative business of any character whatever shall then be trans- 
dence upon and improvement and cultivation of the lanc so entered for at | acted and that the meeting of the Senate is only for the purpose 
least one year. | of delivering eulogies on the deceased members of the House, of 


The amendment was agreed to. which notice has been given. 
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The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Sunday, March 
1, 1903, at 11 o'clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 28, 1903. 
COMMISSIONER OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Henry B. F. Macfarland, of the District of Columbia, to be a 
Commissioner of the District of Columbia for the term of three 
years from May 5, 1903, to fill a vacancy caused by the expiration 
of his own terin of office. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Ordnance Department. 

First Lieut. William H. Tschappat, Ordnance Department, to 

be captain, February 18, 1903, vice Borup, promoted. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Charles D. Eddy, of Rhode Island, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Bristol and Warren in the State of Rhode 
Island. (Reappointment. ) 

POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. 

Harry H. Youngken, to be postmaster at Santa Paula, in the 
county of Ventura and State of California, in place of Harry H. 
Youngken. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1903. 

CONNECTIOUT. 

Tra E. Hicks, to be postmaster at New Britain. in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut, in place of William 8. Judd. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

Jacob Widmer, to be postmaster at New Hartford, in the county 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Ranney G. 
Foster. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

HAWATI. 

Frank Crawford, to be postmaster at Lihue, in the county of 
Kauai Island, Hawaii Territory, in place of William T. Lucas, 
resigned. 

: IDAHO. 

John L. Chapman, to be postmaster at Lewiston, in the county 
of Nez Perces and State of Idaho, in place of John L. Chapman. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1903. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

John W. Bayless, to be postmaster at Sapulpa, in the county of 

Creek Nation, Ind. T., in place of John W. Bayless, deceased. 
ILLINOIS. 

L. B. Davis, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county of Lo- 
gan and State of Illinois, in place of Samuel L. Wallace. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 

John P. Williams, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Marion and State of Illinois, in place of John P. Williams. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 16, 1902. 

MARYLAND. 

Winfield S. Wolfe, to be postmaster at Union Bridge, in the 
county of Carroll and State of Maryland. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1902. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

George A. Wales, to be postmaster at Stoughton, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of Charles T. 
Drake, deceased. 

MICHIGAN. 

S. V. Bullock, to be postmaster at Howard City, in the county 
of Montcalm and State of Michigan, in place of Orlando J. Knapp. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 1903. 

MINNESOTA. 

T. T. Gronlund, to be postmaster at Tyler, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1902. 

Thomas M. Paine, to be postmaster at Glencoe, in the county 
of McLeod and State of Minnesota, in place of Thomas M. Paine. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 1903. 

Emma C. Tayor, to be postmaster at Chaska, in the county of 
Carver and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1903, 

MISSOURT. 

William B. Lewis, to be postmaster at Eldorado Springs, in the 
county of Cedar and State of Missouri, in place of William B. 
Lewis. Incumbent’s commission expired March 81, 1902. 
rg. in the 
f Peter C. 


Nellie 8. Van Matre, to be postmaster at Warrens 
county of Johnson and State of Missouri, in place 
Van Matre, resigned. 

Wesley W. Wehrli, to be postmaster at Mound City, in the 
on of Holt and State of Missouri, in place of Wesley W. 

Jehrili. 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 
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MONTANA. 
Herbert O. Chowen, to be postmaster at Great Falls, in the 
county of Cascade and State of Montana, in place of Herbert O. 
Chowen. Incumbent’s commission expired January 12, 1903. 
NEBRASKA, 

M. Emmington, to be postmaster at Pender, in the county of 
Thurston and State of Nebraska, in place of John W. Hunts- 
berger, deceased. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Oscar Jeffery, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey, in place of Oscar Jeffery. 
Incumbent’s commission expired July 7, 1902. 

William Proudfoot, to be postmaster at Roselle, in the county 
of Union and State of New Jersey, in place of Theodore C. Starr, 
deceased. 

OHIO. 

George B. Alaback, to be postmaster at East Palestine, in the 
county of Columbiana and State of Ohio, in place of George B. 
Alaback. Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 

NEW YORK. 

George G. Roe, to be postmaster at Clyde, in the county of 
Wayne and State of New York, in place of George G. Roe. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1903. 

OREGON. 

Marion F. Davis, to be postmaster at Union, in the county of 
Union and State of Oregon, in place of Marion I’. Davis. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

Chester A. Martin, to be postmaster at Ontario, in the county 
of Malheur and State of Oregon. Office became Presidential 


| October 1, 1902. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Caleb S. Brinton, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Charles F, 
Humrich. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1902. 

W.V.Campbell, to be postmaster at McKeesport, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William E. 
Harrison. Incumbent’s commission expired February 20, 1903. 

George W. Honsaker, to be postmaster at Masontown, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1903. 

Harry W. Hummel, to be postmaster at Northumberland, in 
the county of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in 
place of Thomas L. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 24, 1902. 

Jacob G. Geltz, to be postmaster at Milton, in the county of 
Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Manfred 
H. Barr. Incumbent’s commission expires March 8, 1903. 

Anna H. Griscom, to be postmaster at Jenkintown, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Anna H. Griscom. Incumbent’scommission expired January 28, 
1903. 

William J. Noll, to be postmaster at Myerstown, in the county 
of Lebanon and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William J. 
Noll. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

Nora L. Pickering, to be postmaster at Peckville, in the county 
of Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Uriah V. 
Mace, deceased. 

George H. Reitenbaugh, to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
George H. Reitenbaugh. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 31, 1908. 

John S. Weaver, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburg, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
John 8. Weaver. Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 
1902. 

Robert E. Woodside, to be postmaster at Millersburg, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Robert 
E. Woodside. Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1903. 

Samuel E. Worth, to bepostmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Samuel E. Worth 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1903. 

Cyrus F. Zimmerman, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the 
county of Lebanon and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Cyrus 
F. Zimmerman. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 
1903. 

TEXAS. 

Otto Heilig, to be postmaster at New Braunfels, in the county 
of Comaland State of Texas, in place of Otto Heilig. Incumbent’s 
commission expired January 27, 1903. 

Leander Hopkins, to be postmaster at Ferris, in the county of 
Ellis and State of Texas. Office became Presidential January !1, 
1903. 

Ulysses G. Roach, to be postmaster at Celeste, in the county of 
Hunt and State of Texas. Office became Presidential January 1, 
1903, 






a 
- 
j 


Re em 





7 
: 
te: 
i 


VERMONT. 
Emeroy G. Page, to be postmaster at Hyde Park, in the county 
of Lamoille and State of Vermont, in place of Emeroy G. Page. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 
WASHINGTON. 

John F. Irby, to be postmaster at Ritzville, in the county of 
Adams and State of Washington, in place of George Sinclair. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 19)3. 

Howard M. Spalding, to be postmaster at Goldendale, in the 
county of Klickitat and State of Washington, in place of Howard 
M. Spalding. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

D. P. Stout, to be postmaster at West Union, in the county of 
Doddridge and State of West Virginia, in place of Amos A. Bee. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 28, 1908. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Frank L. Campbell, of Ohio, to be Assistant Attorney-General. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Melville W. Miller, of Lafayette, Ind., to be Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Lucius A. Wright, of California, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Mission Tule River Agency in California. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Nelson F. Handy, of Colorado, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Denver, in the State of Colorado. 
ASSAYER AND MELTER. 
Daniel Kirby Pope, of North Carolina, to be assayer and melter 
of the United States assay office at Charlotte, N. C. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Frederick W.S. Dean, a citizen of South Carolina, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 26th day of January, 1903. 
Richard L. Sutton,a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 26th day of January, 1903. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
1. Lieut. Commander Samuel W.B. Diehl, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 11th day of July, 1902. 
2. Lieut. (Junior Grade) David W. Todd, to bea lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the ist day of September, 1902. 
3. Lieut. (Junior Grade) John V. Klemann, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 16th day of September, 1902. 
4, Lieut. Harry Hall, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 17th day of September, 1902. 


5. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry V. Butler, to be a lieutenant | 


in the Navy, from the 17th day of September, 1902. 


6. Lieut. (Junior Grade) James J. Raby, to be a lieutenant in | 


the Navy, from the 24th day of September, 1902. 

7. Lieut. Edwards F. Leiper, to be a lientenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the ist day of October, 1902. 

8. Lieut. (Junior Grade) James E. Walker, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy. from the 1st day of October, 1902. 

9. Lieut. William H. Allderdice, to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 7th day of November, 1902. 


10. Lieut. Louis S. Van Duzer, to be a lieuwtenant-commander in | 


the Navy, from the 2ist day of November, 1902. 
_ ll. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Cassius B. Barnes, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 21st day of November, 1902. 

12. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Kenneth M. Bennett, to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy, from the 21st day of November, 1902. 
_ 18. Lieut. William J. Maxwell, to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 2d day of December. 1902. 

14. Lieut. (Junior Grade) John F. Marshall, jr.. to be a lien- 
tenant in the Navy, from the 2d day of January, 1903. 
_15. Lieut. John F. Luby, to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 4th day of January, 1903. 

16, Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ernest F. Eckhardt, to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy, from the 4th day of January, 1903. 
_i¢. Commander Holland N. Stevenson, to be a captain in the 
Navy. from the 10th day of February, 1903. 


18. Lieut. Commander George H. Peters, to be a commander 


in the Navy, from the 10th day of February, 1903. 

_ 1. Lient. Wilson W. Buchanan, to be a lientenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 2d day of December, 1902. 

_ ®. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas D. Parker, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 10th day of February, 1903. 

_ 3. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Jonas H. Holden, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 14th day of February, 1903. 
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1. Paymaster Charles M. Ray, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy, from the ist day of July, 1902. 

2. Assistant Paymaster Arthur H. Cathcart, to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 9th day of September, 
1902. 

3. Assistant Paymaster Eugene F. Hall, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 28th day of September, 1902. 

4. Pay Inspector James E. Cann, to be a pay director in the 
Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1903. 

5. Assistant Paymaster William T.Wallace,to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1903. 

6. Passed Assistant Paymaster Charles Conard, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy, from the lith day of January, 1903. 

7. Assistant Paymaster Victor S. Jackson, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 11th day of January, 1903. 

8. Paymaster Livingston Hunt, to be a pay inspector im the 
Navy. from the 19th day of January, 1903. 

9. Assistant Paymaster John R. Sanford, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 19th day of January, 1903. 

1. Asst. Surg. Henry E. Odell, to be a passed assistant suxgeon 
in the Navy, from the 8th day of November, 1902. 

2. Asst. Surg. James. Taylor, to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy, from the 8th day of November, 1902. 

3. P. A. Surg. Sheldon G. Evans, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
from the 29th day of November 1902. 

4, Surg. David O. Lewis, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 4th day of January, 1903. 

5. P. A. Surg. Adrian R. Alfred, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
from the 4th day of January, 1903. 

6. Surg. Howard E. Ames, to be a medical inspector in the 
Navy, from the 20th day of January, 1903. 

7. P. A. Surg. John E. Page, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 20th day of January, 1903. 

8. Medical Inspector Thomas H. Streets, to be a medical director 
in the Navy, from the 3ist day of January, 1903. 

9. Surg. Frank Anderson, to be a medical inspectorin the Navy, 


| from the 31st day of January, 1903. 


10. P. A. Surg. Middleton 5S. Guest, to be a surgeon in the 
Navy ,from the 3ist day of January, 1903. 
1. Passed Assistant Paymaster William T. Gray, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 19th day of January, 1903. 
2. Medical Inspector James R. Waggener, to be a medical di- 
rector in the Navy, from the 20th day of January, 1903. 
Pay Inspector Stephen Rand, to be a pay director in the Navy, 
from the Ist day of July, 1902. 
To be lieutenants (junior grade) in the Navy, from the 4th day 
of April, 1903: 
. John Halligan, jr. 
2. William C. Watts. 
8. George L. Smith. 
4, Wilbur G. Briggs. 
5. Fletcher L. Sheffield. 
6. Ralph N. Marble, jr. 
7. Henry C. Dinger. 
8. Lyman A. Cotten. 
9. Edward Woods. 
10. Louis Shane. 
11. Alexander N. Mitchell. 
12. Edward W. McIntyre. 
13. Frank L. Pinney. 
4. William P. Cronan. 
5. Ulysses 8S. Macy. 
6. Zeno E. Briggs. 
17. William T. Tarrant. 
18. Walter B. Tardy. 
19. William B. Wells. 
20. Clarence A. Abele. 
21. Thomas L. Johnson. 
22. Yancey S. Williams, 
23. Edward T. Constien. 
24. George T. Pettengill. 
25. John A. Schofield. 
26. George C. Sweet. 
27. Frank T. Evans. 
28. Morris H. Brown. 
29. David C. Hanrahan, 
80. John F. Babcock. 
31. John 8S. Grahatn. 
82. Charles P. Nelson. 
33. Walter G. Roper. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. Winston Pilcher, Fourteenth Cavalry, February 
17, 1902. 


— 
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_ Second Lieut. Frederick M. Jones, Second Cavalry, February 
diaeen Lieut. Christian Briand, First Cavalry, February 28, 
w Second Lieut. John A. Wagner, Tenth Cavalry, February 28, 
2 "Second Lieut. Archie Miller, Second Cavalry, February 28, 1901. 


Second Lieut. William S. Wells, jr., Tenth Cavalry, February 


28, 1901. 

Second Lieut. William H. Clopton, jr., Thirteenth Cavalry, 
February 28, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Robert M. Nolan, Third Cavalry, February 28, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. William O. Reed, Third Cavalry, February 28, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. Henry Gibbins, Tenth Cavalry, March 1, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Charles O. Thomas, jr., First Cavalry, March 1, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. Casper W. Cole, Ninth Cavalry, March 9. 1901. 

Second Lieut. Edmond R. Tompkins, Eleventh Cavalry, March 
24, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Arthur Poillon, Third Cavalry, April 3, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Gordon N. Kimball, Third Cavalry, April 23, 
1901. 


Second Lieut. George A. Purington, Third Cavalry, April 29, | 


1901. 


1901. 

Second Lieut. Francis W. Glover, First Cavalry, May 31, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Lawrence 8. Carson, Eighth Cavalry, June 30, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. Alexander B. Coxe, Eighth Cavalry, July 9, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Timothy M. Coughlan, Second Cavalry, August 
1, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Leonard L. Deitrick, Thirteenth Cavalry, Sep- 
tember 17, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Richard B. Going, Second Cavalry, October 15, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. Hamilton Bowie, Ninth Cavalry, October 29, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Frederick G. Turner, Sixth Cavalry, November 
12, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Frederick J. Herman, Tenth Cavalry, December 
6, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Ben Lear, jr., Fifteenth Cavalry, December 9, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. George P. Tyner, Seventh Cavalry, December 18, 
1901. 


Second Lieut. George W. Biegler, Seventh Cavalry, May 29, 





Second Lieut. Albert J. Woude, Sixth Cavalry, January 17, 1902. | 


Second Lieut. Walter F. Martin, Second Cavalry, January 31, 
1902. 

Second Lieut. Philip Mowry, Fourth Cavalry, February 6, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Henry J. McKenney, Seventh Cavalry, February 
22, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Oscar A. McGee, Ninth Cavalry, March 31, 1902. 

Second Lieut. John S. E. Young, Eighth Cavalry, June 9, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Raymond 8. Enslow, Fifteenth Cavalry, June 
20, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Oliver P. M. Hazzard, Third Cavalry, June 28, 
1902. 

Second Lieut. Charles C. Winnia, Fifth Cavalry, July 8, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Frank T. McNarney, Ninth Cavalry, July 15, 
1902. 

Second Lieut. Thomas M. Knox, Second Cavalry, July 25, 1902. 


Second Lieut. Basil N. Rittenhouse, Eleventh Cavalry, July 


25, 1902. 
Second Lieut. William R. Taylor, Third Cavalry, July 30, 1902. 
Second Lieut. John P. Hasson, Sixth Cavalry, August 22, 1902. 


Second Lieut. William E. W. MacKinlay, Ninth Cavalry, Sep- | 


tember 13, 1902. 
Second Lieut. Gordon Johnston, Tenth Cavairy, October 4, 1902. 
Second Lieut. William A. Austin, Seventh Cavalry, October 
29, 1902. 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be captains. 


First. Lieut. Alfred S. Morgan, Artillery Corps, November 4, 
1901. 

First Lieut. Charles H. Hilton, jr., Artillery Corps, November 
8, 1901. 
First Lieut. Edward L. Glasgow, Artillery Corps, January 31, 
1902. 
First Lieut. Leo. F. Foster, Artillery Corps, February 21, 1902. 

First Lieut. Percy Willis, Artillery Corps, April 5, 1902. 

First Lieut. William F. Stewart, jr., Artillery Corps, June 3, 
190 

First Lieut. Joseph B. Douglas, Artillery Corps, June 18, 1902. 


First Lieut. Hudson T. Patten, Artillery Corps, July 22, 1902, 

First Lieut. Harrison Hall, Artillery Corps, July 30, 1902. 

First Lieut. Edward Kimmel, Artillery Corps, September 11, 
1902. 

First Lieut. Wright Smith, Artillery Corps, September 20, 
1902. 

First Lieut. John R. Procter, jr., Artillery Corps, November 6, 
1902, 

To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut.’ Robert W. Collins, Artillery Corps, August 23, 
See cond Lieut. Samuel C. McAlister, Artillery Corps, Septem- 
OO eated Lieut. Robert J. Arnold, Artillery Corps, October 29, 
_ Lieut: William A. Covington, Artillery Corps, Novem- 


| ber 4, 1901. 


Second Lieut. Francis W. Griffin, Artillery Corps, November 
4, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Elisha G. Abbott, Artillery Corps, November 4, 
1901, 

Second Lieut. Roy I. Taylor, Artillery Corps, January 31, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Samuel M. English, Artillery Corps, February 
21, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Marion B. Wilhoit, Artillery Corps, March 4, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Alfred Hasbrouck, Artillery Corps, April 5, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Guilford 8. Garber, Artillery Corps, June 3, 1902, 

Second Lieut. John M. Dunn, Artillery Corps, June 18, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Carroll Power, Artillery Corps, June 21, 1902. 

Second Lieut. James L. Long, Artillery Corps, June 21, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Garrison Ball, Artillery Corps, July 22, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Robert S. Welsh, Artillery Corps, July 30, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Ralph M. Mitchell, Artillery Corps, August 7, 
1902. 

Second Lieut. Frederick L. Dengler, Artillery Corps, Septem- 
ber 10, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Richard H. Williams, Artillery Corps, Septem. 
ber 11, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Walter V. Cotchett, Artillery Corps, Septembe1 
17. 1902. 

Second Lieut. Alfred M. Mason, Artillery Corps, September 20. 
1902, 

Second Lieut. John J. Lipop, Artillery Corps, November 6, 
1902. 

INFANTRY ARM, 
To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. Ernest H. Agnew, Twenty-sixth Infantry, Feb- 
ruary 28, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Robert O. Ragsdale, Third Infantry, February 
28. 1901. 

Second Lieut. Albert J. Bright, Second Infantry, February 2 
101, 
Second Lieut. Granville L. Chapman, Tenth Infantry, February 
“8. 1901. 

fecond Lieut. Austin A. Parker, Twenty-fourth Infantry, Feb 
rnary 28, 1901. 

Se coal Lieut. William E. Mould, Sixteenth Infantry, February 
28, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Rhees Jackson, Twelfth Infantry, February 28, 
1901. 

Second Lieut, Charles M. Gordon, jr., Sixteenth Infantry, Feb- 
ruary 28, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Fred Van S. Chamberlain, Second Infantry, Feb- 
ruary 28, 1901. 

Second Lieut. William N. Hughes, jr., Thirteenth Infantry, 
March 1, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Sylvester Bonnaffon, 3d, Thirteenth Infantry, 
March 2, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Robert C. Humber, Tenth Infantry, March 4, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. Hunter Kinzie, Twentieth Infantry, March 5, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. Joseph C. Brady, Fourth Infantry, March 9, 1901. 

Second Lieut. William K. Armstrong, Twenty-third Infantry, 
March 11, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Robert 8. Clark, Ninth Infantry, March 14, 1901. 

Second Lieut. John H. Page, jr., Third Infantry, March 19, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. Parker Hitt, Twenty-second Infantry, March 2 
1901. 


Second Lieut. Paul W. Beck, Fifth Infantry, March 25, 1901. 
: Second Lieut. John W. Norwood, Twenty- ird Infantry, April 

, 1901, 

Second Lieut. Robert I. Rees, Third Infantry, April 9, 1901. 
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1903. 


Second Lieut. Edward C. Bolton, Seventeenth Infantry, April 
11, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Jesse M. Cullison, Second Infantry, April 13, 1901. 

Second Lieut. William E. Bennett, jr., Thirteenth Infantry, 


April 15, 1901. 


Second Lieut. William H. Noble, Thirteenth Infantry, April | 


16, 1901. 
hecondl Lieut. Sidney 8S. Burbank, Sixth Infantry, April 19,1901. 


Second Lieut. Albert C. Osborn, Twentieth Infantry , April 22, | 


1901. 
Second Lieut. Andrew C. Wright, Twelfth Infantry, April 26, 
1901. 


Second Lieut. Wilbur A. McDaniel, Third Infantry, May 1, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Evert R. Wilson, Tenth Infantry, May 4, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Frank W. Ball, Eighteenth Infantry, May 13, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Heary A. Wiegenstein, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
M: ay 20, 1901. 

second Lieut. Haywood Robbins, Fifteenth Infantry, June 1, 

19 1. 

Second Lieut. Clenard McLaughlin, Twenty-first Infantry, June | 
10, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Edward B. Mitchell, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
June 12, 1901. 

Second Lieut. James H. Como, Twenty-fifth Infantry, June 23, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. Harol D. Coburn, Twenty-fifth Infantry, July 1, 
1901, 

Second Lieut. Allen J. Greer, Fourth Infantry, July 1, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Robert Whitfield, Twenty-second Infantry, July | 
5, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Louis McL. Hamilton, Fourteenth Infantry, July 
6, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Edwin E. Carroll, First Infantry, July 11, 1901. 


Second Lieut. Arthur W. Brown, Twenty-se venth Infantry, | 


July 13, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Abraham U. Loeb, Ninth Infantry, July 23, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Charles J. Nelson, Seventeenth Infantry, July 23, 
1901, 

Second Lieut. William B. Baker, Eighteenth Infantry, July 26, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. Constant Cordier, Fifth Infantry, September 22, 
1901. 

Second Lieut. Frank A. Awl, Sixth Infantry, September 24, 1901. 

Second Lieut. James M. Loud, Seventh Infantry, September 
27, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Edmund §S. Sayer, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, 
September 28, 1901. 

Second Lieut. J. De Camp Hall, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Septem- 
ber 28, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Robert G. Rutherford, jr., Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, October 5. 1901. 

Second Lieut. Davis C. Anderson, Sixth Infantry, October 7, 
1901, 

Second Lieut. Robert D. Carter, Twelfth Infantry, October 15, 
1901. 


Second Lieut. Douglas Potts, Eighteenth Infantry, October 15, | 


1901, 


Second Lieut. Charles H. Whipple, jr., Twelfth Infantry, Oc- | 


tober 16, 1901. 


Second Lieut. Kent Browning, Thirteenth Infantry, October | 


80, 1901. 

Second Liert. Stephen O. Fuqua, Twenty-third Infantry, No- 
vember 4, 1901. 
, Second Lieut. Vincent M. Elmore, jr., Fifth Infantry, Novem- 
yer 7, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Augustus F. W. Macmanus, Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try, November 8, 1901. 


Second Lieut. Benjamin R. Wade, Tenth Infantry, November | 


8, 1901. 
Second Lient. George E. Goodrich, Thirteenth Infantry, No- 
vember 11, 1901. 


Second Lieut. Charles W. Barber, Second Infantry, November 
1, 1901, 


Second Lieut. Edwin S. Hartshorn, Fourteenth Infantry, No- | 


vember 11, 1901. 

B Second Lieut. Clark R. Elliott, Tenth Infantry, November 29, 
901. 

ol ss Lieut. William P. Screws, Nineteenth Infantry, Decem- 
r 4, 1901, 

m cond Lieut. Ralph B. Lister, Tenth Infantry, December 4, 
01 
Second Lieut. Harry E. Comstock, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 

December 17, 1901. 

ber if bee William R. Standiford, Second Infantry, Decem- 
or ly 1, 
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Second Lieut. Frederick S. Young, Seventeenth Infantry, De- 
cember 17, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Richard W. Buchanan, Ninth Infantry, J 
| 2, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Thomas S. Moorman, jr., Seventeenth Infantry, 
January 11, 1902. 
| Second Lieut. Charles H. Morrow, Eighteenth Infantry, Janu- 
| ary 12, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Lorenzo D. Gasser, Twenty-first Infantry, Jan- 
uary 14, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Brady G. Ruttencutter, First Infantry, January 
22, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Jennings B. Wilson, Seventeenth Infantry, Jan- 
uary 31, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Charles B. Stone, jr., Sixteenth Infantry, March 
8, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Howard G. Young, Sixth Infantry, March 10,1902. 

Second Lieut. Augustus H. Bishop, Second Infantry, March 12, 
1902. » 

Second Lieut. William O. Smith, Seventh Infantry, March 12, 
| 1902. 
| Second Lieut. Clarence K.La Motte, Eighteenth Infantry, March 
21, 1902. 
| Second Lieut. George M. Holley, Fourth Infantry, March 28, 





anuary 





1902. 2 
Second Lieut. Edgar 8. Stayer, Twenty-third Infantry, April 2, 

1902. 
| Second Lieut. Charles H. Errington, Eleventh Infantry, April 
8, 1902. 
Second Lieut. George C. Shaw, Thirteenth Infantry, April 5, 
| 1902. 
| Second Lieut. William H. Plummer, Third Infantry, April 14, 
| 1902. 

Second Lieut. Charles E. Reese, Fifteenth Infantry, April 14, 
1902. 

Second Lieut. Charles 8S. Tarlton, First Infantry, April 15, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Robert S. Knox, Twenty-fourth Infantry, May 
2, 1902. 

Second Lieut. William A. Castle, Sixteenth Infantry, May 5, 
1902. 

Second Lieut. Arthur F. Halpin, Eighth Infantry, May 9, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Harry D. Blasland, Twenty-sixth Infantry, May 
26, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Robert K. Spiller, Twenty-sixth Infantry, May 
| 28, 1802. 

Second Lieut. Charles C. Allen, Thirtieth Infantry, May 28, 
1902. 

Second Lieut. Edward H. Andres, Eighth Infantry, May 2 
1902. 

Second Lieut. John W. Ward, Twentieth Infantry, June 9, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Robert O. Patterson, Twenty-ninth Infantry, 
June 13, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Thomas J. Rogers, Twenty-eighth Infantry, June 
15, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Edwin J. Bracken, Twentieth Infantry, June 21, 
1902. 

Second Lieut. George W. England, Sixth Infantry, June 23, 
1902. 

Second Lieut. Edwin J. Nowlen, First Infantry, June 28, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Clyde B. Parker, Sixth Infantry, June 28, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Alvin C. Voris, Second Infantry, July 4, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Frank R. Curtis, Sixth Infantry, July 8, 1902. 

Second Lieut. John M. Kelso, jr., Thirteenth Infantry, July 10, 
1902. 

—— Lieut. Fred L. Davidson, Fourth Infantry, July 15, 1902. 

Second Lieut. George E. Kumpe, Twenty-eighth Inf antry, July 

17, 1902. 
| Second Lieut. Leonard T. Baker, Nineteenth Infantry, July 30, 
1902. 

Second Lieut. George R. D. MacGregor, Eighteenth Infantry, 
| September 2, 1902. 
| Second Lieut. Milo C. Corey, Thirtieth Infantry, September 5, 
| 1902. 

Second Lieut. Rowland S. Pike, Twentieth Infantry, September 
18, 1902. 





@ 
< 





INFANTRY ARM. 


| 

| Second Lieut. Arthur M. Ferguson, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, September 24, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Thomas B. Crockett, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, October 3, 1902. 

Second Lieut. David A. Snyder, Sixth Infantry, to be first lieu- 

tenant, October 7, 1902. 
CAVALRY ARM. 


Second Lieut. Rudolph E. Smyser, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant, November 22, 1902. 
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Second Lieut. Joseph C. Righter, jr., Eighth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 8, 1902. 


ARTILLERY CORPS. 

4. First Lieut. Robert H. C. Kelton, Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain, December 20, 1902. 

5. Second Lieut. Kenneth C. Masteller, Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant, December 20, 1902. 

First Lieut. Frederick W. Phisterer, Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain, December 3, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Lewis 8. Ryan, Artillery Corps, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 3, 1902. 

First Lieut. Peter C. Hains, jr., Artillery Corps, to be captain, 
December 30, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Tilman Campbell, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant, December 30, 1902. 

First Lieut. Winfred B. Carr, Artillery Corps, to be captain, 
February 21, 1903. 

Second Lieut. John V. Green, Artillery Corps, to be first lieu- 
tenant, February 21, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Charles E. T. Lull, Thirteenth Infantry, from 
the Infantry Arm to the Artillery Corps. 

CAVALRY ARM. 

Second Lieut. Consuelo A. Seoane, Third Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 30, 1903. 

1. Lieut. Col. Charles Morton, Eighth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
February 25, 1903. : 

2. Maj. Henry P. Kingsbury, Third Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 25, 1903. 


3. Capt. Hugh L. Scott, Seventh Cavalry, to be major, Feb- | 


ruary 25, 1903. 

4. First Lieut. Edward P. Orton, Second Cavalry, to be captain, 
February 25, 1903. 

INFANTRY ARM. 

Second Lieut. John T. Dunn, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, October 11, 1902. 

Second Lieut. De Witt W. Chamberlin, Second Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, October 18, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Kaolin L. Whitson, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, October 21, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Walter H. Johnson, Eighth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, November, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Robert E. Grinstead, Twenty-third Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, November 28, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Albert 8S. Williams, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, December 3, 1902. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

Capt. Lansing H. Beach, Corps of Engineers, to be major, 

February 20, 1903. 
POSTMASTERS. 
COLORADO. 


Hockley T. Hamill, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Clear Creek and State of Colorado. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Ira E. Hicks, to be postmaster at New Britain, in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut. 
Wilbur W. Smith, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
IDAHO. 
William D. Hardwick, to be postmaster at Nezperce, in the 
county of Nez Perces and State of Idaho. 
IOWA. 
John C. Campbell, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Iowa. 
James M. Carl, to be postmaster at Lone Tree, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS. 
John P. Harris, to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Kansas. 
W. P. Bosworth, to be postmaster at Paola, in the county of 


._ Miami and State of Kansas. 


Asbury L. MeMillan, to be postmaster at Stafford, in the 
county of Stafford and State of.Kansas. 

John H. Nichols, to be postmaster at Kiowa, in the county of 
Barber and State of Kansas. 

E. V. Peterson, to be postmaster at Norton, in the county of 
Norton and State of Kansas. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

John S. Fay, to be postmaster at Marlboro, in the county of 

Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN, 

sidney E. Lawrence, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county 

of Lenawee and State of Michigan, 


MISSOURI. 
William A. Ulery, to be postmaster at Elsberry, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Missouri. 
William T. Elliott, to be postmaster at Houston, in the county 
of Texas and State of Missouri. 
Frederick B. Rauch, to be postmaster at Morehouse, in the 
county of New Madrid and State of Missouri. 
Frederick C. Sasse, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the 
county of Chariton and State of Missouri. 
| Nellie S. Van Matre, to be postmaster at-Warrensburg, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Missouri. 
NEBRASKA. 
Dennis H. Cronin, to be postmaster at O’ Neill, in the county of 
Holt and State of Nebraska. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Natt A. Cram, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 
| RHODE ISLAND. 


James E. Bowen, to be postmaster at Central Falls, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Evan J. Edwards, to be postmaster at Bowdle, in the county of 
Edmunds and State of South Dakota. 
TEXAS. 
| William McManis, to be postmaster at Baird, in the county of 
| Callahan and State of Texas. 
Louis Weete, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Colorado and State of Texas. 
Erwin W. Owen, to be postmaster at Eagle Pass, in the county 
of Maverick and State of Texas. 
| Henry J. Veltmann, to be postmaster at Brackettville, in the 
| county of Kinney and State of Texas, 
VIRGINIA. 
William H. Parker, to be postmaster at Onancock, in the county 
of Accomac and State of Virginia. 
H. B. Nichols, to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Virginia. 
WISCONSIN. 
Fred Reitz, to be postmaster at Neillsville, in the county of 
| Clark and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 28, 1908. 
[Continuation of legislative day of February 26, 1903.} 


| The recess having expired, the House, at #1 o’clock a. m., was 
called to order by the Speaker. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, in a Repub- 
| liean House we can not do any business withouta quorum, except 
to turn out a member! I make the point that there is no quorum 
present. 
: Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will first count, to see whether 
there is a quorum present or not. [After counting the House. ]} 
One hundred and seventy-eight members present—a quorum. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Of course, Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker-——— 
The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will suspend to receive a message 
from the Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkryson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
a bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

H. R. 17288. An act making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (5. 
6139) to provide for the organization of private corporations in 
the district of Alaska. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

S. R. 169. Joint resolution providing for the placing of bronze 
tablets on the custom-house and post-office building in Savannah, 
Ga.; 

S. 7390. An act to ratify and amend an agreement with the 
Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, in South Da- 
kota, and making appropriation to carry same into effect; 

S. 6599. An act to provide a government for the island of 
Guam, and for other purposes; and 
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§. 7054. An act'to provide a government for the island of Tu- 
tuila and the islands adjacent thereto within the jurisdiction of 
the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 16578. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across St. Francis River at or near the town of St. Francis, Ark.; 
and 
’ H. R. 16885. An act to extend to the port of Niagara Falls, 
N. Y., the privileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, govern- 
ing the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise with- 
out appraisement. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

H. R. 16656. An act regulating the importation of breeding 
animals; and 

H. R. 16775. An act establishing United States courts at Dun- 
can, Maryetta, and Comanche, Ind..T. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 17202) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal yea 
ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. ALLIson, Mr. Haue, and Mr. CocKR&LL as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 16910) making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1904, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Proctor, Mr. 
HANSBROUGH, and Mr. BATE as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 16990) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 


ending June 80, 1904, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 


House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 


conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 16970) making appropriations 
for the support.of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. WarREN, Mr. ALGER, and Mr. Pettus as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the naval 
appropriation bill with Senate amendments. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendments of the Senate to said bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments. 

_ Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
if the report was read in full? 

The SPEAKER. The amendments were read in full. The 
question is, Will the House disagree to said amendments en bloc 
and ask a conference with the Senate? 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand a division, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 253, nays 0, an- 
swered “ present’’ 6, not voting 92; as follows: 


YEAS—253. 


Acheson, Breazeale, Clark, Dinsmore, 
Adams, Brick, Clayton, Dougherty, 
Adamson, Bromwell, Conner, Dovener, 
dloxander, Broussard, Cooper, Tex. Draper, 
len, Ky. Brown, Cooper, Wis. Driscoll, 
Allen, Me, Brownlow, Corliss, Dwight, 
Aplin, Brundidge, Cousins, Eddy, 
Bab ock, Burgess, Cowherd, Emerson, 
Ball, Del. Burk, Pa. Cromer, Esch, 
parney, it Burke, S. Dak. Crowley, Brena, 
sarthols surkett, rumpacker, *inley, 
Bartlett, Burleigh, Currier, Fitzgerald, 
sates, Burleson, Curtis, Fletcher, 
Beidler, Burton, Cushman, Flood, 
Benton, Butler Dahle, Fordney, 
Billmeyer, ( ‘alderhead, Daizell, Foss, 
Bishop, Caldwell, Darragh, Foster, Vt. 
Boreing, Candler, Davidson, Fox, 
Boutell, Capron, De Armond, Gaines, Tenn. 
Bowersock, Cassell, Deemer, Gaines, W. Va. 
Brandegee, Cassingham, Dick, Gardner, Mass. 





Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J 
Gibson, 
Gilbert, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass, 
Goldfogle, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 
Hay, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn, 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 
Hull, 

Irwin, 


Jackson, Kans, 


Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, 

Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 

Kahn, 

Kehoe, 

Kern, 
Ketcham, 
Kitchin, Claude 


Coombs, 
Davey, La. 


Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Bell, 


| Bellamy, 
and had appointed Mr. Mason, Mr. PENROSE, and Mr. Cuay as the | 


Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Bull, 
Burnett, 
Cannon, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 


Kluttz, } Needham, 
Knapp, Olmsted, 
Kyle, Otjen, 
Lacey, Overstreet, 
Landis, Padgett, 
Latimer, Palmer, 
Lawrenca, Parker, 
Lessler, Patterson, Pa, 
Lester Payne 
Wace. ned 
Lewis, Ga. Perkins, 
Lewis, Pa, Pierce, 
Littauer, Powers, Me. 
Little, Powers, Mass. 
Livingston, Randell, Tex. 
oe, ene 

song, teeves, 
Loudenslager, Rhea, 
sod aren 8, Richardson, Tenn 
McCall, Rixey, 
McCleary, Robb, 


McClellan, Roberts, 
McLachlan, Robertson, La. 
McLain, Robinson, Ind. 


McRae, Russell, 
Mahon, Ryan, 
Mahoney, Schirm, 
Mann, Scott, 
Marsha_], Selby, 


Martin, 
Maynard, 
Mercer, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind, 


Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 


Miller. Showalter, 
Mondell, Sibley, 
Moody, Sims, 
Moon, Slayden, 
Morgan, Small, 


Morrell, Smith, Ml. 


Morris, Smith, Ky. 
Moss, Smith, H.C. 
Mudd, Smith, 8. W. 

NAYS—0. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—6. 
Lamb, Prince, 
Metcalf, 
NOT VOTING—2. 

Elliott, Knox, 
Feely, Lassiter, 
Flanagan, Lindsay, 
Fleming, Littlefield, 
Foerderer, Loud, 


Foster, fl. Lovering, 


Fowler, McCulloch, 
Glass, McDermott, 
Glenn, Maddox, 
Gooch, Meyer, La. 
Graham, Minor, 
Green, Pa, Mutchler, 
Griffith, Naphen, 
Griggs, Neville, 
Hanbury, Nevin, 
Haskins, Newlands, 


Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 


Norton, 
Patterson, Tenn. 


Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 

Stark, 

Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Swann, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, lowa 
Thomas, N. C, 
Thomp mn, 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
isworth, 


Williams, Tl). 
Williams, Miss, 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young 
Zenor. 


’ 


Sherman. 


Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 
Ruppert, 
Scarborough, 

Shafroth, 

Skiles, 

Smith, Iowa 

Snodgrass, 

Spight, 

Stevens, Minn. 

Stewart, N. J. 

Stewart, N. Y. 

Sulzer, 

Sutherland, 

Talbert, 

Taylor, Ala. ’ 
Thayer, 

Tompkins, N. Y. 








Creamer, Jack, Pou, Trimble, 
Davis, Fla. Jett, Pugsley, Wachter, 
Dayton, Jones, Va. Ransdeil, La. Wheeler, 
Douglas, Kitchin, Wm. W. Reid, Wilson, 
Edwards, Kleberg, Richardson, Ala. Wooten. 


So the question was decided in the affirmative. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. DouGLas with Mr. Guass. 

Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. Rerp. 

Mr. Coomss with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. Stewart of New York with Mr. Jett. 

Mr. Haskrys with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. WILson, 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. Norton. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Nevin with Mr. NEwLanps. 

Mr. Minor with Mr. MuTcHuer. 

Mr. LitrLeFrieLp with Mr. WiLiiam W. Kircuin, 

Mr. Jack with Mr. FEEty. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. ScARBOROUGH. 

Mr. BULL with Mr. BAL of Texas. 

Mr. Samira of Iowa with Mr. SuLzER. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. RAnspetz of Louisiana. 

Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. RicHArRpsonN of Alabama. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Foss, Mr. Dayton, and Mr. Tate. 


AUTOMATIC COUPLERS AND SAFETY APPLIANCES, 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill (S. 8560) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compel- 
ling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip 
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their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and 
their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other pur- 
yses.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up a conference report, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the conference report and statement. 

[For text of the conference report and statement, see page 2674. ] 

During the reading of the conference report, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee said: Mr. Speaker, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, through the Chair, if this report has not 
been published in the REcorRD? 

Mr. WANGER. It has; oh, yes, published several days ago. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. On what page? 

Mr. WANGER. It is published on page 2824 of the daily 
RECORD. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the confer- 
ence report and statement. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, it is difficult for me to add any- 
thing by way of explanation of the agreements of the conferees 
to what is set forth in the report and statement. The material 
matter of agreement is that we withdraw from the House amend- 


ment the provision authorizing the Interstate. Commerce Com- | 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 155, nays 88, 
‘present’? 8, not voting 100, as follows: 


YEAS—155. 


Adams, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
3all, Tex. 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Borei ng, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Brown 
Br »wniow, 
Brundidge, 


| Burk, Pa. 





mission, upon application, for a stated limited period to reduce | 


the number of cars which must have their air brakes used and 
operated on every train. It is needless for me to add that the 
House appeared to desire that change. I say appeared to do it. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. WANGER. I yield to my colleague for a question. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I wish to ask if it is the purpose of the gen 
tleman from Pennsylvania to have debate upon this report? 

Mr. WANGER. I know of no occasion for further debate. I 
understand that those who voted with me against the resolution 





offered by the gentleman from Alabama accept the conclusion | I 


reached, and make no further controversy. 
Mr. ADAMSON. If it is the purpose of the gentleman to de- 
bate it, we ought to have some arrangement as tothe time. I 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 


| Coombs, 


| Coc yper, Wis. 


Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Bankbead, 
Bartlett, 
sell, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 


| Breazeale, 


have talked with gentlemen who desire to be heard, and the gen- | 


tleman from Alabama. and it is my desire—— 

Mr. WANGER. The gentleman from Alabama generally 
takes care of himself. 

Mr. ADAMSON. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania is going 
to debate the report, there ought to be two sides. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to my friend I desire to ask 
for recognition in my own right, so as to have time. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WANGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANDLER. 
ment of the conferees as it affects the proposition submitted by 
the gentleman from Alabama upon which we voted the other 
day? What effect has the report of the conferees on that propo- 
sition? 

Mr. WANGER. If the gentleman will tell me what the pur- 
pose of the gentleman from Alabama was, or if he will allow me 
to read what it was, I will endeavor to give him information. 

Mr. CANDLER. I would be very much obliged. 

Mr. WANGER. The resolution of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama was “ to instruct the conferees on the part of the House to 
recede from that portion of amendment numbered 2 which seeks 
to give to the Interstate Commerce Commission power to reduce 
the minimum number of cars to be handled.’’ That subject was 
not in the bill at all. But the supposition was that the intention 
was that the law should provide that the minimum number of 
cars in every train which must have their air brakes used and 
operated was 50 per cent, and the action of the conferees—— 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WANGER (continuing). Brings about that result when 
the law goes into effect. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. WANGER. ILask for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes —— to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask foradivision. I was 
so sure the noes were in the majority; I did not think it necessary 
to ask it at once. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not running that part of it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And no other part. 

Mr. WANGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Will you kindly state the effect of the agree- | 


Broussard, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 


|} Candler, 


| Cassingham, 


Clark, 
Clayton, 
Davey, La. 
De Armond, 


| Dinsmore, 





J pougnenty: 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 


Boutell, 
Finley, 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 


| Bellamy, 


Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Bull, 
Burnett, 
Cannon, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Corliss, 
Cowherd, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Dahle, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 


Davidson, 
Deemer, 

Dick, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Driscoll, 
Dwight, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 

Evans, 
Fletcher, 
Fordney, 
Foss, 

Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N.J. 


Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 
Ketcham, 
Knapp, 
Kyle, 

Lacey, 
Landis, 
Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 
Loudenslager, 
McCall, 


Gibson, McCleary, 
Gill, McLachlan, 
Gillet, N.Y. Mann, 
Gillett, Mass. Marshall, 
Graff, Martin, 
Greene, Mass. Mercer, 
Grosvenor, Miller, 
Grow, Minor, 
Hamilton, Mondell, 
Haugen, Moody, 
Heatwole, Moss, 
Hedge, Mudd, 
Hemenway, Needham, 
Henry, Conn. Nevin, 
Hepburn, Olmsted, 
Hildebrandt, Otjen, 
Hitt, Overstreet, 
Holliday, Palmer, 
Howell, Parker, 
Hu ges, Patterson, Pa. 
Hull, Pearre, 
Irwin, Perkins, 
NAYS—838. 
Flood, McClellan, 
Gaines, Tenn. McLain, 
Gilbert, McRae, 
Goldfogle, Maddox, 
Hay, Mahoney, 
Hooker, Maynard, 
Howard, Mickey, 
Jackson, Kans. Miers, Ind. 
Johnson, Moon, 
Jones, Va. Mutchler, 
Kehoe, Padgett, 
Kern, Randell, Tex, 
Kitchin, Claude Rhea, 
Kluttz, Richardson, Ala. 
Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 
Lester, Rixey, 
Lever, Robb, 
Lewis, Ga. Robertson, La. 
Little, Robinson, Ind. 
Livingston, Rucker, 
on Russell, 
McAndrews, Ryan, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—8, 
Foster, Vt. Metcalf, 
Lamb, Morrell, 

NOT VOTING—10. 
Douglas, Jett, 
Edwards, Joy, 

Elliott, Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Feely, Kleberg, 
Fleming, Knox, 
Foerderer, Lassiter, 

Foster, Il. Lindsay, 

Fowler, Loud, 

Fox Lovering, 


Gardner, Mass. 
Glass, 
Glenn, 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Grifith, 

riggs, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill 
Hopkins, 
Jack, 


McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
Mahon, 
woyer, La. 
organ, 
Morris, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Payne, 
Pierce, 
Pou, 
Pugsley 
Ransdell, La. 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WapswortH with Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. Boure.L. with Mr. GRIGGs. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. BELLAMY. 
Mr. MorRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. BELMONT. 


For this day: 
Mr. Jack with Mr. FIN.Ley. 
On this vote: 


Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 


Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Nl. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H.C. 
Smith,s. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Stevens, Minn, 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Snook, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
White, 

Wiley, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss, 
Zenor. 


Prince, 
Sherman. 


Reid, 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
Scarborough, 
Shafroth, 
Skiles, 
Snodgrass, 
a, 
ight, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N.Y. 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Talbert, 
Thayer, 
Thompson, 
Tompkins, N. ¥ 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wheeler, 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 
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Mr. CANNON with Mr. BENTON. 
Mr. Bu. with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). 


now on agreeing to the conference report. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. On that question I call for the yeas and 


nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 242, nays 4, an- 


swered “ present ’’ 8, not voting 97; as follows: 
YEAS—242. 


Adams, 
Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin. 
Ball, Del. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Boreing, 
Bowersock, 
Bowie, 
Brandegee, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brown 

Bri whiow, 
Bull, 
Burgess, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, S. Dak. 


surkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Cassell, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 


Cooney, 


Boutell, 


Prince, 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 
Babcock, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Brundidge, 
Burnett, 
Cannon, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Davey, La. 
— Fla. 
Joughert 
Dwight, vs 
Eddy, 
Edwards, 


Dinsmore, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Driscoll, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Evans, 
Feely, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 
Fletcher, 
Flood, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
F 


‘oss, 

Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 

Fox, 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J 
Gilbert, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glass, 
Goldfogle, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 

Hay, 

Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Hooker, 
Howard, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 

Hull, 

Irwin, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 


Knapp, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Lester, 
Lever, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Lewis, Pa. 
Littauer, 
Little, 
Littlefield, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
Long, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McAndrews, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
MeCulloch, 
McLachlan, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Mahoney, 
Mann, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Maynard, 
Mercer, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Moody, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Morris, 
Moss, 
Mudd, 
Mutchler, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 


Kahn, Patterson, Pa, 

Kehoe, Payne, 

Kern, Pearre, 

Ketcham, Perkins, 

Kitchin, Claude Pierce, 

Kluttz, Pou, 
NAYS—4. 

De Armond, Sims, 


ANSWERED ‘“ PRESENT ”"—8. 


Dayton, 
Rixey, 


Lamb, 
Sherman, 


NOT VOTING—97. 


Elliott, 
Finley, 
Fleming, 
Foster, Il. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gibson, 
Glenn, 
Gooch, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Miss. 
Hildebrant, 
Hopkins, 
Jack, 

Jett, 
Johnson, 
Joy, 

Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kleberg, 


Knox, 
Lassiter, 
Lindsay, 
Loud, 
McDermott, 
Meyer, La, 
Mondell, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pugsley, 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
Scarborough, 
Shafroth, 
Sheiden, 
Sheppard, 
Sibley, 

Skiles, 

Smith, 8S. W. 


The question is 


Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass, 
Randell, Tex. 
Reeder, 

Reeves, 

Rhea, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robb, 

Roberts, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 

Russell, 

Ryan, 

Schirm, 

Scott, 

Selby, 


- Shackleford, 


Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Stark, 

Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 


Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thompson, 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Williams, IL 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Zenor. 


Metcalf, 
White. 


Smith, Wm. Alden 


Snodgrass, 
Sperry, 
Spight, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Talbert, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Vandiver, 
Wadsworth, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Acukson with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 


XXXVI——177 


| on the amendment of the House to the bill S. 6139, 


| demeanor and;” line 8, after 
| strike out “ 
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Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. WILLiaAM W. KITcHIN, 

Mr. Joy with Mr. SULZER. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. RaNnspDELL of Louisiana. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider that 
vote and lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order against 
that that it is clearly dilatory. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, it expedites the bill to the 
engrossing clerk, and I therefore insist on the motion to recon- 
sider and to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is perfectly manifest that 
where only three gentlemen out of 250 have voted in the negative, 
a motion to reconsider is dilatory. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But, Mr. Speaker, it has been done in 
this House on the unanimous vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 17288) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending. June 30, 1904, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House, had asked a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Har, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. TILLMAN as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 


ORGANIZATION OF PRIVATE CORPORATIONS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged 
resolution which I wish to submit. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But there is one already on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
recognized. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a conference 
report on Senate bill No. 6139. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
submits a conference report. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
offer my privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER protempore. But the gentleman from Illinois 
had taken the floor to present a conference report. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But the Chair recognized me, and 
I sent the resolution to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If the gentleman from Tennessee 
has a privileged resolution, the Chair will recognize him after the 
gentleman from Illinois. The Clerk will read the conference 
report. ; 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading, but was interrupted by 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, who said: Mr. Speaker, I 
want to raise the question of consideration on this report, and I 
want to raise that question now, before it is read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
**An act to provide for 
the organization of private corporations in the district of Alaska” having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

Page 2, line 3, strike out ‘‘one”’ and insert “‘ two;” line 20, after “elected.” 
insert ‘or appointed.” 

Page 3, line 3, after “ordinance,” insert ‘‘to declare what shall be a mis- 
: “tax,” insert “not to exceed $2 each;” line 9, 
sixty ’ and insert “ fifty;*’ line 13, after “ dogs,” insert “ not ex 


The gentleman from Illinois is 


The gentleman from [linois 


But, Mr. Speaker 
The gentleman is out of order. 
But the Chair recognized me to 











ceeding $2 a year on each dog;”’ line 17, after * tax,” insert “ for municipal 

yurposes; * line 22, strike out all after “that,” to and including ** public,” in 

fine 23, and insert ‘‘all;* line 24, strike out “church” and ** public: ” line 25, 

| strike out “worship” and insert ‘‘ educational, or charitable purposes shall 
be exempt from taxation.” 

Page 4, line 2, after ‘ tax,’ insert “for municipal purposes; ” line 17, strike 


| 
| 


out “such ” and “as;”’ line 20, after “ be,” insert 

Page 5, line 17, strike out ‘‘and.”’ 

Page 6, line 19, before **court,”’ insert “ district: *’ and in line 20, strike out 
all after “ by” to and including “ same,” in line 21, and insert * said clerk.” 

Page 7, line 10, strike out ‘‘and” and insert “shall be;*’ and line 11, strike 
out “shall be’ and insert ‘‘ and.” 

Page 9, line 15, strike out “trustees” 
strike out second ‘‘ the” and insert 
insert ‘shall be.” 

Page 11, line 2, strike out ‘‘ stockholders” and insert ‘‘ stock;”’ line 10, strike 
out “ private.” 

Page 12, line 4, after ‘‘ to,” insert ‘‘cast;” line 7, after “ voted,” insert “ , ; 
after *‘ represented ” insert “at such election;”’ and line 18, strike out ‘‘a.” 


“uniform and shall be.” 


and insert ‘‘directors;” line 17, 
“its; and line 18, strike out “are” and 
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Page 14, line 6, strike out “to the; and line 7, strike out “stockholders” 
and insert *‘ each stockholder.” 

Page 18, line 20, after *‘ increasing,” insert “or diminishing.” 

Page 21, line 22, strike out ‘** just’ and insert “* actual;” line 23, after ‘‘char- 
acter,” insert “location;” and line 25,after “incurred,” insert “and whether 
the same are secured or unsecured and the amount of each kind, and, if se- 
cured, the character and kind of security;” and 

Page 22, line 1, after “salaries,” insert ‘‘severally.” 

That the title of said act read as follows; “An act amending the civil code 
of Alaska, providing for the organization of private corporations, and for 
other purposes.” 

and the Senate agree to the same. 

V. WARNER, 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
F. A. McLAIN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
KNUTE NELSON, 
HENRY E. BURNHAM, 

T. M. PATTERSON, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the conferees was read, as follows: 


The committee on conference of the House and Senate upon the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses upon Senate bill 6139, entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the organization of — corporations in the district of Alaska,” have 
reached a full and complete agreement, as set forth in the accompanying re- 
port. 

The greater number of amendments agreed upon by the conferees are 
changes in phraseology. 

Section 2 is amended to re of plaintiffs in divorce actions two years’ 
residence in Alaska, instead of one year. 

The amendments to section 3 more specifically define the powers of munici- 
palities and prescribe their limitations respecting taxation for municipal 
purposes. 


Sections 5 to 23, inclusive, are amended to more effectually regulate pri- 


vate corporations and to insure greater degree vor , 
. WARNER, 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
F. A. McLAIN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
report. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I raise the 
question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We ought to consider the 
supply bills and not these little matters. Appropriation bills 
ought to be passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House 
consider the report? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I call for a 


Slayden, Stark, Tirrell, Warner. 
Smith, Il. Storm, Tompkins,Ohio, Warnock, 
Smith, Iowa Sulloway, Trimble, Watson, 
Smith, H. C. Tate, Underwood, White, 
Smith, 8. W. Tawney, Vandiver, Williams, Il. 
Smith, Wm. Alden Tayler, Ohio Vreeland, Woods, 
Southard, Thomas, Iowa Wachter, Wright, 
Southwick, Thomas, N. C. Wagoner, Young. 
Sperry, Thompson, Wanger, 
NAYS—22. . 
Cassingham, McAndrews, Randell, Tex. Smith, Ky. Ps 
Cowherd, McRae, Richardson, Tenn. Snook, Fi 
Fitzgerald, Miers, Ind. Robinson, Ind. Stephens, Tex. fe 
Gaines, Tenn. Newlands, Russell, Zenor, i 
Goldfogle, Padgett, Selby, 
Little, Pierce, Sims, 
ANSWERED ‘“ PRESENT”—11. 
Boutell, Finley, Metcalf, Sherman, 
Cannon, Johnson, Morrell, Stevens, Minn. 
Dayton, Lamb, Prince, 
NOT VOTING—99. 

Acheson, Edwards, Lassiter, Skiles, 
Alexander, Elliott, Lester, Small, 
Babcock, ae Lindsay, Snodgrass, 
Bell, Foster, Ill. Littauer, Sparkman, 
Bellamy, Gardner, Mass. McDermott, Spight, f 
Belmont, Gill, McLain, Steele, 
Bingham, Glenn, Maddox, Stewart, N. J. 
Blaktney, Gooch, Meyer, La. Stewart, N. Y. 
Brantley, Graham, Mondell, Sulzer, : 
Bristow, Green, Pa. Naphen, Sutherland, 
Broussard, Griffith, Neville, Swann, ; 
Brownlow, Griggs, Norton, Swanson, 
Brundidge, Hanbury, Patterson,Tenn. Talbert, 
Burnett, Haskins, Perkins, Taylor, Ala 
Connell, Henry, Conn. Pou, Thayer, 
Conry, Henry, Miss. Powers, Me. Tompkins, N. Y. § 
Cooney, Hooker, Pugsley Van Voorhis, 
Cooper, Tex. me, Ransdell, La. Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Wis. Hull, Reid, Weeks, 
Creamer, Jack, Rhea, Wheeler, 
Crowley, Jett, Robertson, La. Wiley, 
Davey, La. Joy, Robinson, Nebr. Williams, Miss. 
Davis, Fla. Kitchin, Wm. W. Ruppert, Wilson, 
Dick, Kleberg, Shafroth, Wooten. 
Eddy, Knox, Shallenberger, 

So the House decided to consider the conference report. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 


Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
Mr. ADAMS with Mr. HooKER. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

On this vote: 


division. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 219, nays 22, 


answered ** present’’ 11, not voting 99; as follows: 


YEAS—219. 
Adams, Cromer, Hay, McLachlan, 
Adamson, Crumpacker, Heatwole, Mahon, 
Allen, Ky. Currier, Hedge, Mahoney, 
Allen, Me. Curtis, Hemenway, ann, 
Aplin, Cushman, Henry, Tex. Marshall, 
Ball, Del. Dahle, Hepburn, Martin, 
Ball, Tex. Dalzell, Hildebrant, Maynard, 
Bankhead, Darragh, Hill, Mercer, 
Barney, Davidson, Hitt, Mickey, 
Bartholdt, De Armond, Holliday, Miller, 
Bartlett, Deemer, Howard, Minor, 
Bates, Dinsmore, Howell, Moody, 
Beidler, Dougherty, Hughes, Moon, 
Benton, Douglas, Irwin, Morgan, 
Billmeyer, Dovener, Jackson, Kans. Morris, 
Bishop, Draper, Jackson, Md. Moss, 
Blackburn, Driscoll, Jenkins, Mudd, 
Boreing, Dwight, Jones, Va. Mutchler, 
Bowersock, Emerson, Jones, Wash. Needham, 
Bowie, Esch, Kahn, Nevin, 
Brandegee, Evans, Kehoe, Olmsted, 
Breazeale, Feely, Kern, Otjen, 
Brick, Flanagan, Ketcham, Overstreet, 
Brom well, Fletcher, Kitchin, Claude Palmer, 
Brown, Flood, Kluttz, Parker, 
Bull, Foerderer, Knapp, Patterson, Pa. 
Burgess, Fordney, Kyle, Payne, 
Burk, Pa. Foss, Lacey, Pearre, 
Burke, S. Dak. Foster, Vt. Landis, Powers, Mass. 
Burkett, Fowler, Latimer, Reeder, 
Burleigh, Fox, Lawrence, Reeves, 
Burleson, Gaines, W. Va. Lessler, Richardson, Ala. 
Burton, Gardner, Mich. Lever, Rixey, 
Butler, Gardner, N. J. Lewis, Ga. Robb, 
Calderhead, Gibson, Lewis, Pa. Roberts, 
Caldwell, Gilbert, Littlefield, Rucker, 
Candler, Gillet, N. Y. rngeen, Ryan, 
Capron, Gillett, Mass. Lloyd, Scarborough, 
Cassel, Glass, Long, Schirm, 
Clark, Gordon, Loud, Scott, 
Clayton, Graff, Loudenslager, Shackleford, 
Cochran, Greene, Mass. Lovering, Shattuc, 
Conner, Grosvenor, McCall, Shelden, 
Coombs, Grow, McCleary, Sheppard, 
Corliss, Hamilton, McClellan, Showalter, 
Qousins, Haugen, McCulloch, Sibley, 





Mr. LirTaAvUER with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That the statement filed by the 
conference committee does not comply with the requirements of 
rule 29, which provides: 

And there shall accompany such report a detailed statement sufficiently 


explicit to inform the House what effect such amendments or propositions 
will have upon the measure to which they relate. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that that comes 
too late, after the House has resolved to consider the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. ROBINSON ofIndiana. Then I desire the gentleman from 
Ilinois-— 

The SPEAKER protempore. Doesthe gentleman from Illinois 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. WARNER. I do not yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then I make the further point 
that there is no quorum present in the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is dilatory, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Within five minutes there have 
voted 251 members, so the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We are under the five- 
minute rule now, and not the hour rule, as we were the other day. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. PA . That is funny, but not true. 

Re SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has 
the floor. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, this is a unanimous report of 
the conferees of both Houses. The bill as amended provides for 
the appointment and election of election officers in municipalities 
_ Alaska. It authorizes municipalities to levy and collect taxes 
there. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I insist on order. 
I oo z am in favor of this bill, if I can hear the gentleman's 
statement. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in omer. 








Ses 


Mr. WARNER. It provides that 50 per cent of the licenses 
collected outside of incorporated towns shall be devoted, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to educational pur- 
poses, and it authorizes the formation of corporations in the dis- 
trict of Alaska. If it passes to-day it will be the first legislation 
passing both Houses providing for publicity in relation to the 
formation and conduct of corporations. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask the gentleman if he 

roposes—— 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the 
previous question. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, the time is too precious to waste 
in further debate. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman propose to occupy 
the time of this House and leave nothing to be said by the other 
side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the 
previous question. 

The question being taken. on a division (demanded by Mr. Hay) 
there were—ayes 101, noes 81. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, itis perfectly evident that the mi- 
nority have not learned anything in the lasttwodays. I demand 
the yeas and nays. ire on the Republican side. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is not even funny. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, nays 93, 
answered “‘ present ’’ 7, not voting 115; as follows: 
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Creamer, Hitt, Naphen, Sparkman, 
Dahle, Hooker, Neville, Spight, 
Davidson, Hopkins, Newlands, Stephens, Tex. 
Davis, Fla. Jack, Patterson, Tenn. Stevens, Minn. 
Dayton, Jenkins, Pierce, Stewart, N.J. 
Eddy, Jett, Powers, Mass. Stewart, N. Y. 
Edwards, Johnson, Pugsley Sulzer, 

Esch, Joy, Ransdell, La. Sutherland, 
Foster, Il. Ketcham, Reid, Swann, 
Gardner, Mass. Kitchin, Wm. W. Robertson, La. Talbert, 
Gilbert, Kleberg, Robinson, Nebr. Tawney, 
Gillet, N.Y. Knox, Ruppert, Thayer, 
Glenn, Lassiter, Shackleford, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Graham, Lindsay, Shafroth, Underwood, 
Green, Pa. Littlefield, Showalter, Wadsworth, 
Griffith, Loud, Skiles, Watson, 
Griggs, Loudenslager, Small, Wheeler, 
Hanbury, McCleary, Smith, 11. White, 
Haskins, McDermott, Smith, Iowa Williams, Miss. 
Heatwole, Marshall, Smith,S. W. Wilson, 
Henry, Conn. Metcalf, Smith,Wm. Alden Wooten. 
Henry, Miss. Meyer, La. Southard, 


So the one question was ordered. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Manon with Mr. GrLBErtT, until recess. 

Mr. SmitH of Iowa with Mr. BRUNDIDGE, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on agreeing 
to the conference report. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask for a division. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. GILLET of New York. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


YEAS—136. 
Alexander, Dovener, Irwin, Patterson, Pa. 
Allen, Me. Draper Jackson, Md. Payne, 
Aplin, Driscoll, Jones, Wash. Pearre, 
Ball, Del, Dwight, Kahn, Perkins, 
Bartholdt, Emerson, Knapp, Powers, Me. 
Bates, Evans, Kyle, Reeder, 
Bishop, Fletcher, Lacey, Reeves, 
Boreing, Foerderer, Landis, Roberts, 
Bowersock, Fordney, Lawrence, Schirm, 
Brandegee, Foss, Lessler, Scott, 
Bromwell, Foster, Vt. Lewis, Pa. Shattuc, 
Brownlow, Fowler, Littauer, Shelden, 
Bull, Gaines, W.Va. Long, Sibley, 
Burk, Pa. Gardner, Mich. Lovering, Smith, H.C. 
Burkett, Gardner, N.J. McCall, Southwick, 
Burleigh, Gibson, McLachlan, Sperry, 
Butler, Gill, Mahon, Steele, 
Cannon, Gillett, Mass. Mann, Storm, 
Capron, Gordon, Martin, Sulloway, 
Cassel, Graff, Mercer, Tayler, Ohio, 
Cochran, Greene, Mass. Miller, Thomas, lowa 
Coombs, Grosvenor, Mondell, Tirrell, 
Corliss, Grow, Moody, Tompkins, Ohio 
Cousins, Hamilton, Morgan, Van Voorhis, 
Cromer, Haugen, Morris, Vreeland, 
Crumpacker, Hedge, Moss, Wachter, 
Currier, Hemenway, Mudd, Wagoner, 
Curtis, Hepburn, Needham, Wanger, 
Cushman, Hildebrant, Nevin, Warner, 
Dalzell, Hill, Olmsted, Warnock, 
Darragh, Holliday, Otjen, Weeks, 
Deemer, Howell, Overstreet, Woods, 
Dick, Hughes, Palmer, Wright, 
Douglas, Hull, Parker, Young. 
NAYS—93. 
Adamson, Flanagan, McAndrews, Ryan, 
Allen, Ky. Fleming, McClellan, Scarborough, 
Ball, Tex. Flood, McCulloch, oa: 
Bankhead, Fox, McLain, Shallenberger, 
Bartlett, Gaines, Tenn. McRae, Sheppard, 
Bell, Goldfogle, Maddox, Sim 
Benton, ooch, Mahoney, Slayden, 
Bowie, Hay, Maynard, Smith, Ky. 
Breazeale, Henry, Tex. Mickey, Snodgrass, 
Burgess, Howard, Miers, Ind. Snook, 
Burleson, Jackson, Kans. Moon, Stark, 
Candler, Jones, Va. Mutchler, Swanson, 
Cassingham, Kehoe, Norton, Tate, 
Clark, Kern, Padgett, Taylor, Ala 
Clayton, Kitchin, Claude Pou, Thomas, N, C. 
Cowherd, Kluttz, Randell, Tex. Thompson, 
Crowley, Lamb, Rhea, Trimble, 
Davey, La. Latimer, Richardson, Ala. Vandiver, 
De Armond, Lester, Richardson, Tenn. Wiley, 
Dinsmore, Lever, Rixey, Williams, Il. 
Dougherty, Lewis, Ga Robb, Zenor. 
Elliott, Little, Robinson, Ind. 
Feely, Livingston, Rucker, 
Fitzgerald, con Russell, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—7. 
Boutell, Glass, Morrell, Sherman. 
Finley, Minor, Prince, 
NOT VOTING—115. 
Acheson, Billmeyer, Broussard, Caldwell, 
Adams. Bingham, Brown, Connell, 
Babcock, Blackburn, Brundidge, Conner, 
Barney, Blakeney, Burke, 8. Dak. Conry, 
Beidler, Brantley, Burnett, Cooney, 
Bellamy, Brick, Burton, Cooper, Tex. 
Belmont, Bristow, Calderhead, Cooper, Wis. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 182, nays 9, 
answered “‘ present’ 10, not voting 150; as follows: 


Adamson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Ball, Del. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Billmeyer, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Bowie, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Calderhead, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
De Armond, 
Deemer, 


Burgess, 
Fitzgerald, 
Johnson, 


Adams, 
Boutell, 
Brownlow, 


Acheson, 
Babcock, 
Barney, 

Bartlett, 


Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Bowersock, 


YEAS—182. 
Dinsmore, Kluttz, 
Dougherty, Knapp, 
Douglas, Kyle, 
Dovener, Lacey, 
Draper, Landis, 
Dwight, Lawrence, 
Elliott, Lessler, 
Evans, Lester, 
Feely, Lewis, Ga. 
Flanagan, Little, 
Fordney, Littlefield, 
Foster, Vt. Livingston, 
Fowler, Lloyd, 
Fox, Long, 
Gaines, Tenn. Lovering, 


Gaines, W. Va. 


Gardner, Mich. McCall, 
Gardner, N. J. McCleary, 
Gibson, McClellan, 
Gill, McLachlan, 
Gillet, N.Y. McLain, 
Gillett, Mass. Mahoney, 
Goldfogle, Mann, 
Gooch, Marshall, 
Gordon, Mercer, 
Greene, Mass. Mickey, 
Grosvenor, Miller, 
Grow, Minor, 
Hamilton, Mondell, 
Haugen, Moon, 
Hay, Morgan, 
Hemenway, Morris, 
Henry, Tex. Moss, 
epvera, Mutchler, 
Hill, Needham, 
Hitt, Nevin, 
Holliday, Norton, 
Howell, Olmsted, 
Hughes, Otjen, 
Irwin, Padgett, 
Jackson, Kans. Palmer, 
Jackson, Md. Payne, 
Jones, Wash. Perkins, 
Joy, Pou, 
Kahn, Powers, Mass. 
Kitchin, Claude Randell, Tex. 
NAYS—9. 
McRae, Miers, Ind. 
Maddox, Robinson, Ind. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT *’—10. 
Dayton, Lamb, 
Finley, Metcalf, 
Glass, Morrell, 
NOT VOTING—1D0. 
Brantley, Cooney, 
Breazeale, Cooper, Tex. 
Bristow, poaeer, Wis. 
Broussard, Corliss, 
wn, Creamer, 
Brundidge, Curtis, 
Bull, Dahle, 
Burnett, Davey, La. 
Butler, Davidson, 
Caldwell, Davis, Fla. 
Connell, Dick, 
Conry, Driscoll, 


McAndrews, 


Reeder, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robb, 
Roberts, 
Rucker, 
Russell, 
Ryan, 

Scott, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Showalter, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, S. W. 
Snook, 

Stark, 

Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Tate, 

‘Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thompson, 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wachter, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Il. 
Woods, 
Young, 
Zenor. 


Selby, 
Stephens, Tex. 


Prince. 


Eddy, 
Edwards, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Fleming, 
Fletcher, 
Flood, 
Foerderer, 
Foss, 
Foster, Il. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gilbert, 
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Glenn, Knox, Powers, Me. Stevens, Minn, 
Graff, Lassiter, Pugsley, Stewart, N.J. 
Graham, Latimer, Ransdell, La. Stewart, N. Y. 
Green, Pa. Lever, Reeves, Sulzer, 
Griffith, Lewis, Pa. Reid, Sutherland, 
Griggs, Lindsay, Rhea, Swann, 
Hanbury, Littauer, Rixey, Swanson, 
Haskins, Loud, Robertson, La. Talbert, 
Heatwole, Loudenslager, Robinson,Nebr. Tawney, 
Hedge, M. Oulloch, uppers, Tayler, Ohio, 
Henry, Conn. McDermott, Scarborough, Thayer, 


Henry, Miss. Mahon, Schirm, 


Thomas, N. C. 















Hildebrant, Martin, Shackleford, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Hooker, Maynard, Shafroth, Vreeland, 
Hopkins, Meyer, La. Sherman, Wadsworth, 
Howard Moody, Sibley, Warnock, 
Hull, Mudd, Skiles, Watson, 

Jack, Naphen, Smith, Ky. Weeks, 
Jenkins, Neville, Smith, Wm. AldenWheeler, 

Jett, Newlands, Snodgrass, White, 

Jones, Va. Overstreet, Southard, Williams, Miss. 
Kehoe, Parker, Southwick, Wilson, 

Kern, Patterson, Pa. Sparkman, Wooten, 
Ketcham, Patterson, Tenn. Sperry, Wright. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Pearre, Spight, 

Kleberg, Pierce, Steele, 


So the conference report was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. HANBURY with Mr. RosBertson of Louisiana, 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. PIeRce, 

Mr. PARKER with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Hv. with Mr. SNoDGRASs. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. BREAZEALE, 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. RHE. 

Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. McCuLLoca. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Brown with Mr. BENTON. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. SPERRY. I wish to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman listening 
when his name was called and failed to hear it? 

Mr. SPERRY. I was at lunch. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not vote. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be marked ‘‘ present.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman present and 
listening when his name should have been called? 

Mr. MAHON. I was not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not be re- 
corded on this call. 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman present and 
listening when his name should have been called? 

Mr. FLOOD. I was not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not vote. 

Mr. DICK. Iwas not present. I desire to be recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not be re- 
corded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bill of 
the following title: 

An act (H. R. 16069) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to sell certain lands therein mentioned. 


PUBLIC PROPERTY IN WHITE HOUSE, 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee. 
For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have a privileged resolution I 
desire to have read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
presents a privileged report, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution No. 456. 


Resolved, That the officer in charge of public buildings and grcunds be, and 
he is hereby, directed, in conformity with the act of April 17, 1900, to cause 
to be prepared an inventory of all the public property in or belonging to the 
White House, giving the cost of each article; its condition, if still in use; the 
final disposition of such articles as have been removed, sold, or otherwise 
dispx — of; the prices at which each article was sold; how, by whom, and to 
whom each article was sold or otherwise disposed of, and the disposition of 








all the proceeds of such sales, including also all articles that are or were de- | 
posited there as a gift or loan or otherwise, whether public property or the | 
property of some person, bringing such inventory and report up to this date, | 


and transmit the same to this 
Congress. 


Mr. PAYNE. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 


ouse as early as practicable at this session of | 


| 


moves to discharge the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds from the consideration of the resolution just read and 
to consider it in the House, and the gentleman from New York 





moves to lay that motion on the table. 


motion of the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


heard on that. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


man from New York should let this unwarranted and improper 


The question is on the 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to be 


The motion is not debatable. 


I am astonished that the gentle- 


is 
action go on. ‘ 3 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion : 
of the gentleman from New York. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Division, Mr. Speaker. , 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 70. , 
id 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Tellers. H 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, to save time, I demand the yeas 
and nays. 
The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 
{During the division Mr. Gartnes of Tennessee undertook to 
address the House, amid cries of ‘‘Order!’’ and was ordered by the 
Speaker pro tempore to take his seat. } 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 78, 
answered ‘‘ present’’ 7, not voting 127; as follows: 
YEAS—139. 
Alexander, Cushman, Hitt, Otjen, 
Allen, Me. Dahle, Holliday, Overstreet, 
Aplin, Dalzell, Howell, Palmer, 
Ball, Del. Darragh, Irwin, Patterson, Pa, 
Barney, Davidson, Jackson, Md. Payne, 
Bartholdt, Deemer, Jenkins, Perkins, 
Bates, Dick, Jones, Wash. Powers, Me. 
Beidler, Douglas, Joy, Powers, Mass. 
er Dovener, Kahn, Reeder, 
Blackburn, Draper, Ketcham, Reeves, 
Boreing, Driscoll, Knapp, Scott, 
Boutell, Dwight, Kyle, Shattuc, 
Bowersock, Esch, Lacey, Showalter, 
Brandegee, Evans, Lawrence, Smith, Ml. 
Brick, Fletcher, Lessler, Smith, lowa 
Bromwell, Foerderer, Lewis, Pa. Smith, 8. W. 
Brown, Foster, Vt. Littauer, Southard, 
Burk, Pa. Gaines, W. Va. Littlefield, Southwick, 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Gardner, Mass. Long, Sperry, 
Burkett, Gardner, Mich. Lovering, Steele, 
| Burleigh, Gardner, N. J. McCall, Storm, 
Burton, Gibson, McLachlan, Sulloway, 
Butler, Gill, Mann, Tawney, 
Calderhead, Gillett, Mass, Marshall, Thomas, Iowa i 
Cannon, Graff, Martin, Tirrell, “a 
Capron, Greene, Mass. Mercer, Van Voorhis, 
Cassel, Grosvenor, Miller, Wagoner, 
Conner, Grow, Minor, Wanger, ; 
Coombs, Hamilton, Mondell, Warnock, 3 
Cooper, Wis. Haugen, Moody, Watson, 
Corliss, Hedge, Morgan, Weeks, 
Cromer, Hemenway, Moss, Woods, 
Crumpacker, Henry, Conn. Mudd, Wright, 
Currier, ae. Needham, Young. 
Curtis, Hildebrant, Olmsted, 
NAYS—‘8. 
Adamson, Flood, McCulloch, Russell, 
Allen, Ky. Fox, McLain, Ryan, 
Ball, Tex. Gaines, Tenn. McRae, Scarborough, 
Bartlett, Goldfogle, Maddox, Selby, 
Billmeyer, Gooch, Mahoney, Shallenberger, 
Burgess, Gordon, Maynard, Sims, 
Burleson, Howard, Mickey, Slayden, ; 
Candler, Jackson, Kans. Miers, Ind. Small, } 
Cassingham, Johnson, Moon, Smith, Ky. ; 
Clark, Jones, Va. Mutchler, Snook, 
Clayton, Kehoe, Padgett, Stark, 
Cooney, Kitchin, Claude Pou, Stephens, Tex. 
Cowherd, Kitchin, Wm.W. Randell, Tex. Taylor, Ala. 
| Crowley, Kluttz, Rhea, Thomas, N. O. 
De Armond, Lester, , Richardson, Ala. Underwood, 
Dinsmore, Lever, _ Richardson, Tenn. Wiley, 
Dougherty, Lewis, Ga. Rixey, Williams, Il, 
Elliott, Little, Robb, Zenor. 
Feely, Lloyd, Robinson, Ind. 
Flanagan, McClellan, Rucker, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—7. 
Adams, Glass, Mahon, Morrell. 
Brownlow, Lamb, Metcalf, 
NOT VOTING—127. 
Acheson, Broussard, Dayton, Glenn, 
Babcock, Brundidge, Eddy, Graham, 
Bankhead, Bull, Edwards, Green, Pa, 
Bell, Burnett, Emerson, Griffith, 
Bellamy, Caldwell, Finley, Griggs, 
Belmont, Cochran, Fitzgerald, Hanbury, 
Benton, Connell, Fleming, Haskins, 
Bingham, Conry, Fordney, Hay, 
Blakeney, Cooper, Tex. Foss, Heatwole. 
Bowie, Cousins, Foster, Il Henry, Miss. 
Brantley, Creamer, Fowler, Henry, Tex. 
Breazeale, Davey, La. Gilbert, Hill, 
Bristow, Davis, Fla. Gillet, N. Y. Hooker, 
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Hopkins, Morris, Shackleford, Talbert, 
Hughes, Naphen, Shafroth, ate, 

Hull, Neville, Shelden, Tayler, Ohio 
Jack, Nevin, Sheppard, Thayer, 

Jett, Newlands, Sherman, eee 
Kern, Norton, Sibley, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Kleberg, Parker, Skiles, Tompkins, Ohio 
Knox, Patterson,Tenn. Smith, H. C. Trimble, 
Landis, Pearre, Smith, Wm. AldenVandiver, 
Lassiter, Pierce, Snodgrass, Vreeland, 
Latimer, Prince, Sparkman, Wachter, 
Lindsay, Pugsley Spight, é Wadsworth, 
Livingston, Ranedell, La. Stevens, Minn. Warner, 

Loud, Reid, Stewart, N. J. Wheeler, 
Loudenslager, Roberts, Stewart, N. Y. White, 
McAndrews, Robertson, La. Sulzer, Williams, Miss. 
McCleary, Robinson,Nebr. Sutherland, Wilson, 
McDermott, Ruppert, Swann, Wooten. 
Meyer, La. Schirm, Swanson, 


So the motion to lay the resolution of Mr. Garves of Tennessee 
on the table was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Joy with Mr. CocHRAN. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. McC.Leary with Mr. BEnToN. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

For this day: 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. Bowrkg, 

On this vote: 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. Tarte. 

Mr. ForRDNEY with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Griaas. 

Mr. PEARRE with Mr. Davry of Louisiana. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


IMPORTATION OF BREEDING ANIMALS. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged | 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore recognized Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules | 
and take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 16656) regulat- 
ing the importation of breeding animals, and to concur in the 
Senate amendments thereto. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let the bill be reported. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand a second on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent that a second 
may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR]| and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDbDER- 
Woop] will take their places as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers having reported, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore said: On this question the tellers 
report ayes 100, noes 33. A second is ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I make the point of order that no quo- 
rum is present. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point that that is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . The last roll call, only two min- | 
utes ago, disclosed the presence of 224 members—47 more than a 
quorum; and not a single roll call since the opening of the ses- 
sion to-day has failed to disclose a quorum. The Chair sustains 
the point of order. The gentleman from Ohio | Mr. GRosVENOR] | 
is recognized as entitled to the floor for twenty minutes in favor 
of the motion to suspend the rules, and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] as entitled to twenty minutes in opposi- 
tion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this bill was introduced in 
the House of Representatives to meet a result that grew out of a 
ruling by the Treasury Department upon the subject of the im- | 
portation of breeding animals. After a uniform construction of 
the rule which had been in force for a number of years, there was 
a change of the law asa result of a ruling by the Treasury. A 
ruling was made by a collector of one of the ports of the country 
and was sustained by the Treasury Department, and finally by 
one of the courts of the country. The difference between the law 
as it now stands and the law that is proposed to be brought about 
by the enactment of this legislation I will endeavor to explain. 
This legislation has been asked for by the great organizations of 
stock growers throughout the country and the agricultural com- 
munities of the country. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, if the chairman of the commit- 
tee will permit an interruption, I would ask him this question: 
Would not a vote against the passage of this bill be equivalent to 
suying, bv the man who casts that vote, that he was not in favor 
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of admitting high-bred animals for breeding purposes free of 
duty? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly it would be. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I understand, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will allow me, I will 
state exactly what the difference is between the present law and 
the proposed legislation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. This is absolutely free trade on 
these articles, I understand. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is absolutely free trade on these arti- 
cles. {Laughter onthe Democraticside.] The gentleman makes 
no point on that. In the Dingley bill it was provided that any 
animal imported specially for breeding purposes should be ad- 
mitted free, and the gentleman from Dlinois voted against it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Not against that. It was other 
parts of the bill that I could not stand for. Iwas in favor of this 
particular part of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, I would like to have the gentleman 
explain his inconsistencies. [Applause and laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] By aruling of the Department it has been held 
that the law, as it is to-day, applies only to the importers, the 
result of which is that the farmer or stock raiser can not have 
the benefit of this free importation unless he imports the animal 
himself. Now the proposition of the bill is to add the words 
‘* whether intended to be so used by the importer himself or for 
sale for such purpose.’’ In the general law upon the subject 
there is the fullest guard against any imposition upon the Treas- 
ury by proof that must be made that the animal is pure bred and 
is imported for no other purpose than for breeding purposes. 
That is the whole of this law. The bill was passed by unanimous 
vote of the House. It was reported here by unanimous vote of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, went to the Senate, and 
there were put into the bill, by the Senate, two amendments, 
one of which is ‘‘ by a citizen of the United States,’’ so as to ex- 





| clude from the privilege of free importation a citizen of any 


other country than our own, and the second amendment is to 
the effect ‘‘ that the provisions of this act shall apply to all such 
animals as have been imported and are in quarantine,’’ which 
come within the provisions of the statute. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, before the gentle- 
man takes his seat, I would ask him if he would tell us about 
how much the revenués have been in the last year, or in any year, 
upon this class of animals? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Almost nothing. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How long ago was the decision 
made which makes this law necessary? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was made, I think, in November. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What was the purpose of the 
gentleman in delaying the passage of this bill until the last hours 
of the last days of the session? It might have been passed two or 
three days ago. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has not delayed the pas- 
sage of the bill. The bill was not introduced until about two 
weeks ago, and in that time it has come from the Ways and 
Means Committee, gone to the Senate, had a unanimous vote in 
the Senate, as I understand, and is back here for us to concur in a 


| couple of amendments. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I know of no objections to the 
bill, I will say. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to knowif the gentleman from 
Ohio approves of the Senate amendment in reference to the im- 
portation by a citizen of the United States. If the object of the 
bill is to introduce and put into the hands of the farmers of the 
country these valuable imported animals, what difference does it 
make whether they are imported by a citizen of the United States 
or somebody else, so long as the object is to improve the breed of 
our stock? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the citizens of the United States 
will take care of the question of importing thoroughbred stock 
into this country, and I would give the benefit of this exception 
to our own citizens as against the citizens of a foreign country. 
I do not consider that the amendment is one which appeals to 
very broad statesmanship. I would not have voted to put it in 
in the first place, but I shall vote to concur rather than have de- 
feated a bill which is of so much importance and which is de- 
manded of Congress by such a large and responsible body of men 
as those who petition for its passage. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ROBB. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. In further answer, I will say that there is 
more confidence to be put, possibly, in the willingness and the 
assurance that our own citizens will not import diseased animals 
and will comply with the regulations of the Treasury than pos- 
sibly might be the case if we turned open the field to all the 
world—not some of the world but all of the world. 

Mr. ROBB. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. ROBB. Under this bill who is to determine whether these 
animals to be imported are hybrids or not? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is a provision in the law, to which 
this is a mere amendment, that requires absolute proof of the 
character and pedigree of every one of these animals to be fur- 
nished by the shipper and importer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man, and if necessary I will ask unanimous consent to extend his 
time an hour—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There will be no trouble about the time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Did the committee investigate 
far enough to determine whether this is a case in which the for- 
eigner pays the tax or not? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. With the gentleman from Illinois on the 
floor of the House, it was unnecessary to have any further inves- 
tigation upon that question. [Laughter. ] 

If there is no further time to be used, I ask for a vote. ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from 
Ohio gets through I should like to take the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio re- 
serves the balance of his time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. | ag wee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to dis- 
cuss the merits of this bill, but it is with a feeling of deep humil- 
iation that I ask leave to speak to another matter that should 
deeply concern every patriot. It is with no partisan feeling that 
I refer to it, far fromit; but having taken some pains to get at the 
facts as far as they could be ascertained on the outside, I feel im- 
pelled to call the attention of this House and of the country to 
the astounding fact that the mahogany sideboard presented to 
Mrs. Hayes while she was the mistress of the White House is 
now located in the Washington Brewery, the property of Mr. 
Joseph Frank. I saw it there myself yesterday. Sick as I was, 
I traced it down and identified it as well as it can be identified 
under the concealment maintained by those who ought to know. 

I was informed yesterday by a friend where I might find it, 
and I called upon the very accommodating proprietor, or his rep- 
resentative, who seemed to be proud of his priceless acquisition. 
He had other articles bought at the sale, but this was the object 
of my search. It presents a splendid appearance, being a richly 
carved mahogany sideboard, panes 12 feet long and 3 feet deep 
and 9 feet high, surmounted by 
back the name ‘‘ H. L. Frey, Cincinnati, Ohio,’’ in two places, and 
this served to identify it later, as I will show. 

I was informed by the young man in charge that Mr. Webb 


Hayes, the son of the late President, had called and recognized it | 


as the sideboard presented to his mother, and that he had offered 
several hundred dollars to redeem it. 

To made it further certain I sent the following telegram at my 
own expense. 

Mr. MANN. Why didn’t you use a frank? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not use franks or passes. I 
say I sent this dispatch: 


: FEBRUARY 28, 1908. 
CINCINNATI ENQUTRER, Cincinnati, Ohio: 


Located in a brewery to-day sideboard recently sold from White House, 
said to have been given to Mrs. President Hayes when an inhabitant of the 
White House. On sideboard is carved these words: “H. L. Frey, Cincinnati, 
Ohio.” See him, wiring me description, cost, and namesof donors. Was in- 


formed that Webb Hayes identified it as particular article in question. 
JNO. W. GAINES. 
To that I received this reply: 
Jno. W. GAINES, Washington, D. C.: 
Story is correct. See Enquirer of February 27, first column, last page. 
ENQUIRER COMPANY, 
J.R. McLEAN. 

I have been informed that Hon. John R. McLean, out of respect, 
in part, to the women of Ohio who presented Mrs. Hayes this 
splendid piece of mahogany, called upon its present owner and 
offered him several hundred dollars in vain. Mr. Frank, of the 
brewery, paid for it at the auction sale of the discarded White 
House furnishings $85. He knew the value of his find, for I was 
shown there a clipping from the Post stating that Mrs. Bellamy 
Storer, the wife of the present minister to Austria, and Mrs. 
Governor William Taft, when they were young ladies and mem- 
bers of an ** Ohio art association,’’ presented it to Mrs. Hayes in 
recognition of her orders forbidding the serving of wine at the 
President's table. 





an eagle,carved. Ifound on the | 





Now, Mr. Speaker, going back to one of the old statutes, passed 
in 1857, we find it provided: 

The steward of the President’s household shall, under the direction of the 
President, have the charge and custody of, and be responsible for, the plate 
the furniture, and other public property of the President’s Mansion, an 
shall discharge other duties, as the President shall authorize him. 

So it appears that plate is here recognized in the statute as 
something distinct from furniture—a distinct part of the ‘‘ public 
property,’’ because both words are used. 

Now, I do not know whether the gentleman who took this prop- 
erty and sold it has done so ignorantly or negligently; but the 
fact is that he has sold these relics from the White House, some 
of them. What else he has sold we do not know. Ihave by reso- 
lution tried to find out, but you have laid it upon the table. My 
ulterior object was to have Seana immediately—to-day or to- 
morrow or Monday—appropriate enough money to buy all the 
relics that may have been sacrificed, and restore them to that 
hallowed place where they were placed by former Presidents and 
their wives, and by the distinguished daughters of some of those 
Presidents, and by other great and noble people who have hon- 
ored the pages of our national history. 

We can at least place them in the Smithsonian Institution. I 
would have those relics placed back, for the sake of preserving the 
sentiment that has made our Republic what it is and in deference 
to the wishes of a noble people, who love our heroes and heroines. 
This is not a mere question of destroying the contents of the 
White House, the physical contents, but it is a question of doing 
violence to our love of country, our patriotism, in thus permit- 
ting these old relics, which are as dear to the hearts of true pat- 
riotic American people as is their own lifeblood, to be carried 
within the shadow of the Capitol to the auction shop and sold 
from our sight forever. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, this occurrence indicates the terrible commer- 
cial spirit of the times. It evinces the lamentable decay of the 
proper spirit of citizenship. It is an awful revelation to us, that 
any man would have the temerity, unless compelled to do so, to take 
those relics which, no matter who put them in the White House, 
were White House property to a junk shop and sell them to any- 
body on God’s green earth. My countrymen, I shudder at the 
thought,and so may you. We have enough ruins in our dear old 
land without making one of the White House and its relics. 

Think for a moment of the enormity of suchathing; something 
never done before in the history of this country; and so particu- 
lar has Congress been since 1857 in regard to these relics that it 
has ordered an inventory to be taken every year of the things in 
the White House and the things taken out of the White House, 
and their disposition. [Loud applause. ] 

The Thirty-ninth Congress, first session, on July 23, 1866, pro- 
vided that— 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the President is hereby authorized 
to appoint a steward of the President’s household, who shall receive an an- 
nual salary of $2,000, and said steward shall have the custody of the house, 
and shall give a bond to the United States in such sum as the Secretary of 
the Interior shall deem sufficient, and to be approved by him, for the faith- 
ful discharge of his trust. 

There can be no question in the world, sir, about it. I have 
not time to read the whole article, which I hold in my hand, but 
I will ask leave to put it inthe Recorp. It is very respectful, 
and gives the history of it. 

A MemBer. Read it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I will read it if you will 
give me more time. I will not stop tocriticise. I want the relics 
back ‘‘at home.’’ I do not want to reflect here on anybody. I 
want to get these articles back if Congress can be induced to ap- 
propriate money to restore them. 


FATE OF SIDEBOARD PRESENTED TO MRS. HAYES BY TEMPERANCE ADVO- 
CATES, 


In a Washington beer garden stands the magnificent sideboard which the 
young ladies of Cincinnati made and presented to Mrs. Lucy Webb Hayes 
when she was mistress of the White House, asa token of their approval of her 
action in barring wine from the menu of the Presidential dinners. Theside- 
board which remained wineless during the Hayes Administration is now filled 
with siphons, bitters, decanters, and liquor bottles. On the top shelf there is 
ranged a row of fine old German beer steius. , 

e sideboard was put up at an auction of discarded White House furni- 
ture last week, and was knocked down to the proprietor of a beer garden 
for $85, which is much less than the material cost. The young ladies of Cin- 
cinnati who did the inlay work—Mrs. Bellamy Storer, wife of the present 
ambassador to Austria, and Mrs. William Taft, wife of the present civil 
governor of the a both of whom were then unmarried—were 
among those who contributed to the decorative work on thé sideboard 
After the gift was tendered Mrs. Hayes it was decided that it would be best 
for the President to accept on her behalf, and this was done. During sev- 
eral Administrations the sideboard was a conspicuous article of furniture in 
the White House, although it was by no means always as free from wines 
as it was for four years after its installation. 

Soon after it was auctioned off Mr. John R. McLean, of Ohio, learned of 
its Seetens wines in the beer garden. He offered $850 for the sideboard. It 
was refused. Col. Webb Hayes, son of President Hayes, has been in Wash- 
ington for several days. He, too, went to the beer garden, but he cameaway 
without the sideboard when the | ph ger nce informed him that if anyone de- 
— sa —- the traditions of the sideboard from violation he could have 
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Rightfully or wrongfully, a mirror was sold, a distinguished 
lawyer of this city told me. You know I have been sick for the 
last three or four days and could not be here. He told me that 
he bought a mirror from the White House and it had carved, as 
I remember, on one side Count Rochambeau’s face and on an- 
other Lafayette’s and on another Washington’s and on another 
that of another distinguished person. It was sold as junk, and 
he bought it. 

I turn here and read where Colonel Bingham, I suppose, sold 
candelabra: 

Two candelabra, 5-foot gilded bronze, 12 branches in 2 horizontal planes 
of 6 each; 1 central projecting branch; eee bases. Said to have been a 
present from General Patterson, of Philadelphia, to General Jackson. 

I suppose this was sold as junk. This is said to have been pre- 
sented, says this war report, by General Patterson, of Penn- 
sylvania. Now, sir, I know of my own personal knowledge 
that the grandchildren of General Patterson, members of the 
D. A. R., whom I met here a few days ago, have been here in 
this city for a week canonizing heroes like General Patterson and 
Jackson, and talking about the things that they had done for you, 
for me, for our flag, for our country. [Applause. 

They supposed that these relics were in the White House, and 
yet when these children came here they found that they have 
been ruthlessly sold as junk. My God, think of it! Such a sen- 
timent, Mr. Speaker, would drag angels down! A land without 
ruins is a land without memories, but aland without relics—what 
a land! What else, Mr. Speaker? I have not time to goover this 
wholeaffair. IfColonel Bingham sold this magnificent sideboard, 
if they have sold this mirror, if they have sold the things that 
General Patterson presented, my God, what did they not sell? 
What would they not sell? The question is, What have they 
sold? I do not know, neither do you. 

Now, what has been done with these relics? No public report 
has been made. Of course a report has been made by the gentile- 
man—the auctioneer—to the officer, Colonel Bingham, who had 
it in charge. Wehave none. We want and need it. 

The following advertisement, taken from the Post, indicates 
that Colonel Bingham made this sale, and he should be able to 
enlighten Congress on all these matters: 

AUCTION SALES. 


Lot of furniture, chandeliers, billiard table, decoration marble and wood 
mantels, and a variety of other effects, lately in use at the White House, to 
be sold at public auction, within our rooms, 1407 G street (second floor), 
Wednesday, January 21, 1903, at 11 o’clock a.m. On public view Tuesday, 
January 20, 1903, 

Nors.—Some of the heavy or bulky articles, such as doors, sash, mantels, 
etc., will be sold at the Government storehouses, Fifteenth and C streets SW., 
on the same day, commencing at 10 o’clock a.m. Terms cash. 

By order of Col. Theo. 8. Bingham, United States Army. 


Now, gentlemen, here is a great list in the report of the “‘ con- 
tents’’ of the White House. The law requires that list to be 
published. The law of 1857, the law of 1866, the law of 1872, 
and the law of 1900. But not one single solitary thing do we 
find indicating that they sold anything. Ican find none. I have 
industriously looked for it. There has been no such report made; 
there is no report made of the proceeds. I do not mean to say 
that they have been wrongfully appropriated. But no report 
has been made of sales. I do not know anything about the 
money received for these relics. 

The point I want to bring to your attention, and I hope to 
touch the heart of the members of this House and my fellow- 
countrymen, is the duty that devolves upon Congress to buy these 
relics before they are sent out of Washington. I understand, in- 
deed, I have been told by the best authority, that it is the inten- 
tion of some person who bought many of these White House 
effects to furnish a White House saloon at the St. Louis Exposi- 
tion and equip it with the paraphernalia that he bought at the 
White House of our country. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has | 


expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. How much more time does the gentle- 
man want? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want about five minutes more. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield five minutes more to the gentle- 
man, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, I deny that 
there has been any law authorizing the sale of those “ relics’’ of 
the White House. I mean ‘relics,’ not furnishings that Con- 
gress buys and puts there. There is a steward under the law ap- 
pointed to take care of the relics. This is an old law. In one of 
the reports here I find that General Bingham says that ‘furniture ”’ 
will have to be sold. 

Are these mirrors, is this historic sideboard, are these ancient 
candlesticks, and is a mahogany table bought ‘‘ in 1800’ and car- 
ried to the White House, as this report states—my God! my coun- 
trymen, is that ‘‘furniture?’’ Can you for a minute treat that as 
“‘ furniture?” 
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Mr. LAMB. Do you believe in putting the prices up so that 
we can not buy them? 

Mr. GAIN ES of Tennessee. I donot know what the particular 
prices are. But I dare say any one who has bought one of these 
relics would not dispose of it for anything short of an enormous 
sum of money, and possibly lose his own life in defending it. 
And yet, Mr. Speaker, the White House, as it were, is ‘‘ stripped ”’ 
of these things. Ido not know how many of these relics have 
been sold. What can we presume was done with the balance? 
Now, I say we should take care of these relics. They should not 
have been sold at all, and if there is any law for it I do not know 
it, and have not been able to find it. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] whether he expects to close the de- 
bate with more than one speech? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; so far as I know. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ido not care to use the balance of my 
time at all, unless—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nobody is asking any time on this side; 
but I shall close the debate. I want to reply to some remarks 
that have been made. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will then reserve the balance of my 
time for the present. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; I will close the debate myself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand, then, that the gentleman 
intends to close the debate? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ob, yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am not opposed to the 
bill before the House. I think it a very meritorious measure. I 
think it is a bill that the Republican party should congratulate 
itself on bringing before the House. It is a bill in the interest, 
not only of the farming classes—the persons engaged in breeding 
animals for the promotion of the agricultural interests of this 
country—but in a small way—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I should 
like to know whether the gentleman from Alabama is in favor of 
this measure; and if so, by what right he has assumed to con- 
trol the time in opposition and prevent those who are opposed to 
the bill from so expressing themselves. It looks to me asif it 
were a trick that ought not to be tolerated. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The point comes too late. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I have 
some objection to some features of the bill: but I intended to 
vote for itasa whole. If the gentleman desires any time in op- 
position to the bill, I will yield. [A pause.] Mr. Speaker, I will 
ask unanimous consent that twenty minutes may be allowed to 
the gentleman from Iowa for the purpose of opposing this bill, if 
he desires to do so. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I object. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the Chair put my request? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Iowa be allowed 
twenty minutes in oo to the pending bill. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio ob- 


jects. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing to yield whatever time I 
may have to my genial friend from Iowa. [A pause.] Well, if 
I can not give away my time—if Ican not get the gentleman from 
Iowa on the floor—then I will try to continue my remarks. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my congratulations to the Republican party 
for bringing this measure before the House are not only because 
it is in the interest of the agricultural classes of the country, but 
that it is doing something which a Republican Congress has not 
dared to do within the last eight years. It has brought in a free- 
trade bill. You are voting for free trade in reference to certain 
breeding cattle and stock. Of course it does not go very far; it 
does not reduce the revenues very much; it is only a very small 
drop in a very large bucket of a very large surplus. But in view 
of the fact that this Congress is rapidly coming to an end; in 
view of the fact that the Treasury is overburdened with millions 
of dollars wrung by taxation from the people of this country; in 
view of the fact that some of the great leaders of the Republican 
party in Congress now are earnestly contemplating a way by 
which they can loan the public funds to the banks of this country, 
in order that the bankers may loan back to the people of the 
United States their own money, wrung by taxation, charging 
rates of interest in order that the great banking monopolies may 
make blood money out of the people—in view of these facts, I 
think this hour is a good one for the Republican party to wake 
up to the fact that the people of the United States are entitled to 
some legislation looking toward a reduction of taxation; and al- 
though, as I say, this particular bill reduces the burden on the 
backs of the people only a very few thousand dollars, yet well 
may the Republican party be congratulated on the fact that at 
last, in the closing hours of Congress, they have brought in this 
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small pittance in the right direction, and we might hope with 
this light breaking on us that, if an extra session of Congress were 
called—if the new Congress were called together here immediately 
after the expiration of this Congress—with this change of heart 
and change of sentiment on the part of the Republican side of 
the House. the people might at last get justice and that we might 
have a bill substantially reducing taxation. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from 
Tennessee has misconceived the character of this bill and that his 
speech is not germane to the subject-matter. This isa bill about 
stallions and notabout sideboards. It is a billin regard to animal 
boars and not human bores. [Laughter.] Itisa bill that relates 
to rams and not corkscrews. It relates to male animals of fine 
breed and has nothing to do with bar fixtures that I know any- 
thing about. I do not believe the stories that are being circulated 
in regard to the looting of the White House. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, do I understand the gen- 


‘tleman to say that this bill limits free importation to male 


animals? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No. We usually import all sorts of fine 
animals, but I would not talk about the other sex. [Laughter. ] 

I have the utmost confidence in the President of the United 
States. I believe he is a gentleman of sterling honesty and abso- 
lute purity of personal character; and the charges that have been 
made in regard to this matter are charges directly and neces- 
sarily against him, for it is impossible to believe that any such con- 
ditions of things could have taken place without his personal 
knowledge. I therefore pay no attention to those stories which 
have been coming through the newspapers. I should like to 
know, however, incidentally to the transaction, why the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union was presenting Mrs. Hayes with 
bar fixtures. |Laughter.] I have heard a good deal about that. 
1 had a very pleasant and intimate acquaintance with the White 
House family during the Administration of President Hayes, and 
I never saw any bar fixtures there nor, indeed, anything that 
would fit into a bar. I never have believed any of these stories. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield fora 
question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr.PADGETT. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GArInzs], 
who is not in his seat, stated that he had been personally down 
and seen the sideboard, and he designated the place and the city. 
It is here in this city. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman kindly give me the 
name of the place? 

Mr. PADGETT. It is at a brewery. The gentleman from 
Tennessee named it here. That brewery is situated in the city of 
Washington. Now, upon that statement, does the gentleman 
still say that he does not believe that the sideboard has been sold 
and that it is at that place? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, I have no doubt the brewery may 
have bought a sideboard. There are a great many sideboards. 

Mr. PADGETT. But this one was sold by the officers at the 
White House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No doubt. 

Mr. PADGETT. And it was the one which was presented to 
Mrs. Hayes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ah, there comes the point. Ido not be- 
lieve that. 

Mr. PADGETT. Well, if the gentleman will not believe the 
personal testimony, is he not willing to have it investigated? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No. [Laughteron the Democratic side. ] 
It comes under the rule of de minimis. I would like to have the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAInrs] pursue his investiga- 
tions, because it seems to be very attractive to him, but I do not 
want to have anything to do with it. 

Mr. PADGETT. It seems that the gentleman from Ohio is 
unwilling to have an official investigation of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. PADGETT. And contents himself to say that he will not 
believe. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is exactly whereI stand. [Laugh- 
ter. 

itr. PADGETT. I presume that the gentleman thinks it is 
much safer to say ‘‘I will not believe’’ than to take the results of 
an investigation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That isa presumption of the gentleman, 
but it has no effect upon me. 

Mr. PADGETT. I notice that the opinion of the gentleman 
can not be affected by anything that will expose his political party. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am profoundly affected now. [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side.] lam profoundly affected by a states- 
man who wants to follow back along the historical line of a lot of 
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statesmanship of the most profound character! I do not believe 
that the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union ever presented 
bar fixtures to Mrs. Hayes either. Mrs. Hayes was a temperance 
woman and did not drink and did not furnish anything to drink 
while she was in the White House. 

Mr. PADGETT. A sideboard is not a bar fixture. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is it? 

Mr. PADGETT. It is a dining room piece of furniture; but it 
is now lodged in a barroom, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It seems to fitinnow. There is nothing 
in the story; but what has that got to do with a bill that relates 
to bulls and rams and boars? As to the bores, there is no doubt 
about them. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Tradition says that many years ago, when 
Madison was President, the east room of the White House being 
then in an unfinished condition, the mistress of the White House 
used to cause the weekly washing to be hung in the east room, 
My God, what has become of the clothesline! [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Speaker, you see how widely 
these things distribute themselves when you get onto points of 
this character. 

Great God, on what a slender thread hang everlasting things— 


On a clothesline. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a simple proposition that has always 
been a part of the policy of the Republican party. I want to re- 
ply to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], who 
seems to have got into confusion about this question of free trade 
and taxation. Iam glad to see that he has got back into the 
Democratic party again since his speech in opposition to any 
changes in the tariff law that he made some weeks ago. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, I never made any speech against 
changing the tariff. I have always been in favor of a reduction 
of the tariff. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Have you? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now and always. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, this proposition is in conformity 
with the whole policy of the Republican party. We do not tax 
any article that is produced in a foreign country and which we 
do not produce in this country, unless itisa luxury. Now, we 
believe that this fine stock may be found in Arabia, in Egypt, in 
France, and in other countries of the world, such stock as we are 
not producing in this country, and therefore we import it free of 
duty into this country. So that this is exactly in keeping with 
the Republican policy all along the line. It has been our policy, 
and the principle is now in the law of the country, and the bill 
which I am now in favor of and which the gentleman is in favor 
of only supplies a defect in the wording of the original proposi- 
tion in the Senate bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire a vote upon the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
taking the bill H. R. 16656 from the Speaker’s table and concur- 
ring in the amendments of the Senate to the same. 

The question being taken, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 234, nay 1, 
answered ‘‘ present’’ 3, not voting 113; as follows: 


YEAS—234. 

Acheson, Caldwell, Esch, Hitt, 
Adamson, Candler, Evans, Holliday, 
Alexander, Cannon, Feely, Howard, 
Allen, Ky. Capron, Fitzgerald, Howell, 
Babcock, Cassel, Flanagan, re 
Ball, Del. Cassingham, Fleming, Hull, 
Ball, Tex. Clark, Fletcher, Irwin, 
Bankhead, Clayton, Flood, Jackson, Kans. 
Barney, Conner, Fordney, Jackson, Md. 
Bartlett, Coombs, Foster, Vt. Jenkins, 
Bates, Corliss, Gaines, Tenn. Jones, Va. 
seidler, Cousins, Gaines, W. Va. Jones, Wash. 
Billmeyer, Cowherd, Gardner, Mass. Joy, 
Bishop, Cromer, Gardner, Mich. Kahn, 
Boreing, Crowley, Gardner, N. J. Kehoe, 
Boutell, Crumpacker, Gibson, Kern, 
Bowersock, Currier, Gillet, N. Y. Kitchin, Claude. 
Bowie, Cushman, Glass, Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Brandegee, Dahle, Goldfogle, Kluttz, 
Breazeale, Dalzell, Gordon, Knapp, 
Brick, Darragh, Graff, Kyle, 
Bromwell, Davey, La, Greene, Mass. Lacey, 
Broussard, Davidson, Griggs, Lamb, 
Brown, De Armond, Grosvenor, Landis, 
Brundidge, Deemer, Grow, Latimer, 
Bull, Dick, Hamilton, Lawrence, 
Burgess, Dougherty, Haugen, Lester, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Douglas, Hay, Lewis, Ga. 
Burleigh, Dovener, Heatwole, Lewis, Pa. 
Burleson, Draper Hedge, Little 
Burton, Driscoll, Hemenway, Littlefield, 
Butler, Dwight, Henry, Tex. Livin n, 

Emerson, Hill, Lloyd, 


second-hand furniture to seeif some of it has got misplaced. It is ' Calderhead, 
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Long, Needham, Ryan, Stevens, Minn. 
Loud, Neville, Scarborough, Storm, 
Lovering, Nevin, Schirm, Sulloway, 
McAndrews, Newlands, Scott, Swanson, 
McCall, Norton, Selby, Thomas, Iowa 
McClellan, Olmsted, Shackleford, Thomas, N. C. 
McCulloch, Overstreet, Shallenberger, Thompson, 
McLachlan, Padgett, Shattuc, Tirrell, 
McLain, Palmer, Sheppard, Tompkins, Ohio 
McRae, Patterson, Pa. Showalter, Trimble, 
Maddox, Patterson, Tenn. Sims, Underwood, 
Mahoney, Payne, Slayden, Van Voorhis, 
Mann, Pearre, Smith, Ill. Vreeland, 
Marshall, Pou, Smith, Iowa Wagoner, 
Martin, Powers, Mass. Smith, Ky. Wanger, 
Maynard, Randell, Tex. Smith, H. C. Warner, 
Mercer, Reeves, Smith, S. W. Warnock, 
Mickey, Rhea, Smith, Wm. Alden Watson, 
Miers, Ind. Richardson, Ala. Snodgrass, Wiley, 
Miller, Rixey, Snook, Williams, Tl. 
Mondell, Robb, Southard, Woods, 
Moody, Roberts, Southwick, Wright, 
Moon, Robinson, Ind. Sperry, Young, 
Morgan, Robinson, Nebr. Stark, Zenor,. 
Morrell, Rucker, Steele, 
Moss, Russell, Stephens, Tex, 
NAY—1. 
Hepburn. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—3. 
Brownlow, Mahon, Prince. 
NOT VOTING—113, 

Adams, Elliott, Lessler, Sibley, 
Allen, Me. Finley, Lever, Skiles, 

Aplin, Foerderer, Lindsay, Small, 
Bartholdt, Foss, Littauer, Sparkman, 

sell, Foster, Til. Loudenslager, Spight, 
Bellamy, Fowler, McCleary, Stewart, N. J. 
Belmont, Fox, McDermott, Stewart, N. Y. 
Benton, Gilbert, Metcalf, Sulzer, 
Bingham, Gill, Meyer, La. Sutherland, 
Blackburn, Gillett, Mass. Minor, Swann, 
Blakeney, Glenn, Morris, Talbert, 
Brantley, Gooch, Mudd, Tate, 

Bristow, Graham, Mutchler, Tawney, 
Burk, Pa. Green, Pa. Naphen, Tayler, Ohio 
Burkett, Griffith, Otjen, Taylor, Ala. 
Burnett, Hanbury, Parker, Thayer, 
Cochran, Haskins, Perkins, Tompkins, N. Y. 


Connell, Henry, Conn. Pierce, Vandiver, 


Conry, Henry, Miss. Powers, Me. Wachter, 
Cooney, Hildebrant, Pugsley, Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Tex. Hooker, Ransdell, La. Weeks, 
Cooper, Wis. Hopkins, Reeder, Wheeler, 
Creamer, Jack, Reid, White, 
Curtis, Jett, Richardson, Tenn. Williams, Miss. 
Davis, Fla. Johnson, Robertson, La. Wilson, 
Dayton, Ketcham, Ruppert, Wooten. 
Dinsmore, Kleberg, Shatfroth, 

Eddy, Knox, Shelden, 

Edwards, Lassiter, Sherman, 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Curtis with Mr. BURGEss. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. GIL. with Mr. Jackson of Kansas. 

On this vote: 

Mr. OTJEN with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. Giuuett of Massachusetts with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. SMALL. 

The. result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3560), an 
act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common 
carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their cars with 
automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomotives 
with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 


sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 16775) establishing United 
States courts at Duncan, Maryetta, and Comanche, Ind.T. 


UTICA, N. Y., A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. PAYNE, by direction of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, reported the bill (H. R. 15924) constituting Utica, N. Y., | 
a port of delivery; which, with the accompanying report, was or- 
dered to be printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 





JUNEAU, ALASKA, A CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported the bill (H. R. 17330) providing for the removal of the 
port of entry in the customs collection district of Alaska from 
Sitka, Alaska, to Juneau, Alaska; which, with the accompanying 
report, was ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS OF OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the following bill: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 5487) to authorize the settlement of the accounts of officers of the 
Army. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, 
and they are hereby, directed, in the settlement of the accounts of disburs- 
ing officers of the War Department, arising between the 2lst day of April, 
1898, from which date war with Spain is declared to have existed, and the 8th 
day of July, 1901, inclusive, the date on which the last organization of the 
Volunteer Army was mustered out of the service of the United States, to 
allow such credits for payments and for losses of funds, vouchers, and prop- 
erty as may be recommended under authority of the Secretary of War by 
the heads of the military bureaus to which such accounts respectively per- 
tain. 

Src. 2. That the accounts of military officers, whether of the line or staff, 
for Government property charged to them, shall be closed by the proper ac- 
counting officers whenever in the judgment of the Secretary of War it will 
be for the interest of the United States to doso: Provided, That such accounts 
originated subsequent to April 21, 1898, and prior to the 9th day of July. 1901: 
Provided further, That no settlement shall be made by the officers of the 
Treasury under this act of the accounts of any officer whose combined re- 
lity for = money and Government property shall exceed the 


sponsibil \ € ° 
sum of $5,000, and only of such officers of the Army in whose accounts there 


is no apparent fraud against the United States: And provided further, That 
this act shall remain in force for two years from and after its passage, and 
no longer. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a sec- 
ond may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. HAY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered, to which request 
the gentleman from Virginia objects. The Chair will appoint to 
tell the House the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] and the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay}. 

The House divided; and tellers reported—ayes 144, noes 0. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Towa. 

Mr. HAY. I presume I have twenty minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I will yield the gentleman twenty minutes if he 
desires it now, reserving twenty minutes if necessary. 

Mr. HAY. I suggest that the gentleman had better explain 
the bill. 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to giving 
an explanation. The bill simply provides for permitting the 
War Department to adjust the accounts of officers of the Army. 
This includes volunteer quartermasters, commissaries, and pay- 
masters whose accounts are held up in the Treasury Department 
on technical grounds. Nocasesof fraud are alleged—no doubtas 
to the honesty of the officers that are to be considered under the 
provisions of this bill. The amount is limited and small in each 
case. There are volunteer quartermasters, commissaries, and 
paymasters and disbursing officers whose accounts the War De- 
partment is unable to adjust because of a ruling of the Treasury. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What are the technical objections that 

| the Treasury Department urges? 
Mr. HULL. The objections are various, under the different 
bureaus. If anything is destroyed by fire, it does not relieve the 
officer. If anything has been stolen, it does not relieve the offi- 
*. If he should pay off a regiment at San Francisco, and it is 
afterwards found there is a small discrepancy in the accounts, 
the paymaster is liable for it. He can not delay the paying off 
of the troops and wait and get the Comptroller’s decisions on 
| these matters. The Dockery bill allows, in time of peace, the 
| disbursing officers to hold up accounts and get an opinion of the 

Comptroller before paying. If this man’s regiment is being paid 
| off at San Francisco and a question comes up affecting a few 
hundred dollars which he has to refer to the War Department, 
| he is compelled to go on with the paying off of his regiment, as 

; he can not hold the regiment until he can get an opinion from 

| the Comptroller. Decisions have been had from the Comptrol- 
| ler’s office on 150 different questions, but it is impossible to have 
| 
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an opinion which would apply to the whole, as they follow vary- 
ing lines. 

And this follows just the same line as the cases that came to 
| Congress following the close of the civil war, and it will be the 
| same case with the paymasters and other officers in any other war 

that we may have in the future. There is not a paymaster that 
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is not affected by it. Yet there is no charge of wrongdoing by 
any of these officers. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. How does this affect the pay of 
the civil assistant surgeons of the Army? 

Mr. HULL. It does not involve the assistant surgeon. He is 
under contract. If there is any error in his accounts it affects 
the paymaster who paid him, for the assistant surgeon is out of 
the service. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. As I understand the law, the sur- 
geon is entitled to the rank of captain, and if he got paid as an 
assistant surgeon, what as to his claim against the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. HULL. It will not affect that at all. This affects the 
paymaster. I have here a brief statement from some of the dis- 
bursing officers which I will include in my remarks: 


The sole intention of 8. 5437 is to relieve disbursing officers of disallowances 
in expenditures of public moneys made: 

In good faith. 

Under orders of competent superior authority. 

Under a fair interpretation of legislation that was new between April 21, 
1898, and July 8, 1901, but which, long subsequent to payments, was differently 
construed by the Comptroller. 

Through lack of proper facilities in the field for the necessary orderly 
calculation of amounts due on pay accounts of officers, discharged men, and 
muster rolls. 

Through misleading and erroneous statements on accounts of volunteer 
officers and men, which could not be corrected, and omissions thereon which 
could not be supplied by responsible officers prior to muster out. 

Because of the unusual pressure and confusion of business, both in the 
field and in offices, attendant upon a state of war. 

Because of the impracticability of paymasters obtaining accurate travel 
pay distances for settlement of travel pay allowances of discharged officers 
and enlisted men, without delaying payments and entailing hardships. 

Because the separation from regimental and company records of many 
organizations which were precipitately embarked for hostilities in Cuba re- 

uired paymasters to either decline payment or accept for their guidance 
the statements and certificates of officers, made in good faith, but which were 
subsequently shown to be erroneous. 

So far as this office is concerned, it is not the intention of the Paymaster- 
General to recommend removal of suspensions under this act in any case 
where the paymaster had before him information for correct payments, or 
where such relief is not considered just and reasonable. 


PAYMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, February 11, 1908. 


WarR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, February 11, 1903. 
The class of cases affected by Senate bill No. 5437, so far as relates to the 
Quartermaster’s Department, are for losses of public funds by theft or fire, 
or while in transit; loss of vouchers or other papers necessary for the com- 
pletion of anaccount; overpayments to creditors which can not be recovered, 
and made in good faith by the disbursing officer; irregular payments made 
under orders of superior authority and contrary to a subsequent interpreta- 
tion of law or regulations. It is not intended that any cases shall receive 
relief under this act where the disbursing officer shall have been guilty of 
negligence or carelessness in handling or acorn acs ublic funds. 
CHAUNC B. BAKER, 
Captain and Quartermaster, United States Army. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSARY-GENERAL, 
Washington, February 11, 1908. 


Sir: The class of accounts in this office that can be adjusted under S. 5437 
includes losses by theft, fire, storm, and flood. 

There are also cases where officers, although not at fault, are prevented 
by unavoidable conditions from furnishing the necessary documentary evi- 
dence to relieve them from responsibility. 

J.F. WESTON, 


Very respectfully, 
Commissary-General. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE MILITARY COMMITTEE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The object of the measure is to provide for little accounts of 
this kind which have accumulated in the payment of the differ- 
ent regiments, and which have arisen from loss of supplies by 
fire or theft. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I will try to acquaint members on 
this side of the House with the features of this bill. 


The Committee on Military Affairs— 
I am reading from the report— 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5437) 
to authorize the settlement of the accounts of officers of the Army, report 
the same back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

This act passed the Senate on February 7, 1903. 

As a very full report was made on this act in the Senate by Senator 
CocKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, said report is herewith 
submitted and made a part hereof. 


The passage of this bill has been recommended by the Com- 
missary-General, the Paymaster-General, the Surgeon-tieneral, 
the Chief of Engineers, the Chief of Ordnance, the Chiet of the 
Signal Corps, and the Secretary of War. 

This bill is almost identical in language— 


says Senator COCKRELL in his report— 


with the act of June 23, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the settlement of 
accounts of officers of the Army and Navy,” the difference being that the 
bill under consideration refers only to the Army and does not embrace the 
Navy It seems simply a measure of justice and right, and your committee 


therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the amendment recom- 
mended by the Commissary-General. 


The bill was accordingly passed. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Has the gentleman read the “‘ very 


— report’’ which the House committee states was made in the 
senate? 

Mr. HAY. Yes,sir. This is our report, supplemented by the 
Senate eo 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. What do the Quartermaster-General 
and the Paymaster-General have to say about the bill? 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I have been requested to read the 
letter of the Commissary-General, which I will proceed to do: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE COMMISSARY-GENERAL OF SUBSISTENCE, 
Washington, May 5, 1902. 

Respectfully returned (through the Paymaster-General of the Army) to 
the honorable the Secretary of War. 

This bill, though limited to disbursing officers of the War Department, has 
evidently been drawn on the lines of the act entitled ‘An act to authorize the 
settlement of the accounts of officers of the Army and Navy,” approved 
June 23, 1870 (16 Stat. L., 166), which was limited in duration to two years, 
but whieh was extended for an additional two years by act of June 7, 1872 
(17 Stat. L., 262), and fora further term of two years by act of June 18, 1874 
(18 Stat. L., 79). It is to be observed, however, that it makes relief by the 
accounting officers mandatory when recommended by the heads of military 
bureaus of the War Department in cases covered by the bill. 

In order to make perspicuous the meaning of the second proviso of the 
second section of the bill, recommend that in place of the word “ which,” 


‘ in the tenth line of that section, there be inserted the words ‘of the accounts 





or 


of any officer whose combined responsibility for public money and Govern- 


ment property.” 


With this amendment I recommend the bill for favorable consideration. 


J. F. WESTON, Commissary-General. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SmirH], in order that he may read the letter of the 
Acting Paymaster-General. 


|[Mr. SMITH of Kentucky addressed the House. See Appendix. | 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 224, nays 0, an- 


swered ‘‘ present’’ 5, not voting 122; as follows: 


YEAS—224. 
Acheson, Douglas, Knapp, Rhea, 
Adamson, Dovener, Knox, Richardson, Ala. 
Alexander, Draper. Kyle, Richardson, Tenn. 
Allen, Ky. Driscoll, Lacey, Rixey, 
Allen, Me, Dwight, Landis, Robb, 
Aplin, Eddy, Latimer, Roberts, 
Babcock, Elliott, Lessler, Robinson, Ind. 
Ball, Del. Emerson, Lester, Rucker, 
Ball, Tex. Esch, Lever, Russell, 
Barney, Feely, Lewis, Pa. Ryan, 
Bartholdt, Fitzgerald, Little, Scarborough, 
Bates, Flanagan, Littlefield, Scott, ; 
Billmeyer, Fletcher, paragon, Selby, 
Bishop, Flood, Lloyd, Shattuc, 
Blackburn, Fordney, Long, Sheppard, 
Boreing, Foss, Loudenslager, Showalter, 
Boutell, Foster, Vt. Lovering, Sims, 
Bowersock, Gaines, W. Va. McAndrews, Slayden, 
Brandegee, Gardner, Mass. McCall, Small, 
Breazeale, Gardner, Mich. McClellan, Smith, Il. 
Brick, Gardner, N. J. McCulloch, Smith, lowa 
Broussard, Gibson McLachlan, Smith, Ky. 
Brown, Gillet, N. Y. McRae, Smith, H.C. 
Brundidge, Glass, Maddox, Smith, 8. W. 
Burgess, Goldfogle, Mann, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gordon, Marshall, Snodgrass, H 
Burkett, Graff, Martin, Snook, 
Burleigh, Greene, Mass. Maynard, Southwick, 
Burleson, Griggs, Mercer, Sperry, 
Burton, Grosvenor, Mickey, Stark, 
Butler, Hamilton, Miers, Ind, Steele, : 
Calderhead, Haugen, Minor, Stevens, Minn. 
Caldwell, Hay, Mondell, Sulloway, 
Candler, Hedge, Moody, Tawney, 
Cannon, Hemenway, Moon, Tayler, Ohio, 
Capron, Hepburn, Morgan, Thomas, Iowa 
Ca:eel, Hill, orris, Thomas, N. C. 
Cassingham, Hitt, Moss, Th Sagem, 
Clark, Holliday, Mutchler, Tirrell, 
Clayton, Howard, Needham, Tompkins, Ohio 
Conner, Howell, Neville, Trimble, 
Coom bs, Hughes, Nevin, Underwood, ; 
Cooper, Wis. Hull, Olmsted, Vandiver, ; 
Corliss, Irwin, Overstreet, Van Voorhis, 
Cowherd, Jackson, Kans. Padgett, Wagoner, 
Cromer, Jackson, Md. Palmer, Wanger, 
Crowley, Jenkins Parker, Warner, 
Currier, Jones, Va. Patterson, Pa. Warnock, 
Cushman, Jones, Wash. Patterson, Tenn. V/atson, 
Dalzell, Kahn, Payne, Weeks, 
Darragh, Kehoe, Pearre, Wiley, 
Davey, La. Kern, Perkins, Williams, Ml. 
Davis, Fla. Ketcham, Pou, Woods, 
Deemer, Kitchin, Claude Powers, Mass. Wright, 
Dick, Kitchin,Wm.W. Randell, Tex. Young, 
Dinsmore, Kluttz, Reeves, Zenor. 

NAYS—0. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—5. 

Bartlett, Prince, Shackleford, Sherman. 
Lamb, 
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NOT VOTING—122. 


dams, Edwards, Kleberg, Shafroth, 
Bankhead, Evans, Lassiter, Shallenberger, 
Beidler, Finley, Lawrence, Shelden, 
Bell, Fleming, Lewis, Ga. Sibley, 
Bellamy, Foerderer, Lindsay, Skiles, 
Belmont, Foster, Il. Littauer, Southard, 
Benton, Fowler, Loud, Sparkman, 
Bingham, Fox, McCleary, Spight, 
Blakeney, Gaines, Tenn. McDermott, Stephens, Tex. 
Bowie, Gilbert, McLain, Stewart, N. J. 
Brantley, Gill, Mahon, Stewart, N. Y. 
Bristow, Gillett, Mass. Mahoney, Storm, 
Bromwell, Glenn, Metcalf, Sulzer, 
Brownlow, Gooch, Meyer, La. Sutherland, 
Bull, Graham, Miller, Swann, 
Burk, Pa. Green, Pa. Morrell, Swanson, 
Burnett, Griffith, Mudd, Talbert, 
Cochran, Grow, Naphen, Tate, 
Connell, Hanbury, Newlands, Taylor, Ala. 
Conry, Haskins, Norton, Thayer, 
Cooney, Heatwole, Otjen, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Cooper, Tex. Henry, Conn. Pierce, Vreeland, 
Cousins, Henry, Miss. Powers, Me. Wachter, 
Creamer, Henry, Tex. Pugsley, Wadsworth, 
Crumpacker, Hildebrant, Ransdell, La. Wheeler, 
Curtis, Hooker, Reeder, White, 
Dahle, — Reid, Williams, Miss. 
Davidson, Jack, Robertson, La. Wilson, 
Dayton, Jett, Robinson, Nebr. Wooten. 
De Armond, Johnson, Ruppert, 
Dougherty, Joy, Schirm, 


So (two-thirds voting in 


favor thereof) the rules were sus- 


pended and the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


Until further notice: 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


. GILL with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
. WATSON with Mr. SWANSON. 

. REEDER with Mr. McDermortrT. 

. BROMWELL with Mr. CAssINGHAM. 


. Guuett of Massachusetts with Mr. LassiTEer. 


. HEATWOLE with Mr. TatTr. 


For the balance of day: 


Mr. Grow with Mr. BARTLETT. 


On this vote: 


Mr. VREELAND with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16970) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments a 
bill of the following title in which the concurrence of the House 


was requested: 


An act (H. R. 17046) making appropriations for fortifications 


and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the | 


procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 


purposes. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 17046, the 
fortifications appropriation bill, with Senate amendments. 
The Senate amendments were read. 


During the reading, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise the 


question of consideration. 


Mr. PAYNE. I make the point that that can not be done under 


the rule, and the further 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


int that it is obviously dilatory. 
nder what rule? 


Mr. PAYNE. Under the special rule. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is this a House bill with Senate amend- 


ments? 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood it was a conference report. 
I misunderstood what it was. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the point of order 


and the Clerk will proceed. 


The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the amend- 


ments. 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House disagree to 
said amendments en bloc and ask a conference with the Senate? 


The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes | 


appeared to have it. 


r. UNDERWOOD demanded a division. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 220, nays 1, an- 


swered ‘‘ present’’ 8, not voting 122; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adamson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Ball, Del. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 


Billmeyer, 
Bisho >, 
Blackburn, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Burgess, 


Burke, S. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 
Dinsmore, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 


Bartlett, 
Bowie, 


Adams, 
Babcock 
Bartholdt, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 

Burk, Pa. 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Creamer, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 
Dahle, 
Dayton, 
Dougherty, 


YEAS—220. 
Draper Lacey, 
Driscoll, Landis, 
Dwight, Latimer, 
Eddy, Lessler, 
Emerson, Lester, 
Esch, Lever, 
Evans, Lewis, Pa. 
Feely, Littauer, 
Fitzgerald, Little, 
Fletcher, Littlefield, 
Flood, ioe 
Foster, Vt. Lloyd, 
Fowler, ong, 


Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 


Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McAndrews, 


Gardner, N. J. McCleary, 
Gibson, McClellan, 
Gillett, N.Y. McLachlan, 
Glass, McRae, 
Goldfogle, Maddox, 
Gordon, Mahoney, 
Graff, Mann, 
Greene, Mass. Marshall, 
Griggs, Maynard, 
Grosvenor, Mercer, 
Hamilton, Mickey, 
Haugen, Miers, Ind. 
Hay, Miller, 
Hedge, Minor, 
Hemenway, Moody, 
Henry, Tex. Moon, 
Hepburn, Morgan, 
Hitt, Morrell, 
Holliday, Moss, 
Hopkins, Mutchler, 
Howard, Needham, 
Howell, Neville, 
Hughes, Nevin, 
Hull, Olmsted, 
Irwin, Otjen, 
Jackson, Kans. Overstreet, 
Jackson, Md. Padgett, 
Jenkins, Palmer, 
Jones, Va. Parker, 
Jones, Wash. Patterson, Pa. 
Kahn, Patterson, Tenn. 
Kehoe, Payne, 
Kern, Pearre, 
Ketcham, Perkins, 
Kitchin, Claude Pou, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Randell, Tex. 
Kluttz, Reeder, 
Knapp, Rhea, 
Kyle, Richardson, Ala 
NAYS—1. 
Flanagan. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"’—8. 
Breazeale, Joy, 
Cowherd, Lamb, 
NOT VOTING—122. 
Edwards, Knox, 
Elliott, Lassiter, 
Finley, Lawrence, 
Fleming, Lewis, Ga. 
Foerderer, Lindsay, 
Fordney, Loud, 

‘oss, McCall, 
Foster, Il McCulloch, 
Fox, McDermott, 
Gaines, Tenn. McLain, 
Gilbert, Mahon, 
Gill, Martin, 
Gillett, Mass, Metcalf, 
Glenn, Meyer, La. 
Gooch, Mondell, 
Graham, Morris, 
Green, Pa. Mudd, 
Griffith, Naphen, 
Grow, Newlands, 
Hanbury, Norton, 
Haskins, Pierce, 


Heatwole, 
Henry, Conn. 


Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 


Henry, Miss. Prince, 
Hildebrant, Pugsley, 

Hill, Ransdeil, La. 
Hooker, Reeves, 

Jack, Reid, 

Jett, Roberts, 
Johnson, Robertson, La. 
Kleberg, Ruppert, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote “‘ aye.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GROSVENOR). 


Richardson, Tenn. 
Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 

Scott, 

Selby, 
Shallenberger, 
Sheppard, 
Showalter, 
Sims, 

Skiles, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 

Stark, 

Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thompson, 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 

Wiley, 
Williams, Ml. 
Williams, Miss. 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young, 

Zenor. 


Shackleford, 
Sherman. 


Ryan, 
Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sibley, 

Smith, Ml. 
Smith, S. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southwick, 
Spight, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 

Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Talbert, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 

fae, ae N. Y. 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 


Was the gen- 


tleman in the room when his name was called, and listening? 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I wasnot inthe Hall. 


out by some of my constituents. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I was called 


The gentleman can not vote. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 
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On this vote: 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. Cooper of Texas, 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. BarTHOLDT with Mr. SWANN. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. McLarn. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER (having resumed the chair) announced as the 
conferees on the part of the House Mr. HEMENWaY, Mr. LiTTAUER, 
and Mr. McRAkg. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On February 27, 1903: 

H. R. 16. An act to provide for the erection at Washington. 
D. C., of statutes to the memory of Brig. Gen. Count Pulaski 
and Maj. Gen. Baron von Steuben, of the Continental Army; and 

H. R. 17192. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue patent to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., for certain tracts of 
land. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call up a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up confer- 
ence report on the Military Academy appropriation bill, which 
will be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
statement be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the statement only be read in lieu of the report. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD and Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee ob- 
jected. 

The SPEAKER. Objectionis made. The Clerk will read both 
the report and the statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We desire to raise the ques- 
tion of consideration. I want to raise it now or after the reading, 
which ever the Chair decides is proper. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report and the state- 
ment now. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16970) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommen‘ to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 7,13, and 14. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22, and agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an | 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: ** $34,165.” 

J. A. T. HULL, 


RICHARD WAYNE PARKER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
F. E. WARREN, 
R. A. ALGER, 
E. W. PETTUS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The conferees on the part of the House on H. R. 16970 submit the follow- 
ing report: 

eames No. 1 makes an addition to the corps of cadets now author- 
ized by law of one cadet from Porto Rico. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 2 increases the pay of the librarian at the Military Acad- | 
emy by $00a year, and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 3 is the total for civilian employees, and the Senate re- 
cedes. 

Amendment No. 4 is for cleaning public buildings (not quarters), and the 
House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, and 11 are verbal changes in regard to the 
band library, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 7 relates to music folios, and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 12 relates toan additional amount of $219 for the purchase | 


| 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


of a boiler for the cadet laundry, and the House recedes, being merely a ver- 
bai change from the House provision. 

Amendment No. 13 makes an appropriation for the replacing of crockery 
used in the cadet mess, and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 14 relates to worn-out tablecloths, napkins, etc., and the 
Senate recedes. 
Amendment No. 15 relates to the total for incidental expenses, and the 

Senate recedes. ‘ 

Amendments Nos. 16 and 17 are verbal changes in the appropriation for 
wiring hospital, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 18 makes the appropriation for wagon road from the rail- 
road station immediately available, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 19 relates to appropriation for gas and electric-light fix- 
tures for the new building for officers’ mess and quarters, and the House re- | 
cedes. 

Amendment No. 20 is for relaying the terrace platform, and the House 
recedes 





Amendment No. 21 relates only to the total for buildings and grounds. 
Amendment No. 22 corrects an error in the act to increase the efficienc 
of the Army, which act made the Chief of Artillery a brigadier-general an 
reduced the number of othev brigadier-generals to 14, whereas 15 are re- 
quired to command the brigadcs made by the 45 regiments of cavalry and 
artillery. This amendment restores the number required for that purpose 
and reduces the colonels of artillery by one. The House recedes. 
J.A.T. HULL, 
RICHARD WAYNE PARKER, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I raise the question of con- 
sideration. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that that is dilatory 
at this stage in the proceedings of the session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee raises the 
question of consideration; the gentleman from New York makes 
the point of order that that is a dilatory motion. The right to 
raise the question of consideration is not one given by the Con- 
stitution, but by the rules of the House. The rules of the House 
also provide that dilatory motions shall not be entertained by the 
Speaker. Therefore that motion is governed by the dilatory rule. 
It is perfectly plain to the Chair, and possibly to the gentleman 
making the motion, that this is a dilatory motion. At least the 
Chair is perfectly conscientious in so holding, and sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. From that I respectfully 
appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair classes that with its mate—that 
itis dilatory, and declines to entertain the appeal. [Applause on 
the Republican side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I concede under the rules 
that it is in the power of the Chair. 

Mr. HULL. There has been but very little real change in the 
bill as it passed the House. While the gentleman who repre- 
sented the minority in conference was absent, the gentleman 
from Virginia, a member of the Military Committee, and the 
gentleman from Tennessee, also a member of the Military Com- 
mittee—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The point of order is that un- 
der the rule debate is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible to hear the gentleman. The 
gentleman from Mississippi will state his point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The point of order is that the 
gentleman is out of order in discussing or debating the matter 
now before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I make the point of 
order that this debate is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. The 
gentleman from Iowa will proceed. 

Mr. HULL. AsI was just saying, the reason that the report 
was not signed by ull the members of the conference committee 
is because the gentleman from New York appointed to represent 


| the minority on the conference was absent from the city. Two 


members of the minority were present and participated in the 
conference, and I think I am violating no rule in saying that the 
agreement reached was satisfactory to them and all the members 
on the conference. Mr. Speaker, there is no part of this, in my 
judgment, that needs explanation. I do not think that anybody 
desires one, and if there is, I will be glad to answer any question. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to his colleague? 

Mr. HULL. I do for a question. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. With no desire to delay the proceedings of 
the House at all, but in perfect sincerity, I would like to know 
the changes that have been made in the bill since it left the House 
and went to the Senate and what amendments put on the bill by 
the Senate have been agreed to by the conferees. 

Mr. HULL. The first amendment added acadet for Porto Rico 
and provided that he should be a native. The House has agreed 
to that. It makes an additional cadet at West Point, to be ap- 
pointed by the President, for Porto Rico. Another amendment 
disagreed to was to increase the salary of the librarian from $2,500 
to $3,000. That amendment the Senate receded from and left the 
salary the same as the House passed it—at $2,500. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand the gentle- 
man. Do I understand that the salary of the librarian has been 
raised to $3,000? 

Mr. HULL. I say that was disagreed to by the House, and 
the Senate receded, leaving the salary of the librarian the same 
as now fixed by law. . The item for electrical fixtures for the new 
building for officers’ mess and quarters should have been put upon 





ee eee 





ee ie 





1903. 





the deficiency bill, but it was supposed that it had passed the 
Senate, and it could not be placed there, so it was allowed to re- 
main here. The proposition for relaying the terrace platform at 
memorial hall was agreed to by the House conferees. It was un- 
derstood by the Military Committee of the House when that ques- 
tion was before us that that would be put in the bill in the Sen- 
ate, for the reason that they did not have sufficient estimates 
when before the House committee to know what ought to be 
given, and it was left over for the Senate to take that up. So that 
was agreed to. 

The only amendment affecting in any way legislation in the bill 
that was allowed to remain is that part in regard to the amend- 
ment to the act increasing the efficiency of the Army. 
bill passed we made the Chief of Artillery a brigadier-general 
and reduced the number of brigadiers to 14. The Secretary of 
War sends a letter calling attention to the fact that when we 
passed the bill for the organization of the Army we provided there 


should be a Chief of Artillery with the rank of colonel—this in | 
And then we passed a provision mak- | 
ing the Chief of Artillery a brigadier-general, and we cut down | 


addition to the 13 colonels. 


the brigadier-generals to 14, complying with the organization pre- 
scribed by law. We by this amendment increase the brigadier- 
generals to 15, so as to provide for the number required by law to 
command the brigades, and reduce the colonels of artillery to 13 to 


When that | 


comply with the organization provided by law for the Artillery 


Corps. 


There are 45 regiments, and it requires 15 brigadier-generals to | 


command them, and we do it because the militia bill provides 
that the militia must be organized as the Regular Army, and it 
makes an harmonious organization. 
Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman takes his seat, 
I would ask if he will not yield us three-quarters of an hour. 
Mr. HULL. Oh, no; I could not do that. 


Mr. CLAYTON, 


Well, then, yield half an hour. 


Mr. HULL. Iam satisfied that under any other conditions the 
gentleman would not want the time. 
Mr. HAY. I want it now, under these conditions. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. a, I move the previous question. 
T 


The SPEAKER. 


question. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


e gentleman from lowa moves the previous | 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the | 


gentleman from Iowa if he intends to close without granting this 


side any time? 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 


time. 


You do not want any time except to kill 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw his motion? 
Mr. HULL. No; I move the previous question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves the previous question. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I call for a division. 
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NAYS—‘8. 


Adamson, Feely, Lloyd, Shallenberger, 
Allen, Ky. Fitzgerald, McClellan, Sheppard, 
Ball, Tex, Flanagan, McCulloch, Sims, 
Billmeyer, Flood, McRae, Slayden, 
Breazeale, Gaines, Tenn. Maddox, Smith, Ky. 
Broussard, Goldfogle, Mickey, Snodgrass, 
Brundidge, Gooch, Moon, Suook, 
Burgess, Gordon, Neville, Sparkman, 
Burleson, Griggs, Padgett, Stark, 
Caldwell, Hay, Patterson, Tenn. Swanson, 
Candler, Jackson, Kans. Pou, Tate, 
Cassingham, Jones, Va. Randell, Tex. Trimble, 
Clark, Kern, Richardson, Ala. Underwood, 
Clayton, Kitchin, Claude Rixey, Vandiver, 
Cooney, Kleberg, Robb, White, 
Cowherd, Kluttz, Robinson, Ind. Wiley, 

Davey, La. Lester, Rucker, Williams, I. 
Davis, Fla. Lever, Russell, Williams, Miss. 
De Armond, Lewis, Ga. Ryan, 


Shackleford, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”*—10. 

Bartlett, Henry, Conn. Morrell, Thom 

Bowie, Joy, Prince, 

Dayton, Mahon, Sherman, 


NOT VOTING—120, 


Dinsmore, Livingston, 


Adams, Finley, Lamb, Ruppert, 
Babcock, Fleming, Lassiter, Scarborough, 
Bankhead, Fordney, Latimer, Schirm, 
Barney, Foster, Il. Lawrence, Selby, 
Beidler, Fox, Lindsay, Shafroth, 
Bell, Gardner, Mich. Little, Shattuc, 
Bellamy, Gilbert, Littlefield, Shelden, 

| Belmont, Gill, Loud, Sibley, 
Benton, Gillet, N.Y. McAndrews, Skiles, 
Bingham, Gillett, Mass. McCleary, Small, 
Blakeney, Glass, McDermott, Spight, 
Brantley, Glenn, McLain, Steele, 
Bristow, Graham, Metcalf, Stephens, Tex. 
Brownlow, Green, Pa. Meyer, La. Stevens, Minn. 
Bull, Griffith, Minor, Stewart, N.J. 
Burk, Pa. Grow, Mondell, Stewart, N. Y. 
Burnett, Haskins, Mutchler, Storm, 
Cayiron, Heatwole, Naphen, Sulzer, 

|} Cochran, Henry, Miss. Newlands, Sutherland, 
Connell, Henry, Tex. Norton, Swann, 
Conry, Hill, Pierce, Talbert, 
Cooper, Tex. Hitt, Powers, Me. Taylor, Ala. 
Corliss, Hooker, Pugsley, Thayer, 
Creamer, Hopkins, Ransdell, La. Thomas, N.C, 

| Crowley, Jack, Reid, Wadsworth, 
Curtis, Jett, Rhea, Watson, 

| Dahle, Johnson, Richardson, Tenn. Wheeler, 

| Dougherty, Kehoe, Roberts, Wilson, 
Edwards, Kitchin,Wm.W. Robertson, La. Wooten, 
Elliott, Knox, Robinson, Nebr. Zenor. 


Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Speaker, we may as well have the yeas | 


and nays. 


I ask the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 78, | 


answered ‘‘ present ’’ 10, not voting 120; as follows: 
YEAS—1438. 


Acheson, Dick, Jenkins, Patterson, Pa. 
Alexander, Douglas, Jones, Wash. Payne, 
Allen, Me, Dovener, Kahn, Pearre, 
Aplin, Draper Ketcham, Perkins, 
Ball, Del. Driscoll, Knapp, Powers, Mass. 
Bartholdt, Dwight, Kyle, Reeder, 
Bates, Eddy, Lacey, Reeves, 
Bishop, Emerson, Landis, Scott, 
Blackburn, Esch, Lessler, Showalter, 
Boreing, Evans, Lewis, Pa. Smith, Ml. 
Boutell, Fletcher, Littauer, Smith, Iowa 
Bowersock, Foerderer, Long, Smith, H.C. 
Brandegee, Foss, Loudenslager, Smith, 8. W. 
Brick, Foster, Vt Lovering, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bromwell, Fowler, McCall, Southard, 
Brown, Gaines, W. Va. McLachlan, Southwick, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gardner, Mass. Mahoney, Sperry, 
Burkett, Gardner, N. J. Mann, Sulloway, 
Burleigh, Gibson, Marshall, Tawney, 
Burton, Graff, Martin, Tayler, Ohio 
Butler, Greene, Mass. Maynard, Thomas, Iowa 
Calderhead, Grosvenor, Mercer, Tirrell, 
Cannon, Hamilton, Miers, Ind, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Cassell, Hanbury, Miller, Tompkins, Ohio 
Conner, Haugen, Moody, Van Voorhis, 
Coombs, Hedge, Morgan, Vreeland, 
Cooper, Wis. Hemenway, Morris, Wachter, 
Cousins, Hepburn, Moss, Wagoner, 
Cromer, Hildebrant, Mudd, Wagner, 
Crumpacker, Holliday, Needham, Warner, 
Currier, Howard, Nevin, Warnock, 
Cushman, Howell, Olmsted, Weeks, 
Dalzell, Hughes, Otjen, Woods, 
Darragh, Hull, Overstreet, Wright, 
Davidson, Irwin, Palmer, Young. 

mer, Jackson, Md. Parker, 


re ee A 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. JOHNSON, 
Mr. SIBLEY with Mr. RHgA. 
Mr. MorRRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. THOMPSON. 


For this vote: 


Mr. ScurrM with Mr. WoorTen. 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
| and wish to change my vote to “‘ present.”’ 


Mr. Speaker, 


The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Henry of Connecticut, and 
he answered ‘* present.’’ 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the con- 


ference report. 


I voted “‘ aye,”’ 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


I demand a division. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 214, nays 13, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 10, not voting 114; as follows: 


YEAS—214. 


Acheson, 
Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Aplin, 
Ball, Del. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Billmeyer, 
were 
Blackburn, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Brown, 


Burgess, 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Crum 
Currier, 


Cushman, 
Dahle, 
——, 
rragh. 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 
Dougherty, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Evans, 
Feely, 


Fianagan, 
Fletcher, 
Flood, 
Fordney, 

Fx Ss, 

Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Goldfogle, 
Gordon, 

Graff, 

Greene, Mass. 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Haugen, 
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Hay, Livingston, Parker, Snook, 
Hedge, Lloyd, Patterson, Pa. Southard, 
Henry, Tex. Long, Patterson, Tenn. Sperry, 
Hiil, Lovering, Payne, Stark, 
Hitt, McAndrews, Pearre, Sulloway, 
Hopkins, McCall, Perkins, Swanson, 
Howard, McClellan, Pou, Tate; 
Howell, McCulloch, Powers, Mass. Taylor, Ala. 
Hughes, McLachlan, Randell, Tex. Thomas, Iowa 
Hull, Maddox, Reeder, Tirrell, 
Irwin, Mahoney, Reeves, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Jackson, Kans. Mann, Richardson, Ala. Tompkins, Ohio 
Jackson, Md. Marshall, Richardson, Tenn. Trimble, 
Jenkins, Martin, Robb, Underwood, 
Jones, Va. Maynard, Roberts, Vandiver, 
Jones, Wash. Mercer, Robinson, Ind. Van Voorhis, 
Joy, Mickey, Rucker, Vreeland, 
Kahn, Miers, Ind. Russell, Wachter, 
Kehoe, Miller, Ryan, Wadsworth, 
Kern, Minor, Scarborough, Wagoner, 
Kitchin, Claude Moody, Schirm, Wanger, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Moon, Scott, Warner, 
Kluttz, Morgan, Selby, Warnock, 
Knapp, Morrell, Shallenberger, Watson, 
Kyle, Moss, Showaiter, Weeks, 
Lacey, Mudd, Slayden, Wiley, 
Latimer, Mutchler, Small, Williams, fl. 
Lawrence, Needham, Smith, Ml. Williams, Miss. 
Lessler, Nevin, Smith, Iowa. Woods, 
Lester, Newlands, Smith, Ky. Wright, 
Lever, Olmsted, Smith, H. C. Young, 
Lewis, Ga. Otjen, Smith, S. W. Zenor. 
Lewis, Pa. Overstreet, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Littauer, Palmer, Snodgrass, 
NAYS—13. 
Brundidge, Gooch, Padgett, White. 
Burleson, Little, Shackleford, 
Dinsmore, McLain, Sheppard, 
Gaines, Tenn. McRae, Sims, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—10. 
Bartlett, Finley, Prince, Thompson. 
wie, Henry, Conn. Rixey, 

Dayton, McCleary, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—114. 
Adams, Creamer, Jack, Robinson, Nebr. 
Alexander, Curtis, Jett, Ruppert, 
Allen, Me. Dwight, Johnson, Shafroth, 
Babcock, Edwards, Ketcham, Shattuc, 
Beidler, Elliott, Kleberg, Shelden, 
Bell, Fitzgerald, Knox, Sibley, 
Bellamy, Fleming, Lamb, Skiles, 
Belmont, Foerderer, Landis, Southwick, 
Benton, Foster, Ill. Lassiter, Sparkman, 
Bingham, Fox, Lindsay, Spight, 
Blakeney, Gilbert, Littlefield, Steele, 
Brantley Gill, Loud, Stephens, Tex. 
Bristow Gillett, Mass. Loudenslager, Stevens, Minn. 
Bromwell, Glass, McDermott, Stewart, N.J. 
Broussard, Glenn, Mahon, Stewart, N. Y. 
Brownlow, Graham, Metcalf, Storm, 
Bull, Green, Pa. Meyer, La. Sulzer, 
Burk, Pa. Griffith, Mondell, Sutherland, 
Burnett, Grow, Morris, Swann, 
Caldwell, Hamilton, Naphen, Talbert, 
Cassel, Hanbury, Neville, Tawney, 
Cassingham. Haskins, Norton, Tayler, Ohio 
Cochran, Heatwole, Pierce, hayer, 
Connell, Hemenway, Powers, Me. Thomas, N. C. 
Conner, Henry, Miss. Pugsley, Wheeler, 
Conry Hepburn, Ransdell, La. Wilson, 
Cooney, Hildebrant, Reid, Wooten. 
Cooper, Tex. Holliday, Rhea, 
Corliss. Hooker, Robertson, La. 
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So the conference report was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CassINGHaAM. 
Mr. Storm with Mr. NEVILLE. 


On this vote: 


Mr. HeavwoLe with Mr. McDERMOTT. 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. BRovussARD. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- | 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 






tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16842) making 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 17046) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other p , disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, had agmatine conference asked by the House 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Héuses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Perkins, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. TILLMAN as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 












FEBRUARY 28, 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 16888. An act to extend to the port of Niagara Falls, 
N. Y., the privileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing 
the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise without 
appraisement; 

H. R. 3100. An act providing for the conveyance of Widows Is- 
land, Maine, to the State of Maine; 

H. R. 15461. An act for the relief of Daniel F. Lee; 

H. R. 15985. An act to confirm certain forest lieu selections 
made under the act approved June 4, 1897; 

H. R. 7864. An act to pay John F. Lawson $237.96, balance due 
him for services as United States mail carrier; 

H. R. 2987. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Rittenhouse; 

H. R. 7433. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron 
C. Knapp; 

H. R. 8149. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Martin; 

H. R. 10175. An act granting a pension to Mary R. Bayly, for- 
merly Mary S. Redick; 

H. R. 16970. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 
and for other purposes; . 

H. R. 16573. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
— St. Francis River at or near the town of St. Francis, Ark.; 
ant 

H. R. 16069. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to sell certain lands therein mentioned. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 6139. An act amending the civil code of Alaska, providing 
for the organization of private corporations, and for other pur- 
poses. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. MERCER. I move to suspend the rules and pass, with the 
amendments of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
Senate bill 7414. 

Mr. MANN and Mr. UNDERWOOD demanded a second on the 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must not be impatient. The 
Chair has not stated the motion. The gentleman from Nebraska 
{[Mr. MERCER] moves to suspend the rules and pass, with the 
amendments of the House Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, the bill which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8: 7414) to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to 
authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection 
and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand a second on this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The demandis made prematurely. The gen- 
tleman knows that the bill must first be reported. 

The bill, with the amendments reported by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States to give effect to and execute the provisions of existing legisla- 
tion. authorizing the purchase of sites and the erection thereon of public 
buildings in the several cities hereinafter enumerated, the limit of cost here- 
tofore fixed by Congress therefor be, and the same is hereby, increased, re- 
spectively, as follows, and the Secretary of the Treas is hereby author- 
ized to enter into contracts for the completion of each of said buildings 
within its respective limit of cost, including site, hereby fixed: 

; United States post-office and court-house at Harrison, Ark., from $70,000 to 
100,000. 
a Usieed States post-office and court-house at Fresno, Cal., from $100,000 to 
50,000. 

United States post-office at Chillicothe, Ohio, from $70,000 to $80,000. 

United States post-office and custom-house at Perth Amboy, N. J., from 
$50,000 to $60,000. 

United States custom-house at San Francisco, Cal., from $1,000,000 to $1,500,- 
| 000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion 
| provide space in said custom-house for the subtreasury. 

Un ted States post-office at Colorado Springs, Cale, irom $135,000 to $175,000 
r Vases States post-office and court-house at Rome, Ga., from $59,104.48 to 
| $134,104.48. 
| United States post-office at Dekalb, I11., from $65,000 to $100,000 
| United States post-office at Hutchinson, Kans., from $50,000 to $60,000. 
United States post-office at Kankakee, IIl., from $70,000 to $80,000. 

United States t-office, court-house, and custom-house at Chicago, IIl., 
from $4,000,000 to $4,790,000. 
| gene States post-office and revenue office at Pekin, Il1., from $70,000 to 
30,000. 

United States post-office at Lawrence, Kans., from $50,000 to $60,000. 

United States post-office at Emporia, Kans., from $51,000 to $60,000. : 

United States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Indianapolis, 
Ind., from $2,200,100 to $2,600,100, to be used by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in his discretion, for the completion of said building and making such im- 


provements as in his :patne may be deemed necessary, including changes 
r 


of north front, interior finish of every nature, approaches, and other im- 
provements. 
United States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Council Bluffs, 


Iowa, from $247,347.39 to $255,347.39; and the Secretary of the Treasury is 


hereby authorized to purchase for the United States the tract of ground 








immediately west of the und now owned by the United States in 

; - S of Council Bluffs on which the United States public building used 
for court-house, t-office, and other governmental offices is situated, the 

ound so authorized to be purchased being 30 feet wide and extending south 
oan Broadway street, in said city, to the first alley south of said Broadwa 
street: Provided, That said tract can be purchased at a sum not to exc 
$7,500. 

nited States post-office at Maysville, Ky., from $40,000 to $50,000. 
United States vost office at Henderson, iy. from $40,000 to $50,000. 

United States post-office at Fitchburg, Mass., from $125,000 to $130,000. 

United States post-office at Battle Creek, Mich., from $100,000 to $110,000. 

United States ffice, court-house, and custom-house at Elizabeth City, 
N. C., from $120,000 to $135,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized, in his discretion, to exchange the present site for a new site, or to 
purchase or condemn a new site and sell the present site, either at public or 
private sale, whenever such sale can be made for the best interests of the Gov- 
ernment; and in the event of sale of the present site the proceeds of such sale 
shall be eponited in the Treasury of the United States as a miscellaneous 
receipt derived from the sale of public pee rty. 

United States post-office at Centerville, lowa, from $35,000 to $40,000. 

United States post-office and custom-house at Durham, N.C., from $70,000 

100,000. 
™ Jnited States post-office at Goldsboro, N. C., from $35,000 to ie 

United States post-office at Elizabeth, N. J., from $135,000 to ,000. 

United States post-office at aoa Falls, N. Y., from $75,000 to $150,000; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to ve space in the 
building for the customs service in said city, said building to be used for 
post-oftice and custom-house business. 

United States a and court-house at Rochester, N. Y., from 
$647,593.52 to $707,533.52. ’ 

United States t-office at Oil City, Pa., from $60,000 to $85,000: Provided, 
That the cost of site shall not exceed the sum of $25,000. 

United States post-office at McKeesport, Pa., from $100,000 to $110,000. 

United States post-office at Washington, Pa., from $60,000 to $65,000. 

United States post-office and court-house at Nashville, Tenn., from $574,- 
948.65 0 ae he 

Uni States post-office at Allentown, Pa., from $100,000 to $110,000. 

United States post-office and revenue office at Martinsville, Va., from 
$35,000 to $45,000. ‘ 

United States post-office at Janesville, Wis., from $75,000 to $81,000. 

Unites States post-office and court-house at Evanston, Wyo., from $100,000 
to $179,000. 

fnited States post-office and court-house at Guthrie, Okla., from $50,000 to 

100,000. 
$ United States post-office at Huntington, W. Va., from ay to $150,000. 

United States post-office at Atlantic City, N. J., from $ to $150,000, 

United States post-office at Oak Park, Ill., from $35,000 to $45,000. 

United States post-office at Rockhill, 8. C., from $35,000 to $45,000. 

Vales States post-office and court-house at Sherman, Tex., from $125,000 
to $145,000. 

Jnited States post-office at Wausau, Wis., from $50,000 to $57,000. 

C- States post-office and court-house at Batesville, Ark., from $70,000 
to $80,000. 

Tnited States post-office and court-house at St. Joseph, Mo., from $390,140.66 
to $590,000. 

United States post-office at Fond du Lac, Wis., from $60,000 to $65,000. 

United States post-office at Amesbury, Mass., from $45,000 to $47,000: Pro- 
vided, That that portion of section 19 in public act No. 146, entit ed “An act 
to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the pur- 
chase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion 
of public buildings, and for other purposes,” approved June 6, 1902, which 
provides that a site shall be bounded upon at least two sides by streets shall 
not apply to a site to be selected in Amesbury, Mass. 

Municipal building, W: m, D. C., from $1,500,000 to $2,000,000, one 
half of which shall be chargeable to the revenues of the District of Columbia 
and the other half to be paid out of any money in the Treasury of the, United 
States not otherwise appropriated, and the title to the site hereto fore ac- 
quired for said municipal building is hereby transferred from the Govern- 
ment of the United States to the District of Columbia: Provided, That noth- 
ing in this section contained shall be held to repeal or modify the provisions 
of ‘An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to author- 
ize the —— of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and 
completion of poe buildings, and for other purposes,” approved June 6, 
1902, so far as the said act provides that the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall act jointly in contract- 
ing for erecting and completing a building for the accommodation of the 
municipal and other offices in the District of Columbia. 


Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- | 


ized and directed to contract for the erection and completion of a suitable 

building, oe ~_ yd vaults, heating and ventilatin apparasne, and 

approaches, complete, for the use and accommodation of the United States 

governmental offices upon ground now owned by the United States in each 

= be following cities, respectively, within its respective limit of cost hereby 
ed: 


United States post-office at Sterling, I1l., $35,000. 

United States post-office at Champaign, Til., $70,000. 

United States post-office at Traverse City, Mich., $40,000. 

United States post-office at Moberly, Mo., $35,000. 

United States post-office at Columbia, Mo., $35,000. 
$4 van States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Tacoma, Wash., 

United States post-office and court-house at Spokane Falls, Wash., $400,000: 
Provided, That in the public buildings at Tacoma and Spokane Falls, in the 
seats of Washington, the Secretary of the Treasury shall provide for eleva- 

rs. 


ao oned States post-office, court-house, and land office at Pierre, S. Dak., 
gan States post-office and other Government offices at Yankton, S. Dak., 

United States t-office and land office at Natchitoches, La., $60,000. 

That the buildings provided for in this section shall be unex to dan- 
ger from fire by an open space of at least 40 feet on each side, including 
streets and alleys. 

SEc. 3. That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States 
to give effect toand execute the provisions of existing legislation authorizin, 
the purchase of sites in the several cities hereinafter enumerated the limit o 
cost heretofore fixed by Congress therefor be, and the same is hereby, in- 


creased, Pospectively, as follows: 
United States post-office at Bar Harbor, Me., from $6,000 to $12,000. 
re pnited States post-office and custom-house at Calais, Me., from $6,000 to 


United States post-office at Hamilton, Ohio, from $20,000 to $30,000. 
United States post-office at Albert Lea, Minn., from $3,000 to rn 
United St~tes post-office at Crookston, Minn., from $4,000 to . 
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United States t-office at yy Springs, N. Y., from $15,000 to $20,000: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized in his dis- 
cretion to contract for the erection and completion of a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches 
complete, for the use and accommodation of the United States post-office an¢ 
other governmental offices upon site secured or to be secured within the 
limit of cost herein provided at Albert Lea, Minn., and Saratoga Springs, 
N.Y., the limit of cost of building at Albert Lea, Minn., to be $30,000, and the 
limit of cost of building at Saratoga Springs, N. Y., to be $70,000. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to acquire, by percnaee, condemnation, or otherwise, addi- 
tional land for the enlargement of the site of the United States post-office 
building in the city of Augusta, Me.; and the provisions of section 1 of the 
act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to increase the limit of cost of certain pub- 
lic buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to au- 
thorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and for other pur- 
— approved June 6, 1902, so far as the same relates to said building, are 

ereby amended accordingly. 

Sec. 5. That the ee of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to acquire by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise a suit- 
able site for the United States post-office and other governmental offices in 
each of the cities enumerated in this section within its respective limit of 
cost hereby fixed: 

United States post-office at Dixon, II1., $10,000. 

United States post-office at Tuscaloosa, Ala., $7,500. 

United States post-office at Hagerstown, Md., $10,000. 

United States post-office at East Sareea, Ohio, $30,000. 

United States post-office at Florence, Ala., $7,500. 

United States post-office at York, Nebr., $10,000. 

United States post-office at Ann Arbor, Mich., $12,000. 

United States post-office at Carbondale, Pa., 3 000. 

United States post-office at Grand Island, Nebr., $10,000. 

United States post-office at Woonsocket, R. L., $15,000. 

United States post-office and court-house at Bluefields, W. Va., $10,000. 

United States post-office at Chippewa Falls, Wis., $10,000. 

United States court-house at Portland, Me., $60,000, 

United States post-office at Bedford, Ind., $6,000. 

United States post-office at Marinette, Wis., $10,000. 

United States post-office at Gainesville, Ga., $5,000. 

United States post-office at Valdosta, Ga., $8,000. 

United States post-office at Webster City, Iowa, $8,000. 

United States post-office at Butler, Pa., $20,000. 

United States post-office at Corning, N. Y., $15,000. 

United States post-office at Westminster, Md., $4,000. 

United States post-office at Meadville, Pa., $8,000. 

United States post-office at Mason City, Iowa, $8,000. 

United States post-office at Marion, Ind., $25,000. 

United States post-office at Pine Bluff, Ark., $7,000. 

United States t-office, court-house, and custom-house at Houston, Tex., 
$125,000: Provided, That an entire block or square of ground bounded upon 
each side by a street can be secured within the limit of $125,000: Provided 
further, however, That if the Secretary of the Treasury can not secure an 
entire block or square of ground within said limit of cost of $125,000 in said 
city, then the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, in his dis- 
cretion, to secure a site of less area than an entire block or square of ground 
within a limit of cost of $70,000. 

United States post-office at Baker City, Oreg., $5,000. 

United States post-office at Bessemer, Ala., $12,000. 

United States post-office at Ocala, Fla., $4,000. 

Sxc. 6. That section 7 of the act of Congress entitled “‘An act to increase 
the limit of cost of certain — buildings, toauthorize the purchase of sites 
for public buildings, to authorize the erectionand ee of public build- 
ings, and for other purposes,” approved June 6, 1902, amended to read as 


follows: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
sell the old custom-house building and the site thereof, at the cornerof Ninth 
and Walnut streets, in the city of Kansas City, State of Missouri, at public or 
private sale, at such time and on such terms as he may deem to be to the best 
interests of the United States, but at not less than ,000, to execute a quit- 
claim deed to the purchaser thereof, and to apply the proceeds of the sale of 
said property toward the enlargement and improvement of the post-office 
and court-house building in said city, the total cost of which enlargement 
and improvement, complete in all respects, shall not exceed the sum of 
$400,000, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to enter into 
contracts to the full limit of cost for such extension and improvement hereby 
fixed, subject to future penne to be made by Congress.” 

Src. 7. That so much of the provisions of section 1 of the Act of Con- 
gress entitled ‘An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public build- 
ings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the 
erection and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 6, 1902, as relates to the United States post-office and court-house at 
Lincoln, Nebr., be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause to be constructed, upon lands now belonging to the United 
States, adjacent to the United States post-office and court-house at Lin- 
coln, Nebr.,a suitable building, with fireproof vaults and elevators therein, 
for the accommodation of the United States courts, post-office, customs serv- 
ice, and other Government offices in said city, at a total cost, including said 
vaults, elevators, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, com- 
plete, of not to exceed thesum of ,000: Provided, That the building when 
completed shall be unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by 
an yen space of not less than 40 feet on all sides, including streets and alleys. 

“When said new building is completed and occupied the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized in his discretion to sell to the city 
of Lincoln, Nebr.,to be used for municipal ya only, the present United 
States post-office and court-house building in Lincoln, Nebr., together with 
such portion of the site on which the same is located as may not be needed by 
the United States, but not exceeding the south % feet extending east and 
west along the south side of the block or square of ground between Ninth 
and Tenth streets in said city, at such time and upon such terms as he may 
deem to be to the best interests of the United States, and at a price not less 
than $50,000: Provided, That the net proceeds of such sale shall be deposited 
in the Treas of the United States as a miscellaneous receipt derived from 
the sale of public property: Provided further, That when the city of Lincoln, 
Nebr., ceases to use the building and site above described for municipal pur- 
—— the same shall revert to the possession and ownership of the United 

tates Government.” 

Sec. 8. That section 18 of public act numbered 146, approved June 6, 1902, 
entitled “An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to 
authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erec- 
tion and_ completion of public, byildings, and for other purposes,” is hereby 
amended so as to read as follows: _. 

“Sxo. 18. That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to dispose of the present post-office and custom-house build- 
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ing in the city of Burlington, State of Vermont, on the best terms obtain- 
able, and to cause to be erected on the site thereof a suitable, commodious, 
fireproof building for the accommodation of all the branches of the Federal 
service in said city, at a total cost, including heating and ventilating appa- 
ratus, fireproof vaults, elevators, and approaches, of not to exceed $200,000; 
and for the purpose of providing suitable quarters and accommodations for 
the use of the various branches of the eng service in said city, pending 
the removal of the present Federal building, and the erection and comple- 
tion of the new building hereinbefore authorized, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause to be constructed, 
ready for occupancy, a temporary building for said purposes, on the south 
80) feet of the Federal building site in said city, at a total cost for said tem- 
porary building of not to excced $10,000, including the expenseof moving the 
various branches of the public service into said temporary building, said 
amount being additional to the limit of cost hereby fixed for the erection of 


the permanent building hereinbefore authorized. That after the completion | 
and 


1d occupancy of the new permanent building hereinbefore authorized the 
cretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
sell, at such time and upon such terms as he may deem to be to the best in- 
terests of the United States, said temporary building, together with the 
strip of land on which tho same is situated, not to exceed 50 fect in width 
on Church street, with a depth of not toexceed 254 feet 6 inches, and to de- 
posit the proceeds in the Treasury asa miscellaneous receipt.” 





Sec. 9. That so much of the provisions of section 1 of the act entitled ‘An | 
act to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the | 
purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and comple- | 


tion of public buildings, and for other purposes,” approved June 6, 1902, as 
relates to the United States post office, court-house, and custom-house at 
Richmond, Va., be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 
“United States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Richmond, 
Va., from $516,628.08 to $591,628.08; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 


authorized in his discretion to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- | 


wise, the Shafer property adjoining the present post-office site in Richmond, 
Va., having a frontage of 60 feet on Main and Bank streetsand a depth of 160 
feet from Main to Bank streets, containing about 9,600 square feet, within a 
limit of cost of $75,000, hereby fixed, unless a higher value, not exceeding 
$202,350, be fixed in the condemnation proceedings hereinbefore authorized.” 

Sxc. 10. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, addi- | 


tional ground to the south of the present site of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, and cause to be 


erected thereon a suitable building, including heating and ventilating appa- | 


ratus and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the laundry and 
stable of the — of Engraving and Printing, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is further authorized to erect upon the site now occupied by the 
laundry and stable buildings of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, situ 

ated to the west of the main building, an addition to the present Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing building consisting of two stories and basement, ap- 
proximately, 47 feet in width by 248 in length, for the useand accommodation 
of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. The total limit of cost for addi- 
tional ground and buildings herein mentioned, including removal of laundry 
and stable of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, shall not exceed the sum 
of $215,000. 

Src. 11. That so much of the provisions of section 1 of the act entitled “An 
act to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the 
purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and comple- 
tion of public buildings, and for other purposes,” approved June 6, 1902, as 
relates to the United States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at At- 
lanta, Ga., be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, in the city of Atlanta, Ga., 
a site upon which to erect a United States post-office, custom-house, and court- 
house building, said site to consist of an entire block or square of ground, 
bounded on each side by a street, the limit of cost of site to be $200,000."" 

Sec. 12. That section 8 of the act entitled “An act to increase the limit of 
cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public 
buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and 
for other purposes,”’ approved June 6, 1902, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended to read as follows: 


“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and | 


directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and to 


contract for the erection and completion thereon of a suitable building, includ- | 


ing fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating a paratus, and approaches, 
complete, for the use and accommodation of the U nited States post-office in 
the city of St. Louis and State of Missouri, the cost of said site and building 
not to exceed $700,000: Provided, That the site selected shall consist of an area 
of not less than 75,000 square feet, and shall be located as near as possible to 
the union railway station in said city.” 

Src. 13. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized in his discretion to secure, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, the 
entire square No. 324 in the city of Washington, D. C., bounded by C street 
on the north, by Eleventh street on the east, by Twelfth street on the west, 
and Government reservation on the south, and to reserve the said square as 
a site for an addition to the post-office building in said city, including space 
for the mail-bag repair shop. 

Src. 14. That the law (Public, No. 146) entitled “An act to increase the 
limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites 
for public puildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public 
buildings, and for other purposes,” approved June 6, 1902, amended so as 
to transpose the provision for a United States post-office at Oklahoma City, 
Okla., from section 2 to section 8 of said act. 

Sec. 15. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to purchase or cause to be taken for public use, by con- 
demnation or otherwise, as a site for a hall of records, the whole of the land 


embraced in square 143 in the city of Washington, D.C., containing 157,711.35 | 
square feet of ground, having a frontage of .08 feet on F street, the same | 


on E street, and 392,, feet frontage on Nineteenth street, and the same on 
Eighteenth street, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall ~— to Con- 
gress a full statement showing size and public cost of building to be erected 
upon said square as a hall of records. 
Sxc. 16. That the law (Public, No. 146) entitled “An act to increase the 
limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 
ublic buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public build- 
ngs, and for other purposes,” approved June 6, 1902, be amended so as to 
transpose the provisions for a United States post-office at Owosso, Mich., and 
Louisiana, Mo., from section 3 to section 4 of said act; and the limit of cost 
for site and building in each of said cities is hereby increased from $35,000 to 
000: Provided, That the limit of cost of site in each of said cities shall be 
5,000. 
Sxc. 17. That section 14 of Public act No. 146, approved June 6, 1902, en- 
titled “‘An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to 
authorize the purchase of sites for publie buildings, to authorize the erection 
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| and completion ot public buildings, and for other purposes,” is he: eby 
amended so as to read as follows: 
|, “Sc. 14. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a suitable site in 
the city of Toledo and State of Ohio upon which to erect a building for the 
use and accommodation of the United States post-office and other govern- 
mental offices in said city: Provided, That the site selected shall consist of an 
entire block or square of ground, bounded on each side by a street, and shall 
| consist in area of not less than 70 square feet, within a limit of cost of $20,000, 
hereby fixed: And provided further, That if the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be unable to iene a site as above described, then and in that case he 
is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to acquire, by purchase, condemna- 
| tion, or otherwise, a tract of land fronting on St. Clair street, immediately 
adjoining the present post-office site, having an area of 14,400 square feet, 
said tract of land being 120 feet square, within a limit of cost of $82,000, hcreby 
| fixed. When the Secretary of the Treasury has acquired either an entire 
| block of ground or the tract of land adjoining the present site, as herein pro- 
| vided, he shall make a report to Congress, stating the location, dimensions, 
| and cost of the land so acquired, and recommend to Congress the character 
| 


and size of building that should be erected thereon and submit an estimate 
of the cost of said building, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilat- 
ing apparatus, elevators, and approaches.” 

Sc. 18, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall require all owners or 
agents of sites in each city mentioned in this act, where sites or additions to 
sites are to be purchased, to submit offers of sale in writing, and no payment 
shall be made to any owner or agent of the property involved on account of 
| the land proposed to be sold or purchased and no plans shall be drawn or 
| money expended for a building upon a donated site until a written opinion 
| of the Attorney-General of the United States shall be filed with the Secretary 
| of the Treasury in favor of the validity of the title of the land agreed to be 

purchased or donated. And in ease a site or addition toa site acquired under 
the provisions of this act contains a building or buildings the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized to rent until their removal becomes nec- 
essary such of said buildings as he may deem desirable at a fair rental value, 
the proceeds thereof to be deposited in the Treasury of the United States, 
and a report of the proceedings to be submitted to Congress annually: Pro- 
vided, That each site selected under the provisions of this act shall contain 
| not less than 15,000 square feet of ground space, and shall be bounded upon at 
least two sides by streets. 

Sec. 19 That if condemnation proceedings are necessary to acquire land 
within the District of Columbia, such proceedings shall be in the manner 
prescribed for providing a site for an addition to the Government Printing 
Office in so much of the act approved July 1, 1898,as is set forth on pages 648 
and 649 of volume 30 of the United States Statutes at Large. 

oe. 20. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby re- 
peaied. 

Mr. MANN demanded a second on the motion to suspend the 
rules, 

Mr. MERCER. Iask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. MANN. It is very obvious that if I do not object to that 
proposition nobody else will, so I object. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. Mercerand Mr. Many. 

Mr. RODEY. Iask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, for leave 
to amend the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The House is proceeding under another or- 
der. The tellers will take their places. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 167, noes 11. 
| So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Nebraska [Mr. MrErcER] to control the time in favor of the bill 


and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] in opposition. 
[Mr. MERCER addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is 
recognized. 
| Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 

[Mr. HepBurRn]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I have no expectation of throw- 
| ing any impediment in the way of the passage of this bill. It is 
| going to pass. The boys are all provided for. 
| Several MemBers. Not all. 
| Mr. HEPBURN. But I do want to make a suggestion that I 
| think is timely; not that I think it will affect this legislation to- 
day, but it may affect the minds of some gentlemen, so that on a 
future occasion we may adopt a better plan than that figured out 
in this bill. And right here, while I am passing, I want to say 
that I think the city of Chicago has been pretty well cared for. 
Within the last thirty years the Government erected a building 
there that cost four and one-half million dollars. That building 
was torn down because it was said to be unsuitable for a great 
| city like Chicago. All sorts of lies were told about the unsafety 
of this building. 

Commission after commission was fixed up and dragooned into 
making uncanny reports, and at last it wascondemned; but when 
it was sought to be taken down they had to blow it down with 
dynamite. ‘There never was a better building, probably, in the 
city of Chicago than this one that was ruthlessly destroyed in 
order to make way for this one that we are now erecting. Now, 
we have appropriated $4,000,000 to build that building on a $6,000- 
| 000 lot, and here is the proposition to add, perhaps, a million 
| dollars more, for what? For interior decoration. That is what 
it is for, [am told, for the interior decoration of this $4,000,000 
building. And I warn you, gentlemen, that before we get 
through with it another million dollars will be necessary. 

Now, I think a better plan than that could be adopted. It would 





CONGRESSIONAL 


1903. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2833 





be very much better to take $3,000,000—a million and a half in a lot 
and a million and a half in a building—to erect a modern business 
building such as they are in the habit of building in Chicago. 
That would give us nearly an acre more of floor space than this 


one will give after it is completed. That is what we ought to do. 
Then we would save $9,000,000. With that $9,000,000 I would 
build 900 $10,000 buildings for third and second class post-offices 
all over the United States. [Applause.] That would be a prac- 
tical and sensible way to do. We expended, perhaps, $20,000,000 
a year or twoago. Here are $6,000,000 more. If we would adopt 
this plan, build no extravagant, expensive buildings for the purpose 
of illustrating art—if we are going to preserve art and spend 
money for art, let us do it in our capital city—and build business 
buildings for the other cities of the United States, we should do 
better than we are doing now. 

If I had the opportunity to doit I would move to recommit 
this bill to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
with instructions to strike out all of the bill after the enacting 
clause and substitute therefor provisions requiring the Secretary 
of the Treasury to erect in each city or town in which there is a 
third or second class post-office, and where the citizens donate to 
the United States a site free of cost, a building for the use of the 
post-office at a cost not to exceed $10,000, said committee to re- 
port forthwith. 

Now, that is the course I would pursue. We might have to 
build some much larger buildings, but there are 3,000 post-offices 
in the United States where a building costing $5.000 or $10,000 
would meet every demand—probably there are 4,000. There are 
now about 5,000 first, second, and third class offices. If we built 
a $10,000 building for each of the 4,000 second and third class 
offices it would cost only twice as much as the legislation of last 
year authorized. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. Davis}. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, under the order just 
made by the House, those of us who would be glad to offer 
amendments to the bill are cut off. This bill, as it passed the 
Senate, increased the limit of cost for the public building at 
Jacksonville, Fla., $200,000. The House committee have pro- 
posed an amendment, and under the rule adopted that amend- 
ment will go with the bill, cutting out that appropriation. I 


simply want to say that that was unjust, and the item ought not | 


to have been cut out of the Senate bill by the House committee. 
The public building in Jacksonville is far too small to accom- 
modate present demands. The city has grown; its business has 


grown; the uses for this building have multiplied; and it was | 


wrong and improper for that item to have been stricken out. It 
is wrong that those of us who would be glad to offer amendments 
to the bill are cut off by the order just made by the House. Re- 
ports made by the officials and occupants of the present building 
show its insufficiency and inadequacy. The Treasury Depart- 
iment recommends an increase in its size, and in justice to the 
people of that enterprising and growing city I enter my protest 
against this bill. Only two minutes have been given me to enter 
this protest. If I had had time I wanted to say something, too, 
for the important South Atlantic port of Fernandina, where there 
ought to be a public building, but I shall be heard on that prop- 
osition in the future. 

Mr. MANN. I ask the gentleman from Nebraska to occupy 
s\ mes of his pee will he occupy more except toclose? [Cries 
of ** Vote! ”’ 


Mr. MERCER. I would prefer the gentleman to use his time | 


now. 

Mr. MANN. 
three or four speeches made after I conclude. 

Mr. MERCER. What will be said will be in explanation; and 
I do not think it will be an argument against what the gentle- 
man from Illinois has said. 

Mr.MANN. Mr. Speaker, it certainly is not with any degree of 
pleasure that Loppose this bill. . My opposition to the bill might be 
considered as a criticism upon the action of my colleagues from 
Chicago, who favor the bill; but no one would be more loth to 
criticise their conduct than myself. I recognize the fact that 
they are as sincere, as earnest, and as honest as I can claim to be. 
I doubt, also, whether my opposition to the bill will meet with 
the approval of most of my constituents, because it has come to 
that pass in the country—probably always was—that it is con- 
sidered legitimate for the representatives of a particular locality 
to get out of the public Treasury all the money they possibly can 
for the benefit of, or expenditure in, their particular locality. I 
do not expect that my opposition to the bill will have any effect 
in the House upon its passage. Forty-one States are interested 
in the passage of this bill. Appropriations for public buildings 


are authorized by this bill in 41 different States, and most of the 
XXX VI——178 


I am perfectly willing, but I prefer not to have | 


representatives of those States have joined in a combination to 
secure the passage of the bill. 

The pork packers of Chicago have proposed to organize one 
great company to control the packing industry, but their com- 
bination will never be as powerful and as monopolistic as the 
present combination in this House to distribute the ** pork ’’ con- 
tained in this barrel. 

My Democratic friends, who so loudly inveigh against the com- 
bination of the Chicago pork packers, are very willing and 
anxious to join in the combination which gives them their share of 
the different brand of pork contained in this bill. Many of the 
items in the pending bill would fail to receive favorable consid- 
eration by this House if it were not that this combination exists 
here to pass the entire bill as it stands with the amendments pro- 
posed by the Public Buildings Committee. 

I propose, Mr. Speaker, to address myself particularly to the 
question of the $790,000 increase for the Chicago post-office. I 
would like to see in my own city the most magnificent structure 
which can be or could be erected by the National Government. 
But I feel, in the conscientious discharge of my duty, I ought to 
state to the House some facts which have come to my notice. 

I have no personal feeling in what I say. I have no personal 
acquaintance with any of the contractors or bidders on the 
Chicago building. I have had no personal dispute or quarrel in 
any way with any of the officers or contractors engaged on this 





building. I have no personal motive in opposing the proposed 
| appropriation. Because there had been unseemly delay in the 


construction of the Chicago building I felt it my duty to make 

some investigation of the causes of delay, and in that investiga- 
| tion I came to know certain facts which caused me to look further 
into the matter. 

I do not believe from my investigation that there is any neces- 
sity for a present increase of cost for the Chicago building. Ido 
believe that under the present limit of cost the building might 
receive the very best finish which has been proposed by anyone. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER} has stated here 
that the reason for increasing the limit of cost was because the 
price of materials and construction has increased in the country. 
The limit of cost of the Chicago building was first fixed at 
$4,000,000, exclusive of the ground. It is proposed by this bill to 
increase the limit of cost to $4,790,000. 

In his testimony last March before the Committee on Appro- 
priations the special architect for the Chicago building stated 
that there was no increase of cost demanded for this building on 
| account of any increase in the cost of materials or construction. 
He said: 

The big contract for the general construction was probably let at the 
cheapest time that has been since the time the building was talked of. That 
was in 1898, and I do not think that steel has been as cheap as it was then, 
and steel isa very large item. I know granite has not, before or since. In 
— words, there was a peculiarly fortunate time when that contract was 
ev. 





This statement was made in regard to the contract given to-Mr. 
John Peirce for the exterior or superstructure. And then notice 
what the architect said further at the same time in reference to 
| the interior work: 


As to the remainder of the building, it can be let now just exactly as cheap 
as it ever could have been. 


The excuse, therefore, that there has been an increase in the cost 
of materials and construction is shown to be false by the testi- 
mony of the special architect himself. Remember that the archi- 
tect of the Chicago building is not the regular Government 
Architect. There is a special architect employed upon the build- 
ing on entirely different terms from those of the Government 
Architect's office. 
Why, then, is an increase asked for? I will tell you. It isa 
| dishonest request. There is no need for an increase of money. 
It is a collusion between the special architect and the man to 
whom the contract has been let. 

| Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me an inquiry? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to know what will be the additional 

| compensation of the architect who recommends this new appro- 

| priation if it should be granted? 

| Mr. MANN. So far as the architect’s fees are concerned, there 
will be no increase. The architect is paid $4,500 a year, and the 
only increase he would receive in that way would be by the ex- 
tension of time required. How much he mayreceive otherwise 
I can not tell, but I have no doubt that the amount will be very 

| large indeed. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
| me a question? 
Mr. MANN. My time is very limited. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is along the line of the 
gentleman’sargument. Iunderstood him tosay that the architect 


Will the gentleman allow 
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will receive an additional sum to the amountof hissalary. Now, 
does he receive that lawfully? 

Mr. MANN. He would not receive it lawfully. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How, then, could he receive 
it? I do not understand. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I stated that there was in my opin- 
ion collusion between the special architect and the man who now 
has the contract, and if I can have a few minutes without inter- 
ruption I think I can give the reason for my belief. 

3ids were received for the interior work and completion of this 
building in September last. The lowest bidder was Mr. John 
Peirce, who bid on the work provided for by the specifications 
$1,478,500. The next lowest bidder at that time was about 
$400,000 above the bid of Mr. Peirce. Mr. Peirce was the con- 
tractor for the exterior orsuperstructure. When these bids were 
received, the first intention was to accept the bid of Mr. Peirce 
for the interior work on the ground that he was the lowest bid- 
der. There was money enough then available under the original 
limit of cost to have accepted this bid. 

In a written statement dated March 8 last, addressed to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of this House, the 
special architect on this building stated that after the completion 
of the superstructure there would remain out of the original 
limit of cost $1,721,181.91 available to complete the building. 
There were four sets of bids advertised for and received last fall, 
in order to complete the Chicago building in every respect. One 
was for the heating system, one for drainage, plumbing, and gas 
fitting, one for electric work and wiring, and the other was for 
interior work and completion. The contract for the heating sys- 
tem has been let at $99,346; the contract for drainage, plumbing, 
and gas fitting has been let at $62,590; the contract for electric 
work and wiring has been let at $69,838; and if the bid of Mr. 
Peirce for interior work and completion of the building at 
$1,478,500 had been accepted, this would have made a total cost 
of $1,710,274, for which, according to the written statement of the 
special architect in March last, there was available $1,721,181.91, 
besides the large sum of penalties due from Peirce for delay. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the Peirce bid for the completion of the build- 
ing was about $400,000 lower than the next lowest bid; and his 
bid was rejected on the recommendation of the special architect 
made to the Secretary of the Treasury, and on the ground that 
there was not money enough within the limit of cost of $4,000,000 
to finish the building. The special architect thereupon readver- 
tised for new bids on precisely the same specifications, with this 
exception: The original specifications were 458 in number and 
covered more than 40 pages of fine print. The exception con- 
sisted in a statement of certain omissions made in the blank form 
of bid and consisting of omissions named as omissions ‘*A’’ to 
““R,”’ inclusive. The omissions are stated in general terms and 
cover less than a page and a half in the same print. The bidders 
were asked to bid on the original specifications, basing their bid 
upon these omissions ‘‘A’’ to ‘‘ R,”’ inclusive, stated in the bid, 
and were also requested to make bids for the restoration of each 
item of omissions. 

Mr. Peirce bid on the work, leaving out the omissions, $997,500, 
and bid on restoring the omissions amounts equal to $730,665. 
The second bid of Mr. Peirce, therefore, for the total work covered 
by the original specifications was $1,728,165. The second bid of 
Mr. Peirce was dated November 2, 1902. This was for precisely 
the same work upon which he had bid in September $1,478,500. 
His bid of $1,478,500 was rejected in October on the recommenda- 
tion of the special architect, and the contract was let to him in 
November on his second bid on precisely the same work and on 
the same specifications for $1,728,165—a clear present to him of 
$249,665 on the same specifications for the same work without the 
crossing of a *“‘ t’’ or the dotting of an ‘‘i.”’ 

Under this motion to suspend the rules I have not the time, in 
the twenty minutes allotted to the opposition for debate, to go 
into this matter at length. But I call your attention to the bids 
for the restoration of these various items of omission. 

The contract for the interior work and completion of this build- 
ing has been let to Mr. Peirce on his second bid. That contract 
— for the restoration of the items of omission if the pending 

ill passes. 

Under the contract with Pierce he is to receive for the restora- 
tion of item ‘‘ B”’ of omission, $6,368. The next lowest bidder to 
Peirce bid on this same work $1,500. For itetn *‘C’”’ of omissions 
Peirce receives $39,446. The next lowest bidder bid $17,500. For 
item ‘‘E”’ of omissions Peirce gets $27,883. The next lowest 
bidder bid $20,000. For item ‘‘H” of omissions Peirce gets 
$39,865. The next lowest bidder bid $21,500. For item‘ J” of 
omissions Peirce gets $40,471. The next lowest bidder bid 
$21,500. For item ‘“O” of omissions Peirce gets $39,053. The 
next lowest bidder bid $20,000. For item ‘*Q” of omissions 
Peirce gets $13,530. The next lowest bidder bid $1,500. 

And this is only a beginning of the facts which I might state 
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to you if I had the time. Under the Peirce contract he will re- 
ceive anextrasum of $156,860 if the ornamental metal work, etc., 
is changed to a solid bronze instead of electroplated work. The 
next lowest bidder offered to make this change for an increase of 
only $110,000—a gift to Mr. Peirce of $46,860. 

Under Peirce’s contract he is to receive an extra sum of $14,300 
if the decorations in the wood trim be made of real wood carving 
instead of composition. The next bidder offered to make this 
change for $4,900. 

I have not the time to go much further into the matter now. 
On one item here there is a difference in Peirce’s favor between 
$50,000 and $135,000 between his contract and the next bidder. 

The contract with Mr. Peirce for the interior work is on his 
bid of $997,500, but the extras provided in that contract, as stated 
by the special architect in his recent letter to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, amount to $948,337.58; main con- 
tract, $997,500; extras, $943,337.58. The highest prices are on the 
extras. 

Mr. Speaker, I am as anxious as anyone to have the Chicago 
building finished in a fitting and noble manner. I have not the 
slightest doubt but that it will be so done in any event. There is 
no danger of a poor finish in the building. A poor finish is not 
provided for by any of the specifications or plans, and no one has 
ever expected that the building would be finished in accordance 
with the Peirce bid of $997,500. The building will be properly 
finished. 

But how much prouder the people of Chicago can be if, after 
the building is finished, they can say “It is not only beautiful, 
but it was built honestly.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired. 


[Mr. MERCER addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak very 
briefly in reference to the item for the Chicago building, simply 
for the sake of correcting some misapprehension on the part of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and some misconcep- 
tions which may have been given to the House by the remarks of 
my colleague, the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Mann]. 

I must say at the outset that I entertain nothing but senti- 
ments of the greatest friendship and esteem for my colleague, but 
I can not refrain from saying that he has given to the House in his 
brief remarks—and perhaps owing exclusively to the brevity of 
his argument—a misconception in reference to the contracts for 
this building. Now, the gentleman from Iowa, who spoke first in 
opposition to this measure, opposed the Chicago item solely, so far 
as I could gatherit, on account of the rapid growth of the city of 
Chicago and the demands of the post-office building. 

I sincerely trust that our city will never grow too large or our 
citizens feel too proud of its size and the beauty of its structures 
to extend always a cordial and hospitable greeting to our neigh- 
bor and friend from Iowa, and when he comes to Chicago, as all 
good people do, after this appropriation has been made and em- 
bodied in this building, I will undertake to show him the most 
beautiful and best adapted building for transacting public busi- 
ness in the world. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa said that he did 
not feel like spending $790,000 on interior decorations, and some- 
thing in the remarks of my colleague may also have led the mem- 
bers of this body to imagine that this appropriation was to be 
used for decorative purposes. Let me state briefly the actual 
facts. The contract has been let for the interior finish of the 
Chicago post-office building in alternatives. One of the bids was 
for what I shall call, for the purposes of this argument, an infe- 
rior finish. The other bid was for a superior finish, costing, in 
round numbers, $800,000 more. 

What is the difference between this inferior and this superior 
finish? As near as I can describe it to members here by reference 
to buildings with which they are familiar, the inferior finish is 
the finish that was used in public and business buildings some 
ten or fifteen years ago, an inferior finish similar to that of the 
Chicago Opera House Building in Chicago, similar to that of the 
Maltby Building in this city, and other buildings of that class. 

The superior finish called for in the alternative bid, and re- 
quiring the small sum of $800,000 in addition, is a finish that will 
make the Chicago building in its interior similar to the Pittsburg 
building, the Philadelphia building, the New York Life Building 
in the city of Chicago, the Marquette Building with which many 
of you are familiar, and other modern buildings of the first 
class, substituting a noncorroding metal such as eens for the 
iron work, substituting marble in the wainscoting for cement, 
= substituting stones and tiles and mosaic for wood and 

aster. 

y The imperative necessity for this superior finish is the character 
of the atmosphere in our city. The increasing use of bituminous 
coal makes it absolutely necessary that in all buildings of a per- 
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manent character the interior finish must be such that it can be 


cleansed at all times and by vigorous means. Such a finish is 
used in the public library building in Chicago. That is the finish 
used in the Marquette Building. That is the finish used in the 
Monadnock Building. 5 

Now, one word in reference to this amount. The Chicago 
building is the largest public building in the United States, ex- 
cepting the War, State, and Navy building in Washington. The 
post-office business of the city of Chicago is larger than that of 
any other city except New York. This building is not to bea 
temporary building, to be replaced even with the future growth 
of Chicago. This building has been designed for the use of the 
United States courts, the custom-house, the internal-revenue 
offices, and for the central administrative offices of the post-office 
for all time to come. 

As the business of the city increases and as the city grows in 
population no new central building will be needed, but the busi- 
ness Will be done through separate buildings in other parts of the 
city. And my distinguished colleague [Mr. eee izing 
the march of events, has already introduced a bill in this Con- 
gress providing for such a building in the city of Chicago in his 
district, and I hope to vote for such a bill at the next session of 
Congress, and for a similar building in the west town of Chicago, 
and for another building in my own district. 

Mr. SIMS. So this one will not do. You want more! 

Mr. BOUTELL. We shall want more to meet the increasing 
business of our city. Now,in closing, if you ask me why I intro- 
duced the bill giving Chicago a million dollars more, and why I 
favor this superior finish for the Chicago building, I will not 
attempt to answer. The building itself is an answer. Anyone 
of you who, passing through our city, will glance at the graceful 
and magnificent proportions of that structure will admit that it 
is entitled to the best finish which the art of the craftsman can 
devise. 

I do not know the contractor for the building. I never saw the 
man, and I never heard of him except asa man of honorable char- 
acter. I do not know that he has any arrangements, private and 
recondite, with the architect. Ido, however, know the architect, 
and have known him for many years as a man of the highest 
character and integrity in my community andhere. [Applause. ] 
And I know further, Mr. Speaker, that all the contracts for these 
buildings are let under the supervision of the fellow-statesman of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HepsurRN] who has opposed this 
bill; and if there is collusion in this Chicago contract between the 
contractor and the architect that collusion must have been had 
with the connivance of a man who, I think, stands as high for 
honesty, integrity, and business judgment as any man in this Re- 
public, Hon. Peslic M. Shaw, of Iowa, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. [Applause.] 

And soI say again, if you ask me why we need this superior 
finish, look once at this structure and ask yourselves if it does 
not demand it. The architect was not a mere mechanic who de- 
vised and designed that structure. He was anartist. He caught 
for a moment the fleet angel of inspiration and received from her 
the conception that has given to my city and to the nation the 
most graceful, beautiful, and majestic public structure in the 
country outside of our capital city. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, under all these circumstances, considering 
the nature of this contract, already let in the alternative, in view 
of the character of the interior finish which this building de- 
mands, considering the character and the keen conscience of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, under whose scrutinizing eye this con- 
tract has been let and will be enforced, I submit, sir, that the 
comments and strictures upon the administration of his office are 
uncalled for and unjust, and this item, as it now stands in the 
bill, is an item which should receive the generous and cordial ap- 
probation and support, not only of every member of this House, 
but of every citizen of the United States. [Applause.] 


[Mr. MERCER addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

Mr. RODEY. I ask unanimous consent to amend the bill so as 
to give New Mexico a site for a building. 

Mr. MERCER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska. 

The question was taken on suspending the rules and passing 
the bill; and the Speaker announced that in the opinion of the 
Chair two-thirds had voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for a division. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, without 
further count I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 204, nays 26, 
answered ‘‘ present’ 14, not voting 107; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me, 


Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Billmeyer, 
Blackburn, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Bowie, 
Brandegee, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, S. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Clark, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 


Boreing, 
Cannon, 
Clayton, 
Cooney, 
Creamer, 
De Armond, 
Dougherty, 


Adams, 
Adamson, 
Barney, 
Benton, 


Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burgess, 
Burnett, 
Cassingham, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Corliss, 
Curtis, 
Dayton, 
Douglas, 
Driscoll, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Evans, 
Fitzgerald, 


YEAS—204, 
Deemer, Kehoe, 
Dick, Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Dinsmore, Knapp, 
Dovener, Kyle, 
Draper, Lacey, 
Dwight, Lamb, 
Eddy, Landis, 
Emerson, Lawrence, 
Esch, Lessler, 
Feely, Lever, 
Finley, Lewis, Pa. 
Flanagan, Littauer, 
Flood, Little, 
Foerderer, Livingston, 
Fordney, Long, 
Foss, Loudenslager, 
Foster, Vt. Lovering, 
Fowler, McAndrews, 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gooch, 

Graff, 

Greene, Mass. 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 

Hay, 

Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 

Hull, 

Irwin, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 


Joy, 


McLachlan, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Maynard, 
Mercer, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Moody, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Morris, 
Moss, 
Mudd, 
Mutchler, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Newlands, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Reeves, 


Kahn, Richardson, Ala. 
NAYS—26. 

Glass, Payne, 

Hepburn, Randell, Tex. 

Jones, Va. Reeder, 

Kitchin, Claude Richardson, Tenn. 

Lloyd, Robb, 

Mann, Russell, 

Padgett, Sims, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—14. 


Bishop, 
Cousins, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldfogle, 


Johnson, 
Ketcham, 
McCleary, 
Mahon, 


NOT VOTING—107. 


Fleming, 
Fletcher, 
Foster, IlL 
Fox, 
Gilbert, 
Gill, 
Glenn, 
Gordon, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Grow, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Miss. 
Hildebrant, 
Hooker, 
Jack, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jett, 

Kern, 
Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Knox, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 


Lester, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Lindsay, 
Littlefield, 
Loud, 
McCall, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Metcalf, 
Meyer, La. 
Mondell, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Norton, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Pierce, 

Pou, 
Pugsley, 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 

Rhea, 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 


Rixey, 
Roberts, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 

Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 

Scott, 

Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Sheppard, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, H. C. 
Smith, S. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Smith, Iowa 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 

Stark, 

Steele, 
Stevens, linn. 
Sulloway, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Warner, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Vandiver, 

V eeks. 


Prince, 
Sherman. 


Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Skiles, 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Ky. 
Spight, 


Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Talbert, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thompson, 
Wanger, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wilson, 
Wooten, 
Zenor. 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed with the amendments. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, for the session. 

Until further notice: 


Mr. Stewart of New York with Mr. MICKEY. 


Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. McRar. 
Mr. MORRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. McCatu with Mr. McCLELLAN. 

Mr. FLETCHER with Mr. Smiru of Kentucky. 
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For the rest of the day: 

Mr. KetcuamM with Mr. KLurrz. 

Mr. PALMER with Mr. GOLDFOGLE, 

Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. SLAYDEN., 

Mr. Evans with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

On this vote: 

Mr. HeaTWwoLe with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. HaskKINs with Mr. ZENOR. 

Mr. Jack with Mr. ELLiIotr. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


RECESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a re- 

cess until 12 o'clock to-morrow. 
fr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to amend by strik- 

ing out Sanday and inserting 11 o’clock Monday. We ought not 
to sit on Sunday. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. 
previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is demanded. 
previous question is voted down, that may be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the previous question is 
voted down, I want to offer an amendment making it 11 o’clock 
Monday. 

The SPEAKER. That will be in order when that comes. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Mississippi. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 138, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 10, not voting 124; as follows: 


YEAS—138 


I demand the previous question on my mo- 

The gentleman from New York asks for the 
Would it be in order to offer 
If the 


Division, Mr. Speaker. 


The yeas and nays. 


nays 79, 


Acheson, Dick, Jenkins, Powers, Mass. 
Allen, Me, Dovener, Jones, Wash, Reeder, 

gall, Del. Draper, Joy, Reeves, 
Barney, Driscoll, Kahn, Roberts, 
Bartholdt, Eddy, Knapp, Schirm, 
Bates, Emerson, Kyle, Scott. 
Bishop, Esch, Lacey, Showalter, 
Blackburn, Evans, Landis, Sibley, 
Boreing, Fletcher, Lessler, Smith, Ml. 
Boutell, Foerderer, Lewis, Pa. Smith, Iowa 
Bowersock, Fordney, Littauer, Smith, S. W. 
Brandegee, Foss, Long, Southard, 
srick, Foster, Vt. Loud, Southwick, 
Brown. Fowler, Loudenslager, Sperry, 
Burk, Pa. Gaines, W. Va. Lovering, Steele, 


Burke, S. Dak. 





Burleigh, Gardner, Mich, Mann, Sulloway, 
Burton, Gardner, N. J. Marshall, Tawney. 
Butk Gibson, Martin, Tayler, Ohio 
Calderhe ad, Gillet, N. Y. Mercer, Tirrell, 
Cannon, Gillett, Mass. Miller, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Capron, Graff, Minor, Tompkins, Ohio 
Cassel, Greene, Mass. Moody, Van Voorhis, 
Conner, Grosvenor, Morgan, Vreeland, 
Coombs, Haugen, Morrell, Wachter, 
Cousins, Hedge, Moss, Wadsworth, 
Cromer Hemenway, Mudd, Wagoner, 
Crumpacker, Hepburn, Needham, Warner, 
Currier, Hill, Olmsted, Warnock, 
Cushman, Holliday, Overstreet, Weeks, 
D ahle, Hopkins, Palmer, Woods, 
Dalzell, Howell, Parker, Wright, 
Darragh, Hughes, Payne, Young. 
Dav idson, Hull, Pearre, 
Deemer, Irwin, Perkins, 

NAYS—‘9. 
Ball, Tex. Flood, McAndrews, Selby, 
B ankbe ad, Gaines, Tenn, Maddox, Shackleford, 
Billmeyer, Glass, Mahone ? Shallenberger, 
Breazeale, Goldfogle, Maynar Sheppard, 
Broussard, Gooch, Mickey, Sims, 
Burgess, Griggs, Miers, Ind. Small, 
Burleson, Hay, Moon, Snodgrass, 
Candler, Henry, Tex. Mutchier, Snook, 
Clark, Howard, Padgett, Sparkman, 
Clayton, Jackson, Kans. Patterson, Tenn. Stark, 
Cooney, Johnson, Randell, Tex. Swanson, 
Cowherd, Jones, Va. Richardson, Tenn. Tate, 
Crowley, Kehoe, Rixey, Thomas, N. C. 
Davis, Fla. Kern, Robb, Trimble, 
De Armond, Kitchin, Claude Robertson, La. Underwood, 
Dinsmore, Kitchin, Wm. W. Robinson, Ind. Vandiver, 
Dougherty, Lamb, Rucker, White, 
Feely, Lever, Russell, Williams, Il. 
F inley : Little, Ryan, Williams, Miss, 
Fitzgerald, Lloyd, Scarborough, 


Gardner, Mass. 


McLachlan, 


Stevens, Minn, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—10. 


Adamson, Henry, Conn. Metcalf, Sutherland. 
Bartlett, McCleary, Patterson, Pa. 

Benton, Mahon, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—124. 

Adams, Dayton, Knox, Rhea, 
Alexander, Douglas, Lassiter, Richardson, Ala. 
Allen, Ky. Dwight, Latimer, Robinson, Nebr. 
Aplin, Edwards, Lawrence, Ruppert, 
Babcock, Elliott, Lester, Shafroth, 
Beidler, Flanagan, Lewis, Ga. Shattuc, 

Bell, Fleming, Lindsay, Shelden, 
Bellamy, Foster, Til. pene, Skiles, 
Belmont, Fox, Livin rston, Slayden, 
Bingham, Gilbert, McC ‘all, Smith, Ky. 
Blakeney, Gill, McClellan, Smith, H. C. 
Bowie, Glenn, McCulloch, Smith; Wim. Alden 
Brantley, Gordon, McDermott, Spight, 
Bristow, Graham, McLain, Stephens, Tex. 
Bromwell, Green, Pa. McRae, Stewart, N. J. 
Brownlow, Griffith, Meyer, La. Stewart, N. Y. 
Brundidge, Grow, Mondell, Storm, 

sull, Hamilton, Morris, Sulzer, 
Burkett, Hanbury, Naphen, Swann, 
Burnett, Haskins, Neville, Talbert, 
Caldwell, Heatwole, Nevin, Taylor, Ala, 
Cassingham, Henry, Miss, Newlands, Thayer, 
Cochran, Hildebrant, Norton, Thomas, Iowa 
Connell, Hitt, Otjen, Thompson, 
Conry, Hooker, Pierce, Wanger, 
Cooper, Tex. Jack, Pou, Watson,’ 
Cor per , Wis. Jackson, Md. Powers, Me. w heeler, 
Corliss, Jett, Prince, Wiley, 
Creamer, Ketcham, Pugsley, Wilson, 
Curtis, Kleberg, Ransdell, La. Wooten, 
Davey, La. Kluttz, Reid, Zenor. 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. HANBURY with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Patrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. RicHarpson of 


| Alabama. 
The yeas and nays are demanded by the gen- | 


For balance of day: 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. 

On this vote: 

Mr. HASKINs with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. Barcock with Mr. FLANAGAN. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The question is 





now on the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 


to take a recess until 12 o’clock noon to-morrow. 
The question having been put, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The ayes appear to have it. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


I cali for a division. : 


Mr. PAYNE. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. BALL of Texas. 


quiry. 


Mr. Speaker. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
If this motion for a recess until to-morrow be adopted, 


will it be in order to have the Chaplain open the House with 


prayer? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


quiry. 


That is not a parliamentary in- 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 64, 
answered ‘‘ present ’*’ 11, not voting 136; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Ball, Del. 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 

oe. 
Blackburn, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Brown, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Butler. 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 


YEAS—140. 

Davidson, Howell, 
Deemer, Hughes, 
Dick, Irwin, 
Dovener, Jenkins, 
Draper, Jones, Wash, 
Driscoll, Kahn, 
avs — ham, 

jmerson, nap 
Esch, Kyles” 
Evans, Lacey, 
Fletcher, Landis, 
Foerderer, Lessler, 
Fordney, Lewis, Pa. 
Foss, Littauer, 
Foster, Vt. Long, 
Fowler, Loud, 


Gaines, W. Va. 


Gardner, Mass. 
Gar dner, Mich. 


Gardner, N.J. 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
ne 


Holliday, 
Hopkins, 


Loudenslager, 
Loverin 
McLac ‘hian, 
Mann, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
ey: 
organ, 
Morrell, 
Morris,” 


Moss 

ea 
eedha 

C imsted,” 

Otjen, 


Parker, 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Mi. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, H.C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 
Tawney 
Tompkins, N.Y. 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Warner 
Warnock, 
Weeks, 
Woods, 
Young. 








Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Billmeyer, 
Breazeale, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cowherd, 
Creamer, 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 


Adamson, 
Benton, 
Henry, Conn. 


Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Babcock, 
Bartlett, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
sowie, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
‘aldwell, 
Cassingham, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
( 

( 

( 

( 


‘ooper, Tex. 
ovfien: 
‘rowley, 
‘urtis, 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 


NAYS—&. 
Flood, McAndrews, 
Goldfogle, Maddox, 
Gooch, ne . 
Griggs, aynar 
Henry, Tex. Miers, Ind. 
Howard, Moon 
Jackson, Kans. Mutchler, 
Johnson, Padgett, 
Jones, Va. Patterson, Tenn. 
Kern, Randell, Tex. 
Kitchin, Clande Richardson, Tenn. 
Kitchin,Wm. W. Rixey, 
Lamb, Russell, 
Lever, Ryan, 
Little, Selby, 
Lloyd, Shackleford, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—11. 
Hull, Mahon, 
Joy, Metcalf, 
McCleary, Patterson, Pa. 
NOT VOTING—136. 
Douglas, Latimer, 
Dwight, Lawrence, 
Edwards, Lester, 
Elliott, Lewis, Ga. 
Feely, Lindsay, 
Flanagan, Littlefield, 
Fleming, pevngpeee, 
Foster, Il. McCall 
Fox, McClellan, 
Gaines, Tenn. McCulloch, 
Gilbert, McDermott, 
Gill, McLain, 
Glass, McRae, 
Glenn, Meyer, La, 
Gordon, Mickey, 
Graham, Naphen, 
Green, Pa. Neville, 
Griffith, Nevin, 
Grow, Newlands, 
Hanbury, Norton, 
Hay, Overstreet, 
Heatwole, Palmer, 
Henry, Miss. Pierce, 
Hildebrant, Pou, 
Hitt, Prince, 
Hooker, Pugsley 
Jack, Ransdell, La. 
Jackson, Md. Reid, 
Jett, Rhea, 
Kehoe, Richardson, Ala. 
Kleberg, Robb, 
Kluttz, Robertson, La. 
Knox, Robinson, Ind. 
Lassiter, Robinson, Nebr. 


So the motion for a recess was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. BuLL with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana, 
Mr. Haskins with Mr. Lams. 
For this day: 


Mr. Huu with Mr. Hay. 


On this vote: 


Mr. Grow with Mr. BARTLETT. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they presented tothe President of the United 


States, for his approval, the following bills: 


H. R. 17090. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


T. Price; 


H. R. 16048. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Graham; 


H. R. 16858. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


P. Foster: 


H. R. 4740. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 


Wallace; 


H. R. 14263. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 


erick Journal; 


H. R. 8085. An act 


W ardwell: 

H. R. 15748. 
Whitlock; 

H. R. 15528, 
Williams; 

H. R. 15466. 
Robson; 

H. R. 15617. 
Keith: 

H. R. 18828. 
Barger; 

H. R. 12822, 
F. Wilcox. 

H. R. 16756. 
Brown; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to John C, |* 


An act granting an increase of pension to John H. | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. | 


An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
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Vandiver, 
White, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss, 


Sherman, 
Tayler, Ohio. 


Rucker, 
Ruppert, 
Scarborough, 
Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Skiles, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, 


Ky. 
Smith, Win. Alden 


Spight, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N.Y. 
Storm, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thompson, 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Wanger, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, 
Wiley, 
Wilson, 
Wooten, 
Wright, 
Zenor. 


granting an increase of pension to David K. | 


An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


An act granting an increase of pension to John | 





H. R. 16314. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
S. Howarth; 
H. R. 15619. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Strong, alias William Clark; 
H. R. 700. An act granting an increase of pension to Eben 
Slawson; 
H. R. 13634. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen 
Oliva Leckie; 
H. R. 14217. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Smith; 
H. R. 13046. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Ludlum; 
H R. 15403. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
C. Norton; 
H. R. 7760. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Graham; 
H. R. 16374. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
S. Bowden; 
H. R. 15618. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Boughton; 
H. R. 15431. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Simpson; 
wi R. 12492. An act granting an increase of pension to Callie 
Jest; 
H. R. 14027. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Winfrey; 
H. R. 14235. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
White; 
H. R. 8165. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
M. Peck; 
H. R. 6470. An act granting an increase of pension to Sheppard 
H. King; 
H. R. 15696. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
D. Wells; 
H. R. 12021. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 
Lewis; 
H. R. 6593. An act granting an increase of pension to Harry 
| L. Graham; 
H. R. 6617. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Cool; 
H. R. 16344. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucinda 
Lawrence; 
H. R. 16755. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
T. Fisher; 
H. R. 17119. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Flanagan; 
H. R. 17179. An act granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher G. Divers; 
H. R. 17298. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara E. 
Smith; 
H. R. 17303. An act granting anincrease of pension to Abraham 
W. Hoffman; 
H. R. 1687. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
| Spaulding; 
| H.R. 17110. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
A. Tracy; 
H. R. 16929. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Trites; 
H. R. 5762. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
+ H. T. Hostetler; 
; H. R. 16667. An act granting an increase of pension to Leroy N. 
suell; 
H. R. 16714. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. F. Gilmore; 
H. R. 4553. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
Mitchell; 
H. R. 14929. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
| Keen; 
H. R. 12822. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
| O. Sullivan; 
| H. R. 6189. 
Potts; 
H. R. 16353. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
| F. Ritchie; 
H. R. 17120. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Shirar; 
H. R. 16419. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Harrison; 
H. R. 16939. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander T. Sullinger, alias Alexander Patillo; 
H. R. 10691. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
| Van Wie; 
H. R. 17094. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
| tus L. Kidder; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
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H. R. 15793. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Skinner; 

H. R. 2813. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Hawkins; 

H. R. 15645. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilson 
French; 

H. R. 17234. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Flynn: 

H. R. 17297. An act granting an increase.of pension to Joseph 
W. Fox. 

H. R. 15688. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin Williams; 

H. R. 15665. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Carr; 

H. R. 15915. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Stafford; 

H. R. 15894. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
P. Everett; 

H. R. 3752. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Pickard; 

H. R. 16857. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
W. Kile; 

H. R. 16861. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Chancellor; 

H. R. 16445. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke 
Madden, alias John E. McDonald; 

H. R. 16423. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza B. 


Abbott; 


H. R. 16381. An act granting an increase of pension to Lymus 
Wallace; 

H. R. 16368. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. 
Hutchinson; 

H. R. 16364. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Carney; 


H. R. 13723. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver | 


C. Jackson; 

H. R. 833. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Van Deusen; 

= 9912. An act granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
Smith; 

H. R. 1422. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Merritt; 

H. R. 1274. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Fleming; 

H. R. 17296. An act granting an increase of pension to Newton 
Thayer; 

H. R. 11833. An act granting an increase of pension to Albanis 
L. Anderson; 


H. R. 4155. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza | 


Wende; 

H. R. 16077. An act grantingan increase of pension to Leighton 
M. Perveil, alias Charles H. Hunt; 

H. R. 7708. An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
Fallon; 


H. R. 11701. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. | 


Wright: 

H. R.46065. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Garland; 

H. R. 3681. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Wilson; 

H. R. 16717. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Thompson; 


H. R. 8187. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


T. Moore; 
H. R. 10869. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
K. Strayer; 


H. R. 10922. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


Feldhausen; 


H. R. 11616. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac | 


Harris: 


H. R. 11075. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


J. Hart; 


H. R. 11189. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie | 


M. Gilbert; 


H. R. 11428. An act granting an increase of pension to Plummer | 


Lewis; 

H. R. 11625. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der H. Taylor; 

H. R. 11020. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Alsbach; 

H. R. 11739. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
N. Northway; 

H. R. 11122. Anact granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Copley; 

a. R. 11888. An act granting a pension to William Vogan; 

H. R. 8061. An act granting a pension to Francis E. Wild; 


. 4784. An act granting a pension to Debora J. Fogle; 

. 10505. An act granting a pension to Mabel A. Woolsey; 
. 16752. An act granting a pension to Anton Sauthoff; 

. 16275. An act granting a pension to Isaac B. Price; 

. 15878. An act granting a pension to Minerva Murphy; 

. 17133. An act granting a pension to Kathinka Sichel; 

. 4723. An act granting a pension to George A. Liston; 

. 11546. An act granting a pension to Edward Bryan; 

. 16859. An act granting a pension to Florence M. Stout; 

. 16391. An act granting a pension to Ella F. Shandrew; 

. 17305. An act granting a pension to Philander H. Graves; 
. 16697. An act granting a pension to Ellen Johnson; 

. 2911. An act granting a pension to Charles M. Walker; 

. 11682. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Winter- 
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17233. An act granting a pension to John Haynes; 

15573. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 
9274. An act granting a pension to Jessie B. Cluxton; 
10506. An act granting a pension to Francis E. Luse; 
17043. An act granting a pension to Martha Maddox; 
18701. An act granting a pension to Theodore Buri; 
10760. An act granting a pension to Wallace L. Scott; 
17093. An act granting a pension to Caroline Schaefer; 
15448. An act granting a pension to Eudora Wells; 

5907. An act granting a pension to David S. Taylor; 
5586. An act granting a pension to Oliver W. Newton; 
16309. An act granting a pension to Samuel H. Montanye; 
6656. An act granting a pension to Samantha Yant; 
14813. An act granting a pension to William Mennecke; 
16291.,.An act granting a pension to Laban McGahan; 
12090. An act granting a pension to Arvilla N. Stocker; 
8244. An act granting a pension to Bridget Logan; 

9237. An act granting a pension to John Wallace: 

1016. An act granting a pension to Charles 8. F. Hil- 
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3026. An act granting a pension to Martha J. Bishop; 
4501. An act granting a pension to Sarah D. Lightfoot; 
3207. An act granting a pension to Johanna Buse; 
12238. An act granting a pension to Margaret A. Stuart; 
16567. An act making appropriation for the support of 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904; 
H. R. 15520. An act to establish a standard of value and to pro- 
vide for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands; 
H. R. 13605. An act for the relief of George A. Detchemendy; 
sae R. 4066. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
rohn; 
ie 5010. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
. ace; 
H. R. 14361. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
| M. Alexander; 
H. R. 14236. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Chatfield; 
“ — 12602. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
urke; 
H. R. 1062. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias P. 
Stearns; 
H. R. 9799. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Murphy: 
H. R. 13772. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
L. Vermilion; 
H. R. 13793. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
| A. Alexander; 
H. R. 13945. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
| T. Durant: 
we 12382. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
| Sands; 
H. R. 2264. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
| H. Higgins; 
| H.R. 13485. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
| Josephine Stanwood; 
H. R. 14938. An act granting an increase of pension Benjamin 
| F. Wilson; 
H. R. 15533. An act granting an increaseof pension to William 
H. France; 
H. R. 16000, An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
| Amadon; 
H. R. 5982. An act granting an increase of pension to Christine 
B. Knapp; 
H. R. 1087. An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
W. Lincoln; 
H. R. 15558. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Baldwin: 
H. R. 15629. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
A. Tattersall; 
._ 12638. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
- Day; 
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H. R. 14448, An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Cartmill; : 
H. R. 304, An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 


uffy ; 

HR. 11371. An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 
nand Heiskell; 

H. R. 18718. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Randolph; 

H. R. 14160. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira J.S. 
Holmes; 

H. R. 6498. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Whitman; 


H. R. 15812. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucien 
B. Love; 

H. R. 15906. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Grennue; 

H. R. 15848. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
W. Rowe; 

H. R. 15964. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Murphy; 

H. R. 17107. An act granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
Glazer; 

H. R. 16784. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Howe; 


H. R. 2787. An act granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
S. Ribble; 

H. R. 6719. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Hall; 


H. R. 5281. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick | 


Mahan; 

H. R. 5960, An act granting an increase of pension to Lambert 
Johnston; 

H. R. 8023. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Downing; 

H. R. 14439. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin Peale; 


H. R. 1257. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. | 


Campbell; 


H. R. 16201. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeffrey 


Hufford; 
H. R. 16212. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Johnson; 
H. R. 16538, 
W. Downs: 
H. R. 14930. 
H. Houseal; 
H. R. 15404. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Hattery; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. R. 15440, An act granting an increase of pension to John | 


Fullerton: 


H. R. 15721. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter | 


A. Perter; 

H. hk. 15780. An act, granting an increase of pension to Hans A. 
Grove: 
W. Allen: 

H. R. 7882. An act granting an increase of pension Elizabeth 
Lis ‘er: 

H. R. 15387. An act granting an increase of pension to Lott 
Van Nordstrand; 

H. R. 7808. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Morley; 


H. R. 7510. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward | 


M. Gammon; 

H. R. 7312. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Curley; 
‘ H. R. 5446. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Travis: 

H. R. 5876. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob E. 
Richards; 


Hi. R. 6101. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda | 


E. MeQuiddy; 


i. R. 6127. An act granting an increase of pension to Cathe- | 


rine P. McLorinen: 
H. R. 6442. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Gilford; 
. H. R. 4632, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
. Rhodes; 
H. R. 17306. An act granting a pension to Catherine McGuin; 
R. 18711. An act granting a pension to Simon M. Yates; 
. 13881. An act granting a pension to William M. Wilson; 
. 962. An act granting a pension to Rodney W. Ander- 


. 18719. An act granting a pension to Nancy McGuire; 
. 942. An act granting a pension to John R. Dougherty; 
. 16476. An act granting a pension to Catherine Rayel; 


z 
bat gt ft it 
Daw Aa 


H. R. 7736. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


13612, An act granting a pension to Margaret Bell; 

4952. An act granting a pension to Abner D. Rutherford; 
15842, An act granting a pension to Mary H. Talcott; 
15636. An act granting a pension to Matilda Tunison; 
4925. An act granting a pension to Joel Thomason; 

6969. An act granting a pension to Bisa C. Morrill; 
7867. An act granting a pension to Ellen D. Campbell; 
7710. An act granting a pension to Margaret Scanlon; 
7844. An act granting a pension to Alonzo Pendland; 
2913. An act granting a pension to Catherine A. Sawdy; 
11958. An act granting a pension to Henry H. Winds; 
14091, An act granting a pension to Charles A. Warrick; 
15962. An act granting a pension to Catherine T. R. 
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. 8261. An act granting a pension to George R. Grubaugh; 
12611. An act granting a pension to Alexander J. Thom- 
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2616. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Goodrich; 
8005. An act granting a pension to Samantha A. New- 


. 5028. An act for the relief of Francis M. Oliver; 
. R. 2199. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jonas Albert; and 

H. R. 16352. An act toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting 
an increase of pension to Mary La Tourette Stotsenburg,”’ ap- 
proved June 2, 1900. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


° 
rt bh 
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Mr. GRIGGS. Iask unanimous consent for leave of absence 
during the remainder of this session, on account of the illness of 
my wife. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

The result of the vote was then announced; and accordingly 
(at 8 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 
to-morrow, Sunday, at 12 o’clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


9 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
amma were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
/an estimate of appropriation for completing the steam tender 
| Oleander—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, relating to the preparation 
and printing of certain statements of public expendituresin Cuba 
| and the Philippines—to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, a list of preliminary examinations 
and surveys heretofore made of all projects under construction or 
maintenance, and the totals of appropriations for rivers and har- 
| bors—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 
| A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 

from the Chief of Engineers, a statement as to the civilian engi- 
neers employed on rivers and harbor work—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 

| as follows: 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on River and Harbors, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 145) 
to amend a joint resolution entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution providing 
for the removal of shoal in North River of New York Harbor,” 
approved July 1, 1902, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3882); which said joint resolution 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
| on the state of the Union. Y 
Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17330) providing 

for the removal of the port of entry in the customs collection dis- 
| trict in Alaska from Sitka, Alaska, to Juneau, Alaska, reported 
| the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3883); 
| which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15924) constitut- 
ing Utica, N. Y.,a port of delivery, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3884); which said bill and 
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report were referred to the Committee of tne Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
7307) to provide certain souvenir medallions for the benefit of the 
Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association of the United States, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 8885); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7152) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes,”’ approved June 13, 1902, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3886 Ny ae said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6689) for the pro- 
tection of wild animals, birds, and fish in the forest reserves of 
the United States, submitted the views of the minority thereon, 
to accompany report (No. 3862, part 2); which said views were 
referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. GOLDFOGLE, from the 
Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 908) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3887); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 17535) to appropriate the sum 
of $50,000 to erect a public building at Kingfisher, Okla.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17536) to appropriate the sum of $50,000 to | 


erect a public building at Perry, Okla.—to the Committee on 


Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Aiso, a bill (H. R. 17537) to appropriate the sum of $50,000 to 
erect a public building at Shawnee, Okla.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17538) to appropriate the sum of $50,000 to | 


erect a public building at Elreno, Okla.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. . 
By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 17529) providing for the issue 
and circulation of national-bank notes, for the safe-keeping of 
yublic money, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Beukiog and Currency. 
3y Mr. KEHOE: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 95) that 


the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed | 


to have printed 250,000 maps of the United States and posses- 
sions—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution (H. Res. 474) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 15388, for the relief of the 
heirs of Margaret Kennedy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GLENN (by request): A resolution from the Idaho 
legislature, against the extension and enlargement of the Bitter 
Reot Forest Reserve, in Idaho—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Memorial of the legislature of the State of 


Michigan, asking for the passage of H. J. Res. 144—to the Com- | 


mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Memorial of legislature of 
Michigan, asking for the passage of H. J. Res. 144—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Memorial of the State senate of Mis- 
souri, in favor of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17540) for the relief of Susan 
J. Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 17541) granting a 
ere to Elizabeth F, Champlin—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17542) granting a pension to Martin J, 
Painter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APLIN: Petition of the Department of Michigan, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring House bill 14105, amenda- 
tory of section 1754, Revised Statutes, giving preference to vete- 
rans of the civil war for appointments in the Government service— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petitions of the Western Retail Imple- 
ment and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, of Abilene, Kans., and 25 
citizens of the Tenth Congressional district of Missouri, against 
the enactment of the parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Liberty Lodge, No. 22,and of Missouri Lodge, 
No. 20, Order of Mutual Protection, of St. Louis, Mo., favoring 
an amendment to the Post-Office appropriation bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of Northern Ohio Druggists’ Asso- 
ciation, urging the passage of House bill 178, for the reduction of 
the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, of Eureka, 


Cal., favoring House bill 16457, relating to gifts in connection 


with the sale of tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of J. W. Kinney and other citizens 
of the Sixteenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, favoring 
a monument to the memory of Commodore Barry, the first com- 
modore of the United States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of the Grand Army of the Re- 


| public, Department of New York, urging the passage of House 


bill 14105, amending section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of the New York Plate Print- 
ers’ Union, No. 5, of New York City, urging the passage of House 
bill 3076, for an eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petitions of W. G. Eaton Post, of Otsego; 
I. C. Woodman Post, No. 196, of Lawton, and S. D. Haight Post, 
No. 348, of Scottville, Mich., Grand Army of the Republic, and 
veterans of the civil war at Lawrence, Mich.,in support of House 
bill 17108, permitting the payment of the value of public lands to 
persons entitled to make entry upon such lands in certain cases— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of J. B. Peatling and 13 citizens of Ganges, Mich., 
in support of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of Buck-Remer Company and Bloom 
Collier Company, of Keokuk, Iowa, and resolution of Cigar 
Makers’ Union No. 181, of Fort Madison, Iowa, in favor of the 
passage of House bill 16457—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, sundry petitions of business men and citizens of Keokuk, 
Iowa, for the improvement of the Upper Mississippi River to a 
depth of at least 6 feet at low water between Minneapolis and St. 
Louis—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NORTON: Petition of Arend Brothers and 11 others, 
asking for the defeat of a bill requiring small vessels propelled by 
gas, naphtha, or electric motors to be subject to the same regula- 
tions as provided for steam vessels—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of Newtown, Orangeville, and Warren County, Pa., 
in favor of an amendment to the Constitution defining legal mar- 
riage to be monogamic, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 317, of Wilkes- 
barre, Pa., favoring House bill 16457, relating to gifts in connec- 
tion with the sale of tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of 24 citizens of Bir- 
mingham, Mich., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution 
defining legal marriage to be monogamic, etc.—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also. petition of E.S. Baldwin and 51 others, favoring the pas- 
sage of the Scott service-pension bill—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of General R. A. Alger 
Camp, No. 11, National League of Veterans and Sons, for the pas- 
sage of a bill to pay civil war veterans $1.25 per acre for public 
lands they did not accept—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of El Paso Division, No. 
69, Order of Railway Conductors, El Paso, Tex., in favor of the 
passage of the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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SENATE. 


SunDAY, March 1, 1908, 
[Continuation of legislative day of Saturday, February 28, 1903.) 


At the expiration of the recess, 11 o’clock a. m., Sunday, March 
1, 1903, the Senate reassembled. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE OTEY. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask that the resolution of the 
House of Representatives concerning the death of the late Repre- 
sentative OrEY be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

In Housse oF REPRESENTATIVES, June 29, 1902. 


Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the Hon. Perrer J. OTBRY, late a 
member of this House from the State of Virginia, and in pursuance of the 
order of the House heretofore made, the business of the House be now sus- 
pended to enable his associates to pay fitting tribute to his high character 
and distinguished services. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect at the conclusion of these 
exercises the House do adjourn. ? 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, instructed to send a copy of 
these resolutions to the family of the deceased. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask leave to offer the resolu- 
tions which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro capers. The Senator from Virginia 
offers resolutions, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sorrow the announcement 
of the death of Hon. Perer JOHNSTON OTky, late Representative in Con- 
gress from the Sixth Congressional district of Virginia. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended that proper 
tribute may be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the Senate will, upon the con- 
clusion of these memorial exercises adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, this hour has been set apart by 
the Senate in order that proper tribute may be paid to the name 
of a distinguished citizen of Virginia, Maj. Peter J. Orry, who 
died while serving in the House of Representatives. It becomes 
my sad duty to contribute a few words in honor of the memory 
of my deceased friend. 

I became acquainted with Major Orry about the time I reached 
years of manhood. Our acquaintance afterwards ripened into 
friendship. From the year 1885 to the time of his death our re- 
lations were of the closest and most intimate character. I never 
knew @ peo or better man, a more loyal or patriotic citizen, or 
a more faithful and efficient Representative in the halls of Con- 
gress. 

Major Orgy was born in the city of Lynchburg on the 22d day 
of December, 1840. He was educated at the Virginia Milita 
Institute, at Lexington, Va., an institution of high order, mod- 
eled after the West Point Military Academy, graduating from 
that institution on the 1st day of July, 1860. During the brief 
period intervening between his graduation and the commence- 
ment of the war between the States Major OTEY was employed as 
a civil engineer in the work of railroad construction. At the 
very commencement of the war he entered the Confederate Army, 
and served to the end as an officer, first in the infantry and then 
in the artillery branch of the service. He was wounded at the 
battle of Newmarket, in the Valley of Virginia, in the spring of 
1865. He was captured at Waynesboro, Va., by the Federal 
Army on the 2d day of March, 1865, and was a prisoner at Fort 
Delaware when the war ended. His career as a soldier was with- 
out a blemish in any respect, and was characterized by aspirit of 
self-sacrifice, by a devotion to duty, and by a courage which en- 
deared him to his comrades, and placed his name high on the 
rolls of distinguished soldiers produced in the great Common- 
wealth of Virginia. When hostilities ceased Major Orry re- 
turned to the duties of private life with the earnestness, energy, 
and zeal always characteristic of him. At one time in the insur- 
ance business, at another the cashier of the leading bank in his 
city, and at another the president of the Lynchburg and Durham 
Railroad Company, which was planned and organized by him, he 
always commanded the respect and enjoyed the confidence of the 
best business interests in his State. 

While engaged in the active pursuits of business, and seeking 
no political preferment for himself, his devotion to his State and 
his unfaltering conviction that the interests of his country would 
be best promoted by the principles of the Democratic party, he 
contributed generously of his time, his thought, and his means 
to the State and national campaigns of his party. In 1894, for 
the first time, he became a candidate for an office. He announced 

a candidate for Congress in the Sixth Virginia district, 
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and was easily nominated and elected. He served in the Fifty- 
fourth, Fifty-fifth, Fifty-sixth, and Fifty-seventh Congresses, 
and died after a very brief illness in his native city on Sunday 
the 4th day of May, 1902. 

In his Congressional work he was essentially practical. No de- 
tail was too small to be worthy of his attention; no problem was 
so complicated or so profound that he did not aid in its elucida- 
tion and solution. He was one of the wisest and most reliable 
and conservative counselors in his party. 

He was not an orator in the ordinary acceptation of the term, 
but he was an able debater, a strong, forcible, and logical speaker, 
and able to use, and in the habit of using, on proper occasion, 
most effectively, not only the embellishments of rhetoric, but wit, 
humor, invective, and anecdotes. He was a man of marked abil- 
ity and of great usefulness in the public service. In his death, 
not only his friends, but his State and the country suffered an 
irreparable loss. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, my acquaintance with Mr. 
OTEY was not intimate, but I knew him well enough to respect 
him highly, and to regard him as a very valuable member of the 
House of Representatives. He was a kind-hearted, cordial, sym- 
pathetic man, whose companionship was delightful, and whose 
friendship was well worth possessing. He seemed always to look 
on the bright side of life, and was full of anecdote and charming 
reminiscence. To him sunshine was better than cloud, and laugh- 
ter more desirable than gloom. He was the kind of man who 
stands for what is best in life, intent upon leaving an impress for 
good on the community in which he lived. 

Others who knew him better than I will tell the story of this 
man’s life. Military student, soldier, engineer, railroad man, 
banker, and Representativein Congress, he acted well his part in 
the varied positions which he occupied. A successful business 
man, he brought to the discharge of his duties in Congress the 
same industry, method, and executive ability which made him 
successful in business persuits, and thus he achieved success as a 
legislator and endeared himself to his constituents by promptly 
and cheerfully responding to the multitudinous calls that in these 
busy days come to men in public life. 

Mr. President, I shall never forget the large concourse of people 
that gathered in the church in the beautiful and picturesque city 
of Lynchburg on the occasion of the funeral of Congressman OTEY. 
It was not a gathering of people attracted by curiosity or of those 
who es responded to what might seem to them a neigh- 
borly duty. Rather it was an outpouring of men and women who 
were anxious to pay the last tribute of respect to a man whom 
they deeply respected and loved. There were many eyes wet with 
tears in the assemblage, and a solemn hush fell on all when the 
good priest, in simple words, told of the generous qualities and 
kindly deeds of the deceased. He said that Mr. Orry had left to 
his family the heritage of a noble life, which was infinitely better 
than stocks and bonds or silver and gold. How fortunate will it 
be if, when the final summons comes, the same thing can truth- 
fully be said of us. 

Mr. President, I need not say more. This man illustrated in 
his life the thought that Ruskin has burned into the very souls of 
many of his readers: ‘* Think you,’’ says Ruskin, ‘‘ that judgment 
waits till the doors of the grave areopened? It waits at the doors 
of your houses—it waits at the corners of your streets. We are 
in the midst of judgment—the insects that we crush are our 
judges—the moments that we put away are our judges—the ele- 
ments that feed us judge as they minister, and the pleasures that 
deceive us judge as they indulge. Let us, for our lives, do the 
work of men while we bear the form of them, if, indeed, those 
lives are not as a vapor, and do not vanish away.”’ 

Peter J. OTey lived up to high ideals. The world was the 
better because of his having lived in it; and so to-day those of us 
who knew him gladly pay tribute, however humble and incom- 
plete it may be, to the memory of a loyal friend, a true man, and 
a faithful public servant. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, the State of Virginia is more 
than the mother of Presidents. It has reared and sent forth into 
public life so many other men of the highest intellectual attain- 
ments and moral character that it seems to me it has as much 
reason for pride in that fact as it has in that it has placed so 
many distinguished men in the seat first occupied by Washing- 
ton. Of these natives of the Old Dominion Peter J. OTEY was 
one, and his death ae the opportunity to give voice to that 
acknowledgment of the high qualities with which he was in- 
dorsed, that is, I fear, neglected too often during the life of those 
we respect and love. 

Mr. Orey possessed in a notable degree those ingrained Vir- 
ginian qualities of courage, loyalty, and devotion which have 
always been the distinguishing marks of the sons of that great 
State. He was educated in her schools,and in her military institute 
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received that training which in after years enabled him to win 
distinction on the field of battle. When the civil war arose, he 
abandoned all private business and entered the ranks of the 
defenders of the Southern cause. Throughout that great struggle 
he devoted all his strength, all his energy, all his time, and all his 
means to the great movement to which he had given his heart. 
There was never a sign of faltering or weakness. He went on 
to the end with that indomitable courage which characterizes 
the true soldier. But when the end came, he recognized it to be 
the end, and that his work on battlefields was done. Not one of 
the hundreds of thousands who accepted the solution of the great 
struggle was more sincere than he. He had given his love and 
loyalty to a union of a part of the American States; but when it 
was determined that there could be no dividing line, this love 
and loyalty embraced the whole; and after the smoke of battle 
had cleared away, there existed no man ready to dare more for 
the United States of America than Peter J. Orry. Though he 
had broadened his allegiance, however, and had buried forever 
the cause for which he fought, he did not forget his old com- 
rades in arms. Brave men who have fought side by side in war 
must ever stand shoulder to shoulder in ; 

So it was that when Mr. Orry entered public life there were 
behind him the men who had, in times of stress, learned to know 
what manner of man he was. That they judged correctly that 
he would act asa legislator as he fought as a soldier is known to 
all members of the House of Representatives who served with 
him. In his capacity of Representative from Virginia he mani- 
fested the same courage, the same tenacity, the same kindness, 
consideration, and manly affection that had endeared him to his 
soldiers. Noone who knew him well could escape the recogni- 
tion of these gentler qualities. They showed themselves in the 
dry routine of legislation, where there was a chance to give the 
benefit of a doubt to the weaker party. They showed themselves 
in the consideration of measures affecting the material interests 
of sections or of individuals. They were ever manifest in his re- 
lations with his colleagues, and their sincere sorrow at his death 
is the measure of his worth as a man. 

With all his seriousness of purpose, his devotion to duty, and 
his unwearying labor he possessed a lightness of heart and a fund 
of humor which kept him young and in sympathy with the pres- 
ent and all that the present holds. None of those who were for- 
tunate in his companionship will forget the mirth and joy which 
he so often caused. And in the House itself not infrequently his 
genial humor brought back to a reasonable basis a discussion that 
earnestness and passion had carried beyond bounds. His wit was 
of that rare kind which, though sure of its mark, never left a 
rankling wound, but rather soothed and pacified. It was a gift 
which had nota little to do with the personal affection with which 
he was regarded by all those who knew him, and which com- 
manded the respect of those who were not within his intimate 
companionship. 

While Mr. OTrrY was a most earnest and loyal member of his 
party, none of his political opponents have ever been able +o 
charge him with any of the questionable acts which sometimes 
are laid at the doors of public men. He secured and held the re- 
spect of Republicans as well as of Democrats, and the former as 
well as the latter in his Congressional district were proud to be 
represented in Congress 4! him. In his work for his constituents 
he was indefatigable, and his sincere desire to serve them in what- 
ever way was proper made him one of the hardest working of the 
members of the House of Representatives. It was his greatest 
pleasure to secure some measure of relief or some little benefit 
for a worthy and needy constituent, for his sympathy went out 
to such as had missed much of the good fortune of the world. 
Hence his loss was felt among his constituents as a personal loss, 
and when his body was taken to its last resting place there was 
evidence that he had attained the supreme honor of a successful 
life—the sincere and unselfish love of his people. 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, shortly after I became a member 
of the Senate I formed the acquaintance of Hon. Perrer J. Orry, 
late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of 
Virginia. I often met him and conversed with him up to the 
time of his death. But a short while before he died I enjoyed a 
most pleasant and agreeable conversation with him in this Cham- 
ber. Apparently he was in good health, and I was shocked when 
I heard of his death. I no personal acquaintance with him 
until after he became a member of Congress, but often saw him 
and conversed with him during his public career. I can scarcely 
now realize that he has passed forever from our fellowship. 
Conversation with the distinguished dead convinced me that he 
was a man of thought, and that his abilities were directed in ad- 
vancing the best interests of his country. 

Reared and educated at the Virginia Military Institute, from 
which he graduated in 1860, he early uired that breadth of 
mind and honesty of purpose which so well equipped him for the 
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duties and responsibilities of life. He never held a public office 


until he was elected to Congress, taking his seat upon the as- 
sembling of the Fifty-fourth Congress, and was reelected to the 
Fifty-fifth, Fifty-sixth, and Fifty-seventh Congresses. Had he 
lived, doubtless he would have been renominated without oppo- 
sition and reelected to the Fifty-eighth Congress, for he was highly 
esteemed and greatly beloved by the people of his district. The 
deceased was a brave Confederate soldier, gave four years of his 
life to this service, and his record as a soldier is without a blot or 
blemish. He fought under Breckinridge, Longstreet, and Early, 
and his companions in arms testify that he was always found in 
front of the battle discharging faithfully and courageously the 
duties of a soldier. 

When the civil war ended he accepted the result in good faith 
and went to work to rebuild the fortunes of Virginia and to bring 
about a fraternal feeling between all sections of our common 
country. He soon demonstrated that the success which he had 
achieved as a soldier was destined to mark his career as a busi- 
ness man. He won the confidence and the esteem of the good 
people of the city of Lynchburg, where he resided, and was nomi- 
nated and elected to represent his district in Congress. The dis- 
tinguished dead never lost his devotion and enthusiasm for his 
companions in arms and was universally loved by them at the 
time of his death. 

My limited acquaintance with the deceased convinced me that 
he was an industrious and thoughtful legislator, a tender and 
loving husband and father, a kind, just, and considerate neighbor, 
a broad-minded and patriotic American citizen, always ready and 
anxious to discharge, in an intelligent way, his public duties, 
keeping in view the Sa of our free institutions, hoping 
to advance in every honorable way possible his country’s good. 

He was incapable of cherishing malice, and charity was one of 
his crowning virtues. He worked constantly and effectively for 
the people of his district and was candid, courageous, honest, and 
full of sympathy for his fellow-man. As a friend he was inter- 
esting and delightful, always carrying with him sunshine and 
happiness. 

Those who knew him as a student, as a soldier, as a private 
citizen, as a husband and father, as a member of Congress, bear 
testimony that he was faithful in the discharge of every duty. 
He was just such a Representative as might be expected from 
the Commonwealth of Virginia. No State in the Union has done 
more to give to the world the best Government ever established 
for the liberty and happiness of man than this great Common- 
wealth. On Virginia’s soil and through thé influence of Vir- 
ginia’s sons opposition to British tyranny was first planted. It 
was the immortal Patrick Henry who kindled the flame that 
united the American colonies in favor of American independence. 

It was Thomas Jefferson, Virginia’s distinguished son, who 
drafted the Declaration of Independence, uniting the colonies 
and constituting a Republic that in a little more than a hundred 
years has outstrip all the nations of the earth. Nowhere 
among the family of nations will be found that happiness and 
liberty and equality of rights which the American citizen enjoys. 
The Declaration of Independence which Thomas Jefferson drafted, 
separating us from the mother country, brought to the infant Re- 
public a revolution that lasted for eight years, and which threat- 
ened our extermination. Our chieftain in this sanguinary strug- 
gle, which resulted in American independence, was Virginia’s 
son. When the Federal Constitution was under discussion it was 
Mr. Madison who was its ablest champion, and he will always be 
accorded in history the place he deserves in connection with the 
formation of our fundamental law. When we seek to know the 
origin and history of the Monroe doctrine, that no foreign govern 
ment should cross the waters and establish governments on the 
Western Continent, we find this doctrine came to us through one 
of Virginia’s distinguished sons. 

It is not necessary to trace the birth, the education, or the pri- 
vate life of our dead friend in order to estimate his pure worth. 

The fact that the people of Virginia, of the Sixth Congressional 
district, elected him to Congress for four consecutive terms is 
the highest evidence that he was a man of ability, possessing the 
highest integrity, the broadest patriotism, the kindliest nature, 
a lover of liberty and constitutional government. Virginians are 
a brave, chivalrous, and gentlemanly people, and are proud of the 
records made by their public servants. They watched with pride 
the career of our dead friend. They loved him, they trusted and 
honored him, and he was in every way worthy of that trust and 
honor which they so freely bestowed upon hin. 

In his intercourse with others he was always considerate, even 
tender with the lowly and the humble. He was asincere friend of 
the poor, a man of unswerving integrity, and all who knew him 
bear testimony to the goodness of his heart in all of his relations 
with his fellows. We can only judge a man by the life he lives. 
His everyday walk preaches the most forceful sermon. Deeds 
and acts are more forceful than words. Those who knew him 
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y beautiful tribute to his memory—that Prrer J. Orry lived a 
ite of integrity, benevolence, and Charity, and he taught these 
virtues to all with whom hecamein contact. His manly qualities 
of heart and mind made him universally popular with col- 
leagues in the House regardless of politics. ; 

I have often heard it said that he never at any time failed to 
remember the slightest wish of any of his constituents; always 
plain, modest, unassuming, lo al, and friendly. 

He died in the very prime of his usefulness and while his influ- 
ence was widening and increasing, and his death was a serious 
loss to the public, as it was a source of irreparable grief to his 
large circle of friends; but the example which he left us will long 
be remembered for the instruction and encouragement of those 
who now survive him. The benedictions of those who knew him 
intimately and who loved him so well, and who were the recipi- 
ents of his many generous acts, will keep his memory fresh and 
unfading forever. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the commemorative exercises 
that are now trenepiring had been appointed for yesterday after- 
noon. When the hour approached the pressure of the public 
business of the Senate was such that those who had charge of it 
appealed that it might be given the right of way. The friends of 
the late PeTER JOHNSTON OTEy believed that had he been alive he 
would have been the first to waive any personal consideration for 
the affairs of the country, and, acting as they believed the living 
would have acted, they consented that these exercises should be 
postponed until to-day. 

The late PETER JOHNSTON OTEY was the Representative of the 
Sixth Congressional district of Virginia. He was born in Lynch- 
burg, Campbell County, Va., on the 22d of December, 1840, and 
he died there on May 4, 1902. His death occurred in the house of 
his birth, whose roof had sheltered his lifetime and five genera- 
tions of his ancestors and their descendants. 

This old homestead erected by his maternal grandfather in the 
early part of the nineteenth century is a large, substantial brick 
structure of the plain rectangular fashion so common in Old Eng- 
land and in the Atlantic coast States of the American Union. In 
its dignified simplicity and solidity it is typical of the sterling 
people who erected and lived within its walls, and while modern 
architecture presents many features more alluring to the fanci- 
ful, I doubt if there be any specimen of it that presents so strik- 
ing an ideal of durability or worth or kindles so readily the asso- 
ciations of family and of home. 

John Otey, the grandfather of PETER JOHNSTON OTEY, was a 
soldier of the Revolution of 1776, and long represented the county 
of Bedford in the general assembly of Virginia. His father, 
Capt. John Mercer Otey, was a soldier of the war of 1812, and 
locating in Lynchburg when the war ended, he became a leading 
citizen, the president of its common council, an officer of a bank, 
and a successful business man whose judgment was much sought 
and always respected by his neighbors and his friends. He was 
aman of majestic personal aspect and of character and ability 
befitting his appearance, and he had that commanding intelli- 
gence and influence to which men bend by instinct. Had you 
looked upon him without knowing who he was you would have 
surmised from his sagacious face and commanding form that he 
Was some great public official, such as Secretary of the Treasury 
or Chief Justice of the United States. 

Capt. John M. Otey was wedded early in life to Lucy W. Nor- 
vell, whose family, like his own, had made its mark in the Colo- 
nial and Revolutionary days of our State, and she was as remark- 
able for intellectual, social, and executive abilities as was her 
husband. She identified herself with religious and charitable 
works. During the civil war she herself established and super- 
intended a hospital in the city of Lynchburg for the wounded 
and sick soldiers. She directed its administration with an effi- 
cient energy that was universally recognized and with a sweet 
heartedness and charity that made her name as proverbial in our 
om as that of Florence Nightingale is throughout the 
world, “ 

When our sectional troubles became acute in 1860 the Otey 
family, of the old Whig stock—and, indeed, a large majority of 
the Lynchburg people—identified themselves strongly with the 
cause of the Union. The whole State of Virginia was similarly 
disposed, giving its electoral vote to Bell and Everett, and still 
later, after secession was organized, Lynchburg and a majority 
of the Virginia constituencies sent Union representatives to the 
State convention. There, led by Alexander H. H. Stuart, Jubal 
Anderson Early, Robert E. Scott, Robert Y. Conrad, John B. 
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will, and while Virginia was opposed to secession, she still less 
favored the idea of forcing States by the bayonet into unwilling 
litical association. It was against the hintaan of those of her 
ounders whom she most revered and against the legendary and 
traditional principles of her people. The Union localities in Vir- 
ginia indorsed this view, and the Otey family and all their neigh- 
bors fell into the ranks of forming war. The Hon. James G. 
Blaine, in his Twenty Years in Congress, and, more recently, 
Gen. Charles Francis Adams in a memorable essay, have elo- 
quently referred to the history and integrity of Virginia’s con- 
victions and to her stern obedience to her faith. 

I am relating a fact of our history and not discussing it, for the 
discussion has long since eventuated in tragedy and in restora- 
tion after tragedy. The fact simply illustrates that when revo- 
lution comes it sweeps in its headlong currents those who are op- 
posed to it in common with those who favor and advance it, and 
our domestic experience, conforming to that which all history 
confirms, utters its warning against those of any and of every 
side who kindle the sparks of sectional strife. 

The children raised by Capt. John M. Otey and Lucy W. Otey 
were eight in number. The eldest, a daughter, Mrs. Lucy 
Walker, alone survives. This noble matron is the widow of a 
brave soldier. Maj. John Stewart Walker, who fell in the battle 
of Malvern Hill. The rest of those children were sons. They all 
volunteered when war came, and were noted for their modest 
valor and their patriotic spirit of self-sacrifice and devotion. 

One of them, Capt. Van Rensselaer Otey, who had been a lieu- 
tenant in the Mexican war, served on the staff of the famous cav- 
alry general, J. E. B. Stuart, until ill health necessitated his as- 
signment to post duty. 

Lieut. Dexter Otey, another, was injured, as the war began, by 
being thrown from a horse and disabled from military duty. 

Col. Kirkwood Otey commanded the Eleventh Virginia Infan- 
try, a regiment of ironsides, and was wounded in Pickett’s charge 
at Gettysburg and again at Drurys Bluff. 

Capt. George Gaston Otey commanded a battery of light artil- 
lery and was mortally wounded at Lewisburg. 

Walter Hayes Otey was adjutant of the Fifty-sixth Virginia 
Infantry, and bravely shared the dangers and hardships of pro- 
tracted war. 

John M. Otey became colonel and adjutant-general for Gen. 
P. G. T. Beauregard. 

PETER JOHNSTON OTEY was the youngest and the last survivor 
of this brave brotherhood, a race of manly men whose breasts 
were little stirred by the vanities of ambition or the ostentations 
of life, but rather by the finer impulse to render manhood’s true 
account. 

I knew this man of whom I speak to-day, and his memory is 
dear to me. From his earliest childhood we were neighbors, 
kinsmen, comrades, and friends, and I know of no man who more 
adequately met all the obligations which life imposed upon him, 
who attempted more things and better did them, and none who 
at the age of 62, at which he died, could look back upon a life 
more honorably or more usefully spent, or could have less in its 
record that he would wish to regret. 

Graduating at the Virginia Military Institute in 1860, he en- 
tered at once upon his chosen profession as a civil engineer. He 
was scarcely initiated in it when the war drums were sounding. 
He volunteered, of course, and served for a time as a lieutenant 
in the Virginia forces. and fired, it is said, the first cannon shot 
of the war on Virginia soil, from Sewells Point, near Norfolk. 
We find him again soon in the battles of Fort Donelson and Shi- 
loh, and presently he becomes a major in the Thirtieth Virginia © 
Battalion of Infantry. His war service was arduous in Ten- 
nessee, west and southwest Virginia, and in the Shenandoah Val- 
dg especially during the last year under Breckinridge and 
Early. 

At Newmarket, in May, 1864, he was stricken down with a 
broken arm in a charge upon a battery which withered the as- 
saulting line, when General Breckinridge, the Confederate com- 


| mander, sent to the rescue his only available reserve in the bat- 


talion of cadets of the Virginia Military Institute, where Major 
Orry had been educated. These boy soldiers of the corps to 
which he had belonged swept the field with a precision, steadi- 
ness, and compactness of movement that won the admiration of 
both armies, passing over OTEY’s fallen body, accomplishing their 
purpose, and winning a reputation which remains a glorious 
reminiscence. 

Curious it might seem, and yet it is consonant with the best 
things in human nature and with the invariable character of a 


Baldwin, Samuel McDowell Moore, and others not less able and | sensible and magnanimous people, that soldiers of the Union 


distinguished, they fought a sturdy fight to avert the disaster of 
dissolution and civil war. 


| 


Army who witnessed the exploit of these boys in action have sent 
their sons to the Virginia Military Institute to be educated, be- 


When President Lincoln called on Virginia to furnish men to | cause they saw its worth tested in the test of fire, and a just return 


march against the seceding States the sentiment of the body in- 
stantly c . This was war, call it by whatsoever name you 


| 





is found to-day by our reunited country in the fact that many of 
its younger Army officers have been drawn from the graduates 
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of this excellent academy and who are sons of both those who 
wore the blue as well of those who wore the gray. 

The wounds of youth soon heal, and OTEY was soon back with 
his soldiers. He commanded his brigade at Cedar Creek. His 
character as a fearless fighter became more and more established. 
The War Records attest it by the frequent complimentary notices 
made of his gallantry and skill by his superior officers, and had 
the fortunes of war gone otherwise than they did, he was in close 
reach of the highest honors of rank that can crown a soldier’s 
deeds. But he was not the kind of a man to ask a medal for 
gallantry, or stars and wreaths for his collar, and in the chance 
medley of war they came not to him unasked. He was content 
with the supreme reward of duty done. 

At Waynesboro, March 2, 1865, with a remnant of his band, he 
was captured, and when the war ended he was a prisoner at Fort 
Delaware. He was ere long at home again to begin life anew, 
and to build up from the bottom. To one of his comrades in a 
similar situation Thomas Carlyle,the great writer and philosopher, 
wrote this advice: ‘‘Go ahead and do the thing that lies next to 
you.”’ This was always Major OTrEy’s intuitive wisdom, and he 
lived closely up to it. 

A clerkship in an express office he gladly accepted. He became 
successively a clerk in a railroad office, an engineer of a railroad 
line, teller, and then cashier of a leading bank, the founder of a 
large insurance business that yet continues and prospers, and 
then the president, financier, and builder of the Lynchburg and 
Durham Railroad. 

Never a money lover, but always scrupulous as a handler, user, 
and earner of money, he exercised such fine discretion and rigid 
honesty in all of these employments, and exhibited such rare fac- 
ulties of administrative tact and skill that his fame as a success- 
ful and reliable business man spread far and wide, and he was 
looked up to, and justly, as a model and an exemplar. 

While system and discipline were manifested in their best 
forms in his business practices, he had beyond them the ripe men- 
tality of clear and just judgment. To these were added in him 
an automatic integrity that never debated a questionable point 
of honor, but instantly decided it rightly, and a firm purpose that 
could say *‘No”’ with alacrity, however specious, alluring, and 
beguiling might be the temptation to say ‘* Yes.”’ 

It is of such mettle as this that great menare made. We often 
see in our American life some modest man but little known sud- 
denly projected into great places of peace or war, and the multi- 
tude is astonished that he so readily and roundly fulfills that 
place with all of its complexities and responsibilities. 

PETER JOHNSTON OTEY was a man of this class, and it is my 
conviction from an intimate knowledge of his principles, his char- 
acteristics, and his methods that there is no executive office of 
our Government that he would not have ably filled in a manner 
that would have given satisfaction to all who trusted him and re- 
dounded to the renown and welfare of his country. 

Major Orry indeed possessed a great variety of talents. He 
was a mathematician who could quickly solve any problem of 
figures, a draftsman who could give you the model of a steam 
engine or in a few strokes of his pen the characteristic features 
of a face or landscape; a musician whose ear for music made him 
at home touching the keys of a piano or the strings of a banjo or 
in leading the chorus of a happy song. With the fishing rod, 
shotgun, or rifle he was on easy and familiar terms, and when he 
dropped business no one I ever knew entered more heartily or 
innocently into the spirit of sport or amusement, or extracted 
from it more of pleasure and refreshment. 

Calm and decisive in all serious affairs, he was so concentrative 
in his work and so imperious in pushing it to its proper result 
that men sometimes thought him cold and indifferent, but no 


man Was Warmer or more generous in his feeling, none responded | 


more readily to any call of friendship, patriotism, or charity, and 
none was more alert to do good things for their own sake without 
thought of reward or regard for personal consequence. 

When Major Orny had reached the mature age of 54 years the 
railroad of which he was president underwent the experience 
usual with small interior lines and was absorbed bya great trunk 
line, leaving him without employment. He had never held civil 
ofiice of any kind, either State or Federal, and had aoa never 
made a public speech. His business occupations 
as tended to withdraw him from, rather than prompt him to, 
political ambition. But he had always been a public-spirited 
citizen. He had served for years in the common council of his 
town, like his father before him. He had performed many other 


attentive tothe concerns of the common weal and of his neighbors 
and friends, and he had won the confidence and good will of all 
who knew him. 

He determined in 1894 to become a candidate for Congress, and 
went at it with the directness which characterized all of his 
methods, pablishing a brief card stating that candidates often 





stated to the public that they yielded to the solicitations of friends, 
and would serve if elected, to the sacrifice of personal interests; 
whereas in his case he was thoroughly satisfied that his own in- 
terest would be subserved by election, and he asked his fellow- 
citizens directly to vote for him. The people always and justly 
love plain candor, and this candid presentation reenforced their 
favorable disposition. He was nominated by the Democratic 
party, and elected a Representative in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Without experience in public speaking, he rapidly acquired 
that art, and soon became an able and interesting advocate upon 
the hustings, knowing his subject in every detail, presenting his 
views with clearness and force, and adding to the attractiveness 
of his utterances by a play of natural wy Reinaa es fancy that 
was singularly engaging. 

In the House of Representatives he made his mark upon the floor 
as well as in the committees of which he was a member. So at- 
tentive was he to his constituents in all the details of their wants 
and needs that it was soon commonly said throughout the dis- 
trict that ‘‘ Major Orry is the best Representative we have ever 
had.’’ The very humblest of them, as well as the most influen- 
tial and powerful, commanded his instant attention and care. 
His popularity became so firmly established that no one in his 
party thought of opposing him, and his political rivals entered 
the campaigns without hope and came out with ever-increasing 
majorities against them. 

He was successfully chosen a Representative to the Fifty-fourth, 
Fifty-fifth, and Fifty-sixth Congresses, and came here as a member 
of the Fifty-seventh Congress, not only honored and beloved by 
his home people, but also with the hearty welcome of his col- 
leagues of whatever party in the House of Representatives. 
Limited time forbids me to recount his services in that body, and 
this, indeed, has already been better done by his colleagues there. 

His services were assidueus and numberless in the mass of 
minor measures and minor matters that make a vast sum in the 
aggregate, and yet areof no little importance to the localities and 
persons chiefly concerned, while they cut no great figure in public 
history. They were also important and weighty in many public 
questions of the first magnitude and in administrative concerns 
of large consequence. 

So much was he esteemed that he was made a member of the 
State Democratic executive committee and of the national Demo- 
cratic committee as well. 

He was the propounder of the measure to provide dentists for 
our Army, which became a law, to the gratification and better- 
ment of our soldiers in the field; and President McKinley gra- 
ciously appointed, as one of the dentists to fulfill the terms of the 
act. Dr. R. W. Morgan, of Lynchburg, who had been a private 
soldier of Pickett’s division, and who was wounded at Gettys- 
burg. This gentleman had conceived the measure providing for 
a dentists’ corps, which is now established. It had been suggested 
to his mind by his own experience as a soldier, and he is now suf- 
fering illness brought upon him by his service as a dentist with 
our forces in Cuba. This great reform is simply another instance 
in which the experiences of one generation redound to the bet- 
terment of another, and in which experiences sometimes acquired 
in hostility are woven into the web of a stronger and more endur- 
ing friendship. 

It was in his home life that Major Orry was most admirable, 
and it was there that he found the rich and exceeding great reward 
for the hardships and dangers that he had passed and of all his 
faithful labors. Married in early manhood to Miss Mollie Floyd, 
of adistinguished and intellectual family, the children and grand- 
children of their union brought to them the fullness of domestic 
blessing. Mrs. Otey was his constant companion and helpmate; 
and in her good judgment and ready hand he found that genial 
comradeship which was to him ‘*a very help in time of trouble,” 
while the many friends who shared their fireside warmth and 
hospitality beheld the charms of domestic felicity exemplilied in 


| every form of home happiness and comfort. 


ad been such | 


In the qualities that command respect and that attract and 
endear friendship Major Orry was as richly endowed as in intel- 
lectual gifts and in moral attribtiites. Every circle welcomed his 
sunny presence. He was the best of boon companions, whether 
in a stern fight or in a hunt or upon any scene of recreation. His 
disposition was that of redundant healthfulness, which makes the 
best of everything that is and hopes and strives for the best that 
may be reached for. 

As no difficulty discouraged him, so no mishap cast him down 


| or deterred renewal of endeavor. He was optimistic in all things, 
unremunerative labors as a party committeeman and as a citizen, | 


and his optimism sprung from the true-heartedness and clear- 
sightedness that realizes the unceasing endeavor of the Divine 
Spirit to work out all things for good. 

He dealt but little in attempts to unravel and explain the mys- 
teries of our present and future state, which, by their infinity, 
must be inscrutable, but he looked upward to the good God in 
hope, faith, and charity, with a conscience that loved right and 
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hated wrong, and with dependence. and confidence as strong as 
those of a child that looks trustingly into its mother’s face. He 
put his creed into his deeds, and his life was such that any 
church in Christendom might have been content to point to him 
as a worthy and exemplary member. 

To this strong, brave, good, and useful man death seemed to 
come all too soon, and yet it gave its forewarning. A month or 
so before he died he told me that he had a heart trouble which 
he felt might take him off atany moment. I had never suspected | 
it, nor would anyone who looked upon him be likely to do so. 
His eye was keen and bright; his cheeks were rosy with the flush 












of health; his indomitable will and his cheerful spirit bore him 
along in the constant and efficient discharge of multitudinous 
duties. The week before he died he left Washington for his 
home, feeling badly. A few days later I wrote him at his home a 
letter. to which, by the next mail, according to his punctual cus- 
tom, I received a full reply in his own handwriting. Two days 
later, Sunday, came a telegram stating that Major Orry had died 
that afternoon. 

The morning he died he called for his wife and his check book, 
wrote a check and handed it to her, stating that she might need 
the funds in the affairs of the household; then turned to sleep, | 
and awoke only to say ‘‘ Farewell’’ to those around him, and so | 
his thoughtfulness of others that had been the good genius of his 
life threw their love-lit halo over his dying pillow. 

Had he worked less than he did or thought as much of himself | 
as he thought of others and of his duties, his life on earth might 

yrobably have been prolonged. But as it was, he died with his 
1arness on, while all his faculties were bright, and ere infirmity 
had sapped the foundation of his usefulness and the happiness of | 
his being. Whocan chide that Providence which strives unceas- 
ingly for the least of evil and for the best of good? 

The State of Virginia had a true citizen and soldier in the per- | 
son of PETER JOHNSTON OTEY,and one who would have suffered | 
anything and done anything that became a man to serve her. 

The Sixth district had in him a Representative who followed 
what was highest and best in his predecessors and made himself | 
an example of fidelity and utility for those who shall follow him, 
a shining example which will inspire their best ambitions and 
sound the bugle call to their best exertions. 

The United States had in him a faithful and zealous servant, 
who, discounting no true instinct and no manly attribute in his 
breast, did render to them all that their highest ideals could dic- 
tate of a patriot’s duty. 

So he sleeps well and a happy memory remains in the track 
that he pursued, like the light that fills the sky when some serene 
and wholesome planet has departed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop- | 
tion of the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Virginia | 
{[Mr. Martin}. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to, with the excep- 
tion of the resolution relating to adjournment. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE MOODY. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions | 
from the House of Representatives commemorative of the life 
and character of Hon. James M. Moopy, late a member of the | 
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House of Representatives from the State of North Carolina, may 
be laid before the Senate.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolutions of the House of Representatives, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 22, 1903. 
Resolved, That in pursuance of the special order heretofore adopted the 
House proceed to pay tribute to the memory of the Hon. JAMES MONTRA- 
VILLE Moopy, late a member of the House of Representatives from the 
State of North Carolina. | 
Resolved, That asa particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- | 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a faithful and distin- 
uished public servant, the House at the conclusion of the memorial proceed- 

ngs shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, instructed to senda copy of 
these resolutions to the family of the deceased. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions submitted by 
the Senator from North Carolina will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. James M. Moopy, late a Representative from the 
State of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that | 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate, at the conclu- 
sion of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 

Kesolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. : 









Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, James MonrTRAVILLE 
Moopy was born in Cherokee County, N. C., February 12, 1858. 
and died at his home in Waynesville on February 5, 1903. Ho 
left surviving him a wife and six children, the eldest, a lad of 16, 
inheriting his father’s name. 

When Mr. Moopy was 2 years of age his parents moved to 
Jonathans Creek, Haywood County, where he was reared and 
where he lived until his majority. In his youth he worked on 
the farm and went to school until he acquired such education as 
the local schools could give. Afterwards he continued to labor 
on the farm, using the means thus obtained to defray his ex- 
awe while attending Waynesville Academy and Candler Col- 
ege. 

He read law under Judges W. B. Ferguson and W. L. Norwood, 
and was licensed as a practicing attorney by the supreme court of 
North Carolina at the January term, 1881, and immediately en- 
tered upon the practice of his profession at Waynesville, where 
he has since resided. He was mayor of Waynesville in 1885, and 
was elected solicitor of the Twelfth judicial district in 1886. He 
was the candidate of his party for lieutenant-governor in 1892. 
He was elected to the State senate in 1894, and was commissioned 
as a major in the volunteer service of the United States during 
the Spanish-American war in 1898, and assigned to duty on the 
staff of Maj. Gen. J. Warren Keifer, and by his manly bearing 
and conscientious discharge of duty won the confidence and es- 
teem of the officers and men with whom he served and the last- 
ing personal friendship of General Keifer. In 1900 he was elected 
a member of the Fifty-seventh Congress of the United States from 
the Ninth Congressional district, and at the time of his death was 
a contestant for a seatin the next House. Mr. Moopy wasa good 
lawyer, and at the time of his death was quite distinguished in 
the criminal branch of his profession. 

His life was in the main a successful one, and was wholly free 
from stain. Those who knew him best valued him highest. He 
was a son of nature, and the mountaineers among whom he was 
bred rallied to him in every crisis of his career by a kind of mag- 
netic attraction. The humblest constituent felt free to address 
him by his Christian name, unmarked by any prefix whatsoever. 
Of humble extraction, he raised himself intoa higher sphere with- 
out any false dignity derived from his new associations. Like 
Vance, Swain, Merrimon, Woodfin, and other notable men of the 
western section of my State, Mr. Moopy was cabin-born, and he 
continued to be cabin-loving after reaching preferment in another 
circle. Like those men, he had that intense love for his moun- 
tain home which I think distinguishes all born under such sur- 
roundings. In life and in death he continued to be of the ‘* plain 
people,’’ as Mr. Lincoln called our yeomanry, meaning it to be, 
as it was, the language of affection. Mr. Moopy was a man of 
stalwart physique, in the very noon of life, and enjoying, until 
recently, the fullness of health, hence his death came as a shock 


| to his friends, his constituents, his party. He was a most de- 


voted Republican, exhibiting at all times strong and unflinching 
convictions. And yet he maintained throughout repeated cam- 
paigns the respect of his opponents, and died with the good will 
of allmen. The legislature of his native State adjourned in honor 
of his memory, after taking suitable action to preserve it, al- 
though a very large majority of its members were active parti- 
sans of a different political faith. 

His funeral was largely attended by his friends and neighbors, 
who were anxious to show their respect for the memory of one 
whom they had known from his earliest childhood. I am told 
that his end was peaceful; that he faced his higher destiny with 


| unabashed brow and saw the seals of his fate unrolled without 


fear. He had his faults, but against his failings he made fight, 
manful fight, and if he but partly won let us leave the unfinished 
fight, as he did, to a stronger arm and a brighter intelligence. 
Mr. President, perhaps the most worthy service rendered by my 
deceased friend, and one with which his name will be honorably 
connected in the coming years, was his labor in behalf of the Ap- 
palachian Park Reserve. To that enterprise he gave the best 


| energies of brain and body. It was nearest his heart to the day 
| when he was stricken with the fearful summons to lay aside his 


work on earth. That his fondest hope in behalf of that truly 
national project will yet find fulfillment I have never permitted 
myself to doubt. The magnificent territory between the Blue 
Ridge and the Alleghanies, stretching through several of our 
finest Atlantic States, giving nurture to the streams which later 
become national highways, crowned with the loftiest watersheds 
of the East, and adorned with such flora as no other temperate 
zone can show. is destined under God to be the pleasure ground 


| of half the continent. 


When that reasonable and worthy hope is realized I fancy a 
sweeter sleep will steal over him whom we have lately laid to 
rest. I fancy some kind ministering messenger will be sent to 
give him word that his last work on earth was not wholly fruit- 
ess. 








2846 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 1, 





Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, it is a natural impulse that 
prompts those who, by association or observation, have learned 
the intrinsic merit of one who has closed a life of usefulness, to 
pay such tribute as can be conveyed by our inadequate powers of 
expression, to the memory of such a career. hen th has 

laced his imprimatur on the last chapter of our little earthly 

ife story, and what we have done for good or ill has thereby 
become fixed forever, a part of our irrevocable and unamendable 
record, it is eminently proper that not only those who have the 
incentive of personal affection, but that those who in the casual 
intercourse of a strenuous existence have had occasion to note 
exceptional and shining traits in the character and career of one 
who has passed away forever, should also put in as permanent a 
shape as possible the results of their observation. This impulse 
ought to have, and generally does have, with the thoughtful, a 
higher and nobler inspiration than.that which evolved the maxim 
of the ancients which enjoined nought but good when speaking 
of the dead. Example is the most potent of preceptors. The 
object lesson is the most impressive method of reaching the un- 
derstanding and shaping the inclination of the young, and the 
oftener we can present to their plastic minds authentic illustra- 
tions of character which of itself conquers adverse environment, 
rises to eminence by its innate merit and wins the respect and 
esteem of good men and women, the greater the probability of 
our inspiring those who are to follow us with a zealous purpose 
of emulating such virtue. . 

The life story of JAMES MONTRAVILLE Moopy is sufficiently 
striking to justify us in essaying to preserve it from oblivion. 
Born among the mountains of western North Carolina February 
12, 1858, he died one week before his forty-fifth birthday, on Feb- 
ruary 5, 1903. The illness which ended his life began here in 
Washington, but did not prove fatal until after his arrival at his 
home in Waynesville, where he breathed his last, surrounded by 
his wife and six children, the eldest of whom, a boy, is 16 years 
of age. 

Like most of the people of that part of North Carolina, young 
Moopy’s parents, during his boyhood, were in very moderate cir- 
cumstances, and for a number of years his attendance at the local 
school was made subordinate to his attention to farm work. As 
he grew older and began to develop the splendid physique which 
in the full flower of manhood made him a most striking figure, 
he worked industriously on a farm until he had accumulated 
means enough wherewith to pay his schooling at the Waynesville 
Academy for two years and to place him at Candler College in 
North Carolina, where he remained one year. Having thus ac- 
quired a fairly good education, he returned to Waynesville, and 
while maintaining himself there studied law and was admitted to 
the bar in 1881. In 1886 he had by his industry and ability so 
impressed the people of the twelfth judicial district that they 
elected him prosecuting attorney for that district, which position 
he filled for four years with credit to himself and advantage to 
the State. 

In 1894 he was elected to the State senate of North Carolina for 
two years, and continued the practice of law until the beginning 
of the recent war with Spain, when he volunteered and served 
throughout that war on the staff of Gen. J. Warren Keifer as 
major and commissary. In November, 1900, he was elected on 
the Republican ticket to the Fifty-seventh Congress from the 
Ninth Congressional district of North Carolina, which position 
he was filling at the time of his death. 

The characteristic feature of this brief record of his career is 
his purpose and unremitting effort to advance himself in obedi- 
ence to the promptings of an honorable ambition. It is difficult 
for one unacquainted with the conditions that environed his youth 
to appreciate the depressing, almost insurmountable obstacles 
with which he had to contend in his progress upward. The 
region in which his youth was passed was isolated from the busy, 
bustling world by the rugged ramparts of the Appalachian Range, 
and to a certain extent was a terra incognita even to the ple 
of other sections of North Carolina. Hard conditions and hard 
living were the rule, and the young men of chat section who 
‘aspired to rise unaided to commanding — in the eyes of the 
people of any considerable part of the State could not well exag- 
gerate the seriousness of the undertaking. But young Moopy 
was of a material as rugged and unyielding as the blue-hazed 
mountains that, from his infancy, had shut in his horizon from 
the outer world. An early taste for reading had developed in 
him aspirations and ideals which the narrow sphere in which he 
moved and the hard conditions in which his lot seemed to have 
been cast would alone have scarcely justified. But the fever of 
a noble ambition was in his blood, and with eye steadily fixed 
upon the goal at which he aimed, he undauntedly dedicated him- 
self to an unswerving pursuit of the difficult upward path that he 
had elected to follow. How well he adhered to that ag is 
amply revealed by the brief recital I have given of the salient 
events in his public life. 


Among his people those elements of character that make for 
strength, truth, and justice always attract attention, and when 
tried and proven they never fail to command general confidence 
and favor. Singularly modest and unassuming, of manner as 
gentle as a woman, and with a heart as responsive as that of a 
child to the griefs of others, this stalwart, kindly-eyed moun- 
taineer grappled to that heart with hooks of steel the unreserved 
affection of all who came in intimate contact with him. Yet was 
his amiable and sympathetic nature untainted by any trace of 
weakness. Never self-assertive in nonessentials, he was as un- 
yielding in the ee of the principles in which he believed as 
the basic rocks of his native hills. It is said of him by those who 
best knew him that in the several heated political contests in 
which he actively and successfully engaged as a principal he never 
lost a friend nor made an enemy. 

It would be strange indeed if such a character, so steadfast and 
true in the observance of his public obligations, should have been 
otherwise than a devoted husband and father. He was essen- 
tially a son of the land of the sky, and, like the eagle, he fretted 
and chafed when exiled from his mountain home. To him his 
modest home at Waynesville was the altar at which he worshiped 
and within its walls were enshrined the objects of his soul’s adora- 
tion. It was his fondest hope to give to his children advantages 
which he had been denied, or which, at best, he had but imper- 
fectly enjoyed, and without doubt the bitterest pang he experi- 
enced, when realizing that his hours on earth were numbered, 
was in the thought that those loved ones, so dependent in their 
weakness, should be bereft of his guiding hand and sheltering 
affection. 

The spectacle of a helpless little brood, hushed and awe-stricken, 
in the presence of a calamity so dire, the enormity of which their 
understanding fails fully to comprehend, is one that we are con- 
stantly called on to witness; but witness it as often as we may, 
its recurrence never fails to thrill our hearts with sympathetic 
emotion and to cause us to marvel at the mystery of our ways— 


That are never all in darkness, and are never wholly bright. 


Mr. President, there exists in the minds of many worthy peo- 
ple an impression, little short of conviction, that active participa- 
tion in political life, as we have it in this country, is essentially 
demoralizing, and that the man who devotes himself to the pur- 
suit of such honors and distinction as constitute its prizes must 
necessarily suffer more or less moral detriment. 

That, unhappily, there have been instances which those who 
make this contention may cite in its support will not be denied, 
but such cases are relatively rare, and certainly can not justly 
cast a smirch on the memory or reputation of the many honored 
names that adorn our political history. 

That political life, like any other sphere in which men contend 
with each other, presents temptations, which embraced will pro- 
duce demoralization, is undoubtedly true, but that such tempta- 
tions are less successfully resisted in the political than in other 
fields of acute human contention is controverted by the observa- 
tion and experience of every unprejudiced mind. 

The life and career of the subject of this sketch is illustrative 
of this view. After having won all the honors for which he had 
striven—and his political contests were always characterized by 
energy and zealous effort on both sides—he remained the same 
kindly, unaffected character, the same frank, honest, and out- 
spoken exponent of truth and justice that he was when as a 
young man he won the respect, esteem, and devotion of the sturdy 
mountaineers with whom his fortunes were cast. In his make-up 
there was no alloy, no baser metal that could be marred by the 
corroding touch of sordid influences. 

A modest, unaffected gentleman; a citizen who enjoyed the 
confidence and personal regard of all classes of his fellow-citizens; 
a patriot who, at the first peal of the dread tocsin of war, stepped 
to the front with sword and life dedicated to his country’s cause; 
a representative of his people in the nation’s great council, justly 
conservative, but ever alert to the interests of his constituency, 
and a husband and father most devoted; his life story, rounded 
and complete, will ever be an inspiration to those who, disheart- 
ened by repressive conditions, yet aspire to the realization of 
loftier ideals. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis on agreeing to 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to, with the exception 
of the one relating to adjournment. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RUMPLE. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
resolutions of the House of Representatives in relation to the 
death of the late Representative RuMPLE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
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Senate the resolutions of the House of Representatives, which 
will be read. ; 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 22, 1908. 


lved, That the House now proceed to pay tribute to the memory of Hon. 
sonn W. RUMPLE, late a Representative in the House from the State of 


age That the Clerk communicate this resolution to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and is hereby, instructed to send a copy of this 
resolution to the family of the deceased. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I submit the resolutions 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa offers 
resolutions which will be read. _ 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. JoHn N. W. RUMPLE, late a Representative from 
the State of Iowa. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That, as an additional mark of respect, the Senate, at the conclu- 
sion of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, in view of the pressure of 
business in these closing hours of a Congress unusually occupied 
with important questions, I am sure that the Senate has acted 
with propriety in appointing this hour in which to consider the 
public services of JoHN N. W. RuMPLE, late a Representative in 
Congress, whose death has been so sincerely mourned by his col- 
leagues and friends here and by the people of Iowa at home. 

There is an almost tragic significance in the frequency with 
which the shadow of death has fallen upon the membership of 
the present Congress. So often has the present House of Repre- 
sentatives been called upon to take notice of the death of a mem- 
ber and to set apart a time for memorial exercises that a de- 
parture, at once thoughtful and beautiful, has been made from 
the customs of the past in the selection of the Sabbath day for 
those tributes of respect and affection which are never amiss 
when men honored and famous in the public service fall at their 

vost of duty. 

lam gales have the quiet and peace of the Sabbath in which 
fittingly to commemorate the character and career of the men out 
of respect for whose memory these solemn services have been ar- 
ranged. I had been requested by the distinguished Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL] to speak a few words in affectionate re- 
membrance of his colleague,the Hon. Thomas H. Tongue, who sud- 
denly passed away in this city, after a long and distinguished serv- 
ice in the House of Representatives. But before the date arrived 
in which the memorial could be held the hand of death had fallen 
upon my own colleague, and the mournful duty was laid upon me 
to pronounce a eulogy here upon one who was not only my per- 
sonal friend and associate, but very close to the hearts of the Iowa 
constituency which had given him a commission te act for it in 
the House of Representatives. 

While his career was cut short before he had completed his 
first term of service, few men in our State have gained a firmer 
hold upon the good will of the people or more thoroughly deserved 
their confidence than Captain RUMPLE. 

His death came with a sense of personal loss to all who have 
served with him here, and throughout the Commonwealth of 
lowa his name is spoken with love and gratitude. He wasina 
high sense a representative of that people—he stood for the State 
in everything that brings a man into harmony and partnership 
with the community in which he lives. His life had in it all those 
elements which give symmetry and dignity to human character. 
There is in his biography just that succession of tasks well done, 
that series of modest achievements, that constant progress from 
strength to strength, which make up a record of usefulness while 
men live and of affectionate remembrance when they are gone. 

The life of such a man is in itself a refutation of every morbid 
school of social philosophy which seeks to overturn the institu- 
tions of society in order to make life worth living and manly ef- 
fort worth making. 

Captain RuMpuE died an honored member of that great popular 
assembly to which under our institutions the most important in- 
terests of the Government are in a peculiar sensecommitted. He 
did not live long enough to secure there the position which his 
talents and his character would have brought to him if his life had 
been spared. He had the exact qualifications which under the 
training and discipline of long service would have given him a con- 
spicuous rank among the leaders of the House. He had that 

ise and equilibrium of faculties, that fine combination of good- 

ellowship and good sense, which needed only time and experience 
to be molded into the highest type of leadership. 

From a long acquaintance with, him I may safely say that he 
had little ambition for the honors of political life. At any rate 
there was entirely lacking in his disposition any of that feverish 


anxiety for the power and distinction of office which so many 
times turns the arena of our politics into a scramble for place 
and for spoils. He was selected as the candidate of his party in 
a district where a nomination is by no means equivalent to an 
election and at a time when the chances of election were by no 
means certain, because of his peculiar hold upon the people 
among whom he lived and on account of those personal charac- 
teristics which made him specially available for the contest 
which was before his party. 

While he was a strong partisan, never doubtful in his alle- 
giance, there was in him a breadth of culture and a depth of con- 
viction which always enabled him to accord to others full credit 
for integrity of purpose and to hold the differences of partisan 
opinions in an atmosphere of neighborly kindness and good will. 

He had a long training in the humbler and less ostentatious 
affairs of life before he was called to the discharge of the more 
important duties which belong to citizenship. He was born on 
a farm in Seneca County, Ohio, on the 4th of March, 1841. A 
somewhat careful study of the biography of those who have done 
most to shape the development of our institutions has led me to 
the conclusion that the American farm home has had more to do 
with the nurture of those who have made their mark either in 
public or private life than any other one thing, and possibly 
than all other things put together. Thereis a uniformity,a pleas- 
ing monotony, in the biography of great men the world over, 
which has led at least one famous philosopher of our day, Count 
Tolstoi, to recognize among the laws of nature which express 
themselves in the progress of society that there is no possible 
strength either of mind or body or character that does nat come 
up into a man out of plowed ground through his bare feet. 

Captain RUMPLE was not born in any abject surroundings of 
poverty; he was born upon the average level of life where nearly 
everybody else is born; that level of life which has given to the 
world men like Lincoln and Grant and Garfield; that level of 
life which appears to be providentially adapted to the education of 
every important personal factor in the building of the nation. 

His father died while Captain RuMPLE was still a child, and in 
1853 his widowed mother, taking counsel of her children and rel- 
atives and friends, started out uponalong journey from Fostoria, 
Ohio, to the land of promise in the mysterious West, that she 
might make a home for her children and enable them to gain a 
fair start in life. To my mind there is in that little party of 
movers, traveling in wagons hundreds of miles to make their 
home in a new and strange land, a heroism hardly realized now, 
as we read the simple and uneventful story of their journey. 
When we reflect upon the hardships which attended the settle- 
ment of the frontier and put ourselves in touch with the brave 
hearts who set out on this errand of civilization, without com- 
plaint and without fear, it ought to make us ashamed of the thou- 
sand voices of weakness and cowardice which have filled our 
generation, favored by Heaven above its just deserts, with whim- 
perings of discontent and incoherent protests against the very 
framework of government and society. 

That widowed mother of six children, carrying them in a cov- 
ered wagon across the States of Ohio and Indiana and Illinois, be- 
yond the Mississippi, to find a home for them, where by toil and 
sacrifice they could make their way in the world, is a type of a 
stalwart self-reliance which will be respected among men long 
after the social reformers of more pretentious times have been 
dismissed with contempt from the intellectual life of the Ameri- 
can people. 

The family had not long been in Iowa before young RUMPLE, 
then a lad of only 12 years, was doing a man’s work in opening 
up a new farm, and while the burdens and labors of making a 
living were heavy enough, they were not so heavy as to crowd 
out the desire and purpose of the boy to get an education and 
increase the field of his opportunities. The State of Iowa was 
fortunate in the character of its early settlers. They were poor 
in nothing except money, and that fact in itself has given, I 
think, to our people a higher ideal of life than could have other- 
wise been possible; for while the Rumple farm was in a remote 
and sparsely settled neighborhood, the young man did not have 
far to go to find a little academy in a neighboring county well 
situated not only to give him the rudiments of an education, but, 
what is more important than mere knowledge, the inspiration 
and ambition which make the student and the thinker. 

I do not know what studies he pursued at Ashland Academy, 
but a year later we find him at one of the pioneer colleges of the 
State, et geen himself to become a school-teacher. After teach- 
ing school for two years he entered the normal department of 


the State University, studying one term an¢é teaching another, 
until the summer of 1861, when he laid down his books and gave 
his name to an enlisting regiment of the Union Army. 

This is ashort and not uncommon story; nevertheless it will 
bear examination; and I confess that the more I think about it 
the more interesting it becomes. It is the story of a young man, 
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without the help of friends or influential connections of any kind, 
fighting his own way step by step, with a firm grip upon his own 
resources, asking no odds in the struggle, and quitting it only 
because he counted his obligation to his country superior to any 
duty which he owed to himself. 

His colleagues in the House of Representatives who were also 
his comrades in the Union Army have spoken of his military 
record. He entered the service as a private in Company H, Sec- 
ond Iewa Cavalry, and when the war was over he bore the modest 
rank of captain, having received his promotions one by one for 
gallantry in the field. I look upon Captain RUMPLE’s four years’ 
service in the Union Army as the noblest chapter in his biography. 
He had the opportunity that comes to the youth of the nation 
only once, itmay be, in a century—the opportunity of helping de- 
f nd the life of the Republic. To have been permitted to bear 
e' en an humble part in the national defense was in itself a title 
o distinction and a crown of glory. He was only one of more 
tiian a million men, nearly all of them enlisted from the humbler 
walks of life, yet every one of them has a share in the victory of 
the nation, and every name of the Grand Army is a part of the 
history of the world. 

The record of such a life is complete even if after the war was 
over he had fallen back to the lowly surroundings from which he 
came; nor could any possible subsequent achievement overshadow 
these four immortal years. 

Not many months ago I stood with multiplied thousands of his 
countrymen by the grave of one whose career until the last 
twenty years of his life, was almost an exact counterpart of the 
life of Captain RumMpLE—a country boy, a student at a village 
academy, a district school-teacher, a Union soldier entering as a 
private and coming out with the rank of major, a lawyer at the 
county seat, a Representative in Congress—faithful in all the 
little things within his sphere of duty. He afterwards rose to 
supreme influence in the councils of his country, and when he 
died the sorrow of the world was mingled with the pomp and 
ceremony of his funeral. But when I saw the worn and feeble 
remnant of his old regiment drawn up as a guard of honor about 
his tomb I did not even look at the glittering pageantry with 
which the nation had surrounded the closing scene of that great 
life; for there is no station in the world so high, there is no coro- 
nation of fame so splendid, that it can make the uniform of the 
Grand Army of the Republic seem insignificant or out of place. 

Captain RuMpLE began the study of law after his regiment was 
mustered out, having only the advantages that come to a student 
in a prosperous law office at his own home. It is not certain, 
after all, that even the best-equipped law schools can do as much 
toward the education of a lawyer as can be done under favorable 
circumstances in an office where practice of the law is apart of the 
course of study. 

However this may be, it is certain that Captain RUMPLE very 
rapidly developed into one of the profoundest lawyers and most 
sagacious advocates at the Iowa bar. His method of study was 
characterized not only by diligence, but by thoroughness, and 
when he was admitted to the bar he became the partner of his 
instructor and began a professional career marked by conspicuous 
distinction and success. 

As an advocate trying cases in the community where his lot 
had been cast from his yeuth up, he had the advantages which 
always belong to character and high standards of conduct. The 
people trusted him, believed in him, sought his counsel, committed 
their interests to his hands, and during the period of his active 
practice of the law his name was creditably associated with much 
of the important litigation in hisown and surrounding counties. 

While he was engrossed with the cares of an arduous profes- 
sion, he was never oblivious to the duties of citizenship. In poli- 
tics he was an ardent Republican, giving generous attention to 
public affairs, and never without active interest in the concerns 
of his party and in the business of the State. 

In 1873 he was chosen a senator, and served in the fourteenth, 
fifteenth, and sixteenth general assemblies of the State. He was 
a persuasive public speaker, and no campaign passed withou this 
active participation in discussions before the people. He was 
faithful in his discharge of the everyday business of citizenship. 
The last time he was seen by his townsmen upon the street was 


at the recent election in November, when, though his body was | 


racked with pain, and he knew that his time was short, accord- 
ing to his lifelong custom, he went to the polls to cast his vote. 

During the years of his professional activity, while he sought 
no office, he was chosen for many important public services, 
mostly of a nonpartisan character, to which he gave patient and 
careful attention. He was a member of the board of regents of 
the State University, and curator of the State Historical Society, 
and from time to time, when his neighbors and fellow-citizens re- 
quested his services, he did not look upon it as beneath his dignity 
to become a member of the school board or the city council and 
mayor of the town in which he lived. 





While these offices of trust, without salary, did not distract his 
attention from his duties as a lawyer in active practice, they'serve 
to illustrate the manner of man he was, and explain in a measure, 
at least, the strong hold which he acquired upon the community 
in which he had resided nearly all his life. 

He was elected to Congress in 1900 in a district notable in Iowa 
for its hard-fought political battles, and would have been renomi- 
nated and reelected if the disease which soon broke down his 
strong constitution had not already warned him that the time of 
his departure was at hand. 

In all the relations of life Captain RumPLE exemplified the law 
of Christian living. He was identified with the Presbyterian 
Church and gave to its work and service a helpful spirit and a 
loyal devotion. There is no stain upon the life of this man. He 
died among the neighbors and friends of a lifetime, in the com- 
munity to which his mother had brought him as a boy with the 
pioneers of Iowa. 

The love and confidence of the people, which he enjoyed while 
he lived, were illustrated by the universal grief which followed 
the news of his fatal sickness. With courageous heart he had 
met and conquered the difficulties and hardships of life; with 
patient fortitude he bore the afflictions of disease; death had no 
terrors for this old soldier; the future noshadows for this man of 
humble Christian faith. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, on the wall in my study there 
hangs a picture of a well-developed and happy infant, balanced 
on a sea shell, floating upon a smooth surface of water. Falling 
full on the figure from the sky is a flood of brilliant light, while 
in the distance from where the shell boat seems to have floated 
there is only impenetrable darkness; on the other side of the pic- 
ture, toward which the little craft is floating, there is not one 
ray of light. I have often thought this picture a symbol of life. 
We come out of darkness into the light and after a brief time en- 
ter theshadowsagain. Humanity through all the ages has looked 
backward and forward trying to penetrate the sable curtain which 
separates us from the past and the future. ‘I want to know” 
trembles upon the lips of youth, manhood, and old age. Every 
one would know his origin and his destiny, but, alas, the longings 
of the soul can not be satisfied. From the realm of shadows no 
voice comes to us. No sublunary light reveals either the stage of 
our former or our future existence. Something there is within 
that makes us feel and know that we are immortal, but beyond 
that faith we can not go. It is this ignorance of the future that 
gives to death its greatest terror. The separation from loved 
ones is hard to bear, but not to know when and where we mect 
again is the appalling thought that comes to the stoutest heart in 
facing the king of terrors. But if we can not tell with certainty 
what our lot will be in the future life we all believe—do we not 
know—that our condition there depends in a measure upon our 
acts here. As goodness is rewarded and wickedness is punished 
here, so we are taught to believe it is the same on the other side 
of the river. 

I never knew personally the deceased Hon. J. N. W. Rumpie. 
Iam told by those who did know him that he was a good man; 
that the talent given him had been used in every relation of life 
to the very best advantage; as a farmer’s boy performing tle 
hard labor in the field; as a youthful soldier bearing bravely and 
gallantly the burdens of the march and in battle. rising through 
gradations from the ranks to important command; and later as a 
citizen respected by all as a solid, sensible country lawyer, 
grounded in the principles and practices of his profession, trusted 
by his clients; as a politician in the highest, purest, and best 
sense of the term he bore himself bravely and well. That is all 
that was required by the Master. When summoned for an ac- 
counting he was ready. and let us all hope and believe that he 
heard the cheering words as he landed on the other shore, ‘* Well 
done, thou good and faithful servant.”’ 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, in the death of Jonn NicHoLas 
WiL.LiaM Rump se the State of Iowa loses a leading lawyer and a 
useful citizen, and the nation loses a careful, painstaking, and in- 
telligent legislator. Captain RumpLe—well known throughout 
the State by this title—was a splendid example of that type ol 
self-made men who rise from humble surroundings, against ad- 
verse circumstances, to positions of great usefulness, honor, and 
responsibility. 

He was born, as my colleague has stated, on a farm in Ohio on 
the 4th of March, 1841, and his early boyhood was spent in that 
State. At the age of 10 his father died, and two years later we 
find this sturdy boy, in company with a number of relatives, 


| making the overland trip in a wagon from Ohio to Iowa with his 


mother and five other children. They settled on a farm in lowa 
County, one of the interior counties near the center of the State, 
which continued to be his home from that time until his death. 
The settled portions of the State then bordered on the Des Moines 
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and Mississippi rivers and Iowa County was sparsely populated. 
There was no railway communication, the wagon roads were 
few and no markets within many miles, so that the products of 
the farm could only find a market at Muscatine or Davenport, 
then small towns on the Mississippi River nearly 100 miles distant. 


The community in which this family settled was at that time 
practically without schools, but young RuMPLE, blessed with a 
noble mother, lost no opportunity to acquire the rudiments of an 
education in this humble home, having there instilled into his mind 
pure morality, the fear of God, and the teachings of Christianity. 
In this sparsely settled region, with only scattered villages, and 
with these few opportunities, were molded that uprightness of 
character and loyalty to duty which became marked traits of his 
manhood, and which served to guide him through his eventful 
life. 

A few years later this portion of Iowa was rapidly settled by 
hardy and sturdy men and women from the older States, and, 
fortunately for him, the farm upon which he was reared was in 
the midst of a congenial and intelligent population and in near 
proximity to the capital of the State, then at Iowa City, which 
became the seat of the new State University. At the ageof 16 he 
attended a private academy in a neighboring county, and later 
became a student at a recently established college in the adjacent 
county of Linn, and still later at the State University. Toenable 
him thus to extend his education, he alternately taught school 
during the winter months and attended to his studies during the 
spring and fall terms. 

At the age of 20 he enlisted as a soldier in the Second Iowa 
Cavalry and served with this regiment during its long and peril- 
ous career, covering the entire period of the civil war. This reg- 
iment was constantly engaged at the front and was in many 
sharp conflicts and battles in the South and West, from New 
Madrid and the siege of Corinth to the battle of Nashville. All 
his comrades testify that Captain RuMPLE during thislong period 
was a brave and fearless and ideal soldier, always at the post of 
duty. 

After four years of this difficult and arduous military service, 
he was mustered out as a captain at the age of 24 years. He re- 
turned to his home and at once entered upon the study of law at 
Marengo, and two years later was admitted to the bar. From 
that time until his election to Congress he was in the active and 
successful practice of his profession. His steadiness of purpose, 
his devotion to every duty assigned to him, and his spotless in- 
tegrity soon won for him the confidence, esteem, and affection of 
all those with whom he came in contact, and he advanced rap- 
idly in the profession. 

He took an active part and a deep interest in the public affairs 
of his county and State and contributed largely to the growth 
and development of the State, holding many positions of honor 
and trust, and he was especjally devoted to its educational inter- 
ests. He was for many years prominent in both houses of the 
general assembly of Iowa. In the early seventies he was elected 
to the State senate and served there with distinction, acquring a 
wide reputation as an able and useful legislator. He became 
curator of the State Historical Society, and for a long time was 
one of the board of regents of the State University. Thus he 
early became a valued and valuable counselor as respects all the 
— of the youthful and rapidly growing State of his 
adoption. 

Nearly twenty years ago he was put forward as a candidate of 
the Republican party for Congress in what was then the Fifth 
district of Iowa, and lacked only one vote of being nominated in 
a district then largely Republican. Soon after, by a new appor- 
tionment his county was included in the Second district, and he 
was not again a candidate until 1900, when the Republican conven- 
tion of that district unanimously named him as its candidate for 
Congress. Though for some years it had been carried by the Re- 
publicans it was regarded ds the closest district politically in 
lowa, being considered in doubt during the canvass which fol- 
lowed his nomination. But after a contest of great activity, 
when the votes were cast and counted, it was found that he had 
a good majority. 

It is pathetic to record that before he had taken his seat in Con- 
gress he was seized with a fatal malady, and death had cast its 
ominous shadow across his pathway. Owing to this malady he 
was able to serve in the House of Representatives only during 
the first session of this Congress, not being well enough to appear 
in his seat at the commencement of the present session. During 
this period of his service, though brief, he demonstrated his 
ability, notwithstanding his physical infirmity, to achieve suc- 
cess for his district and for the people of Iowa in the large field 
of national legislation. He gave close attention to the details of 
the tasks assigned to him, and made many friends in the House, 
as it was early seen that he possessed the qualities of a success- 
ful legislator, being always safe and conservative, a man of good 
judgment, and having a wide knowledge of public affairs. 
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Patient, persevering, and diligent, he found no pleasure so great 
as the pleasure of serving his friends and doing good wherever 
and whenever he had an opportunity. He was an honest and 
honorable man in the highest and truest sense. In his personal 
relations he was kind and true-hearted, steadfast and loyal to 
every duty, true to friends, and harbored no resentments against 
those who, for any reason, differed from him. 

He was especially fond of the comrades with whom he served 
during the civil war, and greatly enjoyed the annual regimental 
and brigade reunions, and he was known personally to the sur- 
viving soldiers with whom he had served. All these will deeply 
deplore his separation from them by his untimely death. The 
affection and esteem in which he was held by them was also 
shared by the great body of the people of Iowa, who knew him 
well and who likewise deplore his death. 

It was my fortune to know him well for more than thirty years, 
and during all this period, without interruption, he was my per- 
sonalfriend. He wasinthe Ilowasenate when [ was first elected to 
this body. Early in our acquaintance I became strongly attached 
to him because of his manly traits, his fidelity to friends, and his 
generous treatment of those who were personally or politically 
opposed to him. This attachment and friendship continued until 
his death, and I much regretted that my duties here prevented 
me from following him to his last resting place, that I might 
thus give token of my friendship and affection for him during 
his life. His death is to me a personal grief and loss. , 

Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of the resolutions pre- 
sented by my colleague, with the exception of the one relating to 
adjournment. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE TONGUE, 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions of 
the House in memory of the late Representative Toneur, of 
Oregon, be now laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 22, 1903 

Resolved, That in pursuance of the special order heretofore adopted, the 
House proceed to pay tribute to the memory of Hon. Tuomas H. TonGug, 
late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of Oregon. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, instructed to send a copy of 
these resolutions to the family of the deceased. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which 
I send to the desk, and ask for their present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read 
by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. THomas H. TONGUE, late a Representative from 
the State of Oregon. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that 
fitting tribute may be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate, at the c 
sion of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, the practice which has long 
obtained in the Congress of tendering public tribute to the mem- 
ory of departed members is both appropriate and beautiful. 
These ceremonials are, however, liable to be, and sometimes are, 
marred and shorn of their appropriateness and worth by exag- 
gerated encomium. Our zeal in desiring to speak well of a friend 
is liable to tempt us to indulge in unwarranted phrase in his 
praise. Not unmindful of this, it is my purpose in the few words 
I am about to say to adhere strictly to the truth as I understand 
it and avoid anything like fulsome eulogy. A true, unvarnished 
statement of the characteristics, of the life work, public and pri- 
vate, of THomas H. TONGUE is the highest meed that can be ten- 
dered his memory, and all that could be desired by the loved 
ones he left behind or by his most ardent and devoted friend. 

Tuomas H. Tonaus, late Representative in Congress from the 
First district of the State of Oregon, was born in England, June 
23, 1844, and passed suddenly into the other life at his Washing- 
ton residence on Sunday, the lith day of January, 1903, at 1 
o’clock p. m., in the presence of his daughter and other members 
of his family. 

He came with his parents to this country and located in Wash- 
ington County, Oreg., November 23, 1859, nine months after the 
admission of Oregon asa State, that being his home until the date 
of his death. He was of poor, but highly respected parentage, 
and personally worked on a farm evenings and mornings to secure 
means to carry him through school and university. 

As indicating his dispositionand habits at this period of his life, 
I beg to quote the following, from an interview given at the time 
of his death by Hon. Benton Killin, of Portland, Oreg., a leading 
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lawyer of ‘the State, and a classmate in the university with Mr. 
TonevE, Mr. Killin said: 

The news of Mr. ToNGUE’s death was a great shock tome. When I was 
mustered out of the Army at the close of the war, I went to Pacific Univer- 
sity to get some training, and found Mr. TONGUE there ahead of me. We 
were in the same class together, and have been close togethereversince. At 
that time he was no dawdler. He knew what he wanted and how he was 
going to accomplish it. Evenings, mornings, and Saturdays he grubbed on 
oak grubs for Deacon Naylor, and earned his way through college in that 
way, and all through life he knew how to clean away the weeds, moss, and 
earth and get down to the taproot of things. He was a hard man to try a 
case against, full of resources—‘*though beaten, could argue still.” 

He graduated from the Pacific University, at Forest Grove, 
Oreg., in June, 1868; was admitted to the bar at Salem in 1870, 
and became at once an active and successful practitioner in his 
profession at Hillsboro, Washington County,Oreg. Hecontinued 
in the active practice of his profession, so far as permitted, con- 
sistent with the performance of official duties, throughout his 
life. He also engaged largely in farming and the raising of live 
stock. He was a great lover of a fine horse and never happier 
than when the conversation turned to the horse. He bred some 
of the finest live stock, both horses and cattle, on the Pacific 
coast. 

His first active participation in politics was at the June election 
in Oregon in 1888, at which time he was elected a member of the 
State senate for a term of four years. During this service he 
served as chairman of the judiciary committee. Heat once came 
to the front as an industrious member and a ready, convincing 
debater. In 1890 he was made chairman of the State Republican 
convention. From 1892 to 1894 he served as president of the 
State organization of Republican clubs; was a delegate to the Re- 
publican national convention at Minneapolis in 1892, and was the 
Oregon vice-president of that convention. 

Again in 1894 he was made permanent chairman of the State 
Republican convention, and was a member of the State central 
committee for ten years, from 1886 to 1896, and chairman of the 
Republican Congressional committee of his district from the time 
of its organization until his nomination as a member of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress. He was elected tothe Fifty-fifth, Fifty-sixth, and 
Fifty-seventh Congresses, and was also in June last reelected to 
the Fifty-eighth Congress. As evidencing the great satisfaction 
of his constituents with which he served his district, his plurality 
was increased at each election as follows: At his first election his 
plurality was 63; at the second, 2,090; at the third, 3,100; and at the 
fourth, 7,318. 

Although a native of England, every fiber of his composition 
was American; although, in common with those who entertain 
that laudable sentiment held by every true man, he cherished 
with becoming reverence the land of his nativity, yet in all that 
pertains to the upbuilding and perpetuity of republican institu- 
tions, the development and promotion of political principles and 
republican government, he was essentially and uncompromis- 
ingly an American, and in his whole public career the fact of the 
accident of foreign birth was lost sight of in his uniform and 
able advocacy of, and devotion to the great fundamental princi- 
ples of the Government of the land of his adoption. 

It must, without indulging in fulsome encomium, be said that 
THomas H. TONGUE was an ableman. The web and woof of his 
mental make-up were of strong and inflexible texture. His natu- 
ral attainments were of a character far above the average, even 
of our public men. He was, moreover, a man of culture. He 

vas a university graduate, a close student of the world’s litera- 
ture and of the political institutions of this and other countries. 
He came, therefore, to the performance of his public duties more 
than ordinarily thoroughly equipped for their energetic and faith- 
ful performance. Although more scholarly in attainments than 
many others who are more demonstrative in their public display 
of these qualities, he was modest, unassuming, and entirely free 
from anything of a pedantic nature. While it could not prop- 
erly be said of him that he was brilliant as an orator, it can be 
truly said he was able and convincing in debate, and pleasing and 
attractive as a public speaker. 

As a representative of the people he was untiring in his efforts 
to accomplish for them every possible good. He was remarkably 
successful in guarding, protecting, and promoting their interests. 
He was, from his first entrance into the arena of politics, an un- 
compromising Republican and an able advocate of the principles 
and policies of the Republican party. 

As a lawyer THomas H. TonGvsE stood in the front rank of his 

rofession in his adopted State. As a successful advocate before 
both court and jury he had but few equals and no superior. He 
was held in the highest esteem by both bench and bar. In his 
death the bar of the State of Oregon loses one of its most distin- 
guished and honored members. 

In an interview at the time of his death Chief Justice F. A. 
Moore, of the supreme court of the State of Oregon, said: 


My acquaintance with Mr. Tonevur n twenty-five mee | when we 
met as attorneys, and that acquaintance ripened when we served in the legis- 
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laturetogether. His deathisa greatshock tome. Asanattorney he had few 
equals; as a debater he had no superior. It will be very difficult to find any- 
one who can fill his place. 


Bearing upon the question as to the estimate of his ability and 
attainments entertained by leading men of his State, and the 
great esteem in which he was universally held, I beg to submit 
the following quotations from a few of the many interviews given 
out at the time of his death: 

oo T. T. Geer, then governor of the State, in an interview, 
Said: 

Few things could have happened that could have caused more profound 
regret in every household in Oregon than the death of Representative 
TONGUE. Its unexpectedness has but added to the shock. I regarded Mr. 
TONGUE as one of the ablest men in the State, and certainly he had few 
superiors as an entertaining and attractive publicspeaker. In pointof ability 
he easily ranked above 75 per cent of the members of Con , and his in- 


maapee there was equal to his ability. His death is a distinctive loss to the 
state. 


Hon. George C. Brownell, president of the Oregon State senate, 
said: 

Iam exceedingly grieved to learn of the sudden death of Hon. THomas H. 
TONGUE, and view it as a personal loss on account of my personal friendship 
for the man. Mr. TONGUE was a man of decided ability, and most earnest, 
untiring, and successful in his efforts for the State he so ably represented. 
He was a very meee sn and a “es man. His position in Congress was 
safe for many years had he lived. His late speech on the irrigation question 
undoubtedly increased his reputation and showed that he was a man of 
much ability and great force. 


Hon. L. T. Harris, speaker of the house of representatives of 
Oregon, said: 

Mr. TonGur’s sudden death came as a shock to his wide circle of imme- 
diate friends. By untiring industry and native ability Mr. TONGUE acquired 
a prominent standing and great influence as a member of the National House 


of Representatives. His public career has been a credit to himself and an 
honor to the State. His death is deplored. 


Senator R. A. Booth said: 


His energy, ability, and worth were recognized by Congress, and he was an 
important factor in its decisions. Among Oregon's Representatives he has 
never been excelled. The knowledge of his worth has widened with the 
years of his service. The loss is irreparable. 


Representative Frank Davey said: 


I knew Mr. TONGUE well and intimately in all relations of life. He wasa 
good man and citizen. He was the ablest debater in Oregon. He was an 
able and valuable Congressman from the start, and he had now reached a 

»sition of influence and respect in Congress which makes his death an 
irreparable loss. 


Representative B. L. Eddy said: 


Oregon mourns the death of one of her greatest citizens and statesmen. 
The success of his career was due to his persevering efforts in everything he 
mpteresets and to his high standard of morality. He died in the service of 

is State. 


Senator B. F. Mulkey said: 


THOMAS H. TONGUE taught the young men of this State that energy and 
a good degree of talent must triumph over obstacles. As a Congressman he 
was thorough, keen, and effective in committee and in debate, and was a 
tower of strength for Oregon at Washington, and his loss from the Rivers 
and Harbors Committee at this time is an irreparable loss to the State. 


Hon. C. W. Fulton, United States Senator-elect, said: 


I consider Mr. Tonauer’s death one of the greatest losses this State has 
ever sustained. Noabler man ever represented Oregon nor, indeed, in my 
judgment, the Pacific coast. His death was particularly unfortunate, be- 
cause of the fact that he had secured a very strong position in the House of 
Representatives not only upon important committees, but in the way of in- 
fluence, because of his recognized ability. As for myself I feel in his death 
a personal loss, for he was my friend for many years, a friegd whom I ever 
found earnest, sincere, and manly, and I profoundly rare his untimely 
death, both from a personal standpoint and the public welfare. 


The Oregon State senate, of which years ago Mr. TONGUE was 
an honored member, on February 20 of this year, just prior to its 
final adjournment, unanimously adopted aa placed upon its rec- 
ord the following resolutions: 


Whereas Hon. THomAs H. Toneus, Representative from the First district 
of Oregon in the Congress of the United States, died at Washington, D.C., 
January 11, 1903: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate of the State of mens 

First. That in his death the nation has lost a patriot whose voice was up- 
lifted in behalf of the common people; the State an advocate who was ever 
vigilant in guarding its welfare and in advocating its interest; his friends a 
companion whose wise counsel and hearty cheer stimulated vigorous action 
and encouraged manly effort; his family a loving husband and a kind father, 
whose upright life affords a model for their guidance, and whose interest in 
their welfare was meas only by his ability. 

Second. He strong reasoning power, a sound judgment, a capa- 
cious and retentive memory, a vigorous and comprehensive understanding, 
which entitled him to a high place in the counsels of his fellow-men. He 
was a prodigious brain-worker, indefatigable in ener and tireless in all 
his efforts, by which he mastered the details of every subject which engaged 
his attention. From the time of his admission to the bar he took high rank 
asa lawyer. In this senate he was one of the leaders, and in the Congress 
his influence was widely felt. In every station he occupied he was one of 
the leaders and always took high rank. His sudden death has caused wide- 
speses poomening among his friends, who are legion, and to his family irrep- 
arable loss. 

Third. We tender to his bereaved wife and children our sinceresympathy. 

Fourth. That a copy of this resolution be spread on the journal of the 
amano and a copy be transmitted to his widow by the chief clerk of the 
senate. 


ae high aoe in which pe peng ee oe eae by 
the people egon, irrespective of party, and the great sorrow 
with which his sudden departure overwhelmed them, was made 
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plainly manifest at his funeral. The people of the State from all 
sections came en masse, by numerous special trains and other 
modes of conveyance, to the place of sepulture. The legislature 
of the State, the State officials, the county officials of nearly every 
county in the State, were in attendance. Numerous benevolent 
societies, a number of which he was an honored member, were 
present. Being a Mason of high degree he was buried with 
Masonic honors. Business throughout the State was suspended, 
and universal sorrow saddened the hearts of all the people. No 
such tribute was ever before tendered the memory of any citizen 
of Oregon. 

At the session of the Oregon legislature of 1895 Mr. TONGUE 
was one of the several prominent candidates for United States 
Senator to succeed Senator Dolph, and on one ballot he received 
33 votes, 18 less than the necessary number to an election. This 
contest ended by the election of Hon. George W. McBride at 
midnight of the last day of the session. Although not a candi- 
date, his name was being widely and favorably discussed at the 
time of his death in connection with the election of United States 
Senator by the legislature that met the day succeeding his death. 

Mr. ToNGUE, in addition to his practice as a lawyer and his 
public duties, took a deep interest in various enterprises in his 
State. He was one of the organizers of the First National Bank 
of Hillsboro, serving as one of its directors. 

Mr. TONGUE was a Past Master Mason. In 1888 he served as 
State Orator, and in that year delivered the oration before the 
grand lodge. He also took an active interest in Odd Fellowship. 
He was also a member of the Grange in his home town. 

In all the affairs of life worldly interests are ever coming to the 
front with their selfish suggestions, and even in the presence of 
death, and before the opening tomb they will not down, and hence 
it is we, in this solemn hour, are reminded of the incalculable loss 
to the State in the death of THomas H. Tonaur. But even this 
consideration is a high tribute to “:e memory of the dead. With 
a public record of which all the people of the State, irrespective 
of party, are justly proud, he had been commissioned by a very 
largely increased majority to continue as une of their public 
servants in the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

This fourth election was a well-deserved compliment, a just 
recognition of faithful and efficient public service. No Repre- 
sentative from any State was ever more industrious or more 
watchful of the interests of his State or more alert in guarding 
at all points and at all times the rights and interests of the people 
he so ably represented. His successful services as a member of 
the River and Harbor Committee of the House of Representa- 
tives in procuring needful appropriations for our rivers and har- 
bors, not only of Oregon, but of the whole country, can not be 
overestimated and will not soon be forgotten. 

To him as chairman of the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands is largely due the House legislation of last session of Con- 
gress upon the all-important subject of the irrigation of arid lands, 
while his indefatigable labors in securing passage through the | 
House of the bill pensioning the Indian war veterans must stand 
forever as a bright jewel in his official record, and tears of affec- 
tion and gratitude will attest the love of these grizzled and grate- | 
ful veterans so long as any of them are permitted to live. Truly | 
the State of Oregon in the death of THomas H. TonGur has lost | 
an able, faithful, and efficient Representative, her people a loyal, 
devoted friend. 

Mr. TONGUE was a charming personality. He was devoted and 
constant in his friendships, unyielding in his loyalty to friends, 
uncompromising in his fidelity to every personal and political obli- 
gation. No consideration of personal or political advantage or | 
preferment could induce him to swerve a hairsbreadth from the | 
line of his convictions. His personal integrity was never ques- | 
tioned. The legacy, public and private, he has left to his family 
is free from blot or stain. His public career, so suddenly brought 
to an end by Him ‘“‘ Who doeth all things well,’’ was, in so far as | 
he was permitted to pursue it, a complete success. From the 
day he entered upon his duties as a member of the Fifty-fifth 
Congress until summoned to a higher life, he gradually and rap- 
idly grew in influence, in the respect of his associates, and in the 
power to command results in the interest of his State and of the 
nation. As a member of two among the most important com- 
mittees of the House of Representatives he was in a position to, 
and did, accomplish much of great benefit to his constituents. 

Mr. TONGUE was a man of untiring industry. He never fal- 
tered, even before seemingly insurmountable obstacles, in honor- 
able and earnest effort to accomplish his purpose. He was of 
that class who believe that “life without industry is guilt.’’ He 
was ever ready to sacrifice personal comfort to advance the inter- 
ests of his constituents as a whole, or to do a personal favor for 
the most humble of the number. Throughout Oregon to-day 
many hearts are weeping and many eyes are moist with tears in 
grief over the sudden death of their honored representative. 

Although suddenly stricken down in the prime of life and in 
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the apparent noonday of a most honorable and successful public 
career, and when still higher honors seemed beckoning to him 
from the future, Cicero’s aphorism that ‘‘No one has lived a 
short life who has performed its duties with unblemished charac- 
ter’’ is truly applicable to THomas H. Toneug. The nobility of 
a man’s life can not be measured by the number of its years. 
Good deeds, virtuous acts, rather than white hairs or length of 
days, tell the true history of a man’s life, and present an accurate 
record of his real character. ‘‘ They only have lived long,’’ says 
Sheridan, ‘‘ who have lived virtuously.’’ 

Mr. ToNGUE left to mourn his departure an aged father and 
mother, a widow and seven children; two boys and five girls. The 
elder son, E B. Tongue, is a rising and successful lawyer in Hills- 
boro, Oreg, while his father’s namesake, Thomas H. Tongue, jr., is 
now preparing for the law as a student at the Columbian Univer- 
sity in this city. His daughter Edith is the wife of Hon. A. E. 
Reames, a prominent lawyer of Jacksonville, Oreg.; Elizabeth is 
the wife of Frank F. Freeman, one of the leading members of the 
bar of Portland, Oreg.; the other three accomplished daughters, 
Misses Mary, Bertha, and Florence, are unmarried, residing at 
home. 

In the death of THomas H. TonaveE I have experienced a great 
personal loss. For more than a generation we were intimate 
personal and political friends. Inall my numerous political con- 
tests he was always my able, invaluable ally, my cordial; efficient 
supporter, my devoted, uncompromising friend. With a heart 
full of tears and overwhelmed with sorrow, I mourn the sudden 


| transition of my departed friend, and my heart goes out in deep 


sympathy to his bereaved and sorrow-stricken widow and children. 
aan who go feel not the pain of parting; it is they who stay behind that 
suffer.” 
Friend after friend departs. 
Who hath not lost a friend? 
There is no union here of hearts 
That finds not here an end. 
Were this frail world our only rest, 
Living and dying, none were blest. 

But, thanks to an All-wise Power, we are consoled with the 
thought and the abiding belief that ‘‘ this frail world”’ is not 
‘** our only rest.’’ 

This world is not conclusion. 
The sequel lies beyond, 


Invisible as music, 
But positive as sound. 


Answering the ‘‘one clear call,’’ our friend has ‘‘ crossed the 
bar.’’ . His bark has gone ‘‘ out to sea,’’ but what a glorious real- 


| ization it is, what a comfort and consolation the thought, that 


what is called death is not the end, but the beginning, of life. It 


| does not mean oblivion, but a glorious immortality. ‘* Death,”’ 
| the poet tells us, ‘‘is the gate of life.’’ It is but the disrobing of 
| the mortal garments and the taking on of the beautiful, the 


splendid, the imperishable habiliments of eternal life. It is the 
transition from a life of sorrow and care, of sickness and of death, 
to one of transcendent peace, of eternal rest, of endless life. 

His day is come, not gone; 

His sun is risen, not s_t; 

His life is now beyond 

The reach of death or change— 

Not ended, but begun. 

Every soul, which since the beginning of time has been clothed 
with the destructible habiliments of this mortal life, has, as I be- 
lieve, an inalienable, an indefeasible, title to an immortal exist- 
ence in the spirit world. and there among that innumerable host 
of immortals I confidently hope and expect some day to seek out 
and grasp the hand of my departed friend. 

Life’s a short summer, man a flower; 
He dies—alas! how soon he dies! 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, it is a melancholy pleasure to 
me to have the opportunity of paying a humble tribute to the 
memory of the distinguished man who is the subject of these 
resolutions. I knew him for a longer period, probably, than any 
member in either House of Congress except his two colleagues in 
this Chamber. My acquaintance with him began in the year 
1884. He was then in the active practice of his profession, which 
was that of the law, and if he was not the foremost in his State 
in that noble profession, he was easily amongst the foremost. To 
say this of one is to say much, because it implies in him uncom- 
mon learning, exceptional intellect, and a moral integrity beyond 
question or suspicion. 

-No one not favored with these endowments, and with all of them, 
can become eminent in the legal professionanywhere. Mr. TONGUE 
possessed all of them and more. Of a modest and retiring dispo- 
sition, he yet possessed a conscience which impelled him to come for- 
ward and acourage which enabled him to doso when private wrong 
suffered or public injury inflicted cried out for a champion to plead 
their cause. He was a tribune of the og but not distinguished 
alone as a scourge of wrong. He had a kind, generous, and char- 
itable heart and a mind quick and ardent to act on its impulses. 
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He was as kindly as he was brave, and many are left to testify to 
a tender sympathy and a generous support characteristic of the 
man. 

Such a man would have been strong in any community. Such 
aman was doubly strong in that pioneer community in the Far 
West, to which our departed friend had gone as a little boy, had 
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grown to manhood, and had lived in honor and repute to the day | 
of his death, because it is in such a community that life presents | 


its simplest problems and calls oftenest and most earnestly for 
the exercise of the primitive and fundamental virtues. So that 
when I first knew him—now nearly twenty years ago, as my 
neighbor across the line in the State of Oregon—he was not only 
eminent in his profession in that State and in my own, but he was 
an admitted leader among his fellows of all professions and avo- 
cations, carrying with him the honor, respect, and affection of all. 

He'came to Congress rather late in life. This was not because 
of tardy recognition by his neighbors of his virtues and abilities, 


but because his private life was full of usefulness and of honor | 


and answered all the aspirations of his modest and unassuming 
nature. The distinction of public life was not necessary to his 
happiness, and he sought it not. But it finally and inevitably 
sought him, and he answered its call as he had throughout all 
his arduous life answered every call to useful and noble en- 
deavor made upon his energies and abilities by his fellows. Had 
he lived he would have attained marked distinction in the public 
life of the nation. As it was, during the comparatively short 
duration of his Congressional service he reached a position of 
power and influence among his fellows of the House of Repre- 
sentatives which easily entitled him to be called one of the leaders 
of that body. 

He brought to the performance of his duties there the same 
energy and ability and learning, the same conscientious devotion 
to duty, and the same courage in its performance which had al- 
ways characterized his private life and marked him as one to 
whom public distinction must necessarily come in this land where 
the only title deeds to preeminence are high moral and intellec- 
tual powers and attainments. 

His private virtues were as great as his public life at home and 
in this Capitol was useful and distinguished. He was a loving 
husband, a kind and indulgent father, a true friend, a brave, 
chivalric, Christian gentleman. But heis withusnomore. He 
has passed to that mansion house whose portals open only to the 
approaching guest, giving to those of us who look no glimpse of 
that which is beyond and leaving behind only a memory of the 
guest they have sheltered. We are all traveling the same road, 
and must tread the mysterious halls of that final abode. 

That it will be found to be a mansion of light and lifeand love 
Christian faith teaches us to believe, and a mysterious some- 
thing in the inner consciousness of all mankind, Christian and 
heathen alike, confirms that belief. At any rate our fathers and 
mothers before us have trod the road and passed the portals with 
faith and courage, and why should not we? That our departed 
friend did so we know. That he has entered on the reward of a 
life on earth well and nobly spent we believe. 

With that knowledge and that belief we take leave of his person 
as of ‘‘ one that wraps the drapery of his couch about him and 
lies down to pleasant dreams.”’ 

But the memory of his personality will remain with us through 
life, and the impuls eof that poet speaking out for good 
through countless ages like the ever-widening circle caused by 
the agitation of a silent pool, not only causes it to continue to 
live on earth, but gives evidence of a high design and purpose 
which is the most convincing proof that it continues to live in the 
great beyond. Since we then must soon tread the road that he 
has trod and are prepared to face the dawn of the new and better 
day with the same joyful hope and confidence, we cry to our 
friend through the mist and across the gulf in the confident be- 
lief that he may hear our cry, not farewell, but au revoir. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, in the death of Hon. THomas 
H. TonGusr, representing the First Congressional district of the 
State of Oregon, Congress has lost one of its most active, useful, 
and respected members, and the country a man devoted to its 
best interests. In reviewing the career of this distinguished 
citizen of one of the great Pacific States, we, although we have 
in mind all the facts, can hardly fail of surprise at the vast 
changes that occurred during his comparatively short life. 

When Mr. TonavuE was born, in 1844, the territory of the 
United States did not reach to the Paciffc. California was Mexi- 
can, and Alaska Russian. The strip between the California and 
Alaska boundaries was in dispute between the United States and 
Great Britain. British subjects controlled the trade of the Co- 
lumbia River, and British settlements were found at very many 
places throughout the disputed territory. It was not until the 
year immediately preceding Mr. Toneur’s birth that there was 
within this entire region any American influence of consequence. 
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But at this time large bodies of Americans, traveling overland, 
marched down.the valley of the Columbia, and made it manifest 
by long rifles that American interests had come to stay. It was 
not until Mr. TONGUE was 2 years old that the territory com- 


~ 


prising the populous State of Oregon, which he was in part to 


| represent in the Congress of the United States, became in fact 


American by the treaty with Great Britain fixing the disputed 
boundary at the forty-ninth degree of north latitude. Not until 
then did the wild regions explored by the intrepid Lewis and 


| Clark come under the protection of the American flag. 


The Americanization of the Pacific coast began, it may be said, 
the year Mr. ToNGUE was born. The immigrants from the States 
had then established themselves, and from that time American 
energy and resourcefulness began to make themselves felt. In 
four years after the boundary question was settled there were 
over 13,000 Americans in the Columbia River region, and at the 
time when Mr. ToNnGuE, a boy of 9 years of age, first saw 
Oregon it had a population of about 50,000. The very year that 
he reached this far Western outpost of the United States Oregon 
became itself a State, and all its subsequent growth and develop- 
ment took place beneath his eyes. 

During Mr. TonGue’s boyhood and early manhood Oregon was 
practically isolated from the rest of the world. The ocean traftic 
of the Atlantic States was with Europe or with China and India. 
An occasional vessel would take the long voyage around the Horn 


‘to California or Oregon for a cargo of hides, or later ships might 


come up from Australia or over from Canton to take wheat to 
Liverpool. But of sea-borne foreign commerce Oregon had prac- 
ticallynone. Yet the sea was the only practicable outlet for trade, 
the State being shut off by mountain ranges from the Missouri 
Valley on the eastand from California on the south. Still through 
this period of Mr. Tonaur’s life the State steadily grew in popu- 
lation and new industries added constantly toits wealth. Where, 
in 1844, there was practically a wilderness, in which the brutish 
Indian, described by Lewis and Clark, outnumbered the civilized 
Caucasian, schools and colleges were established, and young 
TONGUE in them received an education which later made him a 
power in public life. Though he became a lawyer and entered 
zealously into the practice of his profession, he was one of those 
who assisted practically in developing the resources and adding to 
the industries of the new State. When he was 6 yearsold Oregon 
produced only 7,400 tons of cereals. Fifty yearslaterit produced 
nearly 600,000 tons, and in this enormous increase the influence 
of Mr. TONGUE was not lightly felt. 

Mr. TONGUE was just entering upon middle life when the isola- 
tion of his State was broken by the advent of that great promoter 
of growth and civilization—the railroad. First the Northern Pa- 
cific blasted its way through the Rocky Mountains. Later came 
the Northern Pacific and Union Pacific from the East, and the 
Southern Pacific from California, and Oregon for the first time 
found itself in actual touch with the world. It was about this 
time that Mr. TonaugE began to take an active interest in public 
affairs, which led him through the senate of his own State to the 
Congress of the United States. 

At the time he was elected a Representative from the First 
Congressional district of Oregon the people of that State looked 
eastward for their business future. To the East, over the iron 
rails, or around the Horn by steamship, went the products of the 
State, for in the East and Europe were the markets. But before 
Mr. ToNGUE’s first term expired there had occurred a revolution 
in public opinion as to where Oregon's future lay. Suddenly and 
without warning all eyes were turned from the East toward the 
West, from the populous States of the Mississippi Valley and the 
Atlantic seaboard to China and Japan. 

The planting of the American flag on an Asiatic island at once 
made clear to all men that in the Orient are the markets that 
must eventually absorb the surplus products of the Pacific coast. 
Between Asia, with its hundreds of millions of consumers, and 
the western coast of the United States, which, when Mr. TONGUE 
was born, was practically a wilderness, there seemed to be cre- 
ated a commercial bond by the mere fact that Americans had 


established themselves on the Asiatic side of the Pacific. The 
energy, the enterprise, and the capital of the ople were 
at once turned from the East to the West. he Pacific 


Ocean suddenly seemed to become narrower. New steam- 
ship lines were established, and still more were projected; trade 
connectious were made in China and Japan: business arrange- 
ments were entered into with reference to the development of 
oriental traffic, and the first step toward realizing that long 
dream of a trans-Pacific cable was taken when a line to the 
Hawaiian Islands was opened. 

All these vast changes occurred during the five years that elapsed 
from the time Mr. Tonavue took his seat in the House until his 
death. They were years during which occurred great events, not 
the least of which is the awakening of the world of trade to the 
realization of the vast prizes which Asiatic nations hold out to 
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commerce. The western shore of our continent Cee to exhibit 
the activity, bustle, and energy of the eastern. All energy is ex- 
erted on westward lines across the Pacific, and the great ocean 
which, when Mr. TonGve first took his seat in Congress, was 
looked upon as a barrier to prosperity, is now regarded as the 
blessed means whereby increased prosperity can be secured. 

As commerce by sea has received an impetus which will soon 
bring the Pacific Ocean under the control of the United States, 
there was made evident the necessity for the improvement of the 
harbors of the coast, and in this work Mr. TONGUE took an eager 
interest and an active part. As a member of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors he had to deal with questions that vitally 
concerned the future of trans-Pacific commerce. Realizing fully 
the importance of proper facilities and safeguards for navigation, 
he was most earnest in his endeavors to throw open every harbor 
and place along the coast warning signals of danger. For his 
successful work the entire Pacific coast from San Diego to Point 
Barrow will forever be his debtor. But in the wise expenditure 
of the hundreds of millions of dollars which this committee recom- 
mended the Atlantic coast was benefited as well, and the entire 
country felt the beneficial effects of the work in which Mr. TONGUE 
took soimportant —. American commerce, domestic and for- 
eign, has been aided by his labors, and his death will be deplored 
by the thousands who live upon the ocean as well as by the peo- 
ple of Oregon and his coworkers in the Congress of the United 
States. 

We extend to his bereaved family and friends our heartfelt 
sympathy. May they find consolation in the thought, so beauti- 
fully expressed by one of America’s poets: 

There is no death; the stars go down, 
To rise upon some other shore. 

And bright in Heaven's jeweled crown, 
They shine forever more. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, the act of Providence in the sud- | accessible transportation to the ocean for the immense crops of 


den taking away of the universally respected Representative in 
Congress from the State of Oregon, Hon. THomas H. Tonaur, is 
the carrying out of the unalterable law, to which we humbly bow 
with submission and regret. 

By this sad event the family is bereft of a loving husband, son, 
and father; the community of Hillsboro, Oreg., of a kind neigh- 
bor and a loyal friend; the State of Oregon of a faithful and con- 
servative guide; the nation of a painstaking and useful lawmaker. 

Honored by his district and his Commonwealth, he lived so that 
by his deeds he has given back to those who called him into pub- 
lic service a full measure of the honor that will serve to keep his 
memory fresh in the years to come. Now that he is no more, his 
example serves to reflect the sentiment that man is in no degree 


measured by his years on earth, but by that which he accom- | undeveloped areas which his posterity will live to realize, and 


plishes for mankind during his earthly sojourn. 
The late Representative TONGUE spent the major portion of his 
eventful life as an honored citizen of his adopted State of Oregon. 
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progress and development in Nature’s barren desert realistic to a 
degree of high perfection. 

It might be proper in this unpremeditated eulogy of mine that 
I should embody a statement of some of the events which led to 
the enactment of the national irrigation law which is to be of 
such great benefit to the country at large, and especially to the 
West, with which legislation the name of Representative TONGUE 
will always be intimately associated. 

Realizing full well the possibilities of what has been called tho 
desert portion of the United States, the Representatives from that 
section have labored for legislation. Our Eastern and Southern 
friends in Congress were not familiar with conditions, while those 
of the Middle West were but partiallyso. In Congress after Con- 
gress Representatives and Senators from the arid and semiarid 
region presented bills for the inauguration of a national system 
of irrigation, but in the confusion incident to so many numerous 
projects those who were not familiar with the subject were un- 
able to decide which was the best. 

So all of the Representatives from the semiarid and arid States 
and Territories met in caucus on the first night of the first session 
of the present Congress. Each State and Territory selected one 
of its number to compose a committee of seventeen, which should 
represent all the arid and semiarid States and Territories. Mr. 
TONGUE was made the representative of his State on that com- 
mittee. of seventeen; and to his wise counsel, his conservatism, 
and his singleness of purpose to frame a law which should be 
lasting and effective is largely due the passage of this great meas- 
ure. Then, as chairman of the Committee on Irrigation of the 
House of Representatives, he was given an opportunity to render 
effective aid to this momentous work. 

Likewise did he labor for an open waterway down the Colum- 
bia River, which traverses the rich fields and towering forests of 
his State from east to west and which will give to the prosperous 
wheat growers of my own State, as well as his, easy, cheap, and 


grain that adorn the fields of Oregon, Idaho, and Washington. 
Sad indeed it is, that with these and myriads of other useful 
and progressive features of legislation which were the dreams of 
his ambition, the sickle of Time should have so ruthlessly entered 
our councils and mowed down one so anxious to strive, to labor, 
and to accomplish results that would redound to the convenience, 
the comfort, and the upbuilding of the community upon which 


| great and mighty foundation the Government of our nation rests 


and is destined so unmovably to repose until time shall be no 
more. 

Speaking purely as a Western legislator, I can say in him the 
great resourceful West has lost a loyal, faithful, honest lawmaker, 
one who had a deep sensibility of the great possibilities of those 


they will join us and succeeding generations in giving just praise 


| to those who ministered in days gone by to the material growth 


He spent his boyhood days in the same neighborhood where he | 


was repeatedly honored. His early years were spent amidst the 


hardships of toil and labor and obstacle which confront every | 


voung man of the West who is ushered into life without the 
luxurious environments that so often dwarf a career of genuine 
practical usefulness. His educational attainments were of the 
ordinary character, but, armed with a full share of industry and 
energy, his courage and indefatigable zeal and ambition served 
to buoy him onward and upward, until he surmounted all ob- 
stacles and reared for himself a name and fame that will honor 
his memory and leave its lasting imprint upon the minds of his 
neighbors, his clientage, and his fellow-countrymen. 

He was ever alert and loyal to duty, sincere and devoted to 
principle, and zealous in his preservation of that lofty moral 
standard which is the idol of a discerning and appreciative public. 


Scarcely fifteen years ago his constituency called him from his | 
theretofore active practice of his profession into the public arena, | 


first as a senator in his State legislature, and later to a seat inthe 
National House of Representatives from the First district of 
Oregon. 

He has always been intensely loyal to and proud of his State, and 


defended in the halls of Congress, with superior ability and un- | 


swerving industry, all legislation for its advancement and the 
development of its material resources. 

To the solution of the great problem of irrigation of the broad 
wastes of arid land which cover the promising West our lamented 
brother was a devoted friend. The beneficiaries of the recent 
legislation, so diligently and wisely framed by the Representatives 
of the great and growing West, remember with a deep sense of 
appreciation the wise and conservative counsel of Representative 
ToneuE, and future generations who are to occupy those lands, 
convert the now barren wastes into rich farms, flourishing or- 
chards, and consequent happy homes will place his name high 
upon the scroll of honor as one who substantially aided to make 





and development of their native land. 

Here amid the bustling scenes of Congressional life, where 
members come and go and are lost and forgotten, his memory 
may not always remain fresh and green, but the splendid results 
of his honest toil will shine in the great Pacific Northwest as a 
lasting monument to the honored name of THomas H. TONGUE. 

In Shakesperean verse— 

All the world’s a stage, 
And all the men and women merely players, 
They have their exits and their entrances; 
And one man in his time plays many parts. 

So with our respected friend. He was ushered in on the stage 
of life to play his part. He played it well. His exit we pause to 
note with deep regret and a profound regard for the words of Job 
of old, that when death comes the body returns to the dust from 
whence it came and the immortal spirit to the God who gave it. 


Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. MircHe.y] 
and the other distinguished members of the Senate who have pre- 
ceded me have spoken so fully and so eloquently of the life and 
public services of the late Representative Tuomas H. Toncusr, 
that there remains but little for me to add. These tributes of 
praise, and words of commendation of him ‘‘ who sleeps his last 
sleep ’’ will find an echo in the hearts of thousands of his friends 
where rest the mortal remains in far-away Oregon. However, 
I can not refrain from occupying the attention of the Senate for 
a few moments in order that I may give expression to my sor- 
row, and I, too, may lay a laurel wreath upon the tomb of our de- 
parted friend. 

It is fitting that we should pause to pay tribute to the moral 
worth and tireless energy of him who has passed to the other 
shore; to this man of humble origin, the farmer’s boy, who 
worked his way through college, and who, by indomitable perse- 
verance and pluck, made for himself a reputation as one of the 
foremost lawyers of his State, developed into an orator of marked 
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ability, and made himself a power in the political affairs of his 


Commonwealth and of the nation. From the plow to the univer- 
sity, and from his alma mater to an enviable position as a shining 
light in that profession which has given jurists and statesmen to 
the world, are achievements of which the most favored may well 
be proud, and are evidences of that innate and inherited Anglo- 
Saxon grit which has given free institutions to the human race. 

My relations with Mr. TONGUE were always cordial and friendly. 
I enjoyed his friendship for a quarter of a century. I knew him 
at the bar, and I knew him asa legislator. As I knew Mr. Tonaur 
he was a man of simple habits, unostentatious and of modest de- 
meanor. While entertaining strong and positive opinions upon 
all public questions, and well able to intelligently and forcibly 
debate them, he preferred that others should engage in the lists, 
and avoided forensic contests unless he was specially called upon 
to enter the arena. For this reason he did not often appear in the 
discussions of the House; but when he did he was clear. earnest, 
and direct in the presentation of his views, and in debate was 
always an impressive speaker. 

Mr. TONGUE was a native of England, where he was born June 
23, 1844. He attended the schools of his native land until he 
reached the age of 15 years, when his parents emigrated to Wash- 
ington County, Oreg., taking with them their only child, THomas 
H. Tonevue. The family located on a farm near Hillsboro, in 
that State, and there young TONGUE resided, working on the farm 
when not attending school or college, until he arrived at man’s 
estate. He had had fairly good advantages in the English schools 
and as soon as he arrived in Orgeon he worked incessantly to ac- 
quire a finished education. He determined to take a college 
course, but owing to financial difficulties he succeeded only after 
surmounting many obstacles in realizing his ambition, and then 
only by working his way through college. Upon receiving his 
degree he read law, and in due time was admitted to the bar. 
He at once actively entered upon and continued in the practice 
of his profession until his death, interrupted only by his tem- 
porary absence from home attending the sessions of the several 
Congresses of which he was a member. He was very much at- 
tached to the study of law and was peculiarly fitted for the prac- 
tice of the profession, in which he won. marked distinction. He 
rapidly built up a large and lucrative business, and it was a com- 
mon saying that Mr. TONGUE was on one side or the other of 
every important cause in the county and circuit in which he 
practiced. 

Mr. TONGUE did not enter political life until after he had made 
a reputatiou asa lawyer. Aside from his Congressional career 
the only political office held by him was a term of four years in 
the Oregon State senate. It was my privilege to serve with him 
as a member of that body, and I then learned to know and appre- 
ciate the character and ability of our deceased friend. His work 
as impressed upon the acts of the legislature of Oregon stand as 
a monument to the care, industry, and ability displayed by him 
while serving in that body. 

In 1896 he was elected to the Fifty-fifth Congress and was re- 
elected to each succeediug one, including the Fifty-eighth, and 
always by increased pluralities. As a member of the House he 
was indefatigable in working for Oregon, and during the six 
years in which he served in Congress he never lost an opportunity 
to advance the interests of his district or State. Asa member of 
the Rivers and Harbors Committee of the House he was in posi- 
tion to materially serve every section of the State, and was an in- 
fiuential factor in securing much-needed appropriations for the 
rivers and harbors of Oregon. In national affairs, although 
strongly attached to his party, his judicial mind and mental dis- 
cipline in the intricate questions of law made him an earnest and 
successful legislator. 

Mr. TonGUE loved and faithfully served the people of his dis- 
trict, and, as a reward for the faithful performance of his duty, 
they loved him and delighted to honor him. No stronger evi- 
dence of this fact can be produced than the constantly increas- 
ing vote given him in his successive elections to the House. 

The sad and untimely death of Mr. TONGUE was a great shock 
to his friends and constituency, and an irretrievable loss to his 
family and colleagues. But while we recount his virtues with 
deep regret for his untimely demise, there are sadder thoughts in 
the minds and more darkened chambers in the hearts of a faith- 
ful wife and loving children who mourn his departure. An af- 
fectionate husband has been stricken down by the reaper, Death, 
and a loving father has fallen a victim to the pale horse and its 
rider. 

Our friend has gone before, but his good deeds, his upright life, 
his faithfulness in the performance of all duties, and the influ- 


ence of his kindly smile will ever be remembered by those with 


whom he came in contact. 


None knew him but to love him; 
None loved him but to praise. 


Life is not measured by the flight of years, but by great 
actions and grand achievements. Mr. TONGUE won victories 
after hard-fought battles, when he left the plow for the college, 
when he succeeded in the profession of law, and last, but per- 
haps the greatest, when his name was placed on the roll call of 
the Congress of the United States, the most popular and renowned 
deliberative body in the world. These are milestones in his event- 
ful career which will be rehearsed by loving hearts for long years 
to come. 

In his relations to his Creator he was devout and sincere; as a 
husband, tender and affectionate; as a father, wise and loving; 
as a citizen, earnest and patriotic, and as a friend, firm and faith- 
ful. Tosum up his well-rounded character in a single sentence, 
he worshiped God and loved his fellow-man. For such there is 
no oblivion. The ‘pictures hung on memory’s walls”? grow 
brighter with the lapse of years, and love entwines each act and 
achievement with fresh garlands as the months melt into years 
and the years melt into decades. 

There is no death. What seems so is transition; 
This life of mortal breath 


Is but a suburb of the life elysian, 
Whose portal we call death. 


Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of the resolutions offered 
by my colleague. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock 
and 57 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 
2, 1903, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SUNDAY, March 1, 1908. 
[Continuation of legislative day of February 26, 1903.) 


The recess having expired, the House, at 12 o’clock noon, was 
calied to order by the Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this being 
Sunday, I make the point of no quorum present. I have exam- 
ined the Calendar and there are no election contests ready by 
which a Democrat can be ousted without a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting the 
House.] One hundred and forty-nine members present—not a 
quorum. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, who moves a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. A call of the House is ordered. The doors 
will be closed and the officers will bring in the absentees. The 
Clerk wiil call the roll. 

The roll was called, when the following members failed to 
answer to their names: 


Ball, Tex. Gardner, Mass. McCulloch, Scarborough, 
Bellamy, Glass, McDermott, Shafroth, 
Belmont, Glenn, McLain, Shallenberger, 
Billmeyer, Gooch, Mahoney, Shelden, 
Bingham, Gordon, Maynard, Sheppard, 
Blakeney, Green, Pa, Meyer, La. Skiles, 

Bowie, Griffith, Mickey Smith, Wm. Alden 
Brantley, Griggs, Miers, Ind. Snodgrass, 
Breazeale, Hanbury, Morgan, Spight, 
Bristow, Haskins, Mutchler, Stevens, Minn. 
Broussard, Henry, Miss, Naphen, Stewart, N. J. 
Burnett, Hooker, Neville, Stewart, N. Y. 
Cochran, Jack, Newlands, Swann, 
Conry, Jackson, Md, Norton, Swanson, 
Cousins, Jett, Patterson, Tenn. ‘Talbert, 
Davey, La. Kehoe, Perkins, Thayer, 
Davis, Fla. Ketcham, Pierce, Thomas, N. C. 
Dinsmore, Kleberg, Pou, Thompson, 
Dougherty, Knox, Prince, Vandiver, 
Driscoll, Lassiter, Pugsley, Wanger, 
Edwards, Latimer, Randell, Tex. Wheeler, 
Feely, Lawrence, Ransdell, La. Williams, Miss. 
Finley, »wis, Ga. id, Wilson, 
Fleming, Lindsay, Rixey, Wooten, 
Foerderer, Little, Robinson, Nebr. Zenor. 

Foster, Il. Littlefield, Rucker, 

Fox, McAndrews, Ruppert, 

Gaines, Tenn. McClellan, Ryan, 


The SPEAKER. On this call 240 have answered. There is a 
quorum present. The officers will open the doors. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a 
tary inquiry. Wasacall of the House ordered? An 
the vote on it? 

The SPEAKER. A call of the House was ordered before, and 
this is the call made in pursuance of that order, which has shown 
a quorum. 

r. McCLEARY. I desire to present a conference report. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand the regular order, and on that 
I make this point of order—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the presentation of the 
conference report. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But I make this point of order, Mr. 
Speaker, that a call of the House was not ordered for the purpose 
of bringing a quorum here. It was ordered for the purpose of 
bringing in absentees, and the call of the House has not been dis- 
pensed with. And until the call of the House has been dispensed 
with it is the duty to complete that call by bringing in the 
absentees. . 

The SPEAKER. A conference report has been held in order 
even pending a motion for a call of the House, that being a case 
when the absence of a quorum had not been ascertained. A 
quorum has been ascertained in this case, and the conference re- 
port is of the highest privilege and may be presented. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Exactly. A quorum has been ascer- 
tained here. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum has been ascertained, and the con- 
ference report is called up. The Chair will have to overrule the 
point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then another parliamentary inquiry. 
When the conference report is disposed of, the regular order will 
then continue to be the call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer that when the time 
comes. The Chair can not anticipate what will then be the reg- 
ular order. [Applause on the Republican side.] The gentleman 
from Minnesota presents a conference report, which will be read 
by the Clerk. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

H. R. 11572. An act for the relief of certain settlers upon 
Wisconsin Central Railroad and The Dalles military road land 

ants. 
erThe message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 14884. An act to establish a life-saving station at the 
mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, in the State 
Ohio; and 

H. R. 15243. An act to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint Kensey J. Hampton captain and quartermaster 
in the Army. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

S. 7368. An act to incorporate the American National Institute 
(Prix de Paris) at Paris, France. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference re- 
port on the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and ask unani- 
mous consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the statement be read instead of the report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It has not been printed in 
the REecorD, and it will have to be read. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanobjects. The Clerk will read 
both the report and the statement. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Is it 
in order now to move to have the Rrcorp corrected in reference 
to a roll call? 

‘The SPEAKER. The conference report is up, and that is a 
higher question. 

Mr. GILBERT. I ask unanimous consent—— 

— SPEAKER. Itis notin order now. The Clerk will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I insist, Mr. Speaker, that the order of 
this House for a call of the House has not been dispensed with, 
and the doors of this House have no right to be opened. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already settled that question. 
The Chair does not raise the question as to whether the call should 
be dispensed with—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The point of order I make is that this 
House, not the Speaker, ordered a call of the House, and in com- 
pliance with that the Speaker ordered the doors of this House 
closed. Now, that call has not been dispensed with. 

a ms RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And the doors should be 
osed. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. The doors should be closed, 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will order the doors closed, if the 
gentleman demands it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We demand it. 

The SPEAKER. But the call of the House can not dispense 
with this conference report. The officers will close the doors. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] The Clerk will proceed with 
the reading. 

The Clerk read the conference report. 

[For text of the conference report see page 2802. ] 

‘ The Clerk read the statement of the House conferees, as fol- 
OWS: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 16842) making appropriations for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia, submit the following written statement in explanation 
of the effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the accompany- 
ing conference report on each of the Senate amendments, namely: 

On Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4: Appropriates $2,400 for temporary employment of 
assistant inspectors of buildings; for 2 additional civil engineers or computers, 
at $1,500 each, and for 1 clerk, at $1,000 instead of $900. 

On Nos. 5, 6, and 7: Strikes out proposed increase in the salary of the 
assessor from $3,500 to $4,000, and appropriates $500 instead of $1,000 for tem- 
porary clerk hire in the assessor’s office. 

On Nos. 8 and 9: Strikes out proposed increase of the salary of the deputy 
collector from $1,800 to $2,000. 

On Nos. 10 and 11: Strikes out proposed increase in the salary of the auditor 
from $3,600 to ees 

On Nos. 12, 13, and 14: Increases the salaries of the engineer of highways 
and the superintendent of sewers from $2,750 to $3,000 each. 

On Nos. 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19: Strikes out proposed increase in the salary of 
the superintendent of insurance from $2,500 to $3,000; provides for a statisti- 
cian, at $1,400, in the department of insurance; strikes out increase of $200 in 
the salary of one clerk, and pereee $600, instead of $1,200 as proposed by 
the Senate, for temporary clerk hire. 

On Nos. 20 and 21: Appropriates $15,900, instead of $13,000 as proposed by 
the — and $20,000 as proposed by the Senate, for employees in the sur- 
veyor’s office. 

On Nos. 22,23, 24, and 25, relating to the Free Public Library: Provides, ad- 
ditional t« . what was proposed by the House, 1 attendant, at $360, and 2 pages, 
at $240 each. 

On Nos. 26 and 27: Appropriates $37,700, instead of $30,000 as proposed by 
the House, for contingent expenses. 

On Nos. 28 and 29: Appropriates $840, instead of $540, for rent for depart- 
ment of insurance. 

On No. 30: Appropriates $1,500, instead of $1,200 as proposed by the House, 
and $2.00 as proposed by the Senate, for contingent expenses of the coro- 
ner’s office. 

On No. 31: Appropriates $1,500 for marking the boundary of the District. 

On No. 82: Appropriates $2,500 for card index for the office of the register 
of wil's. 

On No. 33: Strikes out $500 to prepare index to the code of the District. 

On No. 4: Strikes out $500 for printing permit books and other forms. 

On No. 35: Strikes out provision granting thirty days’ leave of absence to 
per diem employees. | 

On No. 36: Appropriates $160,000, instead of $145,000 as proposed by the 
House, and $175,000 as proposed by the Senate, for assessment and permit 
work. 

On Nos. 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, and 48: Appropriates $100,000, instead of $50,000 
as proposed by the House, and $150,000 as proposed by the Senate, for work 





on streets and avenues in the various sections of the city; strikes out $14,600 
for paving S street NW. from North Capitol to Second street, and inserts a 
provision requiring the Commissioners, in submitting schedules of streets and 


avenues to be improved each year, to arrange the same in the order of their 
importance. 

on Nos. 44 and 45: Limits the price that may be paid for the two kinds of 
asphalt pavement to $1.80 and _ $2, respectively, instead of $1.70 and $1.80, re- 
spectively, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 46: Appropriates $10,000, instead of $8,000as proposed by the House 
for grading streets, alleys, and roads. 

On No. 47: Appropriates $1,000 for condemnation of streets, roads, and 
alleys. 

On No. 48: Appropriates $25,000, instead of $10,000 as proposed by the House, 
for opening alleys. 

On Nos. 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 50, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, and 
69: Appropriates $135,000, instead of $54,500 as proposed by the House, and 
$248,200 as proposed by the Senate, for construction of county roads and sub- 
urban streets. As compared with the billas it passed the House, the follow- 
ing provisions for new work on roads and suburban streets are made: 

‘For Rhode Island avenue, Florida avenue toward First street, $10,000; 

For Sixteenth street, Columbia road to Spring road, $25,000; 

For Sixteenth street, Morris street to Columbia road, $25,000; 

For Twenty-second street, R to Decatur streets, $2,500; 

For California avenue, Columbia road to Phelps place, $6,000; 

For Wisconsin avenue, $6,000; 

For Kansas avenue, $2,000; 

For Twentieth street, Queens chapel to Brentwood road, $5,000; and 

For Connecticut avenue extended, $5,000. 

On No. 70: Strikes out appropriation of $18,664 to purchase land to extend 
Euclid place. 

On Nos. 71 and 72: Appropriates $90,000, instead of $80,000 as proposed by the 
House, and $100,000 as proposed by the Senate, for repairs of county roads. 

On No. 73: “yy ey $48,000 for continuing work on the Connecticut 
avenue bridge, and limits the whole cost of the bridge to $788,000, under con- 
tracts which are authorized, and requires its completion within four years 
from July 1, 1908. 

On Nos. 74, 75, 76, 77, and 78, relating to sewers: Appropriates, additional 
to the amounts contained in the bill as it passed the House, for the sewage- 
disposal system, the sum of $450,000, the same being in accordance with esti- 
mates prepared by the Commissioners subsequent to the passage of the bill 
by the House ard on the representation that the sewage Eepecal system of 
the District can and will be completed on the basis of the appropriations 
recommended in two years instead of three years 

On No. 7% Appropriates $190,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$200,000, as proposed by the Senate, for sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning 
streets. 

On No. 80: Makes the appropriation for the bathing beach available for the 
expense of maintenance and repair. 

On Nos. 81, 8, and 83, relating to the electrical department: Appropriates 








».000, instead of $14,000 as proposed bythe House, for general supplies; 
; 





3.050, instead of $18.950 as proposed by the House, for placing electric wires 
der ground, and $10,000, instead of $7,500 as proposed by the House, and 
16.000, as proposed by the Senate, for rebuilding police patrol circuits. 

On Nos. 84,¢5, 56, 87,88, 89, 90, and 91, relating to gas lighting: Appropriates 
€200.000, instead of $200,000 as proposed by the House, and $219,700 as proposed 
vy the Senate, for gas lighting of streets; limits the cost of lighting streets 
with oil to $24 per lamp per annum as proposed by the Senate, instead of $20 
as proposed by the House; requires that the gas company shall bear the ex- 
I nd maintaining lamp-posts, street designa- 
tions, L .f ; authorizes the use of not more than $15,000, as 

roposed by the House, instes 
{ 
I 
‘ 





nse of purchas 









TO} lL of $25,000 as proposed by the Senate, for Wels- 
mach street ups, to cost not exceeding §28 per lamp, instead of $27 as pro- 
) i } yuse,and $30 as proposed by the Senate; and continues for an- 
he Senate, the provision authorizing the reduc- 

m the candle power of gas from 25 candles to 22 candles. 

On Nos. $2 and 93: Appropriates $80,000, instead of $76,000 as proposed by 
the House, and $82,500 as proposed by the Senate, for electric arc lighting of 
streets, and limits the cost per lamp to $80, instead of $72 as proposed by the 
House, and $85 as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. $4 and %: Appropriates $600,000 as proposed by the House, instead 
$800,000 as proposed by the Senate, for continuing work on the filtration 
nt, and extends the limit of cost of said work from $2,768,405 to $3,468,405. 

On No. 96: Strikes out the appropriation of $8,000 for survey for additional 
conduit from Great Falls. 

On No. 97: Appropriates $12,000, instead of $2,500 as proposed by the House, 
and $20,000 as proposed by the Stnate, for Rock Creek Park. 

On Nos. 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 118, 114, 
115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, and 129, relating to 
public schools: Strikes out a clerk at $800 for the board of education; pro- 
vides for the number of salaries and teachers as proposed by the House, ex- 
cept that provision is made for one additional supervising principal at $2,000; 
leaves in the bill the restriction of pupils in night classes to those not over 
2l yearsof age; appropriates $5,500, instead of $4,676as proposed by the House, 
for care of small school buildings and rented rooms: provides for 12 medical 
inspectors of public schools at $500 each; appropriates $17,500, instead of 
$15,000 as proposed by the House, and $20,000 as proposed by the Senate,*for 
tools and material for manual training: appropriates $35.000, instead of $38,000, 
for contingent expenses for Business High School building to $175,000 as pro- 
posed by the House, instead of $265,000 as proposed by the Senate; strikes 
out appropriations of $5,000 for purchase of lot adjoining McKinley Manual 
Training School, of $50,000 toward the extension of the McKinley Manual 
Training School, and $3,933 for purchase of lot adjoining Armstrong Man- 
ual Training School; limits the cost of 2 additional §-room buildings to $60,000 
as proposed by the House, instead of $65,000 as proposed by the Senate, and 
appropriates $8.300 for purchase of lot adjoming Brent School building, ani 
$10,000 for additional amount for reconstructing building at Seventh and G 
streets SE. 
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On Nos. 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 149, 141, and 142, relating 


to the Metropolitan police: Appropriates $4,000 for salary of the major and 
superintendent; provides for compensation of 6 additional privates detailed 
for special service; provides for 5additional privates of class 2, at $1,080 each; 
fixes the compensation of 40 additional privates of class 1 at $720 each as pro- 
posed by the House, instead of $780 each as proposed by the Senate: strikes 
out increase of compensation of 24 station keepers from $540 each to $960 each; 
strikes out the appropriation of $800 for roadway and protection wall along 
the east side of seventh precinct station, and $12,500 for remodeling rooms in 
certain precinct station houses; and appropriates $9,000 as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $8,000 as proposed by the House, for the house of detention. 

On Nos. 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150. 151, and 152, relating to the fire de- 
partment: Requires, as proposed by the House, that the chief engineer of the 
fire department shall have had at least five years’ experience as a member 
of some organized municipal fire department, and strikes out proposed in- 
crease of $300 in the salary of one assistant chief engineer; appropriates 





$8,500, instead of $7,500 as proposed by the House and $10,000as proposed by the | 


Senate, for repairs and improvements to engine houses and grounds: $5,000, 
instead of $4,500 as proposed by the House and $5,000 as proposed by the Sen 


ate, for fuel: $13,000, instead of $12,000 as proposed by the House and $14,000 as | 


rroposed by the Senate, for forage; and strikes out the appropriation of 
b 3,000 for house and furniture for a chemical engine company in Benning. 

On Nos. 158, 144, 155, 15%, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, and 162, relating to the health 
department: Strikes out the proposed increase of $200 each in the salaries of 
the chemist and veterinarian surgeon and inspector of live stock and dairy 
farms; strikes out $720 for an assistant poundmaster; increases the amount 
for traveling expenses for sanitary and food inspectors from $1,000 to $1,200; 
appropriates $15,000 for quarantine buildings on the Washington Asylum 
grounds, and strikes out the appropriation of $1,000 fora stable for the small- 
ox hospital. 

. On Nos 163, 164, 165, 166, and 167, relating to the policecourt: Strikes out the 
»xroposed increase of the salaries of the police court judges from $3,000 to 
aes each, and increases the salary of the deputy marshal from $900 to $1,000. 

On No. 168: Strikes out appropriation of $38,000 proposed by the Senate for 
site and plans for a new police-court building. 

On Nos. 169 and 170: Strikes out the proposed increase in the salaries of 10 
justices of the peace from $2,000 to $2,400 each. 

On No. 171: Strikes out enlargement proposed by the Senate of the discre- 
tion of the Commissioners in expending the emergency fund. 

On Nos. 172, 178, 174. 175, and 176: Strikes out the proposed increase in sal- 
aries of employees of te Board of Charities. 

On Nos. 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 188, 184, and 185, relating to the Washing- 
ton Asylum: Increases the salary of the engineer from $350 to $480, and of 
the second assistant engineer from $300 to $350; provides for an additional 
watchman at $48; strikes out the proposed increase in the salaries of the 
hospital cook and the chief cook of the almshouse and workhouse; strikes 
out the provision for a laundryman at $720 and for 2 attendants at $300 each: 
appropriates $60,000 instead of $58,200, as proposed by the House, for contin- 
gent and miscellaneous expenses, and strikes out the appropriation of 
$100,000 pr« ae by the Senate for continuing erection of a workhouse. 

On Nos. 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, and 191, relating to the Reform School for Boys: 
Increases the salary of the assistant superintendent from $900 to $1,000; pro- 
vides for an additional teacher at $660 instead of a foreman of workshops at 
that salary, and strikes out the appropriation of $25,000 for a new building 
and $1,500 for furnishing the same. 

On No. 19%: Appropriates $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, for recon- 
struction of the Homeopathic Hospital. 

On Nos. 194and 195: Appropriates $12,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
the Hart Farm School. 

On Nos. 196 and 197: Appropriates directly for the maintenance of the Na- 
tional Association for the Rellef of Destitute Colored Women and Children, 
and for the German Orphan Asylum, without requiring the same to enter 
into contract with the Board of Children’s Guardians. 

On Nos. 198and 199: Appropriates $5,500 instead of $4,000 for the Temporary 
Home for ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors. 
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On Nos. 200, 201, 202, and 203, relating to the water department: Increases 
the compensation of 1 clerk from $1,400 to $1,500, and of 1 fireman from $1,400 
to $1,500, and appropriates $2,000 for introducing the card-record system in 
the water department. 

On Nos. 204 and 205: Inserts as section 3 of the bill a provision proposed by 
the Senate authorizing advances out of the Treasury during the fiscal year 
1904 to meet any deficiency that may occur in the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, the same to be reimbursed from time to time within five years 
after the close of the fiscal year 1904. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $8,647,497, $8,513,091 of which is 
payable from the United States Treasury and the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, the remainder, $134,406, being payable from the revenues of the 
water department. 

As agreed upon, the total amount appropriated by the bill is $896,842 more 
than as it passed the Heuse, $776,857 less than as it passed the Senate, $103,- 
037.08 more than the law for the current year, and $2,358,131 less than the esti- 
mates submitted by the Commissioners. 

J. T. McCLEARY, 


E. J. BURKETT, 
M. E. BENTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. COWHERD. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
present a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COWHERD. As I caught the reading from the Clerk’s 
desk, though it was so rapid I could not accurately catch it, I be- 
lieve that the conferees have included new matter here which 
was not in dispute between the House and the Senate, in items 
I make the point of order that those items are here 
in the conference report and that they include new matter that 
was not in dispute between the two Houses. 

Mr. McCLEARY. I would ask what 43 refers to? 

Mr. COWHERD. Forty-three isthe item, asI caught it, where 
you provide that hereafter in reporting the schedules of streets 
and avenues to be improved the Commissioners shall report on 
a definite examination made by them and report their conclusions. 

Mr. McCLEARY. And the other? 

Mr. COWHERD. Theotheris in regard tothe filtration plant. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Oh, yes; the filtration plant. 

Mr. Speaker, relative to the item No. 43, that was inserted 
as a limitation upon the expenditures, and a direction as to the 
method of expenditures. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Are there any limitations on expenditures as the bill left the 
House? 

Mr. McCLEARY. There has been a standing limitation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But I mean in the bill? 

Mr. McCLEARY. Not in the language of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Wasthere any limitation on the expendi- 
tures in the language of the bill when it left the Senate? 

Mr. McCLEARY. Nothing except the general limitation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then the limitation was placed in the 
bill by the conferees and not by either House. 

Mr. McCLEARY. No. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I mean the language of the bill was 
placed there by the conferees and by neither House. 

Mr. COWHERD. May I have that item 43 reported? 

Mr. McCLEARY. The genileman is evidently wrong about 
the number. 

Mr. COWHERD. It may be 42 or 43. I thought it was 48 as 
I heard it. Of course in the rapid reading it was difficult to 
catch it. 

Mr. McCLEARY. It is not either of those. 

Mr. BENTON. Forty-four. 

Mr. Pee ae You say 44. 

Mr. COWHERD. Itis the item which is really new legislation, 
providing the manner in which the District Commissioners shall 
hereafter make their suggestions as to the improvement of streets. 

The SPEAKER. Now, what section does the gentleman re- 
fer to? 

Mr. COWHERD. The one I am referring to is either 42, 43, 
or 44. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please give the number. 

Mr. COWHERD. If the Clerk will report those sections I will 
give the number. The Speaker will understand that it has not 
been printed and we have no way to get it. 

Mr. MUDD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
a question pending that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota has the floor. 

Mr. COWHERD. I will read the words of the report on that 
item I refer to: 

Hereafter the Commissioners, in submitting schedules of streets and ave- 
nues to be improved, shall each year ——— said streets and avenues in the 


order of their importance, and determine by them after personal examina- 
tion of said streets and avenues. 





I desire to 


There is nothing in the action of either the House or the Senate 
putting that in; and I make the point of order that it is new leg- 
islation, that was not in conference between the two Houses asin 
controversy. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
Mr. COWHERD. I make the — of order against the propo- 
t 


sition in 95, with relation to the filtration plant. 

Mr. McCLEARY. That was a matter of conference. The 
Senate offered an amendment. 

Mr. COWHERD. The legislation was not a matter of confer- 
ence, Mr. Speaker. The matter of conference was the appropri- 
tion. That was raised in the other House. 

The SPEAKER. What amendment does the gentleman re- 
fer to. 

Mr. COWHERD. I refer to amendment No. 95. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment relates to the original text. 
The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. COWHERD. ‘The point I make is that it is legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The subject-matter is filtration and the 
amendment is filtration. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, with all due respect to the | 
Chair, it seems to me that this is improper legislation, and I re- | 
spectfully appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 

uestion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota has the floor. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. A parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Those who have followed carefully the 
reading of the report—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is not a demand for the previous ques- | 
tion, which is a preferential motion, in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not take a member in 
charge of the bill from the fioor by asking the previous question. 
That is the prerogative of the gentleman in charge of the bill. 
The gentleman from Minnesota will proceed. | 

Mr. McCLEARY. As evidenced by the very intelligent ques- | 
tion of my friend from Missouri, those who have followed care- | 
fully the reading of the report and the statement are in possession | 
of at least the principal facts relating to this bill. I may be par- 
— however, if I emphasize two or three facts in connection | 
with it. 

As the statement shows, this bill carries $8,647,497. of which 
sum $8,513,091 is payable from the Treasury of the United States 
and the revenues of the District of Columbia, and $134,406 from 
the water revenue. The bill as now reported carries $896,842 | 
more than the bill as reported by the House, and $776,857 less | 
than the bill asreported by the Senate. It appropriates $103,037.03 
more than the present law, but it carries $2,358,131 less than the 
estimates submitted by the Commissioners. 

Three items deserve perhaps a few words of special considera- 
tion. 

An increase of $700,000 is authorized in the total expense of the 
filtration plant by reason of the fact that bids submitted for the 
completion of the plant show that the increase is necessary, and, 
further, because the Senate added as an amendment the proviso 
: hat the filtration plant should be completed by December 1, | 

904. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that we can not hear what the gentleman is say- 
ing, 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen will take their seats. The 
House will be in order. 

Mr. McCLEARY. The Senate recognized the urgency of the | 
completion of this filtration plant and inserted a proviso by way 
of an amendment that the plant should be completed by Decem- 
ber 1, 1904. In order that that might be done without default, 
we felt it our duty to increase the total estimate by $700,000. 

Mr. COWHERD, Will the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
for a question? 

Mr. McCLEARY. I must decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield to | 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. McCLEARY. I must decline to yield, Mr. Speaker. 

For the sewage disposal system an increased appropriation of 
$450,000 over the amount reported by the House is made. This | 
is solely on the ground that we desire to complete this sewage 
disposal system in two years instead of three. 

Mr. COWHERD. Did not the engineer state that he could not 
spend any more than we appropriated? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is out of order. 

Mr. McCLEARY. The engineer officer, in the hearing before 
the House subcommittee, advised that the sum which we reported 
in our bill was all that he could expend, and it was all he could 
expend under his theory of expenditure; but the Senate commit- 
tee was urgent to complete the whole system in two years instead 
of three, and hence provided for the increase of $450,000 in the | 
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appropriation for this year, and we concurred in the wisdom of 
their increase. 

There is a provision for advances from the Treasury of the 
United States for the coming fiscal year, if these advances are 
needed, to bear interest at the rate of 2 per cent and to be repaid 
within five years. This authorization includes the advances 
authorized under the act of 1901 and the act of 1902, providing 
for advances to the District. 

In our discussion of the bill, when it was in the House, after 
being reported from the House Committee on Appropriations, we 
claimed that no advance would be needed. The result of this 
bill proves that our contention was correct. The estimated 
revenue of the District from taxation is $5,200,000 to $5,400,000. 
With the corresponding sum coming from the United States Treas- 
ury, the total income of the District is $10,400,000 to $10,800,000. 


| In this bill we have appropriated $8,647,497. Even after meeting 


the appropriations carried in other bills there will be a considera- 
ble surplus. The insertion of this proviso wasa concession to the 
Senate, because its conferees thought that something of that kind 
ought to be done. 

Now, having explained these items—remembering that the re- 
port is unanimous—I move the previons question. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will not the gentleman yield for one or 
two questions for the information of the House? I want to ask 
him one thing about the electric lights? 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the evident purpose 
on the part of our friends on the other side to use all sorts of de- 
vices to consume time, I must respectfully decline to yield. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman refuse to give the 


| House any information on a bill he is seeking to pass? I appeal 


to the House for the purpose of asking him some questions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is out of order. 
Let us pursue the regular course. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it in order to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota to yield two minutes’ time to discuss this report? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota has several 
times stated that he will not yield, and has given his reasons for 


| it. The Chair has submitted to him two or three times a request 


to yield, and he declined. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Minnesota for the previous question. 

The question was taken; and Mr. UNDERWOOD demanded a 
division. e 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 79, 


| answered ‘‘ present ’’ 10, not voting 112; as follows: 











YEAS—10. 

Acheson, Dahle, Kahn, Powers, Mass. 
Alexander, Dalzell, Ketcham, Reeder, 
Allen, Me. Darragh, Knapp, Reeves, 
Aplin, Davidson, Kyle, Roberts, 
Babcock, Deemer, Lacey, Schirm, 
Ball, Del. Dick, Landis, Scott, 
Barney, Douglas, Lessler, Shattuc, 
Bartholdt, Dovener, Lewis, Pa, Showalter, 
Bates, Draper, Littauer, Sibley, 
Beidler, Dwight, Long, Smith, Ml. 
Bishop, Esch, Loud, Smith, Iowa. 
Boreing, Evans, Loudenslager, Smith, H. C. 
Boutell, Fletcher, Lovering, Smith, S. W. 

| Bowersock, Fordney, McCleary, Southard, 
Brandegee, Fowler, McLachlan, Southwick, 

| Brick, Gaines, W. Va. Mahon, Sperry, 
Bromwell, Gardner, Mass. Marshall, Steele, 
Brown, Gardner, Mich. Martin, Storm, 
Brownlow, rar Mercer, Sulloway, 
Bull, Metcalf, Tawney, 
Burk, Pa. Miller, Tayler, Ohio 
Burke, 8. Dak. Minor, Thomas, lowa 
Burkett, Mondell, Tirrell, 
Burleigh, Moody, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Burton, Morris, Tompkins, Ohio 
Butler, Grosvenor, Moss, Yan Voorhis, 
Calderhead, Grow, Mudd, Vreeland, 
Cannon, Hamilton, Needham, f , 
( Hedge, Nevin, 
Cr Henry, Conn, Olmsted, 
Conner, Hepburn, Otjen, 
Coombs, Hill, Overstreet, 
Cooper, Wis. Holliday, Palmer, 
Corliss, Howell, Parker, 
Cromer, Hull, Patterson, Pa. 
Crumpacker Irwin, -ayne, 
Curricr, Jackson, Md. Pearre, 

; Cushman, Jenkins, Powers, Me. 

NAYS—79. 

Allen, Ky. Brundidge, Clayton, Davey, La. 
3ankhead, Burgess, Cooney, De Armond, 
Bartlett, Burleson, Cooper, Tex. Dougherty, 
Bell, Caldwell, Cowherd, Elliott, 
Billmeyer, Candler, Creamer, Fitzgerald, 
Breazeale, Cassingham, Crowley, Fleming, 
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Flood, Lamb, Richardson, Ala. Snook, 
Gaines, Tenn. Lester, Richardson, Tenn. Sparkman, 
Goldfogle, Lever, Rixey, Stark, 
Gooch, Lewis, Ga. Robb, Swanson, 
Gordon, Little, Robinson, Ind. Tate, 
Hay, Lloyd, Rucker, Taylor, Ala. 
Henry, Tex. McAndrews, Russell, Trimble, 
Howard. McCulloch, Selby, Underwood, 
Jackson, Kans. Mahoney, Shackleford, Vandiver, 
Johnson, Maynard, Shallenberger, White, 
Jones, Va. Miers, Ind. Sims, Wiley, 
Kitchin, Claude Padgett, Slayden, Williams, Tl. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Randell, Tex. Small, Zenor. 
Kluttz, Rhea, Smith, Ky. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—10. 
Adamson, Foster, Vt. McClellan, Sutherland. 
Curtis, Gillett, Mass. Morrell, 
Emerson, Joy, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—112. 

Adams, Foss, Latimer, Robertson, La. 
Ball, Tex. Foster, Il. Lawrence, Robinson, Nebr. 
Bellamy, Fox, Lindsay, Ruppert, 
Belmont, Gilbert, Littlefield, Ryan, 
Benton, Glass, nee, Scarborough, 
Bingham, Glenn, McCall, Shafroth, 
Blackburn, Green, Pa. McDermott, Shelden, 
Blakeney, Griffith, McLain, Sheppard, 
Bowie, Griggs, McRae, Skiles. 
Brantley, Hanbury, Maddox, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bristow, Haskins, Mann, Snodgrass, 
Broussard, Haugen, Meyer, La. Spight, 
Burnett, Heatwole, Mickey, Stephens, Tex. 
Clark, Hemenway, Moon, Stevens, Minn. 
Cochran, Henry, Miss. Morgan, Stewart, N. J. 
Connell, Hildebrant, Mutchler, Stewart, N. Y. 
Conry, Hitt, Naphen, Sulzer, 
Cousins, Hooker, Neville, Swan, 
Davis. Fla. Hopkins, Newlands, Talbert, 
Dayton, Hughes, Norton, Thayer, 
Dinsmore, Jack, Patterson, Tenn. Thomas, N. C. 
Driscoll, Jett, Perkins, Thompson, 
Eddy, Jones, Wash. Pierce, Wanger, 
Edwards, Kehoe, Pou, Warner, 
Feely, Kern, Prince, Wheeler, 
Finley, Kleberg, Pugsley, Williams, Miss. 
Flanagan, Knox, Ransdell, La. Wilson, 
Foerderer, Lassiter, Reid, Wooten. 


So the previous question was ordered. 


The following additional pairs were announced until further 


notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Foss with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 

LAWRENCE with Mr. GriGGs. 

CurRTIS with Mr. BURGEss. ® 

MANN with Mr. Jerr. 

ADAMS with Mr. HooKEr. 

CANNON with Mr. McRAkg. 

JACK with Mr. FINLEY. 

Hopkins with Mr. Mappox. 

HAUGEN with Mr. Mickry. 

EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT. 

Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

McCay with Mr. McCLELLAN. 

HASKINS with Mr. WooreN. 

HILDEBRANT with Mr. BELMONT. 

Stewart of New York with Mr. WIson. 
WARNER with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 
Ww. ALDEN SmiTH with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 
SKILES with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 

HANBURY with Mr. REID. 

SHELDEN with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Eppy with Mr. CLARK. 

GuLueTt of Massachusetts with Mr. Davis of Florida. 


For this day: 


Mr 
On 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


Mr 


gent! 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). 
Mr. ADAMSON. 


. Cousins with Mr. DINSMORE. 

this vote: 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

. BABCOCK with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

. CONNELL with Mr. Bau of Texas. 

. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to know whether the 
eman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WaNGER] voted? 

He did not. 
During week days I am paired with that 


gentleman, and if pairs are legal on Sunday, I want to withdraw 
my vote. 


Th 
** pre 
Th 
Th 


e name of Mr. ApaMsoN being again called, he responded 
sent.”’ 

e result of the vote was announced as above stated. f 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now onagreeing 


to the conference report. 


Th 
Th 


e question was put. : 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes appear to have it. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I call for a division. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 144, nays 59, 
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answered ‘‘ present ’’ 14, not voting 134; as follows: 





YEAS—144, 

Acheson, Cushman, Hull, Reeder, 
Alexander, Dahle, Irwin, Reeves, 
Allen, Me.; Dalzell Jackson, Md. Roberts, 
Aplin, Darragh, Kahn, Robinson, Ind, 
Babcock, eemer, Knapp, Scott, 
Bankhead, Dick, Kyle, Shattuc, 
Bartholdt, Douglas, Lacey, Showalter, 

tes, Dovener, Lewis, Pa, Sibley, 
Beidler, Draper, Littauer, Small, 
Bishop, Dwight, Long, Smith, Ml. 
Blackburn, Evans, foulsedager, Smith, Iowa 
Boreing, Fletcher, McAndrews, Smith, H. C. 
Bowersock, Flood, McCall, Smith, 8. W. 
Bowie, Foerderer, McCleary, Southard, 
Brandegee, Fordney, McLachlan, Southwick, 
Breazeale, Foss, Mahon, Sperry, 
Brick, Fowler, Mahoney, Steele, 
Bromwel, Gaines, W. Va. Marshall, Stevens, Minn. 
Brownlow, Gardner, Mich. Martin, Storm, 
Bull, Gardner, N. J. Miller, Sulloway, 
Burk, Pa. Gibson, Mondell, Swanson, 
Burke, 8. Dak, Gill, Morgan, Thomas, Iowa / 
Burkett, Gillet, N. Y. Morris, Tirrell, ; 
Burleigh, Graham, Moss, Tompkins, N. Y. ; 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Mudd, Underwood, 
Butler, Grosvenor, Needham, Van Voorhis, 
Calderhead, Grow, Nevin, Vreeland, A 
Capron, Hamilton, Olmsted, Wagoner, Hi 
Cassel, Haugen, Otjen, Warner : 
Connell, Hay, Overstreet, Warnock, ‘ 
Conner, Hedge, Palmer, Watson, 4 
Coombs, Hepburn, Parker, Weeks, 
Corliss, Hill, Patterson, Pa. Williams, fl 
Cromer, Holliday, Payne, Woods, 
Crowley, Hopkins, Perkins, Wright, 
Crumpacker, Howell, Powers, Mass. Young ; 

NAYS—59. : 

Allen, Ky. Fleming, Maddox, Selby, 
Bartlett, Goldfogle, Maynard, Shackleford, 
Billmeyer, Gooch, Miers, Ind. Shallenberger, 
Brundidge, Gordon Moon, Sims 
Burleson, Howard, Padgett, Slayden, 
Caldwell, Johnson, Randell, Tex. Smith, Ky. 
Candler, Jones, Va. Rhea, Snook, / 
Cassingham Kitchin, Claude Richardson,Ala. Sparkman, : 


Cooney, 


Kitchin,Wm.W. Richardson, Tenn. 


Stark, 


Cooper, Tex. Lever, Rixey, Stephens, Tex. 
Cowherd, Lewis, Ga. Robb, Tate, 
Creamer, Little, Robertson, La. Trimble, 
De Armond, Lloyd, Rucker, Vandiver, 
Dougherty, McCleilan, Russell, Zenor. 
Fitzgerald, McCulloch, Ryan, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—l4. 
Adamson, Emerson, Lamb, Sutherland, 
Benton, Foster, Vt. Mann, Wiley. / 
Curtis, Joy, Morrell, 
Dayton, Kluttz, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—134. 

Adams, Finley, Knox, Reid, 
Ball, Del. Flanagan Landis, Robinson, Nebr. A 
Ball, Tex. Foster, Il. Lassiter, Ruppert, ; 
Barney, Fox, Latimer, Scar borough, i 
Bell, Gaines, Tenn. Lawrence, Schirm, = 
Bellamy, Gardner, Mass. Lessler, Shafroth, ; 
Belmont, Gilbert, Lester, Shelden, ; 
Bingham, Gillett, Mass. Lindsay, Sheppard, ; 
Blakeney, Glass, Littlefield, Skiles, 
Boutell, Glenn, Livingston, Smith, Wm. Alden f 
Brantley, Graff, Loud, Snodgrass, ' 
Bristow, Green, Pa, Lovering, Spight, ' 
Broussard, Griffith, McDermott, awees, N. J. / 
Brown, Griggs, McLain, Stewart, N. Y. : 
Burgess, Hanbury, McRae, Sulzer, 
Burnett, Haskins, Mercer, Swann, 
Cannon, Heatwole, Metcalf, Talbert, 
Clark, Hemenway, Meyer, La. Tawney, 
Clayton, Henry, Conn, Mickey, Tayler, Ohio 
Cochran, Henry, Miss. Minor, Taylor, Ala. 
Conry, Henry, Tex. Moody, Thayer, 
Cooper, Wis. Hildebrant, Mutchler, Thomas, N. C. 
Cousins, Hitt, Naphen, Thompson, 
Currier, Hooker, Neville, Tom Eins, Ohio 
Davey, La. Hughes, Newlands, Wachter, 
Davidson, Jack, Norton, Wadsworth, 
Davis, Fla. Jackson, Kans, Patterson, Tenn. Wanger, 
Dinsmore, Jenkins, earre, Wheeler, 
Driscoll, Jett, Pierce, White, 
Eddy, Jones, Wash. Pou, Williams, Miss. 
Edwards, Kehoe, Powers, Me Wilson, 
Elliott, Kern, Prince, Wooten. 
Esch, Ketcham, Pugsley, 
Feely, Kleberg, Ransdell, La. 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Broussarp, - 
Mr. BALt of Delaware with Mr. WiLEy. 


On this vote: 


Mr. JENKINS with Mr. SULZER. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


Mr. McCLEARY. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. PAYNE. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 





—— 


ee 





1903. 


The question was put. 


The SPEAKER pro tem 
Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Mr. PAYNE. 


re. 
ennessee. I call for a division, 
I demand the yeas and nays. 
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The ayes appear to have it. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 48, 
answered “ present ’’ 15, not voting 141; as follows: 


YEAS—147. 
Adams, Deemer, Jones, Va. Reeder, 
Alexander, Dick, Jones, Wash, Reeves, 
Allen, Me. Dovener, Kahn, Roberts, 
Babcock, Draper, Ketcham, Schirm, 
Barney, Emerson, Knapp, Scott, 
Bates, Esch, Kyle, Shattuc, 
Bishop, Evans, Lacey, Showalter, 
Boreing, Fitzgerald, Lessler, Sibley, 
Bowersock, Fletcher, Lewis, Pa. Sims. 
Brandegee, Foerderer, Littauer, Smith, Ml 
Brick, Fordney, Littlefield, Smith, Iowa 
Bromwell, Foss. Livingston, Smith, H.C. 
Brown, Fowler, Long, Smith, 8. W. 

srownlow, Gaines, Tenn. Loudenslager, Southard 

Bull, Gardner, Mich. Lovering, Southwick, 
Burk, Pa. Gardner, N. J. McCall, Sperry, 
Burke, S. Dak. Gibson, McCleary, Stevens, Minn. 
Burkett, Gill, McClellan, Storm, 
Burleigh, Gillet, N. Y. McLachlan, Sulloway, 
Burleson, Goldfogle, Mahon, Tawney, 
Burton, Graff, Marshall, Tayler, Ohio 
Butler, Graham, Martin, Taylor, Ala. 
Capron, Greene, Mass. Morgan, Thomas, Iowa 
Cassel, Grosvenor, Morris, Tirrell, 
Connell, Grow. Mudd, Tompkins, N.Y. 
Conner, Hamilton, Needham, Tompkins, Ohio 
Coombs, Haugen, Olmsted, Vandiver, 
Cooper, Wis. Hedge, Otjen, Van Voorhis, 
Corliss, Hepburn, -~Overstreet, Vreeland, 
Cromer, Hildebrant, Padgett, Wagoner, 
Crumpacker, Hill, Palmer, Warner 
Currier, Hitt, Parker, Warnock, 
Cushman, Holliday, Patterson, Pa, Weeks, 
Dalzell, Howell, Payne, Woods, 
Darragh, Hughes, Pearre, Wright, 
Davidson, Jackson, Md. Perkins, Young. 
De Armond, Jenkins, Powers, Mass. 

NAYS—48. 
Allen, Ky. Gooch, ener, Russell, 
Bankhead, Gordon, Maynar Ryan, 
Bartlett, Henry, Tex. Miers, Ind. Selby, 
Benton, Jackson, Kans. Moon, Small, 
Billmeyer, Kitchin, Claude Patterson,Tenn. Smith, Ky. 
Brundidge, Kitchin, Wm.W. Randell, Tex. Snodgrass, 
Candler, Kluttz, Rhea, Snook, 
Cassingham, Lamb, Richardson,Ala. Stark, 
Clark, Lever, Richardson, Tenn. Stephens, Tex. 
Cooney, Little, Robertson, La. Trimble, 
Cooper, Tex. Lloyd, Robinson, Ind. White, 
Elliott, McAndrews, Rucker, Zenor. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—15. 
Adamson, Feely, Minor, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Burgess, Hull, Morrell, Sutherland, 
Curtis, Joy, Shackleford, Wiley. 
Dayton, Mann, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—liL 

Acheson, Dwight, Knox, Robb, 
Aplin, Eddy, Landis, Robinson, Nebr 
Ball, Del. Edwards, Lassiter, Ruppert, 
Ball, Tex. Finley, Latimer, Scarborough, 
Bartholdt, Flanagan, Lawrence, Shafroth, 
Beidler, Fleming, Lester, Shallenberger, 
Bell, Flood, Lewis, Ga. Shelden, 
Bellamy, Foster, Ml. Lindsay, Sheppard, 
Belmont, Foster, Vt. Loud, Skiles, 
Bingham, Fox, McCulloch, Slayden, 
Blackburn, Gaines, W. Va. McDermott, Sparkman, 
Blakeney, Gardner, Mass. McLain, Spight, 
Boutell, Gilbert, McRae, Steele, 
Bowie, Gillett, Mass. Maddox, Stewart, N. J. 
Brantley, Glass, Mercer, Stewart, N.Y. 
Breazeale, Glenn, Metcalf, Sulzer, 
Bristow, Green, Pa. Meyer, La. Swann, 
Broussard, Griffith, Mickey, Swanson, 
Burnett, Griggs, Miller, Talbert, 
Calderhead, Hanbury, Mondell, Tate, 
Caldwell, Haskins, Moody, Thayer, 
Cannon, Hay, Moss, Thomas, N.C. 
Clayton, Heatwole, Mutchler, Thompson, 
Cochran, Hemenway, Naphen, Underwood, 
Conry, Henry, Conn. Neville, Wachter, 
Cousins, Henry, Miss. Nevin, Wadsworth, 
Cowherd, Hooker, Newlands, Wanger, 
Creamer, Hopkins, Norton, Watson, 
Crowley, Howard, Pierce, Wheeler, 
Dahle, Irwin, Pou, Williams, Ml. 
Davey, La. Jack, Powers, Me. Williams, Miss. 
Davis, Fla. Jett, Prince, Wilson, 
Dinsmore, Johnson, Pugsley, Wooten. 
Dougherty, Kehoe, Ransdell, La. 
Douglas, Kern, Reid, 
Driscoll, Kleberg, Rixey, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For this vote: 

Mr. BaARTHOLDT with Mr. CowHERD. 

Mr. Minor with Mr. Bowe. 
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Mr. Moopy with Mr. FLoop. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. LANpIs with Mr. Wiiu1AMs of Mississippi. 

Mr. Hemenway with Mr. DoUuGHERTY. 

Mr. MONDELL with Mr. CLAYTON. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


LANDS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
the bill (H. R. 12098) extending the homestead laws and provid- 
ing for a right of way for railroads in the district of Alaska, and 
move the adoption of the conference report. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa calls 
up a conference report and moves that the same be adopted. The 
Clerk will read the report and statement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 12098 having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same, with amendments as follows: In lines 4, 5, 6, 
and 7, page 1, strike out the words ‘‘excepting the commutation provisions 
thereof, and excepting also the provisions relating to the acquisition of title 
through soldiers’ additional homestead rights.” 

Also in line 13, page 1, after the word “district,” insert the following: 
“except as now provided by law: And provided further, That no more than 
160 acres shall be entered in any single body by such scrip, lieu selection, or 
soldier’s additional homestead right: And provided further, That no loca- 
tion of scrip, selection, or right along any navigable or other waters shall be 
made within the distance of 80 rods of any lands, along such waters, there- 
tofore located by means of any such scrip or otherwise: And provided fur- 
ther, That no commutation privileges shall be allowed in excess of 160 acres 
included in any homestead ze under the provisions hereof.” 

Also in line 11, page 2, after the word “proof,” insert: “‘“except as to com- 
muted lands as herein provided.” 

Also in line 10, page 3, after the word “ years,” insert: “Or at such date as 
the settler may desire to commute.” 

Also in line 18, page 3, after the words ‘“‘ United States,’ insert: “as here- 
tofore and herein amended.” 

Also in line 1, page 4, after the word “receiver,” insert: “except one dol- 
lar and twenty-five cents per acre on land commuted.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

JOHN F. LACEY, 


F. W. MONDELL, 
F. M. GRIFFITH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Cc. D. CLARK, 

ROBERT J. GAMBLE, 

A. J. McLAURIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The effect of the amendments is as follows: 

1. The Senate provision prohibiting the use of soldiers’ additional home- 
stead rights in Alaska is stricken out, leaving the existing law, and also lim- 
iting the use of ali scrip or lieu selections to tracts of not exceeding 160 acres, 
and reserving from such locations along navigable or other waters tracts of 
not less than 80 rods in width between such entries. 

2. Also as to commutation of homesteads, the amendment of the Senate is 
so modified that while homesteads of 320 acres may be taken, only 160 acres 
may be commuted. _ 

3. The Senate provision as to surveys is substantially socupted. 

JOHN F. LACEY. 
F. W. MONDELL. 
F. M. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
raise the question of consideration. This is not an appropriation 
bill, and it is Sunday. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that 
is a dilatory motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I submit it is not dilatory. 
This is Sunday, and we ought not to legislate generally on Sunday. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of 
order. — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It is that under Rule XXIX the 
statement, which should be in detail, accompanying the confer- 
ence report is not a sufficiently detailed statement to conform to 
that rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. The Chair holds that the statement complies with the 
rules. 

_ Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
Inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the Chair take cognizance 
of that as a point of order to be decided by the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair rules in accordance 
with former rulings of occupants of the chair. The statement 
complies with the rule and the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I want to suggest that the only 
decision that has ever been made on that point is to the contrary, 
and for that reason I most respectfully appeal. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair declines to entertain 
the appeal on the ground that it is dilatory. 

_ Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But, Mr. Speaker, the rule 
is that the House must decide this question, and not the Chair, 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 


Mr. Speaker, will the Chair en- 


tertain the decision of the House upon this proposition, and the | Allen, Ky. 


only decision that was ever made in the House? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question has been decided, 


and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] has the floor. 


Mr. LACEY. 


scrip in Alaska. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


Mr. Speaker, there is a great unanimity of sen- 
timent in favor of this bill, although nobody would suspect it for 
a moment after listening to the other side. 
been known as the Alaska homestead bill. 
give homesteads in that couatry to the extent of 320 acres. 
principal matter of difference between the House and the Senate 
conferees was upon the question of commutation and the use of 
Upon the question of the use of scrip the agree- 
ment leaves these matters substantially as they are now, except- 
ing to make the law clear that scrip shall not be located upon 
streams in such a way as to make a continuous location, but that 
a quarter of a mile between any two locations will be reserved. 
There can be no monopoly of the shores of the water courses. 
As to commutation, it provides that there may be commutation 
on a quarter section, but not on the whole amount of 320 acres. 

With this statement, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 


the gentleman a question. 


Mr. Roegrson of Indiana rose. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Iowa moves 


the previous question. 
The question was taken. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I insist that 
when gentlemen rise and address the Chair they have a right to 


This is what has 
The proposition is to 


ask a question and that the Chair ought not to override them. 


were asking a respectful question of the gentleman from lowa. 
The SPEAKER protempore. For what purpose does the gentle- 


man from Indiana rise? 


Mr. LACEY. 


Mr. Speaker, I will withhold my motion long 


enough to ascertain what the question of the gentleman is. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
sition of 160 acres. 
Mr. LACEY. 


320 acres. 


The question is as to the propo- 
As it left the House 
Mr. Speaker, as the bill left the House it was 
As agreed on now, it is 320 acres. 





As to commuta- 


tion, the amount to be commuted is limited to 160 acres. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


settlements on these lands? 


Mr. LACEY. 
in other parts of the United States. 


Not at all. 


the previous question. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The question is on the motion | 


Mr. Speaker, the question I would 
like to ask is whether or notit changes the law with reference to 


It leaves the law the same as it is 
Mr. Speaker, I now move 


of the gentleman from Iowa, to order the previous question. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 


nounced that the ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


division. 


Mr. STEELE and Mr. LACEY asked for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—seas 139, nays 76. 


Mr. Speaker, I demand a 


answered *‘ present ’’ 10, not voting 126; as follows: 
YEAS—139. 





AV heszon, 
Al ander, 
fil . Me 
AD. 

at, 
i 
Bi: burn, 
Porein, 
b« . 
Low orsock, 
] dogee, 
} . 
bi ti ell, 
brow} 
Bull 
B 
Bu 
B 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 


Connell, 
Conner, 

cx oper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dahle. 
Dailzell, 


Darragh, 
Dick, 

Draper, 
Dwight, 

Esch, 

Evans, 
Fietcher, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Gaines, W. Va. 


Gardner, Mich. 


Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 
Holliday, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 
Hull, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 


Ketcham, 
Knapp, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
—. 
zessier 
Lewis, Pa. 
Littauer, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McLachian, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Max “ly, 
Morgan, 
Moss. 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Mass. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 


Roberts, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Tl. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 


Smith, Wm. Alden 


Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 

Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Tate, 

Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 


Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 


Van Voorhis, 


The 


Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cooper, Tex, 
Cowherd, 
Creamer, 
Davey, La. 
De Armond, 


Bell, 
Curtis, 
Foster, Vt. 


Adama, 
Adamson, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del, 
Ball, Tex, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 

Co mn be, 
Cor mney, 
Cousins, 
Crowley, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 
Deemer, 
Dinsmore, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Driscoll, 


NAYS—%. 
Dougherty, Livingston. 
Elliott, Lloyd, 
Fitzgerald, McAndrews, 
Flood, McClellan, 
Gaines, Tenn. McLain, 
Gooch, Maddox, 
Hay, Mahoney, 
Jack, Maynard, 
Jackson, Kans. Miers, Ind. 
Jones, Va. Moon, 


Kern, 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Kluttz, Rhea, 

Lamb, Richardson, Ala. 

Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 

Lester, Robb, 

Lever, Robinson, Ind. 

Little, Rucker, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—10. 

Gordon, Morrell, 

Joy, Sherman, 

Mann, Sutherland, 
NOT VOTING—12%. 

Eddy, Johnson, 

Edwards, Kehoe, 

Emerson, Kleberg, 

Feely. Knox, 

Finley, Lassiter, 

Flanagan, Lawrence, 

Fleming, Lewis, Ga, 

Foss, Lindsay, 

Foster, Tl. Littlefield, 

Fowler, Long, 

Fox, Loud, 


Gardner, Mass, 
Gilbert, 
Gill, 

Gillett, Mass. 
Glass, 
Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Green, Pa, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 
Hooker, 
Howard, 
Irwin, 

Jett, 


Padgett, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Randell, Tex. 


McCulloch, 
McDermott, 


McRae, 


* Mercer, 


Metcalf, 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Mondell, 
Morris, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Palmer, 
Pierce, 
Pou, 
Powers, Me. 
Prince, 
Pugsley, 
Ransdell, La. 


So the previous question was ordered. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


Until further notice: 

Mr. Foss with Mr. TATE. 
Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. NAPHEN. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now take 
a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning, and upon that motion 


Mr. PAYNE. 


I demand the previous question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
moves that the House do now take a recess until 11 o’clock to- 


Russell, 

Ryan, 

Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Sims 
Slayden, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
White, 
Williams, Il. 
Zenor. 


Wiley. 


Reid, 

Rixey, 
Robertson, La, 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
Scarborough, 
Shafroth, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Skiles, 

Small, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Swann, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C, 
Thompson, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Wheeler, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 


2 


aed 


The gentleman from New York 


morrow morning, and upon that he demands the previous ques- 


tion. 


The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 77, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I was in hopes the other side 


might—— 


Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 144, nays 79, 


answered ‘‘ present ’’ 9, not voting 119; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Barney, 
jartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Bromwell, 
Brown 
Brownlow, 


, 


YEAS—144. 


Burke, 8, Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Connell, 


Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
eccrine 
m ’ 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 


Daizell, 
Darragh, 
Davids yn, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Eddy, 
Esch, 
Evans, 
Fletcher, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Fowler, 
Gaines, W. Va. 


Gardner, Mich. 


Gardner, N. J. 


I demand tellers. 


Regular order! 
I demand the yeas and nays. 


Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Henry, Conn, 
Hepburn, 

Hi debrant, 


ill 
Holliday, 

opkins, 
Howell, 


ite 





a 
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Hull, 

Irwin, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 
Ketchara, 
Knapp, 
Kyte, 

Lacey, 
Landis, 
Lessler, 
Lewis, Pa, 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 

Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 


Allen, Ky. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Davey, La. 
De Armond, 
Dougherty, 
Elliott, 


Adams, 
Adamson, 
Brundidge, 


Acheson, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del, 
Ball, Tex. 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Brantley, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Burgess, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Cousins, 
Creamer, 
Curtis, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 
Dinsmore, 
Douglas, 
Driscoll, 
Dwight, 
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McCall, Pearre, Storm, 
McCleary, Perkins, Sulloway, 
Mahon, Powers, Mass. Tawney, 
Marshall, Reeder, Tayler, Ohio 
Martin, Roberts, Thomas, Iowa 
Miller, Schirm, Tirrell, 
Mondell, Scott, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Moody, Shattuc, Tompkins, Ohio 
Morgan, Showalter, Van Voorhis, 
Morris, Smith, Nl. Wachter, 
Moss, Smith, Iowa Wadsworth, 
Mudd, Smith, H. C. Wagoner, 
Needham, Smith, S. W. Warner, 
Otjen, Smith, Wm. Alden Warnock, 
Overstreet, Southard Watson, 
Palmer, Southwick, Weeks, 
Parker, Sperry, Weods, 
Patterson, Pa. Steele, Wright, 
Payne, Stevens, Minn. Young. 
NAYS—79. 
Feely, Little, Russell, 
Fitzgerald, Livingston, Ryan, 
Flood, Lloyd golez, 
Gaines, Tenn. McClellan, Shackleford, 
Gooch, Maddox, Shallenberger, 
Gordon, Mahoney, Sims. 
Hay, Maynard, Slayden, 
Howard, Miers, Ind. Smith, Ky. 
Jackson, Kans. Moon, Snodgrass, 
Johnson, Mutchiler, Snook, 
Jones, Va. Padgett, Stark, 
Kern, Patterson, Tenn. Swanson, 
Kitchin, Claude Randell, Tex. Thompson, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhea, Trimble, 
Kluttz, Richardson, Ala. Underwood, 
Lamb, Richardson, Tenn. Vandiver, 
Latimer, Robb, White, 
Lester, Robertson, La. Williams, 01. 
Lever, Robinson, Ind. Zenor. 
Lewis, Ga. Rucker, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—9. 
Foster, Vt. Mann, Sherman, 
Joy, Sheppard, Wiley. 
NOT VOTING—119. 
Edwards, Kleberg, Reid, 
Emerson, Knox, Rixey, 
Finley, Lassiter, Robinson, Nebr. 
Flanagan, Lawrence, Ruppert, 
Fleming, Lindsay, Scarborough, 
Foss, McAndrews, Shafroth, 
Foster, Il. MeCulloch, Shelden, 
Fox, McDermott, Sibley, 
Gardner, Mass. McLachlan, Skiles, 
Gilbert, McLain, Small, 
Gill, McRae, Sparkman, 
Gillett, Mass. Mercer, Spight, 
Glass, Metcalf, Stephens, Tex. 
Glenn, Meyer, La. Stewart, N.J. 
Goldfogle, Mickey, Stewart, N.Y. 
Green, Pa. Minor, Sulzer, 
Griffith, Morrell, Sutherland, 
Griggs, Naphen, Swann, 
Hanbury, Neville, Talbert, 
Haskins, Nevin, Tate, 
Heatwole, Newlands, Taylor, Ala. 
Hemenway, Norton, Thayer, 
Henry, Miss. Olmsted, Thomas, N. C. 
Henry, Tex. Pierce, Vreeland, 
Hitt, Pou, Wanger, 
Hooker, Powers, Me. Wheeler, 
Hughes, Prince, Williams, Miss. 
Jack, Pugsley, Wilson, 
Jett, Ransdell, La. Wooten. 
Kehoe, Reeves, 


So the previous question was ordered. 


The following additional pair was announced: 


Mr. ACHESON with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, | 


announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bill of 
the following title in which the concurrence of the House of 


Representatives was requested: 


An act (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigration of aliens into 
the United States. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


RECESS. 


mentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


I desire to make a parlia- 


Does the present occupant 


of the chair hold that this motion for a recess to a specific hour 
takes precedence over a motion to adjourn? 
Under the rule adopted by the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


House, it does. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


Then, a second question. 


If we vote down the motion to take a recess, will a motion to 
adjourn be in order? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


. If the motion is voted down, 
the Chair will answer the question. 





Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


down. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


to-morrow. 
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I hope it will be voted 


The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from New York, to take a recess until 11 o’clock 


The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Division. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 167, nays 53, 
answered ‘* present’ 8, not voting 123; as follows: 


Adamson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Clayton, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 


Allen, Ky. 
Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Bowie, 
Brundidge, 
surleson, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Davey, La. 
De Armond, 
Dougherty, 
Feely, 


Adams, 
Burgess, 


Acheson, 
Babcock, 
sall, Del. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Billmeyer, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Conry, 
Coombs, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins, 
Creamer, 
Curtis, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 
Dinsmore, 
Douglas, 


YEAS—167. 
Dovener, Kyle, 
Draper, Lacey, 
Dwight, Landis, 
Eddy, Latimer, 
Elliott, Lawrence, 
Esch, Lessler, 
Evans, Lever, 
Fletcher, Lewis, Pa. 
Foerderer, Littauer, 
Fordney, Littlefield, 
Gaines, W. Va. Loud, 
Gardner, Mich. Lovering, 
Gardner, N. J. McCall, 
Gibson, McCleary, 
Gillet, N. Y. McLachian, 
Gillett, Mass. Mahon, 
Graff, Martin, 
Graham, Mercer, 
Greene, Mass. Miller, 
Grosvenor, Minor, 
Grow, Mondell, 
Hamilton, Moody, 
Haugen, Morgan, 
Hedge, Morrell, 
Henry, Conn. Morris, 
Hepburn, Moss, 
Hildebrant, Mudd, 
Hill, Needham, 
Holliday, Nevin, 
Howard, Olmsted, 
Howell, Otjen, 
Hughes, Overstreet, 
Hull, Palmer, 
Irwin, Parker, 
Jackson, Md. Patterson, Pa. 
Jenkins, Payne, 
Jones, Wash. Pearre, 
Joy, Perkins, 
Kahn, Powers, Mass. 
Kitchin, Claude Reeder, 
Kluttz, Reeves, 
Knapp, Richardson, Ala. 

NAYS—53. 
Fitzgerald, McClellan, 
Flanagan, McCulloch, 
Fleming, Mahoney, 
Gaines, Tenn. Maynard, 
Gooch, Miers, Ind. 
Gordon, Moon, 
Johnson, Newlands, 
Jones, Va. Pou, 
Kern, Randell, Tex. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhea, 


Lester, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Lloyd, 
McAndrews, 


ANSWERED “ 


Cochran, 
Emerson, 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ind. 


PRESENT ”—8. 


Foster, Vt. 
Mann, 


NOT VOTING—123. 


Driscoll, 
Edwards, 
Finley, 
Flood, 

Foss, 
Foster, Il. 
Fowler, 
Fox, 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gilbert, 
Gill, 

Glass, 
Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Hay, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Jack, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jett, 

Kehoe, 


Ketchem, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Lamb, - 
Lassiter, 
Lindsay, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Long, 
Loudenslager, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Marshall, 
Metcalf, 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Norton, 
Padgett, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pierce, 
Powers, Me. 
Prince, 
Pugsley 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 

Rixey, 


Roberts, 
Russell, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Tl. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith. Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Stark, 

Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Swanson, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
White, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Ryan, 
Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snook, 
Thompson, 
Underwood, 
Zenor. 


Sherman, 
Sutherland. 


Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 
Ruppert, 

Sca a) rough, 
Shafroth, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Skiles, 

Small, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y¥. 
Sulzer, 
Swann, 


Tawney, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C. 
Tompkins, N.Y. 
Vandiver, 
Wheeler, 
Wiley, 
Williams, II. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, 
Woods, 
Wooten, 
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So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the announcement of 
the vote, the Chair announces the signature of the Speaker to the 
following enrolled bills: 

H. R. 15804. An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 15248. An act to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint Kensey J. Hampton captain and quartermaster 
in the Army; 

H. R. 14384. An act to establish a life-saving station at the 
mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, in the State 
of Ohio; 

H. - 16656. An act regulating the importation of breeding 
animais; 

S. 5487. An act to authorize the settlement of the accounts of 
officers of the Army; and 

S. 3560. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling 
common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their 
cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes =a their lo- 
comotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved March 2, 1893, and: amended April 1, 1895. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 53 minutes p.m.) the House was 
declared in recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow, Monday, morning. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Ways and Means. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7172) to establish 
Dayton, in the State of Ohio, as a subport of entry, and to extend 
the privileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the port of 
Dayton, in the State of Ohio, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3888); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. FOWLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17539) pro- 
viding for the issue and circulation of national-bank notes, for 
the safe-keeping of public money, and for other purposes, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3889); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 17543) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to provide a post-office building at all cities 
or towns where first, second, and third class post-offices are 
located—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A resolution (H. Res. 475) for the consid- 
eration of H. R. 12199 and Senate amendments—to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 476) relating to joint 
resolutions to continue appropriations—to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A resolution (H. Res. 477) for the considera- 
tion of H. R. 17539—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res. 478) relating to House 

vension bills with Senate amendments—to the Committee on 
ules. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 479) relating to con- 
ference reports—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GOOCH: A bill (H. R. 17544) for the relief of J. J. 
Robinson, of Carroll County, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17545) for the relief of J. W._Knox, of Gal- 
latin County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 


Monpbay, March 2, 1903. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a m. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTyMAN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Hoar, ma by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


POSTAL RATE ON PERIODICALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 24th ultimo, an estimate of the effect 
on the revenue of the Post-Office Department in case of the adop- 
tion of an amendment giving all periodicals the same rate and 
terms as that now given the weekly periodicals; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


INVESTIGATION BY INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 


Tne PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Interstate Commerce Commission trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of June 24, 1902, certain 
information relative to the rates filed with the Commission by 
common carriers subject to the act to regulate commerce now in 
force on import and domestic traffic of like kind carried from 
various States in the United States to interior points of destina- 
tion which show material differences, etc.; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the Fifth 
Annual Report of the National Society of the Daughters of the 
American Revolution; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES DEITRICK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting an estimate 
of appropriation for payment to James Deitrick for rent of land 
office at Peavey, Alaska, and for supplies furnished that office. 
etc., $1,620.32; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 16842) making a to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the bill (S. 7414) to increase the limit of cost of 
certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 
public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of 
public buildings, and for other purposes, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 12098) to amend section 1 of the act of Congress ap- 
—— May 14, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act extending the homestead 
aws and providing for a right of way for railroads in the district 
of Alaska.”’ 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 3560) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to promote 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compel- 
ling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip 
their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and 
their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896; 

A bill (S. 5487) to authorize the settlement of the accounts of 
officers of the Army; 

A bill (S. 6139) amending the civil code of Alaska, providing 
for the organization of private corporations, and for other pur- 


poses; 
A bill (H. R. 14384) to establish a life-saving station at the 
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mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, in the State | into their territory from other States; which were referred to the 
of Ohio; Committee on Interstate Commerce. . ; 

A bill (H. R. 15804) making appropriations for the current and Mr. DUBOIS. I present a joint memorial of the legislature of 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling | Idaho, in the nature of a petition praying that an appropriation 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year | be made for the improvement of the Pend Oreille River in that 


ending June 80, 1904, and for other purposes; State. I ask that the joint memorial be printed in the Recorp 
A bill (H. R. 16069) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior | and referred to the Committee on Commerce. | 
to sell certain lands herein mentioned; There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 


A bill (H. R. 16573) to authorize the construction of a bridge | the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
across St. Francis River, at or near the town of St. Francis, Ark. | Recorp, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16656) regulating the importation of breeding | Certificate of certified copy. State of Idaho. Office of the secretary of 
ani 1s; state. 
“a bill (H. R. 15243) to authorize the President of the United I, Will H. Gibson, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 


. . . the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial 
States to appoint Kensey J. Hampton captain and quartermaster | no 3. by Ashley, which was filed in this office the 23d day of February, A. D. 


in the Army; and 1903, and admitted to record. 
A bill (H. R. 16970) making appropriations for the support of In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 


the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, oe ou —“— re Ca ae a ee ae 


and for other purposes. [SEAL.] WILL H. GIBSON, 
CREDENTIALS. Secretary of State. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented the credentials of Levi House joint memorial No. 3, in the house of representatives, by Ashley. Joint 
Ankeny, chosen by the legislature of the State of Washington a memorial to the Congress of the United States. 

Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1903; Your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Idaho, in regular session, 
which were read, and ordered to be filed. do petition that the Congress of the United States will make such an appro- 
. riation as will render suitable for navigation that portion of the Pend 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, ‘Oreille River lying between Albany Fallsand the mouth of the Priest River. 


it} : . And your memorialists will ever pray. 
Mr. HOAR. a a petition of aix professors of American The cecretary of the State of Idaho is hereby requested to forward this 
colleges and 27 other citizens of the United States, in addition to | memorial to the Congress of the United States. 


those presented heretofore by me, praying that a committee be This house joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 14th 
appointed to inquire into conditions in the Philippines, so that the | “#Y of February, 1905. JAMES F. HUNT, 
American people may know exactly the state of affairs in those Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
2 move that the petition referred to the Committee on house joint memorial passed the senate on the 20th day of February, 
onthe Philippines. . : i oe 

The sneha was agreed to. JAMES M. STEVENS, 


os . : President of the Senate. 
Mr. GIBSON. I present a joint memorial of the legislature of | _ hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 3 originated in 
Montana, in the nature of a petition, praying that relief be granted | the house of representatives of the legislature of the State of Idaho during 


to certain settlers on the Absarokee Forest Reserve in that State. | the seventh session. 


I ask that the joint memorial be printed in the Recorp and re- | Chief Clerk Gta ton fe aedetativen, 
ferred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec-}  gtate of Idaho: Received and filed February 23, 1903. 
tion of Game. : Rs : WILL H. GIBSON, 
There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to a5 Secretary of State. 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of | Mr. KITTREDGE. I present a joint resolution of the legisla- 
Game, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: | ture of South Dakota, relative to the enactment of legislation re- 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, HELENA, Mont. | pealing the tariff on lumber. I ask that the joint resolution be 
To the honorable the Senate and the House of Representatives | printed in the RecorD, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
of the United States in Congress assembled: | There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Whereas there now resides in the Absarokee Forest Reserve, of the State Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the REcoRD 
of Montana, a large number of bona fide settlers, in the counties of Carbon, ware oo i " t ¥ 
Park, and Sweet Grass, holding 160 acres of land each; and OWS: 
Whereas a large portion of the area covered by the Absarokee Forest Re- OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, PIERRE, S. DAK. 
serve is above timber line, and therefore bearing land, without trees, STATE OF SoutH DAKOTA, DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


and a large portion of such area is land devoid of timber and occupied by 


JNITED ST: Ss , AME 1A, 
homestead settlers and is tillable land feasible to be reclaimed by irrigation; | US'TED, STATES OF AMERICA 


an State of South Dakota, Secretary's office. 
"Wrienieahe said land so settled upon by said persons is more valuable for | I, O. C. Berg, secretary of state of the State of South Dakota, do hereby 
agriculture and stock growing than for any other purpose; and | certify that the attached instrument of writing is a true and correct copy of 
Whereas the present rules of the Department of the Interior relative to | house joint resolution No. 9, passed by the eighth legislative assembly, as the 
forest reserves prohibits the ing of sheep and other live stock on the | me appears of record in this office, and of the whole thereof 


aroie Reserve: In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
Ateercee Seer pecuniary loss will fall upon the residents, settlers, and seal of the State of South Dakota. Done at the city of Pierre, this 25th day 
flock masters residing in the vicinity of the Absarokee Forest Reserve by | °f February, 1908. ). C. BERG. Secret ; 
reason of such regulations of the Department of the Interior, and by reason [SEAL. ] 0. C. GG, Secretary of State. 
of the enforcement thereof, and will result in their pana Saneres of the use iL 
of a very large area of the best pasture lands, and thereby cause the sses | A joint resolution. 
thereon to go to waste, materially reducing the number of live stock that | P 4 Lap A ils Seen Lk oa ‘ 
can be carried upon the open ranges of our State; Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), That 
Whereas this great loss to the people of our State will be incurred without | the a tariff duty on lumber has outlived its usefuiness and that the 
in any manner providing a better protection to our forests: Therefore, be it | 2©eds of the hour demand its repeal: be itfurther | 
Resolved, That we, your a aeeeedetione of the Eighth legislative assembly Resolved, That we hereby eens request our State senators and rep- 
of the State of Montana, do earnestly pray and petition the Congress of the resentatives to urge the immediate passage of an act repealing said tariff; 
United States to open for settlement said Absarokee Forest Reserve, or that ¢ it further . : : . 
portion thereof that is devoid of timber Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives at Washington, D.C., | certified copies of this resolution to our Senators and Representatives in 
re hereby . lish xy | Congress. : a oe 2 
ones or eereaeed be ete all proper means to accomp the desired leg (Indorsed:) I hereby certify that the within act originated in the house of 
Resolved, That the secretary of state of Montana be, and is hereby, in- representatives and was known in the house files as house joint resolution 
structed to send a copy of this joint memorial toour Senators and Represent- No. 9. 


atives at Washington, D. C. J. C. MCLEMORE, Chief Clerk. 
Speaher of the Hi » zr eee STATE OF SouTH DAKOTA, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE. 
Speaker 0, ‘ouse of Representatives. Filed February 25, 1903, at 3.20 o’clock p. m. 
; w. M. BIGGS. O. C. BERG, Secretary of State. 
President of the Senate pro tempore. og 
Approved February 16, 1903. Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Waterloo Lodge, No. 


J. K. TOOLE, Governor. | $14, International Association of Machinists, of Waterloo, Iowa, 


GEORGE M. HAYS, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was 
Secretary of State. | ordered to lie on the table. 

_Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of Coopers’ Local He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 608, United 
Union No. 17, American Federation of Labor, of Portsmouth, Mine Workers, of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the passage of 
N. H., remonstrating against the repeal of the revenue stamp | the so-called anti-injunction and conspiracy bill; which was or- 
tax on eighth kegs of beer; which was referred to the Com- | dered to lie on the table. 
mittee on Finance. Mr. GAMBLE presented a joint resolution of the legislature of 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bureau | the State of South Dakota, in favor of the enactment of legislation 
County, Ill., and a petition of sundry citizens of Freeport, Ill., | to repeal the present duty on lumber; which was referred to the 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting to the States | Committee on Finance. \\')1 
power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be shipped! Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the American Scenic and 


Filed February 16, 1908, at 4.15 p. m. 
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Historic Preservation Society, of New York City, N. Y., praying 
for the enactment of legislation setting apart certain lands in the 
Territory of Arizona as a public park; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented petitions of the Department of Maine, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Bangor, Me.; of the Department of 
Vermont, Grand Army of the Republic, of Rutland, Vt., and of 
the Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Lansing, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation giving 

reference in the civil service to veterans of the war of the rebel- 
om which were referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 
















































































BEET-SUGAR INDUSTRY. 


Mr. TELLER. I present a paper, prepared by Truman G. 
Palmer, being a brief history of the origin and development of 
beet sugar. I move that the paper be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RECIPROCITY WITH HAWAII. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I present a paper, being a history of the 
Hawaiian treaty, with a report from the Committee on Finance, | 
signed by Justin 8. Morrill, Daniel W. Voorhees, and NELSON W. | 
ALDRICH; also a history of the agitation for Cuban reciprocity | 
with the United States, and opinions as to the probable results of | 
Cuban reciprocity, by Mr. CoarLes H. Dietricu. The data and | 
tables were compiled by Mr. Truman G. Palmer. I move that | 
the paper be printed as a document, believing it will be of inter- | 

| 










est in considering the Cuban treaty and other measures. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FEDERAL AID IN DOMESTIC DISTURBANCES. 


Mr. FORAKER. Iask that the document which I send to the 
desk may be printed as a Senate document. It is a compilation 
of cases in which the Government has aided in the suppression of 
domestic disturbances, compiled in the Adjutant-General’s Office, 
War Department. I think it will be a very useful document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
that there be printed as a Senate document a compilation entitled 
‘* Federal Aid in Domestic Disturbances.’’ Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5895) to provide United States registry for | 
the steamer Success, reported it without amendment, and sub- | 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6629) to authorize the President 
to nominate, as second lieutenant of infantry in the United States 
Army on the retired list, the oldest enlisted man on the rolls of 
the Army, submitted an adverse report thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

SURVEY OF BIG SANDY RIVER. 


Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 additional 
copies of House Document No. 326, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, and 500 
copies of House Document No. 235, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, and 
and that these editions be stitched together as one document. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 7446) for the relief of | 
Salvador Costa; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi introduced a bill (S. 7447) to | 
reimburse the people of Indianola, Miss., and vicinity for moneys 
expended for necessary mail facilities; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. . 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment providing that all 
Union soldiers who served in the civil war, and who were hon- 
orably discharged, now employed as messengers or elevator con- 
ductors in the Senate, shall not be removed excepting for cause 
reported to and approved by the Senate. and that such names shall 
constitute the ** soldiers’ roll’’ of the Senate, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed. 

Mr. SIMON submitted an amendment providing that the mili- 
tary records of the Indian wars, now preserved in the Interior or 
other Departments, be transferred to the War Department, to be 
preserved in the Record and Pension Division of that Depart- 
ment, and that they shall be properly indexed and arranged for 
use, intended to be proposed by himte:the general deficiency ap- 


printed. 





propriation bill; which was ordere@ to lie on the table, and to be | 
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DISTRICT CANALS AND STEAM RAILROADS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the laws relating to canals and steam railroads in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia be printed as a document, and that 100 additional copies be 
printed for the use of the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia. 


CIRCULAR ON ‘‘ABNORMALITY OF MAN.”’ 


Mr. DEPEW submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That Circular No. 41893, issued by the Bureau of Education, be 
referred to the Committee on Printing for report on reprinting the same as a 
Senate document. 


EASTERN RAILROAD AND BOSTON AND MAINE RAILROAD. 


Mr. LODGE. I offer a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
torequire the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in examining the refunding 
claim of the Eastern Railroad Company of the State of Massachusetts, in 
pursuance of the act of Congress approved February 28, 1901, to examine and 
report to the Senate the amounts paid as taxes by the said Eastern Railroad 
Company and the Boston and Maine Railroad in excess of the amount pega 
due, under the acts of Congress approved July 1, 1862, June 30, 1864, July iL 
1870, and amendments thereof. 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PETTUS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution goes over under 
the rule. 


COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. BAILEY. On Saturday I was about to move to reconsider 
the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (H. R. 16775) estab- 
lishing United States courts at Duncan, Maryetta, and Comanche, 
Ind. T., and finding the bill I desired to reconsider had been sent 
to the House an order was made, on my motion, asking the House 
for the return of the bill. Certain complications have arisen 
which insure the defeat of the bill if it is returned. I there- 
fore ask unanimous consent to withdraw the request made to the 
House for the return of the bill, leaving it exactly as it was sent 
to the House. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Texas with- 
draws the request for the return of the bill, and the order will be 
rescinded. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 17493) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with and that the amendments be considered as they are 
reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that it be 
read for amendment, and that the committee amendments shall 
first receive consideration. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield for morning business? 

Mr. HALE. I will yield for morning business. 


JOHN T. VINCENT. 


Mr. GAMBLE. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations to report a resolution, with the accompanying papers, 
and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 2286) entitled *‘A bill for the relief of John T. Vin- 
cent,’ now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, 
be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of 
the provisions of an act entitled ‘** An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And 
the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions 
of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


Mr. BAILEY. Do I understand that this is a request for 
unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis a report of a Senate reso- 
lution from the Committee on Indian Depredations referring a 
matter to the Court of Claims, and unanimous consent was asked 
that it might be now considered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Pending that request, I desire to inquire why 
this single case should be sent to the Court of Claims, Is it the 
purpose to waive the statute of limitations? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No, sir; it is for a review of the case. The 
| object of the resolution is to refer the matter to the Court of 
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Claims and for the court to report its findings to the Senate, un- 
der the provisions of the act of March 38,1887. It is the only case 
of this kind which was before the committee for its considera- 
tion. The question of amity or of citizenship is not involved in 
the pending bill. : ; 

Mr. BAILEY. The committee has a general bill before it, and 
I had earnestly hoped that that bill would be reported and be 
acted on. Llimply no criticism against the committee, because I 
am sure it is proceeding in the way that seems best to it. The 
only point I have in my mind is that I am not willing to have a 
single claimant taken out from the general operation of the law 
and provided for while the general bill itself sleeps in the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not want to object, but I want first to in- 
form myself as to the object in proposing this single relief. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, 1 only yielded for routine morning 
business. Of course I can not yield to anything that will give 
rise to debate. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not knowing the merits of the bill, I am not 
willing to interpose an objection, and therefore if it is necessary 
that the bill be defeated or I be left without the information, I be- 
lieve I will content myself to go without the information. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GAMBLE. I hope there will be no objection to the im- 
mediate consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Texas can move to reconsider 
it and by and by look at it. That will hang it up in the Senate 
for the present. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Dakota what is the subject-matter of this claim. 

Mr.GAMBLE. Itisan Indian depredation claim where a party 
claims he lost in the destruction of his property by an incursion 
of Indians something like $2,800. The property consisted of horses, | 
stock, and equipments which he had employed in a freighting out- | 
fit. The case was heard before the Court of Claims. The case 
appears to have been improperly tried. The evidence was im- 
properly submitted, and was considered by the court as insuffi- 
cient. The finding of the court wasagainst theclaimant. In the 
opinion of the committee, upon the showing made, there was an 
evident miscarriage of justice. It was considered a proper case 
for the action proposed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator 

Mr. GAMBLE. The resolution simply refers the case to the 
Court of Claims to return its findings under the act referred to. 
It was carefully investigated by a subcommittee, and it has the 
unanimous report of the committee favoring its reference to the 
court. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did the claimant have his day in court before? 

Mr. GAMBLE. He did have his day in court, but the evidence 
was not sufficient. He failed to present the facts fully throngh | 
his attorney, and the finding of the court was against him. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This is simply for a finding of 
facts, as I understand it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir; and the finding is to be returned to 
the Senate, and such action can then be taken as may be proper. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is not for a judgment? 

Mr. GAMBLE. It is not for a judgment; simply for a finding. | 

Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut or the Senator from Wisconsin a question. There is a bill on 
the Calendar treating this subject generally, extending the juris- 
diction of the court, etc., in Indian depredation claims, in which 
a number of us are very much interested. I wish to know if there | 
1s any very serious objection to that bill. It would include what 
the Senator from South Dakota desires and what a great many 
more of us desire. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator addresses his inquiry to me, I 
will say to him that I did not know anything of the existence of 
such a bill. I have never seen it. Whether it is objectionable | 
or not I could not say. 








Mr. DUBOIS. Can the Senator from South Dakota inform me 


in regard to the Indian depredation claims bill which is on the | 
Calendar? 

Mr. GAMBLE. If I may be permitted, I will state that the | 
Committee on Indian Depredations has already reported the bill | 
to which the Senator from Idaho refers, and it is now upon the 
Calendar. That bill relates to the qualification of citizenship of 
the claimant, made necessary under the present statute. It pro- 
po to change the word ** citizen ’’ to **inhabitant.’’ That bill 
las never been reached for consideration. That is the bill to 
which the junior Senator from Texas refers. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is the bill, minus what I conceive to be 
& very important provision, that which relates to the amicable , 
relation of the Indians with the General Government. I regard | 
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| and H. B. Miller & Co.; No. 1633, for the relief of the estat 
| Nicholson, deceased; No. 1654, for the relief of W. Dallas Haywood; No. 1711, 


it as very much more important to allow those people, whose 
property was taken under the pretense of a war, a day in court 
than it is to allow aliens their day. However, that wou'd bea 
matter for the committee to determine first, and for the Senate | 
afterwards. 

Mr. GAMBLE. The committee in its report recommended fa- 
vorably the provision of the bill as to citizenship, but reported 
adversely the provision as to amity. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from South Dakota who now has 
the floor introduced a bill, which is Order of Business 1441, Sen- 
ate bill 3544, which includes this whole subject, and a great many 
of us are very much interested init. I would ask if we could not 
pass that bill as well as a private bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator from Idaho that I 
would be compelled to resist the passage of the bill as reported 
by the committee unless a provision was made to cover the cases 
of people whose property was taken when it was contended that 
the Indians were in a state of war, because I know that if the bill 
should be passed with that provision left out those people would 
be left remediless forever more. I hope the Senator from Idaho 
will not attempt to pass it until we can have a reasonable time to 
discuss that question. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Ishall not attempt to doit, nor shall I object 
to the request of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. GAMBLE. The pending resolution has no relation to the 
bill to which the Senator from Texas refers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will once more ask, 
Is there objection to the consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

W. W. WHEELER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Claims I report and 
ask present consideration of a resolution. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the request? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a resolution of reference 
to the Court of Claims, reported favorably from the Committee 
on Claims by the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is there any occasion for reading it? 

Mr. WARREN. Iask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to object to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
resolution goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator from Rhode Island will with- 


| draw his objection for a moment, I will makea statement. This 
' resolution is a very short paper. It merely gives the numbers and 


titles of the bills. The intention of the resolution is to carry to 
the Court of Claims for finding, not for judgment, such bills as 
have had the attention of the Committee on Claims during the 
session. In fact, no bills have been sent down during this session 
until now. This represents the work of the committee on this 
particular line of claims since our assembling in December. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Under the circumstances I will not object. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the resolu- 


| tion, which is as follows: 


Resolved, That the following Senate bills, to wit, No. 44, to permit W. W. 
Wheeler to prosecute a claim; No. 50, for the relief of the legal representa- 


tives of Joseph C. Stark, deceased; No. 563, for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Garraway; No. 726, for the relief of the legal representatives of Andrew B. 
James, deceased; No. 1313, for the relief of Capt. James Holland; No. 10:8, for 
| the relief of Mrs. F. A. Moore, widow of - J. Moore; No. 1319, for the 
relief of Thomas Smith; No. 1389, for the relief of L. B. F. Champion; No. 
1442, for the relief of Thomas Y. Berry, administrator of Thomas Berry, de- 


ceased; No. 1520, for the relief of H. B. Miller, surviving partner of J. G. 
e of Thomas W. 


for the relief of Maria Gibson, deceased; No. 1796, for the relief of the estate 
of John 8. Claybrooke, deceased; No. 1816, for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam H. Watson, deceased, and Leonhard Fehner, deceased: No. 1829, for the 
relief of the estate of Mrs. Eloise Deslonde, deceased; No. 1901, for the relief 
of Edward Wetherington, executorof Jane L. Daugherty. deceased; No 5 
for the relief of James Waitt, administrator of the estate of Kate S. Jones 
deceased; No. 2404, for the relief of Joseph Edward Montgomery: No. 2512, 





for the relief of Elijah Stannard; No. 2521, for the relief of J. W. Cannon; 
No. 273), for the relief of H. C. Armistead: No. 2775, for the rehef of the es- 
tate of Stephen Staley. deceased; No. 2777, for the relief of the county court 


| of Jefferson County, W. Va.: No. 2830, for the relief of the estate of C. G. 


Bosnell, deceased; No. 2055, for the relief of Mason G. Ellzey, executor of 


| William W. Ellzey, deceased; No. 3160, for the relief of the heirs of Stephen 


D. Castleman; No. 3161, for the relief of the heirs of Eli Stake; No. 322y, for 
the relief of Robert G. Throne and A. G. Adams; No. 3359, for the relief of 
the estate of George Messinger, deceased; No. 3455, for the relief of the estate 
of Samuel McPherson, deceased; No. 2455, for the relief of the estate of Edith 
Beard: No. 3527, for the relief of the estate of Thomas J. Price; No. 3534, for 


| the relief of D. 8S. Barrus and others; No. 3807, for the relief of the estate of 
| Henry E. Lawrence; No. 3973, for the relief of certain occupants or claimants 


or owners of property, at Nogales, Ariz.; No. 1577, for the relief of Peter 
Elwanger,administrator; No. 1927, for the relief of Adelaide B. Lindenberger; 
No. 2980, for the relief of the estate of William A. Nally; No. 3750, for the re- 
lief of William Fehr, administrator; No. 3770, for the relief of Harriet Camp, 
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widow of Adam Camp; No. 4046, for the relief of Samuel F. Ryan; No. 4081, 
for the relief of Louis Ellison; No. 4272, for the relief of the estate of Fred- 
erick J. Jones, deceased; No. 4307, for the relief of the estate of Robert J. Glass, 
deceased; No. 4431, for the relief of the estate of James M. Catlett, deceased; No. 
4635,for the relief of the estates of Collins Adamsand Lucy V. Weatherred, de- 
ceased: No. 4746, for the relief of the estate of Armand Duplantier; No. 5092, for 
the relief of the estate of Henry Dewell, deceased; No. 5183, for the relief of the 
heirs of John Poland, deceased; No. 5199, for the relief of Charles W. Wood; 
No. 5221, for the relief of Richard Berry; No. 5254, for the relief of G. Wat. 
Garner, sr.: No. 5512, for the relief of John Mantel; No. 5540, for the relief of 
the city of Memphis, Shelby County, State of Tennessee; No. 5630, for the relief 
of the heirs of Anna Holmes Bernard; No. 5691, forthe relief of George L. Wat- 
kins, Betty A. Hamilton, Junius F. Watkins, Louisa J. Jones, and Lettie E. 
Kidd; No. 5912, for the relief of the heirs of Lemuel J. Bowden, deceased; No. 
6077, for the relief of the estate of William Curry, William Pinkney, and 
James Filor; No. 6006, for the relief of the heirs of David C. Williams; No. 
6027, for the relief of the heirs of William Markham, deceased; No. 6230, for 
tho relief of Augustin Walsh; No. 6288, for the relief of Alexander Kennedy; 
No. 6409, for the relief of Robert G. Griffin, Catherine H. Harris, and Isaac 
P. Cromwell, administrators of Hannah T. Cromwell, deceased; No. 6469, for 
the relief of the estate of Asa Crow, deceased; No. 6518, for the relief of the 
ersonal representatives of Sewell B. Corbett, deceased; No. 6603, for the re- 
ief of the estate of James G. Hurst, deceased; No. 6760, for the relief of the 
county court of Berkeley County, W. Va.; No. 6810, for the relief of John 
Perry, administrator de bonis non of Mary Scott, deceased; No. 6940, for the 
relief of the estate of Lucy A. Caldwell, deceased; No. 6993, for the relief of 
the Hagerstown and Midd peg byw Company, of i ge County, 
Md.; No. 7065, for the relief of the heirs of the late Joseph E. Montgomery; 
No. 7087, for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt; No. 7183, conferring jurisdiction 
on the Court of Claims to a7 adjudicate, and determine the claim of Clayton 
G. Landis, administrator o} David B. Landis, deceased; No. 7256, for the re- 
lief of Edward F. Mitchell; No. 7308, for the relief of ©. H. Perry, adminis- 
trator of the estate of George W. Perry, late of the county of Craven, N. C.; 
No. 7294, for the relief of Corning & Co.; No. 7816, to refer to the Court of 
Claims the claim for Monocacy; No. 7371, for the relief of William 8. Gray; 
No. 7409, for the relief of the heirs of Robert M. Ely, deceased; No. 7424, for 
the relief of Albert L. Scott; No. 366, for the relief of D. W. Stuart, executor 
of Charlotte Spear, deceased; No. 2842, for the relief of the estate of John L. 
Smith, deceased: No. 4391, for the relief of the estate of Josiah M. Stephenson, 
deceased: No. 4478, for the relief of the estate of Emily R. Martin, deceased; 
No. 4737, for the relief of the estate of P. B. Sawyer, deceased; No. 7408, for 
the relief of Newton Woodyard, now pending in the Senate, together with all 
the accompanying papers, be, and the sameare hereby, veferred to the Court 
of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act toprovide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in 
accordance with the provisionsof such act, and report to the Senate in accord- 
ance therewith. 


Mr. RAWLINS. It seems to me that those bills ought to be 
read to the Senate, so that we can be informed as to what they are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills can be read by title 
if the Senator desires. There is quite a large number of them. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I think they ought to be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be read by title. 


Mr. HALE. Hereafter I shall object to anything coming in. | 


It takes too much time. 

The Secretary read the bills by title as appearing in the resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17046) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurementof heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, and 4, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
At the end of said amendment, after the word “ appropriated,” insert: ‘ Pro- 
vided, Thatif inthe judgmentof the Secretary of War thecarriage, emplace- 
ment, and loading mechanism can be completed for the sum hereby appro- 
priated, and when completed will be of service to the Government, the 
appropriation herein made shall be available; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
F. E. WARREN, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. A. HEMENWAY, 
LUCIUS N. LITTAUER, 
THOS. C. MCRAE. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 7414) 
to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to author- 
ize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the 
erection and completion of public buildings, and for other pur- 

ses. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives and ask for a con- 
ference with the House on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
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ized to appoint the conferees on the _— of the Senate; and Mr, 
FAIRBANKS, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. TURNER were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 17046) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12199) to regu- 
late the immigration of aliens into the United States, asks a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHatruc, Mr. ADAms, 
oot Mr. Ross managers at the conference on the part of the 

ouse. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 28th ultimo approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8. 5641) granting a pension to Charlotte J. Closser; 

An act (S. 5786) granting a pension to Julia A. Jordan; 

An act (S. 5929) granting a pension to Margaret J. McCranie; 

An act (S. 5953) granting a pension to Ann M. Green; 

An act (S. 6024) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Glass; 

An act (S. 6229) granting a pension to Patrick W. O’ Donnell; 

An act (8S. 6263) granting a pension to Rachel E. Bullard; 

An act (S. 6338) granting a pension to Albert M. Smith; 

An act (S. 6350) granting a pension to Inez McCollum; 

An act (S. 6370) granting a pension to Alice F. Smalley; 

An act (S. 6394) granting a pension to Evarts Ewing Munn; 

An act (S. 6413) granting a pension to Harold P. Waldo: 

An act (S. 6437) granting a pension to Frederick 8. Woodward; 

An act (S. 6352) granting a pension to 8S. Josie Hill; 

An act (8. 6576) granting a pension to Marcia B. Ferguson; 

An act (S. 6653) granting a pension to Halvor Paulsen; 

An act (S. 6703) granting a pension to Henrietta V. West; 

An act (8S. 6876) granting a pension to Lavinia F. Poiron; 

An act (S. 7186) granting a pension to Mary C. Couch; 

An act (S. 2270) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Warren; 

An act (S. 5508) granting an increase of pension to George J. 


| Cheney; 


An act (S. 5526) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Cornman; 

An act (S. 5568) granting an increase of pension to Emma R. 
Cropsey; 

An act (8. 5610) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Twycross; 

aaa (S. 5662) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Sickels; 

An act (S. 5723) granting an increase of pension to Ole Hexon, 
alias Ole H. Olson; 

aa act (S. 5733) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Slack; 

An act (S. 5734) granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. 
Woodward; 

An act (8. 5738) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Fehrenback; 

An act (5S. 5803) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
A. Winks; 
: - act (S. 5830) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

ackson; 
a act (S. 5841) granting an increase of pension to John A. 

Arcus; 

An act (S. 5846) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
Forrester; 

An act (S. 5850) granting an increase of pension to Herbert 
Whitworth; 
= en act (S. 5852) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 

c ; 
= An act (S. 5854) granting an increase of pension to Allen B. 

vans; 

An act (8. 5874) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
A. Russell; 
oan act (8. 5901) granting an increase of pension to Orange 

8; 

An act (8. 5988) granting an increase of pension to Henry O. 
McClure; 

An act (S, 5952) granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 
Davenport; 
< An act (S. 5967) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

raig; 
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An act (S. 5991) granting an increase of pension to William 


Barrett; 
a act (S. 5998) granting an increase of pension to James G. 


Davi 
yy an (S. 6012) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ann 


ars; 

An act (S. 6018) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Chitwood; 

An act (S. 6026) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Little; 

An act (S. 6050) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Barnes; 

An act (8.6063) granting an increase of pension to Orson 
Nickerson; 

An act (8. 6066) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Straub; 

An act (S. 6096) granting an increase of pension to Hester A. R. 
Landers; 

An act (S. 6107) granting an increase of pension to Hattie 
Connell; 

An act (S. 6143) granting an increase of pension to Elvira C. 
Compton; 

An act (S. 6191) granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
Thompson; 

An act (8. 6192) granting an increase of pension to Austin H. 
Patterson; 

An act (8S. 6219) granting an increase of pension to Nannie 
Cushman; 

An act (S. 6220) granting an increase of pension to Walter G. 
Tebbetts; 

An act (S. 6262) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Chesley; 

An (S. 6276) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Russel 
aoe act (S. 6305) granting an increase of pension to James B. 

aylor; 

An act (S. 6326) granting an increase of pension to Luther D. 
Goddard; 
woos act (S. 6329) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. | 

oy es 

An act (S. 6348) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon 
B. Stockbridge; 
. An act (8S. 6356) granting an increase of pension to Adah I. 

filler; 
- An act (S. 6367) granting an increase of pension to Edmund P., 

Ox; 

An act (S. 6373) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
Lockhart; 
An act (Ss. 6415) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 

Radcliffe; 
An act (S. 6422) granting an increase of pension to Ann A. | 
Hersum; 
An act (8. 6481) granting an increase of pension to James | 
Greenman; 
nina act (S. 6445) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
riggs; j 
on act (S. 6465) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo | 
tilbert; 
. _ act (S. 6466) granting an increase of pension to Willard A. | 
acKson; 
_ = act (S. 6500) granting an increase of pension to Caroline W. 
ixby; 
oe act (S. 6530) granting an increase of pension to Austin L. 
opli 
ae act (8.6563) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
ugan; 
An act (8. 6586) granting an increase of pension to Othniel P. 
Parcher; 





Keith; 

An act (S. 6623) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert E. 
Bushnell; 
Han act (S. 6631) granting an increase of pension to Mitchell | 

un 

An act (8. 6632) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Cleaves; 

An act (S. 6641) granting an increase of pension to Sophie S. 
Shaffer; 

An act (8. 6652) granting an increase of pension to Leander W. 
Cogswell; 

An act (S. 6668) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Graham; 

a act (S. 6731) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin N. 


An act (8S. 6748) granting an increase of pension to Ann M. | 
Haskell; 





An act (S. 6607) granting an increase of pension to Fordyce M. 
| 


Hee act (S. 6795) granting an increase of pension to Hannah J. 
op 
An act (S. 6798) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 


Sheldon; 


An act (S. 6841) granting an increase of pension to Charles 8. 


Boyington; 


. a (S. 6842) granting an increase of pension to Stephen R. 
we 
Hone ‘act (S. 6843) granting an increase of pension to A. Paul 
An act (S. 6845) granting an increase of pension to Martha G. 
Cushing; 
An act (S. 6941) granting an increase of pension to James Monty; 
An act (S. 6981) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo P. 
Duncklee; 
An act (S. 6982) granting an increase of pension to Linda F. 
Moulton; 
An act (S. 6983) granting an increase of pension to Gilman B. 


Johnson; 


An act (S. 6984) granting an increase of pension to Maria A. 
Marden; 

An act (S. 6985) granting an increase of pension to George 
Cummings; 

An act (S. 7003) granting an increase of pension to Sarah C, 
Merrell; 

An act (S. 7060) granting an increase of pension to Ann M. 


Jackman; 


An act (S. 7076) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Pinkham; 

An act (S. 7077) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 
Norris; 

An act (S. 7100) granting an increase of pension to Maggie V. 
Holstein; 

An act @. 7145) granting an increase of pension to Rosetta E. 
Rafferty; 

An act (S. 7166) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
Farmer; 

An act (S. 7176) granting an increase of pension to Jennie W. 
Rhoades; 

-An act (S. 7182) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
McHenry; 

An act (S. 7202) granting an increase of pension to Fanny B. 
Orwan; 

An act (S. 7207) granting an increase of pension to May Mosher 
Chase; and 


An act (S. 7277) granting an increase of pension to Elbert H. 


| Dagnall. 


The message also announced that the President of the United 
| States had on this day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 6525) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Masonic Mutual Relief Association of the District of Colum- 
bia;’’ and 

An act (5. 4850) to increase the pensions of those who have lost 
limbs in the military or naval service of the United States. 


REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigra- 


| tion of aliens into the United States, and asking for a conference 
| with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 


Mr: PENROSE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and I ask 
unanimous consent that five conferees be appointed by the Chair 
on the part of the Senate on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to inquire if so far as the bill has now 
proceeded the prohibition provision is still in it? 

Mr. PENROSE. To which provision does the Senator refer? 

Mr. BAILEY. The provision which forbids the sale of liquor. 

Mr. PENROSE. That provision, as I understand it, is not in 
disagreement between the two Houses. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwas sure of that, and that was the reason I 
wanted to be certain that it was still in the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator and to the chairman of 
| the Committee on Immhigration [Mr. PENROSE], who was not here 
| the other night, that that was a House provision to which the 
Senate has agreed, and it is therefore not in disagreement between 
| the Houses and not open to amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I tried to get the Senate to disagree to it, but 
| they refused to do so, and I wanted to be certain that it was still 
‘in the bill. The House wanted that provision and voted for it, 
and I wanted them to have it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania moves that the Senate insist on its amendments disagreed 
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to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference 
asked for by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania now asks unanimous consent that the President pro tem- 
pore be authorized to appoint five conferees on the part of the 
Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I inquire what is the number of conferees 
appointed by the other House? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Three. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is it not rather unusual for the Senate to 
appoint a larger number than is appointed by the other House? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has known seven 
conferees to be appointed. 

Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that the House appointed five conferees and the Senate appointed 
three on the Philippine bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rose simply for information. I like to 
learn something each day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no rule which limits 
the number of conferees to be appointed by either House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was laboring under the impression that 
the number of Senate conferees should not exceed the number 
appointed by the other House, but if the custom is otherwise, I 
have no objection. I do not care anything about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Pennsylvania, and the Chair 
appoints as conferees on the part of the Senate the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
FAIRBANKS], the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe], the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay], and the Senator from Missis- 
sippi |[Mr. McLaurin]. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_ The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resuméd the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 17493) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1903, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of .the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
**State Department,’’ on page 3, after line 7, to insert: 

To pay the assistant law clerk to be appointed by the Secretary of State 
to edit the laws of Congress and perform such other duties as may be re- 
quired of him, as provided for by the act making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, for services from Decem- 
ber 1, 1902, until July 1, 1903, $875. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 16, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of State to have the Great Seal of the United 
States recut from the original model, and to — a suitable press for its 
use and a cover to protect the same from dust, the sum of $1,250 appropriated 
by the deficiency act approved July 1, 1902, “To enable the Secretary of State 
to have the Great Seal of the United States recut,” is hereby reappropriated 
for the purposes above mentioned. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 4, to insert: 

To pay the claim of the “Campagnie Francaise des Cables Telegra- 
hiques™ for compensation on account of expenses incurred in repairing the 
amage done to its cables and property by the military and naval authori- 

ties of the United States in Cuba during tne Spanish-American war, $77,712. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 6, to insert: 

To pay the claim of the Cuba Submarine Telegraph Company for com- 
nsation on account of expenses iucurred in repairing the damage done to 

its oe and property by United. States forces during the war with Spain, 
$39,795.34. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 12, to insert: 

To pay to the Government of Great Britain, as an act of comity, without 
reference to the question of liability, for full indemnity to the owners of the 
British schooner Muillie, damaged during the course of a disinfection by the 
United States officials, near Biloxi, Miss., $1,580.24. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under the subhead “ Foreign inter- 
course,’’ on page 5, after line 23, to insert: 

To pay to the estate of Solomon Hirsch, deceased, late United States min- 
ister to Turkey, under the following appropriations, namely: Contingent 
expenses, foreign missions, 1891, $12.50; salaries of diplomatic officers while 
receiving instructions and en transit, 1893, $63.65; and steam launch for lega- 
tion at Constantinople, 1802, $7.04; total, $83.19. 

The amendment was agreed to. : : 

The next amendment was,on page 6, line 24, to increase the 
appropriation to pay the amounts found due by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation for “ con- 
tingent expenses, United States consulates,’’ for the fiscal year 
1902, from $56,596.18 to $57,255.44. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 5, to increase the ap- 


propriation to pay amounts found due by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury on account of the appropriation for ** Contingent 
expenses, United States consulates,’’ for the fiscal year 1901, from 
$12,264.74 to $12,491.46. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 11, to increase the 
appropriation to pay amounts found due by the accounting of- 
ficers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation “‘ salaries, 
anes emcee ad interim,” for the fiscal year 1902, from $395 

«iO, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 7, to insert: 

Authority is hereby given to extend the leave of absence from his post of 
duty, with pay; of the envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to 
Venezuela for such time as the President may direct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Treasury Depart- 
ment,”’ on page 12, line 5, to increase the appropriation for pur- 
chase of boxes, book rests, chairs, chair caning, chair covers, etc., 
from $3,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 3, to increase the ap- 
propriation for washing and hemming towels, for the purchase of 
awnings and fixtures, window shades and fixtures, etc., from 
$2,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 13, to insert: 

Purchase of registering accountants, numbering machines, and other ma- 
chines of a similar character, and repairs thereto, $1,170. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 16, to insert: 

To pay to the owners of the Norwegian steamship Nicaragua in full for com- 
pensation for damage to said owners by reason of the rescue of an American 
citizen, John MecCafferty,and the consequent quarantine of said ship at Mo- 
bile, Ala., in the year 1894, $4,926.67. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 23, to insert: 


Payment to J. N. Ornelas and other Mexican citizens for cattle seized: To 
pay J. N..Ornelas and other Mexican citizens the appraised foreign value of 
certain 72 head of cattle improperly seized and sold by the collector of cus- 
toms at El Paso, Tex., and the proceeds covered into the Treasury, $391. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 12, to insert: 


Payment to Anne Arundel County, Md.: To pay the treasurer of Anne 
Arundel County, Md., being the cost of repairing the Curtis Creek bridge 
draw, damaged by the U. 8. 8. Tuscarora December 22, 1902, $370. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 10, to insert: 

Payment to Propeller Towboat Company: To enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to carry out the provisions of the “ Act for the relief of the Pro- 
peller Towboat Company, of Savannah,” approved February 18, 1903, $2,929.45. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 16, to insert: 

Reimbursement of First National Bank of Navasota, Tex.: To pay to the 
First National Bank of Navasota, Tex., to reimburse said bank for the loss 
of $500 in mutilated currency by fire at Charlottesville, Va., while said money 
was en route by mail, properly registered, to the Secretary of the Treasury 
for redemption, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. ae 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Collecting in- 
ternal revenue,”’ on page 22, line 9, after the word ‘‘ necessary,” 
to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That claims for rebates on tobacco and snuff as set outin section 
4 of the act of April 12, 1902, which were presented after the sixty days’ limit 
therein specified shall beallowed and paid upon proper proof: Provided, That 
the tobacco and snuff on which such rebates are claimed were duly invento- 
ried on July 1, 1902, in accordance with the regulations of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 1, to increase the ap- 
propriation to pay amounts certified to be due by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation ‘‘ Re- 
demption of stamps,”’ from $124,939.03 to $131,959.26. 

The amendment was agreed to. . : 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 7, to increase the 
appropriation to pay amounts certified to be due by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation ** Re- 
funding taxes illegally collected,’’ from $23,988.72 to $26,404.22. 

The amendment was agreed to. Le 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ District of Co- 
lumbia,’’ on page 26, after line 12, to insert: 

Free public library: That the unused portion of the appropriation made 
for salaries of engineer, fireman, workman, and charwomen for the fiscal 


year 1908 are hereby made applicable for the purpose of employing necessary 
mporary assistance in the conduct of said library for the current year. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 15, to insert: 
For additional amount for the house of detention, $1,000. _ 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 5, to insert: 
The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized to 


transfer $1,000 from the appropriation for the purchase of hose to the appro- 
priation ir contingent expenses, fiscal year 1908. 


The amendment was agreed to, ; 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 14, after the word 
“That,’’ to insert ‘‘ sections 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6, and 8 of;”’ so as to 
make the clause read: a 

That sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 8 of the act of Congress approved January 
81, 1899, entitled “‘An act to change the proceedings for admission to the 
Government Hospital for the Insane in certain cases, and for other pur- 
poses,” and all other acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 11, to insert: 


Garfield Hospital isolating ward, District of Columbia: For additional 
amount required for maintenance of the isolation ward for minor conta- 
gious diseases at Garfield Hospital for the fiscal year 1908, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 16, to insert: 


Industrial Home School, District of Columbia: For additional amount re- 
quired for maintenance, fiscal year 1908, $4,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 19, to insert: 


Washington H tal for Foundlings: To provide suitable protection 
against disaster by fire to the buildings of the institution, $1,100. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 2, to change the 
total appropriation for the Ordnance Department, military estab- 
lishment, from $860,408.50 to $880,388.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Miscellaneous,”’ 
on page 38, line 5, to increase the appropriation for transportation 
of destitute citizens from Alaska from $1,085 to $5,140.10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 10, to insert: 


Reimbursement to Winfield T. Durbin: To reimburse Winfield T. Durbin, 
late colonel One hundred and sixty-first Indiana Volunteers, for amount ex- 
pended in defending cases brought against him in Florida, $1,302.76, and for 
reimbursement for cost of erection of one hospital building, and for purchase 
of one garbage burner for use of the One hundred and sixty-first Regiment 
of Indiana Volunteers, which were afterwards left for use of the Third Di- 
vision, Seventh Army Corps, hospital, $263.76; in all, $1,566.52. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 14, to insert: 


Credit in accounts of James E. McDonald, lieutenant, Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, United States Army: The accounting officers of the Treasury are 
hereby directed to credit the accounts of Lieut. James E. McDonald, Twenty- 
fourth United States Infantry, with $1,298.84, balance of quartermaster’s 
funds fiscal year 1902, with which he remains accountable, being the differ- 
ence between $3,058.98, the amount of public funds in his ssion and de- 
stroyed by fire at Humingan, gasinan, P. I.,on April 29, 1902, and $1,760.12, 
representing the value of the ashes of these funds which were found possible 
of identification and redemption by the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 18, to insert: 


Credit in accounts of J. W. Pullman, lieutenant-colonel, deputy quarter- 
master qonaees United States Army: The accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury are hereby authorized and directed to n the accounts of Lieut. Col. 
J. W. Pullman, deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army, and to 
credit him with the amounts of vouchers 1B, April, 1902, $111.97, and 1B, May, 
1902, $224.58, “Army transportation,” fiscal year 1899, total of $336.55, bein 
for payments of transportation accounts made under ino 
law, from the appropriation of fiscal year 1899, which lapsed June 30, 1901. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 18, to insert: 


Payment for injuries to private property: For payment of cost of supe. 
ing injuries to private property MY fon firing and mortar practice at Fort 
Preble, Me., Winthrop, Mass., and Fort Hamilton, N. Y., as reported to Con- 
gress in House Document No. 588, first session Fifty-seventh Con 
$3,806.72; at Fort H. G@. Wright, N. Y., on Fishers Island, $25; in all, $3,881.72. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 4, to insert: 


Payment to Confederate soldiers: For payment of claims filed with the 
Quartermaster-General under act of February 27, 1902, for horses, saddles, 
and bridles taken from Confederate soldiers in violation of terms of surren- 
der, $50,000; and all claims under said act shall be filed within one year from 
the Ist day of March, 1908, or be forever barred. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 12, to insert: 


Accounts of Alaska Commercial Company and others: The Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to examine and adjust the 
accounts of the Alaska Commercial Company, the North American Trans- 
portation and Trading Company, and the Alaska Exploration Company for 
supplies furnished and services rendered to the sick, destitute, and starving 
natives of Alaska during an epidemic of disease over that country in the 
year 1900, and to determine whether such services and meee were furnished 
In an exigency. at the request of the Government officials, consisting of the 
governor of Alaska, the officers of the United States Army, the officers of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service, the special agents of the Treasury Department, 
and the superintendent of education, Department of the Interior, division of 
Alaska, and report the result of such adjustment and determination to Con- 
gress, with such recommendation as he may deem proper. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 4, to insert: 


British steamship Mogul: That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to examine the claim of Messss. Gallatly, Hankey 
& Co., of London, England, owners of the British steamship Mogul, for 
damages alleged to be due said owners by reason of the collision between 
said ee ao and the United States transport Warren in Manila Bay 


on December 1900, and determine what da if any, are due thereby 
to said owners of sald steamship Mogul, and to certify the amount of such 
damages, if any are so found to be due, to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay such 
sum, if any, as is so certified to said owners of said steamship Mogul out of 
any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, however, 
That said sum shall in no case exceed the sum of $16,123.70. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The next amendment was, under the head of ‘“ Naval estab- 
lishment,’ on page 50, after line 16, to insert: 

Payment to N. F. Palmer & Co.: For payment of the award made by the 
Secretary of the Navy to N. F. Palmer & Co. for losses and damages in- 
curred by them in the construction of the engines, boilers, and appurtenances 
of the armored cruiser Maine (S. Report No. 2677, present session), $63,620.59. 


Mr. HALE. In lines 17 and 19, after the name “ Palmer,’’ I 
move to insert the word “‘junior.”’ That is the proper name. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Marine Corps,”’ 
on page 54, after line 10, to insert: 


Repairs of barracks: Repairsand improvements to barracksand quarters at 
Portsmouth, N. H.; Boston, Mass.; Newport, R.1.; New York, N. Y.; League 
Island, Pa.; Annapolis, Md.; re and navy-yard, District of Colum- 
bia; Norfolk Va.; Port Royal, S. C.; Pensacola, Fla.; Mare Island, Cal.; Bre- 
merton, Wash., and Sitka, Alaska; for the ee, leasing, improvement, and 
erection of buildings in Porto Rico, the Philippine Islands, at Guam, and at 
such other places as the public exigencies require; and for per diem to en- 
listed men employed under the direction of the Quartermaster’s Department 
on the repair of barracks, quarters, and other public buildings, for the fiscal 
year 1902, $841.86. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 10, to insert: 


For heating barracks and quarters, for ranges and stoves for cooking, fuel 
for enlisted men, for sales to officers, maintaining electric lights, and for hot- 
air closets for the fiscal year 1902, $1,784.95. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of 
the Interior,’’ on page 61, line 8, to increase the appropriation to 
pay amounts found to be due by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury on account of appropriation ‘‘ Expenses, special land in- 
spectors, Department of the Interior’ for the fiscal year 1902, 
from $153.20 to $187.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead *‘ Public land 
service,’’ on page 63, after line 8, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriations “Salaries and commissions of registers and 
receivers” for the fiscal year 1902, $1,427.75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 13, to insert: 

To pay the salary due A. E. Rose, as receiver of the land office at St. 
Michaels, Alaska, from May 31 to July 7, 1902, $152.45. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation to pay amounts found due by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury on account of appropriation ‘‘ Contingent ex- 
penses, office of the surveyor-general of Arizona,’’ for the fiscal 
year 1902, from $2.80 to $7.71. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendmendment was, on page 65, after line 6, to 
insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation ‘Contingent expenses, office of surveyor- 
general of Oregon,” for the fiscal year 1902, $4.07. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 8, before the word 
‘of,’ to insert ‘‘and page 7 of Senate Document No. 177;”’ and 
in line 11, before the word ‘‘ cents,’’ to strike out ‘‘ two thousand 
nine hundred and ninety-one dollars and sixty-one’’ and insert 
‘three thousand seven hundred and sixty dollars and seventy- 
five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Payments to certain oie surveyors: For payments to certain deputy 
surveyors for surveys and resurveys of — lands executed by them, as 
fully set forth on pages 25, 27, and 28 of House Document No. 344, and pages 
13 and 14 of House Document No. 125, and page 7 of Senate Document No. 177 
of the present session, $3,760.75. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 13, to insert: 


. Payment to John L. Stevens: For payment to John L. Stevens, special 
commissioner to adjust the Des Moines River land-grant claims, for services 


rendered and expenses incurred since February 4, 1901, $1,168. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Indian A ffairs,”’ 
on page 70, after line 21, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
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account of the epeeseviation “Incidentals in Indian Territory, including 
employees,” for the fiscal year 1902, $36.34. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Miscellaneous,”’ 
on page 75, after line 13, to insert: 

For expenses incurred by Ernest Britten, in charge of national parks in 
California during the winter months, in proceeding from the Sequoia Park 
to the Yosemite National Park, under instructions from the Department, 
dated October 4, 1902, for the purpose of investigating and reporting upon 
the condition of the reservation, $49.25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Out of the postal 
revenues,’ on page 78, line 21, before the word “‘of,’’ to insert 
‘‘and Senate Document No. 177;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Free-delivery service: To pay the amount set forth in House Document No. 
844, and Senate Document No. 177, of this session, on account of the fiscal 
years as follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 1, to increase the ap- 
propriation for deficiency in free-delivery service for the fiscal 
year 1901, from $1,295.70 to $1,332.53. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 6, before the word 
** of,”’ to insert ‘‘and Senate Document No. 177’’; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Rural free delivery: For rural free-delivery service, including amounts 
certified in House Document No. 344 and Senate Document No. 177, of the 
present session, on account of fiscal years as follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 10, to increase the 


appropriation for deficiencies in the rural free delivery for the | 


fiscal year 1902 from $89,767.76 to $90,182.91. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 79, line 13, to increase the | 


appropriation for deficiencies in rural free delivery for the fiscal 
year 1901 from $146.19 to $147.29. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 79, line 18, before the word | 


rry 99, 


** of,’ to insert ‘‘and Senate Document No. 177”’; 
the clause read: 


Mail transportation: To pay amounts set forth in House Document No. 
$44 and Senate Document No. 377, of this session, for inland transportation, 
as follows: 


so as to make 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for deficiency in mail transportation by railroads 
on account of the fiscal year 1902, from $15,679.81 to $15,864.06. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 79, line 25, to increase the | 


appropriation for deficiencies in mail transportation by star routes 
on account of the fiscal year 1902, from $40,958.91 to $45,018.28. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of 
Justice,’’ on page 80, after line 16, to insert: 

Salaries, Department of Justice: For the payment of the salary of the dis- 
bursing clerk for the fiscal year 1903 at the rate of $2,750 per year instead of 
at the rate of $2,300, $450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ United States 


courts,”’ on page 89, line 20, after the word ‘* deputies,”’ to strike | 


out ‘* $1,300,000; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For payment of salaries, fees, and expenses of United States marshals and 
their Ceputien, to include payment for services rendered in behalf of the 
United States or otherwise, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 4, to increase the 
appropriation to pay amounts found due by the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation ‘‘ Fees of 
clerks, United States courts,’’ for the fecal year 1902, from 


$4.454.61 to $5,214.16. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 


The Secretary. A bill (S. 7301) to further provide for the | 


safe-keeping of public money, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. lask that the unfinished business may be laid 
aside temporarily to allow the appropriation bill to be completed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside 
and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the appro- 

riation bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was continued. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head “‘ Legislative,’ on page 92, after line 4, to strike 
out the subhead ‘‘ House of Representatives.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 15, to insert: 


To pay the additional salaries of the clerks to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the Senate and House of Representatives, at the rate of $1,000 
each per annum, from March 1 to June 30, 1908, inclusive, $672.20. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 21, to insert: 
SENATE. 

To pay the widow of James McMillan, late a Senator from the State of 
Michigan, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 24, to insert: 

For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the 
service of the Senate, namely: For 5 annual clerks to Senators who are not 
chairmen of committees, at $1,500 each, from March 4 to June 30, 1903, 
$2,458.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, after line 5, to insert: 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 7, to insert: 

For stationery and newspapers, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 8, to insert: 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, fiscal year 1902, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 10, to insert: 

For fue! oil, and cotton waste, and advertising, for the heating apparatus, 
| exclusive o.1 ..vor, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 12, to insert: 

To pay C. A. Norcoss for extra services for the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 14, to insert: 

To pay to Harry C. Robertson, secretary to the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, for extra services performed, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 17, to insert: 


To reimburse the official reporters of the proceedings and debates of the 
Senate for expenses incurred from March 4, 1902, to March 4, 1903, for clerk 
hire and other extra clerical services, $3,990. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 22, to insert: 


To pay W. M. Malloy for reporting hearings before Committee on Foreign 
| Relations during the second session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, $133.75. 


The amendment was agreed to. 











The next amendment was, on page 94, after line 2, to insert: 
| To pay J. H. Jones for extra services in the care of the Senate chronome- 
| ter and for the work in connection therewith, $100, 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 94, after line 5, to insert: 

To pay Dennis M. Kerr for services as assistant clerk, by detail, to the 
Committee on Pensions, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, after line 7, to insert: 

To pay John H. Walker, clerk to the Committee on Pensions, for extra 
| services, , 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, after line 9, to insert: 
To pay Parker Williams, machinist and assistant conductor of elevators, 
| additional amount, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, after line 11, to insert tne 
subhead **‘ House of Representatives.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ House of Repre- 
| sentatives,’’ on page 96, after line 13, to insert: 

For assistant driver for the folding-room team, authorized by resolution of 
the House ans 25, 1902, at $50 per month from March 4, 1903, to June 30, 1904, 
inclusive, $795.10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, line 16, after the word 
‘** Louisiana,’’ to strike out: 


Two thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, the same to be accredited to the account of and expended under the 
direction and by the order of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 


And insert: 


Five thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of which sum 
$3,000 shall be accredited to the account of and expended under the direction 
and by the order of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives, 
and $2,000 accredited to the Senate, to be ——- under the direction and 
by the order of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. 


So as to make the clause read: 


To oer Se expenses of the members of the joint committee of the 
House and Senate authorized to attend and represent the Congress of the 
United States on the occasion of the dedication of the on 

of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, to be held at St. Lo 
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1 and 2, 1908, commemora the one-hundredth anniversary of the 
iS of the Territory of na, $5,000, ors yy thereof as may be 


ecessary, of which sum $3,000 be the account of and ex- 
= ocd ender the pons bny and yA pe order of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
ouse of Representatives, and $2,000 accredited to the Senate, to be expended 
under the direction and by the order of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the te. 


The amendment was agreed to. ete 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Public printing 
and binding,’’ on page 99, after line 11, to insert: 

Printing and binding for the Treasury Department, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Spanish Treaty 
Claims Commission,”’ on page 100, after line 12, after the word 
‘* service,’’ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That all sales, transfers, or assignments heretofore or hereafter 
made of any claims before such Commission, except such as have occurred 
in the due administration of a decedent's estate, and all contracts heretofore 
made for fees and allowances to claimants’ attorneys are hereby declared 
void. All warrants issued by the Secretary of the Treasury in payments of 
awards shall be made payable and delivered only to the claimants or their 
lawful heirs, executors or administrators, or transferees under adminstra- 
tive proceedings, except so much thereof as shall be allowed to the attorneys 
for claimants by the Commission for prosecuting said claims, which may be 
paid direct to such attorneys, and the allowances to the attorneys for claim- 
ants shall be regulated and fixed by the Commission at the time of making 
awards and entered of record as part of the findings thereof; butin no case 
shall the allowance exceed 15 per cent of the award made, except in case of 
a claim of less amount than or where unusual services have been ren- 
dered or expenses incurred by the claimant's attorney, in which case not to 
exceed 20 per cent of such award may be allowed by the Commission. 


So as to read: 


Spanish Treaty Claims Commission: For salaries and expenses of the 
Spanish Treaty ims Commission, $5,000; and said Commission is author- 
ized to pay to additional commissioners to take testimony in Cuba, for oc- 
casional services in jal cases, not exceeding $8 pee day, in lieu of fees 
during the time of actual service: Provided, That all sales, transfers, or as- 
oa heretofore or hereafter made of any claims before such commis- 
sion, etc. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, as to the whole of this amend- 
ment, commencing on line 13 and going down to line 8, on page 
101, i make the point of order that it is new legislation on an ap- 
propriation bill. : ; 

Mr. HALE. I suppose it is legislation. I am very sorry— 

Mr. PETTUS. It is not only new legislation, but it is very 
vicious legislation at that. 

Mr. HALE. Iam sorry that the Senator has felt constrained 
to make the — because I think it is a very proper and useful 
provision. But it is undoubtedly legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ! 

The next amendment was, on page 101, after line 13, to insert: 

To enable the a Treaty Claims Commission to reimburse the Secre- 
tary of State for the services of a force of copyists to make copies of papers 
ome claims required by order of the Commission, not exceeding 

s750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under the head of ‘‘ Judgments, Court 
of Claims,’’ on page 101, line 23, after the word ‘‘ sixty,’’ to insert 
‘and Senate document No. 187;’’ on page 102, before the word 
“Provided,” to strike out ‘‘ $22,269.59’ and insert ‘* $287,341.45; ”” 
and in line 4, after the word “‘ expired,’’ to insert: 

And provided further, That the proviso contained in the act approved the 
6th day of June, A. D. 1900, entitled “An act making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the ae of the District of Columbia for the 
a year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes,”’ which reads as 

OLlOWS: 

So as to make the clause read: 

For the payment of the jrd ents except the judgment in favor of Elias 
E. Barnes, rendered by the Court of Claims, yoy to Congress at its 

resent session in House Document No. 360,and Senate Document No. 187 
posi ds Provided, That none of the ne herein provided for shall 
2 paid until the right of Soe shall have expired: And er Surther, 
That the proviso contain n the act approved the 6th day of June, A. D. 
1900, entitled “An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal zoe ending June 
80, 1901, and for other pu .”’ which reads as follows: “Provided, That no 
judgment heretofore or hereafter rendered under the act of June 16. 1880, 
entitled ‘An act to provide for the settlement of all ss claims 
against the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,’ etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Judgments in 
Indian depredation claims,”’ on page 104, line 7, after the word 

sixty-nine,’”’ to strike out ‘“‘ $109,847’ and insert: 

Suet the judgments in favor of John 8S. Little, administrator of John W. 
Hayes, deceased, reported in said House Document No. 81, and in favor of 


Charles Probst, and in favor of C. M. Cooper, administrator, reported in said 
House Document No. 369 and in Senate Document No. 190, $253, 47.69. 


So as to make the clause read: 
ba? ent of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian 
dep ‘on cases certified to Co at its present session in House Docu- 


ments Nos. 81 and 369, except the judgments in favor of John 8. Little, ad- 
ministrator of John W. Ha es, deceased, reported in said House Document 
No. 81, and in favor of Charles Probst, and in favor of C M. Cooper, adminis- 
trator. eet in said House Document No. 369 and in Senate Document 
No. 190, $958,147.69; said judgments to be paid after the deductions required 


to be made under the provisions of section 6 of the act approved March 3, 
1891, entitled “An act to provide for the adjustment and payment of claims 
arising from Indian depredations,”’ etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Judgment su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia,’’ on page 107, after line 
2, to insert; 

Prize money, battle of Manila Bay: To satisfy the decree ordered by the 
Supgeme Court of the United States to be entered in accordance with the 
opinion of February 23, 1903, by the supreme court of the District of Columbia 
in the case of George Dewey, Admiral] United States Navy, v. The Don Juan 


de Austria, No. 559, reported to Congress at this session in Senate Document 
No. 175, $946,083.89, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 15, on 
page 113. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I call attention to the fol- 
lowing item, which has just been read: 


For pment to sundry Sioux Indians for depredations, treaty of April 29, 
1868, $81,740. 


And also in the next item, which reads: 

For payment to George T. Wilson, a Chickasaw Indian, for stock stolen 
from him by Kiowa and Comanche Indians in 1866, $1,395. 

These items make a total of $83,135, and I think there should 
be some explanation of the reason for these appropriations. There 
is no objection, of course, to the proper payment of Indians for 
stock stolen; but claims which originated in 1866 and now come 
here scattered through this bill, seem to me to be worthy of some 
explanation. I can readily see that if this begins it may lead to 
a flood of claims which will be constantly increasing, and each 
year less specific. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr: PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was going to ask, in furtherance 
of the inquiry made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE}, 
why we should pay one Indian for stock stolen from him by an- 
other Indian? ) 

Mr. HALE. These are all audited claims. The scrutiny to 
which they are subjected is not in the committee, but in the De- 
partment. They have to pass through the Auditor and the Comp- 
troller, who both are required to consider them, and then to be 
submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury. The practice has 
been that from time to time they are sent here as audited claims. 
Such claims have always been and are now put on the deficiency 
bill. Sometimes they come in on the very day of the passage of 
the bill; and some have come in to-day. In the conduct of the 
bill I always, two or three days beforehand, in order to clean up 
the business so far as may be, send a request from the Senate that 
the departments hurry these matters so far as they can complete the 
auditing and send the claims to us. Then whether a claim ap- 
plies to one Indian or to two Indians, toa black man or to a white 
man, whatever may be his name, whatever may be the nature or 
extent of the claim, the committee accepts the auditing as it is 
done by the Department. That has always been the case, and I 
suppose is likely to be. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I make no objection, but 
on examining the bill it struck me as a thing worthy of inquiry— 
a claim so indefinite and vague as the stealing of cattle by one 
Indian from another Indian in 1866, nearly forty years ago. 

Of course these claims do not go through the Court of Claims. 
That isclear. They are simply claims allowed by the Auditor of 
the Interior Department, and the suggestion naturally occurred 
to my mind that if that thing was allowed to any great extent 
we should have a flood of Indian claims here. However, asI 
have said, I make no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator who has 
charge of this bill under what law these claims are audited? 
There must be some general law or some specific provision. I 
want to know if there is any law which authorizes the auditing 
of claims arising out of depredations committed by Indians upon 
Indians, which warrants the auditing of such claims by the 
Department. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And claims forty years old. 

Mr. SPOONER. We have undertaken, I know, to indemnify 
Indians for depredations committed upon them by white people, 
but I have not known—although there may have been many such 
instances—an instance where Congress has undertaken, unless 
there was some treaty obligation, to indemnify Indians for depre- 
dations committed by other Indians. 

Mr.HALE. TheDepartment reports these claimsas being under 
the law. As I have said, the committee do not enter into an inves- 
tigation of these particular claims or every particular item in them 
or as to what the law is, but take the certification of the Depart- 
ment. For instance, here is one of the documents which has just 
come in lately: ‘‘In compliance with section 2 of the act of July 
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7,1774’’—referring to the statutes—“‘ certain schedules of claims,”’ 
etc. The cases are brought in here, and we appropriate for them. 
If the Senator thinks these claims ought to be struck out—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not knowthat. I was only asking 
for information. Are such payments made out of the Indian 
funds in the Treasury or out of the general fund? 

Mr. HALE. These particular claims are to be paid out of the 
general fund. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. These claims are for stock stolen in 1866 
and 1867 from Indians by other Indians. For instance, on page 
120 I find these two items: 

Payment to estate of A. B. Johnson, a Chickasaw Indian, for stock stolen 
from him by Comanche Indians in 1867, $2,025. 

Payment to estate of Aggy Daren,a Chickasaw Indian, for stock stolen 
from her by Comanche Indians in 1866, $2,125. 

Mr. HALE. The claims would not have been audited other- 
wise, I presume, than according to the stipulations of some treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER. Wecannot hear the Senator at all over here, 

Mr. HALE. I know the Senator can not. 

Mr. FORAKER. Since this is a matter to which attention 
has been especially called and which many of us do not under- 
stand, I should like to have full information in regard to it. 

Mr. HALE. I will say, Mr. President, that my throat is in 
such condition that I can not speak very loudly. 

a SPOONER. And too many other Senators are speaking 
aiso. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. While it is true that there is a certain 
charm in our intercourse here, where we are constantly hearing 
pleasing talk from Senators, it does sometimes interfere with the 
speaker on the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please cease 
conversation and observe order. 

Mr. HALE. I was saying that I have no doubt, as to these In- 
dian cases, that somewhere there are treaty stipulations, and 
perhaps in cases where we have taken Indian funds for the pur- 
pose of controlling them where there are damages inflicted by one 
tribe upon another or by one individual Indian upon another, 
that the Department audits the claim because of treaty obliga- 
tions; but if the Senator should ask me to point out in every case 
the particular treaty that has been at the bottom of this audit- 
ing by the Treasury Department, I could not do that; we do not 
pretend to do that in the Committee on Appropriations, but we 
take the auditing from the Department; we take their say-so that 
the claim arises under a particular law or treaty. 

I have no objection whatever if there are any cases here which 
Senators think are wrony to striking them out, and they will go 
over for a year, and can come in again when we shall have more 
time for a full explanation; but there is page after page of items 
in this bill as to which neither I nor any member of the Commit- 


' tee on Appropriations can give the statute or the date of the 


treaty that is at the bottom of their auditing by the Department. 
That is all I can say about the matter, Mr. President. 

Mr. FORAKER. May I ask the Senator from Maine whether 
or not these claims have been audited by the Department? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; they have been. 

Mr. HALE. They have all been andited. 

Mr. FORAKER. They are all presented here and embodied in 
the bill on that account, are they: 

Mr. HALE. Theyare. They are not only audited and sent in, 

but the committee classifies them and certifies by its classifica- 
tion what class of claims they are and before what auditor they 
came. 
Mr. FORAKER. Some of them seem to be very old claims. I 
sent for the committee’s report, but do not find any information 
given in that report as to the character of the claims or as to why 
they should be allowed. Of course, if they arise on account of 
treaty stipulations, I suppose they ought to be paid. Ionly wanted 
to know the nature of the Government's liability. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Court of Claims have ju- 
risdiction by law of certain classes of claims. They send us their 
judgments. We appropriate the money without any inquiry into 
the validity of those judgments; we take it for granted that the 
Court of Claims did not assume illegal jurisdiction and that their 
judgments are correct. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But these are not judgments of the Court 
Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Waitamoment. Then we havea Treasury 
Department to adjust all claims and demands against the Gov- 
ernment. All claims must go through the hands of the Auditor 
for the particular department and then they must go through the 
hands of the Comptroller of the Treasury, who has absolute and 
final jurisdiction and authority, even over that of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. We do not raise the presumption that this Au- 
ditor of the Treasury and this Comptroller of the Treasury, who 
hold the purse strings of the seven hundred or eight hundred mil- 
lion dollars that are paid out—we do not assume that these offi- 


cers, acting under that responsibility, are allowing claims for 
which there is neither law nor treaty obligation. 

It would be a physical impossibility for the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to undertake to go back of the action of the Auditor, 
the action of the Comptroller, and then that of the head of the 
department who sent the claim to them to be passed upon. 
That would be absolutely impossible for the committee. 

Here is a claim filed for a depredation committed by one In- 
dian upon another. It first goes to the Indian Office; then it is 
referred to the Auditor’s Office. The Auditor scans the law or the 
treaty giving authority for him to consider it; if he approves it, it 
then goes to the Comptroller, who holds the key to the whole situ- 
ation; and if he approves of it, it is then an audited, adjusted, and 
allowed claim, and it is reported to Congress for the necessary ap- 
propriation. The Committee on Appropriations could not under- 
take to go back of the action of the Auditor and of the Comptroller 
any more than they could go back of the action of the Court of 
Claims in the judgments that they have rendered. We presume 
the court has not assumed illegal authority or jurisdiction. We 
must assume that the Auditor or Comptroller have had legal au- 
thority and proper jurisdiction to act upon these claims. So you 
will find it all the way through. 

I can not recall, for example, any treaty authorizing— 

Payment to estate of Aggy Daren, a Chickasaw Indian, for stock stolen 
from her by Comanche Indians in 1866, $2,125. 

I do, however, recollect very distinctly claims that were pre- 
sented, but had not gone through the hands of the Auditor and 
the Comptroller, for Indian depredations committed by one Indian 
upon another; and on investigation we found that there was au- 
thority for the auditing of such claims. Whether or not there is 
authority in this particular case we do not know. We took it for 
granted that the Auditor had not assumed illegal or improper au- 
thority and had not assumed jurisdiction to hear, audit, and 
adjust a claim against the Government that was not just or right, 
and that if he had done that the Comptroller would have discov- 
ered the error and would have rejected the claim. 

The Comptroller, as a rule, rejects claims unless the authority 
is clear beyond a reasonable doubt; and every once in a while 
you find we have got to relieve some accounting officer for a claim 
that he has paid because the Comptroller says that he did not 
have strict legal authority to do it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I assume, with the Senator from 
Missouri, that there must be some law or treaty which allows 
payment of these items, but I confess that I do not know what it 
is, and that these items come tome asasurprise. Here isone—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The first is on page 113. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Here are five claims to pay for 
stock stolen from the Chickasaw Indians by the Comanche In- 
dians, amounting in all to over $10,000. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. They amount to nearly $90,000. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not aware that those pay- 
ments have been heretofore made, but I think the matter ought to 
be looked into, and I will suggest that it may all be looked into 
by the committee if we strike out this item on page 113 and then 
let the committee amendments stand. That will put them all in 
conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why strike out amendments made by the 
Senate and leave in all similar appropriations made by the House 
of Representatives that have already been agreed to? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; I say strike out the appro- 
priations made by the House and leave the amendments made by 
the Senatestand. That will putthe whole subject into conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator really expect the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to call upon the Auditor to send us a 
statement of his authority to audit these claims, and then upon 
the Comptroller of the Treasury to send us a statement of his 
authority? Where would itend? To what would it lead? Are 
these two officers to be dishonored right at once? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I withdraw any objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe they are not assuming jurisdiction 
without some law. I have scanned their decisions for a number 
of years, and I have not found that they have been grasping for 
jurisdiction. On the contrary, the trouble is that they refuse to 
take jurisdiction. I have a little case here before me where the 
Auditor refused to entertain jurisdiction of a perfectly just claim 
because he said he had no legal authority todo so, They claim 
they had legal authority here. The Comptroller, who is very 
critical in his decisions, says that he had authority. Now the 
case comes to us, and the Senator wants us to go back of the re- 
turns and make an examination. It isimpossible. You might 
as well strike the whole thing out and let it go. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, is there any question pending 
before the Senate? If so, I should like to inquire what it is? 

The PRESIDENT pro tem There is no question before 


the Senate except the appropriation bill. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. ThenI ask for the regular order, Mr. Presi- 
ent, 
; Mr. BEVERIDGE. I withdraw any objection that might have 
been implied in my calling attention to this amendment in the 
bill. The only reason I had for doing so was that in examining 
the bill I found there were several such cases, and I thought they 
might constitute a class. I have no further objection. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I simply rise to call attention 
to the fact that the United States entered into treaties with the 
Seminoles, Creeks, and Chickasaws, I think in 1857, by which it 
guaranteed payment to members of those tribes on account 
of depredations committed by other Indians under the same cir- 
cumstances and on the same principle that the Government 
would guarantee the payment to white citizens of the United 
States on account of such depredations. We have included in the 
Indian appropriation bill an appropriation of some $600,000 based 
upon such treaty obligations. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before oor ery with the reading of the 
bill, I only want to say that I had not thought at any time of op- 

osing what the committee had recommended should be adopted, 
ut I do think that when we are asked to make appropriations of 
this very unusual character there ought to be some information 
given in the bill that will make it intelligible to those who are to 
take the responsibility of voting money to make such payments. 

I assume that all the officers have done their duty and that they 
had authority for making the United States Government pay the 
damage that some Indian sustained by reason of having his horse 
stolen by some other Indian; but it is sach an unusual sort of 
performance, especially when these claims are nearly forty years 
old, that I should like to know on what authority it is done. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I have no knowledge of the treaty 
with the Choctaws under which I have no doubt this claim is 
made, and lawfully made, against the Government of the United 
States; but I have no possible doubt that in each one of the 
treaties with the Five Civilized Tribes provision is found by which 
the United States a s to indemnify them for all damage to 

roperty inflicted either by red people or white people in the new 
vale to which they were removed west of the meres There 
is a clause of that sort in the treaty with the Seminoles, which I 
have had occasion to examine and under which Congress has 
made appropriations to meet damages. 

The reason was this: The Indians were picked up from lands 
east of the Mississippi and moved to land in the far West, where 
they came in contact with the hostile prairie Indians. It was 
done by the Government of the United States practically against 
the will of the civilized tribes, and they demanded security from 
the United States for their persons and property when they went 
there. In the case of the Cherokees a century of warfare had 
existed between them and the Osages and was existing when they 
were removed. They were taken across the Mississippi and set 
down within arm’s iength of their lifelong enemies. That was 
the reason for these treaty stipulations, which I have no doubt 
ore Se in every treaty made with any one of the Five Civilized | 

ribes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will | 
be resumed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 116, after line 18, to insert as a new section the following: 

Src. 3. That for the payment of the following claims, certified to be duo | 
by the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appro- 
priations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the sur- 
plus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and | 
under appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service 
of the ‘al year 1900 and prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which 
have been certified to Congress under section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as 


fully set forth in Senate Document No. 192, reported to Congress at its pres- 
ent session, there is appropriated as follows: 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
For heating apparatus for public buildings, $1.59. 
$25 305 geterien and expenses of special inspectors of foreign steam vessels, 
008, 
For coatingent expenses, mint at San Francisco, $130.20. 
Customs: For collecting the revenue from customs, $402.68. 
For Life-Saving Service, $364.40. 
wos ane revenue: For salaries and expenses of collectors of internal reve- 
@, $83.15. 
For payment of judgments against internal-revenue officers, $2,093.29. 
For relief of Continental Fire Insurance Company and others, act Feb- 
ruary 28, 1001, $906.80 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 
For pay, etc., of the Army, $4,098.90. 
For regular agen, uartermaster’s Department, $502.75. 
For transportation of the Army and its supplies, $83,912.97. 
For barracks and quarters, $98.40. 
For headstones for graves of soldiers, $3.61. 
For Medical and Soe nage De ment, $97. 
For pay, tra rtation, services, and supplies of Oregon and Washington | 
volunteers in 1855 and 1856, $51. 41. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


For pay of the Navy, $127.74. 
For contingent, Buiven of Ordnance, $1,784.68. 


| partment are hereby authorized and directed to audit, : 


For contingent, Bureau of Equipment, $25.90. 
For contingent, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 50 cents. 
For construction and repair, Bureau of Construction and Repair, $900. 


* For indemnity for lost property, naval service, act of March 2, 1895, $240.31. 


For enlistment bounties to seamen, $92. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


For as the public lands, $8,298.75. 

Indians: For traveling expenses of Indian inspectors, $31.15. 

For transportation of Indian ys $1.78. 

For Indian moneys: Proceeds of labor, $144, 

Payment to estate of Robert Cut ~~ a Chickasaw Indian, for steck 
stolen from him by Comanche Indians in 1867, $1,065. 

Payment to estate of A. B. Johnson, a Chickasaw Indian, for stock stolen 
from him by Comanche Indians in 1867, $2,025. 

Payment to estate of Aggy Daren, a Chickasaw Indian, for stock stolen 
from her by Comanche Indians in 1866, $2,125. 

Payment to estate of Ho par kin tubby, a Chickasaw Indian, for stock 
stolen from him by Comanche Indians in 1866, $3,900. 

Pensions: Army pensions, $61. } 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE STATE AND OTHER 
DEPARTMENTS, 

State Department: For pay of consular officers for services to American 
vessels and seamen, $89.75. 

Department of Agriculture: For forestry investigations, $4.12. 

Departmentof Justice: Forsalaries, fees, and expensesof marshals, United 
States courts, 65. 

For fees of clerks, United States courts, fiscal year 1902, $292.25. 

For fees of witnesses, United States courts, $30. 

For rent of court rooms, United States courts, fiscal year 1902, $65. 

For miscellaneous expenses, United States courts, $316.35. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

For star transportation, $74. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 121, line 13, to change the 
number of the section from 3 to 4; and in line 15, after the word 
‘**ninety-four.”’ to insert “‘and Senate Document No. 184;”’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


Sec. 4. For refunding to States expenses incurred in raising volunteers, 
certified to Congress at this session in House Document No. 304 and Senate 
Document No. 154, as follows: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 122, after line 2, to insert: 

To the State of New Hampshire $172,928.27. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 122, after line 5, to insert: 

To the State of Connecticut $606.560.59. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 122, after line 7, to insert: 

To the State of New Jersey $479,833.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 122, after line 10, to insert: 

To the State of Rhode Island $31,289.71. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Idesire to call the attention of the Senator in 
charge of the bill to the amendments now being agreed to. Claims 
of a character similar to these are pending in the Treasury De- 
partment in behalf of the State of Massachusetts, the State of 
New Jersey, and other States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. New Jersey is provided for here. 

Mr. KEAN. Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. There is another State in addition to Pennsylva- 


| nia and New Jersey, anyhow. I should like to know why they 
do not appear in connection with these amendments in the pend- 


ing bill. Will the Senator from Maine please explain? I have 
no doubt there is a sufficient reason for it. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. The explanation which I attempted to give 
about these audited claims a short time agoapplies here. As fast 
as they send the claims in, audit them, and report we put them 


| onto the bill. I have been hurrying up the Department for the 


last week or ten days, and we have put on everything they have 
audited. The claims of the other States to which the Senator 
from Pennsylvania alludes will be in undoubtedly, and will be 


| upon the first bill reported at the next session. 


Mr. QUAY. And they will be provided for by subsequent leg- 
islation? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. They always dre. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 


| on page 122, after line 12, to insert: 


For the following additional payments to States, namely: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the State of Vermont the 
sum appropriated to that State under the act of July 1, 192, or such part 
thereof as it may be entitled to, the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
ijust, and settle the 
mutual claims of the United States and the State of Vermont in respect to 
ordnance and quartermaster’s stores furnished in the years 1854 and 1865, and 
on payment, a receipt in full shall be taken from the proper State authorities. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 123, to insert: 


To pay the State of South Carolina for balance found due from the United 
States to said State, according to the computation made by the Comptroller 
of the Treasury up to January 1, 1881, as stated in his letter to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, dated February 21, 1903, $47,245.77, and interest upon the 
same at 4 per cent per annum until paid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 123, line 10, to change the 
number of the section from 4 to 5. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 124, after line 20, to insert: 


Settlement No. 9658, for $5,000, in favor of the Eureka Insurance Company, 
of Pittsburg, Pa, William L. Jones, receiver, reported in House Executive 
Document No. 234, Fifty-third Congress, third session. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 125, after line 2, to insert: 


Settlement No. 5003, of 188, in favor of the Phoenix Insurance Company, 
of New York, $5,000, reported in Senate Executive Document No. 40, Fifty- 
third Congress, third session. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 125, after line 7, to insert: 


For the following, reported in Senate Document No. 156 at this session, 
namely, settlement No. 4813 of 1884, in favor of the Sun Mutual Insurance 
Company, New York, $5,860; the Commercial Mutual Insurance Company, 
$2,441.67; the Atlantic Mutual Insurance Company, New York, $5,860; the as- 
feat of Washington Marine Insurance Company, New York, $4,500; in all, 
518,661.67. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 125, after line 20, to insert: 


Settlement No. 9657 of 1894, to the assignees of Washington Marine Insur- 
ance Company New York, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 125, after line 24, to insert: 


To pay the Treasury settlements reported to Congress in Senate Docu- 
ment No. 191 at the present session, 19,211.61. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 126, after line 3, to insert as 
a new section the following: 


Sxc.6. That the sum of $16,933.33 appropriated to be paid to Henry V. 
Lester, administrator of James Barr, deceased, as pew A ag Cage ent of the 
firm of Stewart & Barr, in the act entitled: “‘An act for the allowance of 
certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under 
the provisious of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the 
Bowman Act, and for other purposes,” approved May 27, 1902 (p. 2190f vol. 32 
U.S. Stat. at L.), shall be paid as follows: Henry V. Lester, administrator o 
James Stuart, deceased, $8,466.67, and Henry ‘V. Lester, administrator of 
James Barr, deceased, $8,466.66: Provided, however, That the same shall not 
be paid until the Court of Claims shall certify to the Secretary of the Treasury 
that the administrator of said estates pee nextof kin of said James 
Stuart and James Barr, and the court which granted the administrations on 
said estates shall have certified that the administrator has given adequate 
security for the legal disbursement of the amounts herein appropriated. 

That the amount appropriated to be paid under the clause reading as fol- 
lows: *“ On the ship Theresa, Philip Brum, master, samy. Geo . Lock 
wood, administrator of the estate of John A. Dubernat, couaple $13,537.50: 
Provided, however, That the amount so aqereemet shall not be paid until 
the Court of Claims shall certify to the a of the Treasury that the 
administrator of said estate represents the next of kin of John A. Dubernat, 
or, in the event the court shall find there are no such next of kin and that 
there was a widow of said John A. Dubernat, then that said sum be paid to 
the personal representative of such widow for and on behalf of the next of 
kin of such widow,” in the act entitled “An act for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the 

rovisions of the act approved ch 8, 1883, and commonly known as the 
winan Act, and for other Lot gl sprcoved May 27, 1902 (p. 219 of 
vol. 82, U. S. Stat. at L.), be paid instead to J. Stellman Hogg, administra- 
tor of the estate of Louisia R. C. Durkee, formerly Dubernat, widow of 
the said John A. Dubernat, d : Provided, however, That the same 
shall not be paid until the Court of Claims shall certify to the Secretary 
of the Treasury that the administrator represents the next of kin of said 
widow, and the court which granted the administration to the said adminis- 
trator shall certify that he hasgiven adequate security for the legal disburse- 
ment of the amount herein appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 128, after line 6, to insert as 
a new section the following: 


Sec. 7. For payment of the salaries and expenses of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor, established by the “Act to establish the Department 
of Commerce and Labor,” approved February 14, 1903, for the fiscal years 
1908 and 1904, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 


Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, at the rate of $3,000 per annum; private secretary to the Secre- 
tary, at the rate of $2,500 per annum; Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, at the rate of $5, r annum; private secretary to the Assistant 
Secretary, at the rate of $1 per annum; chief clerk, at the rate of $3,000 

rannum; disbursing clerk, at the rate oe per annum; chief of the 

ureau of Manufactures, at the rate of $4, r annum; Commissioner of 
Corporations, at the rate of $5,000 per annum; Deputy Commissioner of Cor- 
porations, at the rate of $3,500 per annum; chief clerk to the Bureau of Cor- 
porations, at the rate of $2,000 per annum; in all, $50,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

For such number of clerks of class 4, clerks of class 3, clerks of class 2, 
clerks of class 1, clerks at the rate of $1,000 each annum, clerks at the rate 
of $900 each per annum, clerks at the rate of each per annum, messen- 
gers, assistant messengers, and for the services of such other persons, at a 
rate of compensation not exceeding $1,000 each per annum, as the tary 
of Commerce and Labor may deem to be rege te and n in his office 
and in the Bureau of Manufactures and Corporations, in addition to the 
aa pw that may be transferred hereunder from the office of the Secre- 
“7 of the Treasury, not exceedin $50, 000. 

or contingent expenses of the eof the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, and the Bureaus of Manufactures and Corporations, namely: 

For the purchase of professional and scientific ks, law books, books of 
reference, pana. blank books, pamphlets, maps, newspapers (not ex- 
ceedin ), stationery, furniture and repairs to the same, corres, mat- 
ting, oilcloth, file cases, towels, ice, brooms, soap, sponges, fuel, li ting and 
heating; for the purchase, exchange, and care of horses and vehicles, to be 


used only for official purposes; freight and ex charges, pos’ tele- 
graph and telephone service; typewriters, and adding machines, and all other 


omiensous items and necessary expenses not included in the foregoing, 


For rent of necessary quarters for the offices of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, and the Bureaus of Manufactures and Corporations, $16,000. 

For printing and binding for the offices of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, and the Bureaus of Manufactures and Corporations, to be executed 
under the direction of the Public Printer, $100,000. 

For compensation of special agents in the Bureau of Corporations, and for 
their traveling and su nce expenses while traveling on duty, $30,000. 

That all appropriations made for the fiscal year 1904 for the Department 
of Labor, Fish Commission, bureaus, offices, or other divisions of whatever 
designation or character, transferred or that may be transferred from any ex- 
ecutive department to the Department of Commerce and Labor under the 
act approved February 14, 1903, shall be available for “pas in and by 
the Department of Commerce and Labor, and shall be treated the same as 
though said branches of the public service had been directly named in the 
laws making said appropriations as parts of the Department of Commerce 
and Labor, under the direction of the Secretary of the Department: Pro- 
vided, That as to all general appropriations for printing and binding, rent, 
and contingent or miscellaneous expenses, the amounts that shall be trans- 
ferred hereunder, except where the same are specifically fixed by law, shall 
in the case of each bureau, office, or other division be not less than the aver- 
age amount expended on account of or allotted for expenditure to each of 
the same during the fiscal years 1902 and 1903. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed, as 
soon as may be practicable and before the Ist day of July, 1903, to transfer 
to the Department of Commerce and Labor all chiefs of divisions, assistant 
chiefs of divisions, clerks, messengers, assistant messengers, watchmen, char- 
women, and laborers now mre in the divisions of his office who are 
wholly engaged upon the work relating to the business of the bureaus and 
offices of the Treasury Department transferred or to be transferred to the 
Department of Commerce and Labor under the act of February 14, 1903; and 
in proportion to the number of persons in the divisions of his office whose 
time and labor are partially devoted to the work of said bureaus and offices 
he shall transfer approximately an equivalent number of clerks and other 
employees to said partment of Commerce and Labor, and the appropri- 
ations made for the compensation of all persons transferred hereunder ll 
be credited to and disbursed by the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall submit to Congress for 
the fiscal year 1905, and ay thereafter, estimates in detail for all per- 
sonal services and for all general and miscellaneous expenses for the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor. 

That all bureaus, offices, and divisions transferred to the Department of 
Commerce and Labor now occupying quarters in any building owned by the 
United States shall continue therein until otherwise provided for by Congress. 

The President may, in his discretion, direct the diversion from the ee 
priation of $500,000 for the enforcement of the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” and divers other acts, heretofore made for 
the Department of Justice in an act making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government, approved February 
25, 1903, an amount not as $100,000 of said appropriation, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of the Department of Commerce 
and Labor in furtherance of the objects intended by the said appropriation. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


To enable the Department of State to comply with the requirements of 
section 11 of the act to establish the Department of Commerce and Labor, ap- 
proved February 14, 1903: Chief of bureau, $2,250; 1 clerk of class 2, $1,400; 1 
clerk of class 1, $1,200; 1 assistant messenger, $720; in all, $5,570. 

Mr. HALE. In line 15, page 132, I movetostrike out the word 
**now’’ and insert ‘‘after July 1, 1903.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. After line 17, page 132,I move to insert what I 
send tothe desk. 

The Secretary. After line 17, on page 132, itis proposed to in- 
sert: 

Except the Bureau of Immigration and the Steamboat-I tion Service, 
which may be removed from the Treasury building to the Builders’ Exchange 
building, 719-721 Thirteenth street NW., premises now occupied in part by 
the Treasury Department. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. Now,I have afew committee amendments which 
I will nowoffer. At the top of page 6I move to strike out all that 
part of the amendment beginning with ‘‘Contingent expenses’’ 
and going down to the word “‘salaries,’’ in the third line. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 1, after the word ‘‘namely,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out the following words: 

Contingent expenses, foreign missions, 1891, $12.50. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent, the 
amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. t the clerks correct the total in line 7, page 6, 
by making it ‘‘ $70.69.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent, the 
amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 8,I move to strike out lines 18, 19, and 20. 

The SkcRETARY. On page 8, it is proposed to strike out the 
paragraph beginning in line 18 and ending in line 20, as follows: 

The Secretary of State is hereby authorized to cause, from time to time, 
the destruction of invoices that have been filed in the consular offices for a 
period of more than five years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 20, after line 5,I move an amendment to 
cover the public-buildings act. ’ 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, after line 5, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

Toward the construction of new public buildi the extension of the 
cost of certain public buildings, and the uisition of sites for public build- 
ings, authori in the act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the limit of cost of cer- 
tain’ public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, 
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to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and for other 


purposes,” and within the limits specified in said act, $3,000, 

Mr. WARREN. What is the amount the Senator proposes? 

Mr. HALE. Three million dollars. 

Mr. WARREN. Twoand a half million is all that the bill car- 
ries, or less than that. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. The committee was not able to go into de- 
tail and distribute these sums, but put in a gross amount, believ- 
ing it would be all that the bill would require, and they sent to 
the Department for a distribution in detail to the different build- 
ings, which will be inserted in conference. This amendment 
gives jurisdiction to the conference to consider that. There isno 
limitation that will in any way control that final action upon the 
specific information before the bill s. I wish the Senator 
himself, if there are any matters that he thinks will not be cared 
for by the reportsfrom the Department, would communicate with 
the committee of conference, so that nothing will be left out. It 
is the intention to cover everything that is provided in that bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. DolI understand that the bill which is now 
in conference will not be completed, and the amount added up, 
but that this lump sum of $3,000,000 is to be left to the discretion 


of the Secretary? 

Mr. HALE. Oh,no. The bill itself gives all the limitations 
in the different classes. It gives the extension of limit, the new 
provisions for sites, and for any other class, but does not carry 
appropriations. If that bill as passed the two Houses and thrown 
into conference is not supplemented here, while it will stand as 
an existing law, it has not the breath of life breathed into it so far 
as any actual work, without an appropriation of the money. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Would the conference with the other House 
allow this amount to be increased? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, undoubtedly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In other words, if the public-building bill 
after being agreed upon and ratified by both Houses and becoming 
a law showed that there was more in it than the sum here appro- 
priated, would the committee of conference on this bill have the 
power to increase the amount here appropriated, so as to make it 
correspond? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. The House may disagree with our 
provision because we have not put enoughin. Sothere is no limi- 
tation that in any way will control if we are met by the fact that 
the adding up of different provisions covered by that law amounts 
to more than the sum here appropriated. 

Mr. WARREN. The statement of the Senator in charge of 
the bill is entirely satisfactory. I made the inquiry only to know 
if he understood the amount the public-building bill carries. As 
he has so well stated, the ne bill itself carries the 
limit. This will provide money enough for immediate use, and 
if we are out of money when we meet next December the same 
committee will bring in an urgency deficiency bill that will pro- 
vide for any shortage which may then appear. 

Mr. HALE. Thatistrue. Ofcourse, the main thing is that 
the bill becomes a law with the limitation. The moneys follow 
after that as needed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Maine to two or three little amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator wait until I get through? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was going to wait until the Senator got 
through with the committee amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 22, line 8, before the word “ thousand,”’ 
I move to strike out ‘‘ sixty’ and insert ‘‘ seventy,”’ so as to read | 
** $1,370,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. After the word ‘‘ Revenue,” in line17, on page 22, | 
I move to strike out the period and insert a comma and the fol- | 
lowing: 

But no such claim shall be paid unless presented prior to April 1, 1903. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 26, after line 7, I move to insert: 
Assessor's office: For temporary clerk hire, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 638, after line 17, I move to insert: 


For payment to James Deitrick, for rent of land office at Peavy, Alaska, 
and for supplies furnished to R.C. Nichols, receiver of public moneys, for use 
of said land office, and for freight and drayage paid the land office, furniture 
and supplies from St. Michael to are 
certified to by R. C. Nichols, late receiv 





Alaska, as per account rendered and | 
er, $1,623.22. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 67, after line 11,I move to strike out the | 
period and insert a comma and the following: 


And the amount reported in said Senate document for Frederick W. Petti- 
grew and Ernest J. Lacy, contract No. 139, South Dakota, dated April 22, 
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1899, shall be paid to R. F. Pettigrew, as administrator of Frederick W. Petti- 
grew. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 80, after line 15, I move to insert asa 
separate paragraph: 

To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for “ Entomological investiga- 
tions” for the fiscal year 1902, with which the Secretary of Agriculture is au- 
thorized to adjust and pay the claim of W. C. Heath, of Victoria, Tex., aris- 
ing under a contract dated March 8, 1902, for growing cotton in connection 
with.an investigation into the ravages of the cotton-boll weevil, with a view 
of ascertaining the best method of exterminating the same, $3,013.18. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 90, line 4, before the word “hundred,” I 
move to change the total by striking out ‘‘two’’ and inserting 
‘*three;’’ so as to read ‘* $5,314.16.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 95, line 19, after the word “‘ thousand,”’ 
I pe to add ‘“‘one hundred and twenty-five;’”’ so as to read 
** $5,125. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 101, in line 24, after the words ‘‘one 
hundred and eighty-seven,’’ Imove to insert ‘‘ and two hundred.”’ 
It refers to another document. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The word ‘‘ Document’’ should be in the plural at 
the end of line 23. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be made. 

Mr. HALE. At the top of page 102 I move to_make the total 
read $29(!.354.49. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 103, in line 19, after the words ‘‘ Docu- 
ment No. 377,’’ 1 move to insert ‘‘and Senate Document No. 194.”’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On the same page, in line 21, I move to change 
the total to $6,359.05. 

The amendment was agrved to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 104—these are simply to cure documents 
and totals—I move to strike out all of the amendment after the 
words ‘‘ three hundred and sixty-nine,’’ in line 14, and to insert a 
comma and the following: 


Certified in Senate Documents Nos. 190 and 196, $261,767.69. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I present as an amendment the following andited 
claims, which have just come in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 121, after line 12, insert as an addi- 
tional section the following: 


Src. 4. That for the payment of the following claims, certified to be due 
by the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appro- 
priations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the sur- 
plus fund, under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and 
under appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service 
of the fiscal year 1900, and prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which 
have been certified to Congress under section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as 
fully set forth in Senate Document No, 198, reported to Congress at its pres- 
ent session, there is appropriated as follows: 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


For transportation of the Army and its supplies, $8,458.91. 
For headstones for graves of soldiers, $4.52. 


ALLOWED BY THE COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
For salaries and commissions of registers and receivers, $272.23. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 126 I move to insert a provision for the 
following audited claims, which have just come in. 

The SECRETARY. On page 126, after line 3, insert: 


Settlement No. 5201, of 1885,in favor of the Eureka Fire and Marine Insur. 
ance Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, reported in House Executive Document 
No. 153, Forty-eighth Congress, second session, $4,574.19. 

Settlement No. 5201, of 1885, in favor of the Citizens’ Insurance Company, 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, reported in House Executive Document No. 153, Forty- 
eighth Congress, second session, $1,744.52. 

Settlement No. 5201, of 1885, in favor of the American Insurance Company, 
ot Cincinnati, Ohio, reported in House Executive Document No. 153, Forty- 
eighth Congress, second session, $1,744.52. 

Settlement No. 5201, of 1885, in favor of the Magnolia Fire and Marine In- 
surance Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, reported in House Executive Docu- 
ment No. 153, Forty-eighth Congress, second session, $2,287.10. 

Settlement No. 5201, of 1885, in favor of the City Insurance Company, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, reported in House Executive Document No. 153, Forty- 
eighth Congress, second session, $2,287.10. 

For the following, reported in Senate Document No. 60, Fifty-fourth Con- 
, settlement No. 5300, of 1885, in favor of the 

gnolia Fire and Marine Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, $2,333.33; set- 
tlement No. 5363, of 1885, in favor of the Magnoliz Fire and Marine Insurance 
Company, of Cincinnati, $3,000; the City Insurances Company, of Cincinnati, 
$3,000; settlement No. 5068, of 1884, in favor of the National Insurance Com- 
any, of Cincinnati, $3,000; the American Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, 
Pt000: the Central Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, $3,000; settlement No. 
5085, of 1884, in favor of the American Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, 
$4,667; in all, $23,000.33. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
































Mr. HALE. On page 94, after line 11, I move to insert the 
following paragraph: 

For compensation of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the service 
of — namely, for 16 pages, at the rate of $2.50a day during the ses- 
sion, $3,320. 

The amendment was agreec to. 

Mr. HALE. I am very glad to say that as faras Iam con- 
cerned I am through. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to insert on page 33, after line 2, the fol- 
Owilne: 

. To reimburse the Washington Market Company for furnishing and put- 
ting in place 1,072 lockers in the new Lae over Center Market 
for the service of the fiscal year 1898, $2,547.25; and to reimburse the Wash- 
ington Market Company for extraordinary repairs to quarters vacated by 
the National Guard of the District of Columbia after being used for armory 
purposes, for the service of the fiscal year 1895, $800. 

Mr. HALE. That item has been put on several times by the 
Senate. I do not object to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMON. I offer an amendment which I understand the 
Senator having charge of the bill does not oppose. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 33,-after line 19, insert: 

That the military records of the Indian wars now preserved in the Inte- 
rior or other Departments be transferred to the War Department, to be pre- 
served in the Record and Pension Division of the War Department, and that 
they shall be properly indexed and arranged for use. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to direct the attention of the Senator 
in charge of the bill to two items that I think may have escaped 
his notice. I ask him to turn to page 130 and examine the appro- 
priations from line 13 to line 19, inclusive. The first is as follows: 

For printing and binding for the officesof the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, and the Bureaus of Manufactures and Corporations, to be executed 
under the direction of the Public Printer, $100,000. 

And the next three lines read as follows: 

For compensation of special agents in the Bureau of Corporations, and for 
their traveling and subsistence expenses while traveling on duty, $30,000. 

The first item appears to me to be wholly out of proportion and 
too much. I have not had much experience in these matters. 
The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] may know about such matters, but I do not see where it 
is possible to need that much money. 

in the other item it looks to me like the compensation of $30,000 
for special agents is inadequate, because if this Bureau of Corpo- 
rations, which is to investigate into all matters which have been 
provided for in antitrust bills, is to be of any use it must have 
correct information. If it is the demand of the President and 
others that we should have publicity and correct information in 
regard to such matters these agents will have a great deal to do. 
There are a great many of these corporations whose affairs will 
have to be investigated, and I should think that $30.000 would be 
so small and inadequate a sum that really there will be nothing 
accomplished by it, while the sum of $100,000 for printing and 
binding for this Bureau must be too mach. I submit to the 
Senator whether it will not be well to increase the one and de- 
crease the other? 

Mr. HALE. The new Secretary appeared before the subcom- 
mittee after the bill had been reported and he desired a much 
larger sum for printing, saying that in the first steps in setting 
up housekeeping, as I may call it, he would need very much more 
' printing in the way of blank books to start out with than after- 
a wards. He desired a larger appropriation than $100,000, but we 
re | said that we thought that that would carry him through until 

December, and by that time he would know better really what 
he did want. Upon that suggestion he said he would try to get 
along with the $100,000. It is only a question as to when the ap- 
propriation is made. 

Now, as to the other fund—compensation for special agents— 
we also said to him that in that regard we thought he ought to go 
carefully and be certain to select first-class men for this important 
and rather delicate duty; and we give him, in addition to the 
$30,000 provided here, $100,000 of the $500,000 fund that was ap- 
poet for the Attorney-General’s Department in another 

ill, so that he has $130,000. I should doubt whether, if the De- 
partment is conducted upon careful and conservative lines, he 
can set a force at work between now and December large enough 
and able enough practically —— 

Mr. TILLMAN. And honest enough. 

Mr. HALE. And of course, as the Senator says, honest enough, 
I doubt whether he will use as much of this money as we have 
given him. But we did not want on this subject to confine him, 
and did not want it to be considered by anybody that we were nig- 
gardly upon the work of this Bureau of Corporations, which un- 
doubtedly is largely in the public mind — important and 
serious duties to perform; so that the answer to the Senator is 
that the $30,000 does not begin to cover what we have given. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. I call the Senator’s attention to the bottom 
of page 132, where this $100,000 is transferred. The language 
which is used there is: 

An amount not exceeding $100,000 of said appropriation to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor in furtherance of the objects intended by the said appropriation. 

Now, what are “the objects intended by the said appropria- 
tion’’ of $500,000? If I recollect, the objects were to enable the 
Attorney-General to enforce the antitrust law. Is it the inten- 
tion by this transfer of this $100,000 there to put it into the 
Department of Commerce and Labor as a fund for the purpose of 
prosecution? 

Mr. HALE. I donot think anybody can say just how it is in 
furtherance of the enforcement of the statute which is referred to 
here, and also of the work of the Department of Justice. Whether 
the Secretary will use all this money in initiating suits or in dis- 
closing and investigating subjects and facts that will result in 
suits I can not tell. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is there anything in this bill—I have not had 
time to examine it critically—authorizing this new Secretary of 
the Department of Commerce and Labor to institute suits against 
anybody for anything? 

If you divert from the Attorney-General’s Office $100,000 and 
transfer it to this new Department, then you might insert after 
the word ‘‘ objects,’’ in line 3, on page 133, the words “‘ and duties 
of the said Department of Commerce and Labor;’’ so that the 
$100,000 would be added to the contingent fund, so to speak, pro- 
vided on lines 17, 18, and 19, on page 130, to which the Senator 
was asking attention a moment ago as having been increased by 
this $100,000. So that the $130,000 would be given for the pur- 
poses involved in the creation of this Department of Commerce 
and Labor. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no objection to putting in after the words 
‘‘in furtherance of the objects intended by the said appropria- 
tion’’ the words ‘‘ and for the service of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor.”’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ihave merely tried to point out these apparent 
discrepancies or contradictions of purpose; but if the Senator from 
Maine is satisfied with the bill as it stands I shall not interfere. 

Mr. HALE. I say I have no objection to putting in the words 
‘‘and for the service of the Department of Commerce and Labor.”’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the words *‘ intended by the 
said appropriation,’’ if left in the bill, would signify that to this 
Department was to be given the power to help enforce the anti- 
trust law, as the original appropriation carried that duty to 
the Department of Justice. 1 suggest to the Senator in charge of 
the bill that some amendment should be adopted which would in- 
dicate just what is intended by this, or clarify or supplement it 
in some way, and I have suggested that we strike out the words 
‘*intended by the said appropriation,’’ and amend the clause so 
as to read ‘‘in furtherance of the objects and duties of the said 
Department of Commerce and Labor.”’ 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Maine and the Senator from 
South Carolina will permit me, the trouble about that is that the 
money could be for any of the purposes of the Department 
of Commerce and Labor. As I understand the purpose of the 
committee, it is to transfer from the Department of Justice a part 
of a given sum which has been appropriated to enable that De- 
partment to perform certain services, which I suppose are de- 
scribed in the act, and to enable it to execute the antitrust law. 

Mr. ALLISON. And in addition to that, also, to consider 
everything connected with interstate commerce, the original act 
of 1887, and all amendments to it. It has a double purpose. 

Mr. BAILEY. It has a double purpose. Now, if you leave 
this language there as it stands in the bill, ‘‘intended by the said 
appropriation,’’ then the money will be available for the Com- 
merce and Labor Department to acquire information as to viola- 
tions of the antitrust law or of the interstate-commerce law, and 
that information, I take it, would be, under the law as it stands, 
filed with the Department of Justice. 

If you desire that this $100,000 shall be used for that purpose, 
to leave the language now employed better accomplishes that ob- 
ject; but if you strike that out and put in the general language 
that this money may be used for the purposes of this Department, 
then the Department could use it for printing or for any other 
purpose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I certainly do not want to do that. I am en- 
deavoring to have the Department of Commerce and Labor dis- 
charge the duties which have been assigned to it, to gather 
information on all the subjects which have been designated. and 
also to participate in or assist in giving light and hunting evidence 
on the question of trusts and the prosecution of trusts. 


Mr. HALE. That is just what they will do with this money. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Then we had better let the language stand as 
it is. 
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Mr. HALE. I think theSenatorisright. I think the provision 
is better as it stands. = 

Mr. RAWLINS. I send an amendment to the desk, to which 
I invite the attention of the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Utah will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 11 on page 67, after the amendment 
already adopted, it is proposed to insert: 

t to Matthew H. Dalley for surveys executed him under 
his pod mms No. 224, Utah, $3,133.92. ” ° 7 

Mr. HALE. The committee will look into that amendment 
and see if it provides for an audited claim. If so, it ought to go 
on the bill; but if not, it ought not to go on the bill. SoI donot 
raise any question of order about it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Let the amendment go on the bill, and I 
think the Senator, on investigation, will find that it is all right. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am inclined to think it is an 
audited claim. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I offer an amendment, to which 
I call the attention of the Senator from Maine, on page 72, after 
line 20. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 20, on page 72, it is proposed to in- 
sert the following: 

Sulphur Springs Reservation, Ind. T.: The Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby directed to appraise, at their actual value at the time of such appraise- 
ment, all town lots upon which there were, prior to July 1, 1902, permanent. 
valuable, and substantial improvements, other than nee or tillage, an 
held by citizens of the Uni States within the limits of the tract of land 
ceded to the United States by the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations at or near 
Sulphur Springs, in the Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T., and pay for the same to 
ouch lot holders, severally, 50 per cent of the appraised value of such lots by 
warrants drawn by tlie retary of the Interior upon the Treasurer of the 
United States, and the amount necessary to pay the same is hereby appro- 
priated from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

For fencing said Sulphur Springs Reservation and improving the same 
for the pu contemplated in the establishment of such reservation, to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, $25,000. 


Mr. HALE. I know nothing whatever about this matter and 
the committee have had no opportunity to examine it. It is 
clearly a case of new legislation, and I am constrained to make 
the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose, if the Senator makes 
the point of order, it lies against the amendment; but it is one 
which ought to have been considered on the Indian appropriation 
bill. It has the approval of the Secretary of the Interior bya 
letter which he addressed, I think, to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, but the Senator in charge of this bill says the commit- 
tee knowsnothing about it. Itried toexplain it to the committee, 
but the trouble seems to be that I did not make myself understood. 

Mr. HALE. I do not mean to say that the committee know 
nothing about it, but we do not know enough about it to justify 
us in putting it on this bill. As the Senator says, the amend- 
ment ought to have gone on the Indian appropriation bill, a bill 
which does not come before the Committee on Appropriations. 

jan PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. KEAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in under the head of ‘‘ War Department.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
on SECRETARY. On page 37, after line 8, it is proposed to 

sert: 

That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended by the 
Princeton Battle Monument Association of New J ersey, under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, to aid in erecting and completing on the battlefield 
ot Princeton, in the State, of New Jersey, a suitable monument: Provided, 

‘hat no part of the sum herein appropriated shall be available until said 
Princeton Battle Monument Association shall have raised an additional sum 
of $30,000, to be expended in the erection of said monument and in the pur- 
chase and improvement of the site: And provided further, That the design 
for said monument shall be approved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if I had not just made the point 
of order on the provision offered by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLarr], I should let this go, but I am constrained to make 
the point of order on the amendment. 

os : PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

_Mr. RAWLINS. I send to the desk an amendment which I de- 
sire to offer, to come in on page 76, after line 3. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 
Pa SECRETARY. On page 76, after line 3, it is proposed to 


For the construction of irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands, 
&s an additional app tion to carry into effect the act of June 17, 1902, 
entitled “An act appro ting the receipts from the sale and di 1 of 

blic lands in certain tates and Territories to the construction of irriga- 

m works for the reclamation of arid lands,” $50,000,000. 


Mr. HALE. That is a little matter, Mr. President, but I feel 
constrained to make the point of order against it. (Laughter. ] 


— PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Maine 
to withdraw his point of order for a moment, until I can make a 
brief explanation of the purpose of this amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I must, out of courtesy, yield to the Senator; but 
the bill is almost through, and I hope the Senator will not con- 
sume much time. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I assure the Senator that Iam not seeking to 
delay the passage of this bill. 

Mr. President, I would not have thought of introducing this 
amendment, but for the discussion which we had on Saturday 
last, arising upon the bank-deposit bill introduced by the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH}. That discussion disclosed the 
fact that there are now locked up in the Treasury of the United 
States some $444,000,000, and it was said that the withdrawal from 
circulation of this vast sum of money was very injuriously affect- 
ing the business interests of the United States. It was pointed out 
that it was necessary to get this money into circulation, and that 
there was but one way of accomplishing that object, the way 
pointed out by the bill under consideration, introduced by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, That way is to deposit these moneys 
in national banks upon the basis of the securities specified in the 
bill containing a provision, which may or may not be retained, to 
the effect that the banks shall pay interest thereon at the rate of 
14 per cent interest per annum. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator will be patient, I am nearly 
through. 

Mr. HALE. I yielded to the Senator because he wanted to 
make some explanation of his amendment. Of course, I can not 
control the Senator; but I hope, after having yielded to him, that 
the Senator will, so far as he can reasonably do so, confine him- 
self to this bill—— 

Mr. RAWLINS. That is decidedly what I am doing. 

Mr. HALE. Because it is being hung up, and I want to get it 
over to the other House and get it into conference. The Senator 
knows how important that is. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Lappreciate the importance of that, and if 
the Senator will be patient, I shall complete my statement in a 
very few minutes. 

It occurred to me, Mr. President, that as the people of the 
United States own an outlying domain, their property of many 
million acres, now of no value for lack of water for its reclama- 
tion and irrigation, and as Congress has already declared by law 
in favor of the policy of the public reclamation of those lands by 
expenditures from the National Treasury, that by the application 
of these moneys, now locked up in the Treasury and not doing 
business for the people, to the construction of irrigation works, 
to the improvement of these lands now belonging to the people of 
the United States, putting them in such shape that they may 
serve the purpose of providing homes for all the people of the 
United States—the people of the East, where the population is 
congested, as well as the people of the West—where every dollar 
advanced will be an accretion to the value of the property belong- 
ing to the United States, in execution of a law which provides 
that when the lands are thus reclaimed and disposed of to actual 
settlers in limited quantities, those settlers shall reimburse the 
Treasury in installments, so that in the end the money will come 
back into the Treasury of the United States—I say that it would 
be far better to take a portion of this surplus money locked up in 
the Treasury, now doing no business, and devote it to this public 
end of great utility, thus benefiting all the people of the United 
States, than it would be to apply it, under the operation of the 
bank-deposit bill now under consideration, to certain banks, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, to be held and 
disposed of by them on terms advantageous to the banks alone, 
under which no poor settler seeking a home and desiring to be- 
come a good and profitable citizen of the United States would be 
able to obtain it; where its benefits will accrue to a very limited 
number who do not need any benefit; where it is a devotion of 
public funds, raised by taxation, to no public purpose—that it 
would be far better to improve this vast domain. 

The States named in the irrigation act passed at the last session 
include about half the territory over which the jurisdiction of the 
United States extends, and if applied as proposed in the amend- 
ment which I have offered this $50,000,000, now serving no pur- 
pose, would pass into circulation; it would go into the hands of 
the people who most need it; it would tend to the upbuilding of 
homes; it would strengthen the Republic; it would add value to 
property belonging to all the people of the United States, and as 
we have the alternative of giving this money—I say ‘‘ giving”’ 
because the contention is that the object of this bill to which I 
have referred is to enlarge the circulation, to increase the 
money—— 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I yield. 

Mr. BURTON. Just a word. I did not quite catch the pur- 
pose of the Senator. It seems to me he must be speaking on 
something else; but the Senator well understands that $50,000,000 
can not be used as provided in hisamendment. He is prejudicing 
the subject of irrigation, is he not? I ask the Senator to reserve 
his speech and put it in on the other bill, if it is on that, because 
he will hurt irrigation, I am afraid. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I do not think I am hurting irrigation; at 
least I will take chances on it. The proposition is to get this 
money, $444,000,000, into circulation. That is the primary object 
of the bill reported by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. BURTON rose. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator will permit me to answer the 
question—— 

Mr. BURTON. We run water through the ditches; we do not 
want to run money through them. Does the Senator want to 
fill the ditches with money? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have no doubt that the constituents of the 
Senator from Kansas would accept a proposition of that kind if 
it were offered; but I have not offered any such proposition. I 
am suggesting a way other than that pointed out by the bill of 
the Senator from Rhode Island by which this money now locked 
up in the Treasury might be gotten into circulation and serve a 
great public purpose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam quite surprised by the Senator’s mod- 
eration, and I suppose he is surprised at his own moderation. 
Why does the Senator simply propose to appropriate $50,000,000? 
Why does he not make it $300,000,000? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Ido not wish to appropriate all the money 
in the Treasury of the United States. The Senator from Rhode 
Island, acting no doubt in the interest of the national bankers 
of the city of New York, because I do not understand that na- 
tional bankers anywhere else want this bill—I myself am inter- 
ested in a national bank, and I have no prejudice against banks— 
is demanding this entire fund for the bankers of the city of New 
York. His modesty is without limitation. I have no doubt that 
the imagination of other Senators from other sections and States 
will conceive methods _ which this money can be taken out of 
the wr ow and applied to advantageous uses. The whole pur- 
pose of this bill of the Senator from Rhode Island is to get the 
money out of the Treasury and put it into circulation, and I am 
acting upon the suggestion of this measure, to which the majority 
of Senators upon the other side seem to be committed. Here is 
over $400,000,000 locked up which can not do business. It seems 
now to be impossible to get it into circulation so as to prevent 
stringency and panic. When put into the banks it passes into 
circulation; the business of the country will be conducted = 
it; values will be fixed and adjusted in relation to it; and when 
so adjusted there will be a superstructure dependent upon that 
as a foundation, and we shall be unable to get the money back 
into the Treasury without destroying that. This money, if dis- 

osed of as provided under the provisions of this proposed legis- 
aben: I take it, can no more be reclaimed, without disaster to 
the country, than can the $143,000,000, which has already been 
deposited in banks by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. President, as it can not be reclaimed, the sole question is, 
To what uses this surplus, so detrimental in now being locked up, 
can be most usefully applied? It has occurred to me that the 
people in the United States who desire to make homes upon land 
now worthless might utilize it, not only to their own advantage, 
but to the public weal. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would be glad to have the Senator from 
Utah state how much money there is now in the Treasury appli- 
cable to irrigation, under the law passed a few years ago. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I regret that I have not accurate information 
upon the subject. Doubtless other Senators have. 

Mr. DUBOIS. About ten millions. 

Mr. RAWLINS. About $10,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Sol understand. Iwant to ask the Senator 
if he does not think ten millions will suffice for irrigation pur- 
poses for the fiscal year? If so, I do not see why we should 
appropriate $50,000,000 now, when we ae a surplus of 
ten millions awaiting the action of those in charge of the irriga- 
tion business. 

Mr. WARREN. Without taking any part in the discussion, I 
desire to say that I think there is much less than ten million in 
the fund. At least I am so informed. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is over $7,000,000, I know. 
aoe WARREN. Seven million would be nearer the number 

bP ten. 


Mr. ALLISON. There is enough there. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowaa 
question. How much of the public moneys have the banks of the 
country now? 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator mean how much of the pub- 
lic money is deposited in national banks? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Thatis what I mean. 

Mr. ALLISON. Every day we see that in the statement which 
is put onour desks. I do not know exactly what it was yester- 
day but it isin the neighborhood of $145,000,000. 

r. PATTERSON. Then I want to ask the Senator if he does 
not think that is about enough forthe banks to have. Ought the 
remainder which is available go to the banks also, or canit not be 
used to better advantage in promoting the industrial interests 
and welfare of the country? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iunderstand there is a bill pending now on 
which that question is being very ably discussed on the other 
side and on this side of the Chamber. The question how much 
ought to be in the banks and how much ought not to be in the 
banks can be discussed upon that bill. I do not want to delay 
the appropriation bill for the purposes of that discussion. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, this is the last and final ap- 
propriation bill. There will be no vehicle by which to convey 
this money to the people of the United States if it is not placed 
upon the pending bill. 

As to the question which the Senator from Iowa propounded 
to me, whether we have not a surplus of seven or ten millions in 
the irrigation fund, I confess I have not the figures. But it is 
nota surplus. That fund is so limited that the Geological Survey, 
which is now making investigations of various os for the 
reclamation of arid lands in the West, has on hand a most serious 
problem. There are some six or eight States seeking the applica- 
tion of this limited fund within their borders, to carry into exe- 
cution important enterprises. If the money is divided among 
the States there will be but a bagatelle to any oneof them. For 
instance, there is the State of Wyoming. The able Senator from 
that State is competent to as to what amount of money 
could be utilized in that State for the reclamation of arid lands. 
Senators from North and South Dakota can speak for their own 
States. The Senator from Idaho can speak for his State. The 
Senator from Washington for his. The Senator from Kansas has 
already indicated that his —— do not want their irrigation 
ditches filled with money, but undoubtedly they would like to 
have them filled with water, which might be ye by money. 

So the whole irrigation scheme has been halted in the attempt 
to administer it for the very reason that the moneys available 
for that purpose are inadequate and will prove inadequate. 
There are two or three enterprises in my State which, if carried 
into execution, would be of immense value to the Government of 
the United States, and yet not one dollar of money will be made 
available out of this fund to initiate the construction of those 
works. That is true also in Idaho and elsewhere. 

I do not want to delay the appropriation bill. Perhaps I am 
not so desirous of delaying the appropriation bill as I am the 
bank-deposit bill. I wish to invite attention to the matter of the 
best method of unlocking the money now tied up in the Treasury. 
It seems to me there are two things which are legitimate subjects 
for the consideration of Congress at this juncture. One is to re- 
duce taxation—to cease to take an excessive amount of money 
from the pockets of the people to be tied up in the Treasury or to 
be disposed of in illegitimate ways. Secondly, to seek public pur- 

ses to which to devote the money in the public Treasury, ob- 
jects to which that money can be applied in accordance with the 
purpose of those who founded the Government—in other words, 
the application of the fund to public uses. 

No one, I take it, by any ingenuity can successfully contend 
that to take money wrested from the people, and now in the 
Treasury, and loan it to a bank—which may be a parent, with 
many branches to be created, to constitute itself a monopoly of 
the banking business of the country—is to devote it to a public 

urpose. ; 
, Mr. President, in addition to what I have already said, I desire 
to have printed as a part of my remarks sections 4 and 5 of the 
irrigation act: 


Sxc. 4. That upon the determination by the Secretary of the Interior that 
any irrigation project is practicable, he may cause to be let contracts for 
the construction of the same, in such portions or sections as it may be ope 
ticable to construct and complete as parts of the whole project, providing 
the necessary funds for such portions or sections are availab ie in the recla- 
mation fund, and thereupon he shall give public notice of the lands irrigable 
under such project, and limit of area per entry, which limit shall represent 
the acreage which, in the opinion of the Secretary, may be reasonably re- 

uired for the suupert of a family upon the lands in question; also of the 
charges which shall be made per acre upon the said entries, and upon lands 
in private ownership which may be irrigated by the waters of the said irri- 

tion project, and the number of annual installments, not exceeding ten 

n which such cha shall be paid and the time when such payments shal 

commence. The said oe be determined with a view of returning 
to the reclamation fund the estimated cost of construction of the project, 
and shall be apportioned equitably: Provided, That in all construction work 
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eight hourg shall constitute a day’s work, and no Mongolian labor shall be 
employed thereon. 

* 5. Thatthe entryman upon lands to beirrigated by such works shall, in 
addition to Eoeeare with the homestead laws, reclaim at least one-half of 
the total irrigable area of his entry for a wn * ne and before re- 


r tent for the lands covered by his entry ll pay to the Govern- 
a ¢io charges apportioned against such tract, as provided in section 4. 
No right to the use of water for land in private ownership shall be sold for 
a tract exceeding 160 acres to any one landowner, and no such sale shall be 
made to any landowner unless he be an actual bona fide resident on such 
land, or occupant thereof residing in the neighborhood of said land, and no 
such right shall Rermeancaty attach until all payments therefor are made. 
The annual installments shall be pe to the receiver of the local land office 
of the district in which the land is situated, and a failure to make any two 

yments when due shall render the entry subject to cancellation, with the 
fopfeiture of all rights under this act, as well as of any moneys already paid 
thereon. All moneys received from the above sources shall be paid into the 
reclamation fund. Registers and receivers shall be allowed the usual com- 
missions on all moneys paid for lands entered under this act. 


It is in furtherance of the policy of these two sections and of 
the execution of this law that I have offered the amendment in 
question. It may possibly be amenable to the point of order 
which the Senator from Maine indicates he will raise against it, 
although it is in execution of existing law. 

If this appropriation is made, the $50,000,000 will not be de- 
posited in banks. It will not draw a cent and a half per annum 
interest. It will construct canals, which will make lands now 
valueless worth $10, $15, or $25 per acre. This enhancement of 
value by reason of this investment of money to this end will in- 
crease the wealth of the country. 

The lands will be disposed of to actual settlers, for which the 
settlers will pay in installments the amount of money proportion- 
ately invested by the Government for the reclamation of the land, 
and the land itself stands as security for the repayment of the 
money. There is a deficiency of money for that now in 
the fund. If the Senator from Maine has any doubt about it, and 
will make inquiry of the Geological Bureau, I think he will be 
so advised. ey have P we for great, useful enterprises which 
can not be carried into effect unless these additional appropriations 
are made. We have no rivers and harbors in my State, and I 
have asked nothing for such purposes. These moneys are piled 
up, and the covetous eyes of men in the East are upon this fund. 

e can not reduce taxation, it is said. 

The monopoly of manufacturing interests, by reason of which 
they exact cach higher prices from the American people consum- 
ing their goods than they exact from foreigners, forces a tribute 
from the American people which goes into the coffers of those 
corporations to the extent of the difference between the price 
they exact from foreigners and that which they exact of the 
American people. These combined interests, which have this 
monopoly by virtue of law, demand that there shall be no reduc- 
tion of taxes, and the people in my State and in other States in 
this country must continue to pay more than is needed to defray 
the expenses of this Government. 

The greed of these monopolies seems to know no end, and they 
have their covetous eyes on this money in the Treasury. They 
have received untold millions which have gone directly from the 
pockets of the people into their coffers. Other money in excess 
of what was needed by the Government has gone into the Treas- 
ury. Now they demand that that which is in the Treasury be 
turned over to them, too. 

_There is plenty of time to discuss these features, because the 
bill of the Senator from Rhode Island is hovering about us, 
patiently waiting to follow on the heels of the present appropria- 
tion bill, and the sole argument upon which it is made to rest is 
the surplus of money in the Treasury. Appropriation bills are 
designed to make a legitimate use of public money in the Treasury; 
and that is the object of this bill. The bill which is to follow 
upon its heels is to make a devotion of public funds to a private use. 

Mr. BAILEY. I can not quite understand what the Senator 
means when he says devoting public funds to a private use; and 
as I support the bill to which he refers, I simply desire to ask 
him a question. Does he believe it is devoting to his profit and 
use the money of the depositors in his bank when they deposit it 
there? The Senator told us that he is interested in a national 
bank. I take it that, like all other national banks, it receives de- 
posits. Does the Senator regard it asa devotion of that money 
to an improper use when the depositors place it there to their 
credit, with the privilege of withdrawing it any hour of any day? 

Mr. RAW. S. I am very glad the Senator has asked me 
that question. If I have money, I have the power and right to 
devote it to any legitimate use, according to my own pleasure, 
without any restriction or qualification. But unfortunately for 
the interrogatory of the Senator from Texas, when money is col- 
lected from the oe under the power of law and placed in the 
Treasury it can be legitimately applied only to the end for which 
this Government was created. 

Mr. BAILEY. I agree to that. 

Mr. RAWLINS. And if the Senator will permit me to go one 
step further, it is no more legitimate for this Government to take 
funds from the National Treasury and deposit them in the treas- 


of a private banking corporation, in order to get it into cir- 
culation, than it would be to take the money from the Treasury 
and put it into the pocket of a private individual. 

The Senator from Texas says the money may be withdrawn by 
the Government at its pleasure. We must not deceive ourselves. 
This is a currency question. I may deposit a limited amount of 
money in a bank, other individuals may do the same, and the 
chances are that it can be reasonably estimated by the bank that 
the daily drafts upon the money deposited by many depositors 
will not exceed a certain percentage of the aggregate amount of 
money deposited. There is devolved upon the bank the necessity 
of keeping only that percentage, or something in excess of it, in 
its coffers. 

But when the Treasury of the United States deposits in a bank 
twenty or thirty or a hundred million dollars—and there is already 
deposited in banks $143,000,000—the money is put into circulation; 
business is fixed with relation to that quantity of money thus in 
circulation; values are adjusted with reference to it, and are de- 
pendent upon the continuance of its volume. If you add $400,- 
000,000 to the money now in circulation, it will stimulate business 
industry; it will enlarge it; it will expand it; values will be en- 
hanced, and already we know that many outside people are 
anxious to know whether this legislation is to pass, desiring to 
buy now in order to avail themselves of the advance of the secur- 
ity or of the property which may result from the passage of this 
bill. When you thus put money in circulation in volumes of two 
hundred or three hundred or four hundred million dollars, you do 
it with the expectation and understanding that values will be ad- 
justed upon that basis, and when you undertake to withdraw it 
next year you will be confronted with the same proposition with 
which you are confronted to-day. If the Treasury should demand 
the return of the $143,000,000 in the banks there would be a crash. 
It would tear away the foundation on which business has been 
done. It would bring more ruin to the people than it would be 
for the Treasury to sacrifice the money. 

So when the Senator from Texas says to me that this is but a 
temporary deposit I say if it is to be a temporary deposit, with a 
full right to withdraw it next week, there is no purpose in this 
legislation. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senators let me pass my little appro- 
priation bill and then renew this entertaining debate? 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator from Maine, with the 

rmission of the Senator from Utah, that I had no thought of 

eading him into a discussion of the currency question. I had 
supposed that this is merely a question as to the disposition of 
money collected, but the Senator had talked about me and other 
Senators who favored this bill as devoting the public moneys to 
private use, and by habit of thought and education that is a little 
objectionabie tome. I thought perhaps he could enlighten me. 
If he can show me that I am voting to devote public moneys to 
private use, I shall be glad to join him in his rather indefinite 
criticism of this bill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I know the principle which actuates the Sen- 
ator from Texas, and I never would impute to him any such in- 
tentional purpose. He views it from the standpoint that it is a 
temporary deposit; that it is still at the command of the Treasury; 
that it is still available, and will be to-morrow or next week or 
next year; that there will be no embarrassment in getting it back. 
I am not able to view it from that standpoint, because when it is 
put into circulation—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me to say that I cor- 
dially agree with him that it would be a serious embarrassment 
if it were withdrawn from the banks and locked up in the Treas- 
ury, just as Inow conceive it will result in serious embarrassment 
to the business of the country if it be withdrawn from the chan- 
nels of trade in the shape of taxes and locked up in the Treasury. 
But I hope that instead of taking it out of the banks and locking 
it up in the Treasury asystem of taxation will be adopted whereby 
the Government will cease to collect a surplus and will gradually 
dispose of the surplus we have and let it be released from the 
banks and go back into channels of trade through expenditure of 
the Government itself. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I notice that the Senator from Maine is a 
little impatient, and I must apologize to him for speaking longer 
than I had originally anticipated; but I wish to add that ordi- 
narily we Democrats especially, and I think many Republicans, 
to do them the honor and credit, favor the economical expendi- 
ture of public moneys, and desire to limit them within such scope 
as will subserve the ends for which the Government itself was 
created. Some Senators seriously combated the policy of enact- 
ing the irrigation law as being rather a stretch of power upon 
our part in disposing of moneys raised by taxation. I shared with 
them in a degree that feeling. But the counterpart of economical 
expenditure is the restriction upon the power of taxation, so that 
no more money will be raised, abstracted from the pockets of the 
people, than is necessary to carry on the Government, honestly 
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and economically administered. 








But we find ourselves in a pre- 
dicament by reason of our tax laws and other things. 

The unexpected prosperity to which our friends upon the other 
side constantly point has filled the Treasury. Now, how are you 
going to get rid of the money? We are relegated to the selection 
of the most advantageous uses to which the money can be de- 
voted. The purpose of this amendment is to point to one use. 
There is an enterprise in my State which, if it had $3,000,000, 
would create $25,000,000 of wealth. It can not be initiated. I 
know of enterprises in the State bordering upon the north where 
the Government could expend money upon its own property to 
the ye of its value while subserving the interests of 
all the people. 

I said I was interested in a bank. My bank does not need it. 
Suppose the bank is given $1,000,000 or $3,000,000. What will 
happen then? We pay a bagatelle in return for it. A man 
seeking a home comes to the bank. He has no security to offer. 
On the other hand, adopt this amendment and what will happen? 
The man seeking a home can find a home. 

The bank will loan the money, if it can get proper security, and 
it will exact 6 or 8 or 10 or 12 per cent. That is the only way the 
money will get into circulation through the bank. But look at 
this proposition. Who will get the money? Any home seeker; 
many people who can not now rear families; who can not give 
their children that degree of education to which they are entitled; 
people who can not have that equal and fair opportunity with 
the rest of their fellow-citizens, and who wish to build up and 
strengthen the Republic in its brawn and muscle and honesty 
and hardihood. Those people desire to become good citizens. 
They desire to establish homes on which the strength and the 
stability of this Republic, together with the perpetuity of its insti- 
tutions, must finally rest. What does sucha persondo? He asks 
the Government to let him take a tract of land, now worthless, to | 
which he will give the necessary brawn and muscle, and he asks 
the Government to provide the other means for its reclamation, 
promising that he will return the money which is thus devoted 
to the creation of his home. The Government loses nothing and 
the public interest is thus subserved. 

I understand a point of order was made against the amend- 
ment. Iask the Senator from Maine not to make the point of 
order against the amendment, but to let the Senate pass upon it 
on its merits. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have already made the point of 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point | 
of order. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, I desire to offer | 
an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert at the proper point 
the following: 

‘That the sum of $1,200 is appropriated to reimburse the people of Indianola, | 
Miss., and vicinity thereof, for moneys expended by them for carrying their | 
mails to and from Heathman, Miss., and for handling and distributing the | 
same, the said reimbursement to be under regulations prescribed by the 
Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order against the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairs sustains the point 
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of order. | 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ments were concurred in. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to | ; 1 _i thou 
* ment I offered. simply extending our irrigation laws and making 
| them applicable to Hawaii, ought to be the legislation we should 
| enact. 


be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SAFE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfinished business be laid 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 7301) to further provide for the 
safe-keeping of public money, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

RIGHTS OF WAY FOR IRRIGATION PURPOSES IN HAWAII, 


Mr. FORAKER. Iask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield 
to me that I may call up the bill (H. R. 11997) granting to the 


Hawaiian Ditch Company, Limited, the right of way over public | 


lands in the districts of North and South Kohala, in the island of 
Hawaii, for the purpose of constructing and maintaining ditches 
or canals and the necessary reservoirs, dams, and the like, for ir- 
rigation and domestic purposes in said districts. It has 
the House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER) is 
entitled to the floor. 
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Mr. TELLER. That bill will create some discussion. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iwas about to say that this bill has now 
been agreed upon. The bill as it passed the House met with very 
bitter opposition. In the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico an amendment was under consideration which was prepared 
and introduced by myself, which I proposed to offer as a substi- 
tute for the bill, and that amendment is acceptable, as I am in- 
formed, to everybody in interest. Itisan amendment which gives 
no advantage to anybody, and I think it is proper that it should 


pass. 

Mr. TELLER. If that is the fact, I shall not antagonize the 
bill. The bill as it came from the House was exceedingly objec- 
tionable. 

Mr. ee It was very objectionable. I was opposed to 
it myself. 

Mr. TELLER. If it goes into conference I am not quite cer- 
tain how it will come out, so that really—— 

Mr. BURTON. I wish to state that this bill simply reenacts 
our law on the subject of irrigation. It is in the exact language 
of our own law. 

Mr. FORAKER. With such changes as were necessary to 
make it applicable in Hawaii, where they have a different land 
system. There is no objection to it on the part of anybody in in- 
terest. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 
— is a matter beyond the jurisdiction of the local legislature of 

awaii? 

Mr. FORAKER. There was an interpretation of the local laws 
at one time to the effect that the authorities of Hawaii had power 
to deal with this question, but the Secretary of the Interior has 
made a ruling to the contrary. Thereupon they came to Congress 
as a matter of necessity in order to get a right to construct an 
irrigation ditch, and the House passed the bill of which I speak. 


| The objection to the bill was that it granted a franchise which in 


its result would have been necessarily exclusive, as I thought. I 
was opposed to that. I thought that it would be sufficient to ex- 
tend the laws now applicable in our Territories to Hawaii, under 
which all would have an even and equal chance, and the substi- 
tute which I propose to offer to the bill is to that effect. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is this ditch to be constructed over Govern- 
ment land? 

Mr. FORAKER. For a short distance it passes through a Gov- 
ernment reservation. Thatis the necessity for coming to Congress 


for legislation. It will be largely upon private land. I think 


when the Senator hears the substitute for it read he will see there 
is no occasion to take any exception to it. I have shown it to all 
the parties in interest, and they have all agreed to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The object of my inquiry was to ascertain if 


_ there was any good reason why we should not leave this matter 
| to the local legislature. 


Mr. FORAKER. The reason why we should not leave it to 
local legislation is that it has been decided that they did not have 
authority to deal with the subject, and it was necessary to come 
to Congress in order to get relief. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand it, there has been a contro- 


| versy between the members of the committee having the bill in 


charge. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. But I understand that all the parties are now 
agreed as to the bill the Senator proposes to present. 

Mr. FORAKER. There was a controversy. I could not agree 
with the majority of the committee. I thought that the amend- 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator is now in favor of the bill which 
he proposes to present to the Senate for consideration? 


| Mr. FORAKER. No; I propose to call up the bill and offer my 


amendment as a substitute, that being now accepted. It is satis- 
factory to all, and everybody is willing to accept it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator will send his 
substitute to the desk and have it read, then the Chair will ask 
whether or not consideration shall be given. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will 


| be read. 
| The Secretary proceeded to read the substitute. 
| Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 


7 r. BURTON. I ask the Senator to allow the substitute to be 
read. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the bill had better be printed and go 
_ over until to-morrow morning. 


| Mr. BURTON. Let it be read first. 


| Mr. TELLER. I am willing that the reading shall be con- 
| cluded so that it may eee in the Recorp, and it need not be 
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Mr. FORAKER. I can explain it to the Senator in a moment. 
I shall not move any amendment to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute 
will be through in one moment. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the sub- 
stitute, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause of 


the bill and to insert: 

That the right of way through the public lands and reservations of the 
United States situate in the Territory of Hawaii is hereby granted, subject 
to the provisions hereinafter named, to any canal or ditch company formed 
for the purpose of irrigation, and duly organized under the laws of the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii, which may hereafter file with the commissioner of public 
lands of the Territory of Hawaii and with the Secretary of the Interior of 
the United States a copy of its articles of incorporation and due proofs of its 
organization under the same to the extent of the ground occupied by the 
water of the reservoir and of the canal and its laterals and 50 feet on each 
side of the marginal limits thereof; also the right to take from the public 
lands adjacent to the line of the canal or ditch material, earth, and stone 
necessary for the construction of such canalor ditch: Provided, That no such 
right of way shall be so located as to interfere with the proper occupation by 
the Government of the United States of any such reservation, and all maps 
of location shall be subject to the approval of the department of the Govern- 
ment of the United States having jurisdiction of such reservation; and the 
privilege herein granted shall not be construed to interfere with the control 
of water for irrigation and other purposes under the authority of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii as may be provided by law. 

Src. 2. That any canal or ditch company desiring to secure the benefits 
of this act shall, within twelve months after the location of 10 miles of its 
canal if the same be upon surveyed lands, and if upon unsurveyed lands 
within twelve months after the survey thereof by the United States, file with 
the commissioner of public lands for the Territory of Hawaii and with the 
Secretary of the Interior a map of its canal or ditch and reservoir; and upon 
the approval thereof by the governor, and attorney-general, and commis- 
sioner of public lands of the Territory of Hawaii, and the approval also of 
the Secretary of the Interior, the same shall be noted upon the plats of said 
lands, and thereafter all such lands over which such rights of way shall pass 
shall be disposed of subject to such right of way. Whenever any person or 
corporation, in the construction of any canal, ditch, or reservoir, injures or 
damages the possession of any settler on the public domain, the party com- 
mitting such injury or damage shall be liable to the party injured for such 
injury or samangs. 

Sec. 3. Thatall rights of way granted under the provisions of this act shall be 
taken and enjoyed subject tosuch terms, conditions, and regulationsas may be 
prescribed by the governor, and - roved_ by the Secretary of the Interior; 
provided the compensation exacted for such a of way, and all rentals or 
revenues or .other monetary payment exacted on account thereof shall not 
exceed 2 per cent of the gross earnings of such company, and shall be paya- 
ble into the treasury of the Territory of Hawaii as revenues of that govern- 
ment to be used for its benefit and oappor’. 

Src. 4. That nothing in this act shall authorize any such canal or ditch 
company to Sconpy any right of way granted hereunder except for the pur- 
pose of said canal or ditch, and then only so far as may be necessary for the 
construction, maintenance, and care of said canal or ditch; and if any section 
of said canal or ditch shall not be completed within six years after the loca- 
tion of the same the rights granted hereunder shall be forfeited as toany un- 
completed section of such canal, ditch, or reservoir to the extent that the 
same is not completed at the date of forfeiture. 

Amend the title to read as follows: ‘An act to grant the right of way 
through public lands in Hawaii to canal and ditch companies formed for irri- 
gation purposes, and to regulate the use of the same.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have been very 
much opposed to the proposition which has been pending here, 
and I have not had time to see how this proposed substitute 
changes the billasit stands. I agree with the Senator from Colo- 
rado that the matter ought to go over until to-morrow morning to 
give us an opportunity to see the proposition submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not any objection to that course, 
although the amendment which is now offered as a substitute 


was introduced here at the last session and has been pending all this | 


while. It received consideration in the committee. The parties 
representing the conflicting interests appeared before the com- 
mittee and they have all of them expressed themselves there, ex- 
cept those who wanted the House bill passed, as satisfied with the 
amendment which is now offered as a substitute. The only diffi- 


culty about accepting the amendment was on the part of those | 
who had secured the legislation which passed the House. They | 


opposed it, and now they have agreed to accept it, and all the 


other parties in interest that I know of have been shown this | 


substitute and they have accepted it. 
This is nothing in the world except a literal copy of our own 


statutes on irrigation applicable to the Territories, with such | 
changes as were necessary to make it applicable to the different | 


condition in Hawaii. For instance, it was required under our 


Territorial law that certain plats and maps should be filed with | 


the register of the land district. They have no register of a land 
district in Hawaii, and therefore the proposed law was so changed 
as to provide that they should be filed in the office of the public 
land commissioner. 

Then, beyond that there is this further provision (and that is 
the only change) that the governor of Hawaii, subject to approval 
by the Secretary of the Interior, shall determine upon what terms 
and conditions a franchise shall be taken by any company in any 
particular case. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 
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Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. As the bill was read I thought I caught some- 
thing providing for some payment from the treasury of Hawaii. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was just proceeding to state that the gov- 
ernor of Hawaii, subject to approval by the Secretary of the 
Interior, will determine upon what terms and conditions any 
franchise under this act shall be taken as to payment to the gov- 
ernment for its support or on any other account, with a limita- 
tion, however, that the compensation exacted shall not exceed in 
any case 2 per cent of the gross earnings. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does it provide for any payment from the 
Treasury in aid of this improvement? 

Mr. FORAKER. No,sir; this Government pays nothing. The 
payment referred to is a payment by the canal company that gets 
the franchise to the government of Hawaii, as a contribution 
toward the support of that government, not exceeding 2 per cent 
of the gross earnings. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yielded to this measure with the understand- 
ing that it would not lead to debate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I know the Senator did. I will let the meas- 
ure go over until to-morrow morning in order that it may be 
read, and I only ask that Senators, bearing in mind what I have 
said, will compare the substitute as offered with our own statute 
on the subject. They will see that they are precisely the same. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In view of what has been said here, 
| I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that I may take just 

one minute to make a statement. 

My opposition to this original proposition was because I under- 
stood that it practically destroyed the rights of a certain charitable 
institution in the Hawaiian Islands called the Bishop Estate. I 
do not understand the facts in the case. 

Mr. KEAN. Will the Senator from Arkansas vield to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio? He has a statement. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. KEAN] 
has just handed me a printed statement, prepared by the repre- 
sentatives of the Bishop Estate, who were before the committee, 
and who, as stated, expressed themselves at that time as satisfied 
with the amendment which I have just offered as a substitute. 
They have sent this statement to the Senator from New Jersey 
only within the last day or two, as I understand it. 

Mr. KEAN. I only received it this morning. 

Mr. FORAKER. It sets forth the objections to the bill. The 
bill which then passed the House is not to be passed, according to 
the proposition now made, but the amendment which I offered 
as a substitute. They state, after summing up the objections to 
the bill, the following: 


A substitute measure has been offered by Senator FORAKER which re- 
moves all of these objections, but it has not yet been reported by the com- 
mittee to which it was referred. 


I did not report it because the committee refused to report it. 
I was the only member of the committee present at the time who 
voted for my own proposition. I did not think fit to makea 
minority report. But 1 know this amendment is absolutely sat- 
isfactory to everybody, and particularly to the people for whom the 
Senator from Arkansas speaks when he refers to the Bishop Estate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In reply to what the Senator has 
just said, I have great faith in the absolute correctness of the 
position taken by the Senator from Ohio all the time, and I have 
| been inclined to be with him in this matter. But the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] hands me this telegram: 

Rumor that Bishop interests have withdrawn objections to Hawaii ditch 


| bill is unfounded. 
ARTHUR 8S. TUTTLE. 


I do not know who Mr. Tuttle is or his relation to the matter, 
| but that is the reason why I thought the matter ought to go over 
until it could be better understood. 

Mr. FORAKER. I can explain that in a minute. The Ha- 
waiian ditch bill is still objectionable to those people, and on ac- 
| count of theircontinued objection to it the people who are urging 
the Hawaiian ditch bill have abandoned it, and after having 
abandoned it they are in favor of the passage of the substitute 
measure which I have offered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator still persists in his objection, 
I will let it go over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the bill go over, and we will 
look at it to-morrow. Iam not willing to take it up at the present 
| time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iaskthe consent of the Senator from Rhode 
Island and of the Senate to have a little House bill of about ten 
lines passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not 
press the request now. I know what his duties are upon confer- 
ence committees, but I feel obliged to decline to yield at present. 
I will see that he gets an opportunity later on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is 
before the Senate. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
has the floor. , 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 
for a moment? : 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Some time back somebody, of whom I know 
nothing, sent me a pamphlet in regard to this Hawaiian ditch 
matter and the interests involved. I have not had time to ex- 
amine it. { received a telegram similar to the one which the 
Senator from Arkansas just read from Mr. Arthur S. Tuttle. 
There must be something about this matter that involves very 
serious interests, and I propose, if the Senate will permit me, to 
have inserted in the Recorp the explanation given by those who 
are opposing the ditch bill. I have not even read it, but all 
Senators will then be in position to read it, if they want to do so, 
in the morning in the Rrecorp. I ask to have it inserted in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. FORAKER. Here isa report on the subject embodying 
that, I suppose, as well as everything else that was taken. It is 
a very lengthy report. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How does the Senator know that it embodies 
this paper? 

Mr. FORAKER. I made the report myself, and I know what 
isin it. I want to say another thing. I was in strict accord with 
all that is in that paper; I opposed the bill myself in the com- 
mittee; but, as the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] ard 
others know who served on the committee, the Kohala di bill 
is one thing, and my substitute for it is another thing altogether. 
The one proposed to grant a franchise to certain individuals 
named. y provision is simply the enactment of a general law, 
and making it applicable to Hawaii, under which anybody can get 
a franchise to construct and maintain a ditch who complies with 
the law, which is just the same thing in its provisions as the law 
now applicable to the Territories. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Colorado yielded to me. 
I made a request, and if it has been refused—— 

Mr. FORAKER. 1 have no objection to the paper going into 
the Recor, if the Senator wants it to appear. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It can do no possible harm. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Car- 
olina asks unanimous consent that a paper which he sends to the 
desk be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is made. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

Objections to the H. R. bill No. 11997 and to the amendment thereto grepens by 
Senator Mitchell, the same granting to the Hawaii Ditch Company, Limited, 
certain land and water rights on the Government lands of Hawaii, Territory 
of Hawaii. 

THE BILL AND ITS AMENDMENTS. 

The bill.—The original bill before the Senate was passed by the House of 
Representatives on March 14, 1902, no representation having been made to 
show that it threatened private interests or that it would be otherwise than 
beneficial to the Territory. It is desi ted as H. R. 11997, and bears the title 
“An act granting to the Hawaii Ditch Company, Limited, the right of way 
over public lands in the districts of North and South Kohala, in the island of 
Hawaii, for the purpose of as and maintaining ditches and canals 
and the necessary reservoirs, dams, and the like for irrigation and domestic 

»9e8 in said districts.” 

e bill first grants a right of way to construct two ditches or other lines 
of water carriers within an area for which an alleged boundary is named and 
which has an area of about 70 square miles, of which the Government owns 
about 42 square r‘iles. This is followed by a further nt of the same priv- 
ileges throughout all the remainder of the districts of North and South Ko- 
hala an’ Hamakue, having an area of about 1,000 square miles, of which the 
Government owns 480 square miles, or nearly one-half. These ditches are to be 
constructed specifically for the purpose of conserving and utilizing “‘waters 
now running waste into the sea.” Permission is also given to construct res- 
ervoirs and to use such material of construction from the public lands as is 
available and as may be required. 

The grant is subjected to the terms of the act of March 3, 1901, chapter 561 
sections 18 to 21, except as to time of completion of the work, which is fix 
at six years from the date when the proposed franchise is granted. It has 
been intimated that this reference to a previous act of Congress is such that 
it secures to the United States a control over the location of the ditches; that 
it insures all settlers upon the public land against damage, and that it does 
not interfere with the control of water by the Territory; but it has been 
shown by the chairman of your committee that the act of Con of the 
date named in the bill had no relation to this subject. The bill also provides 
that the terms under which the water is to be sold shall be subject to the 
direction of the United States district court. The purpose, then, of this bill 
is to give outright in perpetuity to the Hawaii Ditch Company, Limited, and 
without compensation, a clear title to all of the water which is not already 
utilized, which can be collected by two ditches on nearly 500 square miles of 
public lands, the only reservation being im the time of completion of the work 
and the jurisdiction of the court concerning the use by and charge to cus- 
tomers. 

THE AMENDMENT INTRODUCED BY SENATOR MITCHELL. 

This amendment is dated June 9, 1902, and stipulates, asan addendum to 
the original bill, that the Hawaii Ditch Company, Limited, after the comple- 
tion of the works, shall pay to the Territory of Hawaii the sum of at least 

.500 annually, as compensation for the rights granted under the bill, “and 

or the use of the waters of the Territory,” or such other sum, not less than 

$2,500 per year for the first five years after the completion of the ditches, as 
may be fixed upon by the United States district court. It also provides that 
the charges for the sale of water shal) be fixed by the commissioner of public 
lands of the Territory of Hawaii, and binds the See Fg cage ta the for- 
ests and not to divert water from the Waimea watershed. If, in the original 
bill, there was any question as to the ownership and control of the water on 
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the public lands remaining with the territorial officials, this addition re- 

moves all doubt, for its terms not only intimate that the waters upon the 

get lands do now belong to the Territory, but they are forthwith given to 
e Hawaii Ditch Company. 


THE AMENDMENT INTRODUCED BY SENATOR FORAKER. 


‘This practically substitutes for the bill the general law which is now ap- 
a to the right of way granted on public lands toan irrigation company 
nany part of the United States, with the sole exception of Hawaii, modify- 
ing the same by requiring the os of the nt by the Territorial officials 
as well as by the Secretary of the Interior, and also by enabling the Territory 
to exact a compensation for the privileges granted. This amendment hasa 
general application, and ay defines the course to be taken by any com- 
pany desirous of engaging in irrigation; it explicitly leaves the control of 
water to the Territory, as has been the previous practice in such legislation, 
and relates toa grant of the right of way only across the public lands. It 
differs only from the laws which elsewhere apply, partly because of the 
reater familiarity of the Territorial officials with the peculiar characterand 
ormation of the islands, partly because the Territorial authorities are here 
the administrators of the land laws, and partly because of the great value of 


water on Hawaii. 
SUMMARY OF OBJECTIONS. 


1. The bill is misleading. Its title indicates that the grant is to be made 
for the purpose of constructing ditches in north and south Kohala; in the 
text the area is first ifically defined as that portion of those two districts 
and of the Hamakua district lying within certain bounds, those on the east 
and west being of an indefinite character for the purpose of such a grant, 
while the one cn the south is simply a point; this, again, is followed by an ad- 
ditional grant which extends the range to cover the entire three districts of 
north and south Kohala, and Hamakua. Under the amendment the addi- 
tional right to all waters of the Territory in the three districts which are 
not in present use is distinctly conferred. The text contains a reference to 
the provisions of another law which in no wise relates to the rights given, 
but which is so incorporated in the bill as to indicate that the privileges were 
subject to certain conditions protecting other interests. 

2. The bill grants toa c corporation certain extensive land and water 
rights in perpetuity to pultic lands in a distant Territory without giving the 
local officials of that Territory, who are otherwise charged with the admin- 
istration of the public lands, any jurisdiction over the terms of the grant. 
the merits of the claim, or the compensation to be paid, and it ignores a’ 
private interests in the water rights affected. 

8. The bill does not meet with the ap, roval of the local Pen, the 
representatives of which have so place emselves on record. In this state- 
ment they explained that their petition to Congress, under date of Novem- 
ber 14, 1901, in favor of the Hawaii Ditch Company, Limited, wassigned under 
a en of the facts. They express themselves as opposed to 
special legislation of this character, and as favoring a general law. 

4. The policy of the United States Government has heretofore been to 
grant privileges in connection with all public lands, not to individual citizens 
or corporations, but under a general act applicable to any citizen, associa- 
tion, or corporation desirous of the same and complying with the provisions 
of the law. The precedent set by the e of such a bill as is proposed 
will encourage requests for similar individual pons. to the disadvantage of 
the Territorial government as well as of all landowners, compelling the 
oe a secure representation at Washington to insure a protection of their 

nterests. 

5. The pro’ gems is a monopoly and so sweeping in its character that 
the corporation to be benefited by the same is given liberty to appropriate 
lands for its ditches in an area of 480 square a about 18 per cent of the 
total area of the public lands of the Territory of Hawaii, without restrictions 
as to the location, and the amendment to the bill further ostensibly legalizes 
the abstraction of all water which is unused at the present time. 

6. The Hawaii Ditch Company have made no surveys of the Territory and 
no measurements of the stream flow. They have prepared no practical plan 
for the development of a project which will benefit the Territory; and their 
representations do not indicate any familiarity with the results of such ex- 

lorations of the water resources as have been made under the direction of 
he Hawaiian government or with the actual needs of the adjoining districts 


for an eo ey. 

7. The bill, together with the amendment, presents what is apparently a 
claim on the part of the government to all unused waters flowing across tho 
public lands, dis rding the lack of local lawsand of judicial decisions con- 
cerning riparian rights, which would substantiate such assertions. 

It therefore discriminates against those now in possession of such waters 
and forces them into a litigation if they desire to retain the rights which they 
now enjoy. 

8. The principal water supplies in the public lands affected by the bill, after 
leaving such lands, flow across property belonging to the Bernice P. ee 
estate and the Bernice P. Bishop Museum, where they are now partly use 
and where negotiations are in = for so developing them that they will 
be fully used in promoting local interests. If the proposed project of the 
Ha Ditch Company could be carried out, the Bishop interests would be 
subjected to serious damage, partl A the obstruction of surface water be- 
fore it reaches their land and partly y the drying up of the springs which 
now exist on their property. 

9. The ownership by the Bishop interests of the gulches bounding to a 
high elevation on the east and west the richest portion of the water-bearin 
territory for which a franchise is asked by the Hawaii Ditch Company, an 
the lack of power of a private corporation to condemn land, necessitates that 
a ditch, flume, or pipe line can only be brought across this portion of the 
public lands at such a great elevation as to pass the head of these guiches 
where the only water supplies that exist are those tributary to the lands of 
these private interests. Even if the Hawaii Ditch Company the 
ae to condemn private land, the depth of these hes belonging to the 

ishop Estate and to the Bishop Museum, and of other intervening gulches 
on the Government land, is so great as to practically prohibit crossing them 
with any known or used method of caning water. 

10. The mountain water supply on the public lands at the elevation where 
the Hawaii Ditch Company would construct their works has been measured 
and found to be so small in volume during the dry season, when irrigation is 
needed, as to prevent any possibility of success in developing a supp y of ap- 
Ea magnitude. T erent of water that may be developed for use- 

‘ul penpenss on the lands of the Bishop interests in the valleys ismuch larger, 
owing the cropping out of large, steady springs in the gulches, which 
springs maintain the volume during seasons of drought. A supply of water 
can not be yf developed on the Bishop lands in the valleys, if the 
Hawaii Ditch Company project iscarried out, for the reason that there would 
be a loss not only of the surface flow, but also a very serious danger of loss 
in the yield of the springs. The passage of this bill would, therefore, reduce 
the amount of water available for irrigation in the locality. 

ll. The oe which has been shaped out for a ee of the water 
supply on the Bishop lands is both feasible and practicable, and it has been 
laid out to meet the predetermined local needs. © development pro. 


by the Hawaii Ditch Company lacks all such features. 
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The Hawaii Ditch Company is.a corporation organized purely from 
odie: motives and for the purpose of securing a personal profit to their 
stockholders by the sale of the water to be obtained under this grant. The 
Bernice P. Bishop estate and the Bernice P. Bishop Museum, whose proper- 
ties are threatened with serious damage by this bill, are semipublic institu- 
tions, created and maintained purely for educational and philanthropic pur- 
poses. Their interests are those which appeal to and are shared by all good 
citizens. 

IT HAS NOT BEEN THE POLICY OF THE GOVERNMENT TO GRANT FRAN- 
CHISES ON THE PUBLIC LANDS TO CITIZENS, ASSOCIATIONS, OR CORPORA- 
TIONS, EXCEPT IN A GENERAL WAY. 

The joint resolution (55) passed July 7, 1808 (80 Stats., 750), “To provide for 
annexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States,” provided, inter alia,as 

} : 
fol The existing laws of the United States relative to public lands-shall not 
apply to such lands in the Hawaiian Islands; but the Congress of the United 
States shall enact special laws for their management and disposition: Pro- 
vided, That all revenue from or proceeds of the same, except as regards such 
part thereof as may be used or ——— for the civil, military, or naval pur- 
poses of the United States, or may assigned for the use of the local gov- 
ernment, shall be used solely for the benefit of the inhabitants of the 
Hawaiian Islands for educational and other public purposes.” 

The act of Congress of April 30, 1900 (81 Stats., 141), entitled ““An act to pro- 
vide a government ‘for the Territory of Hawaii,” provided, m section 73, 
“that the laws of Hewaii relating to public lands * * * shall continue in 
force until Con shall otherwise direct” (p. 154). 

‘An examination.of ‘the several acts heretofore passed by Congress in con- 
nection with the public lands of the United States, and privileges granted 
therein, will Gieclone that the uniform policy of this Government has'been, 
during the years, not to grant monopolies or to indulge in special legislation, 
but to confer benefits and privileges to citizens or corporations generally 
complying with the terms of the particular act. 

This will appear from ‘the acts of Congress, reference to which is below 
given, and which acts cover all grants of rights of way through or privileges 
or easements in the public lands of the United States. 

The act of March 3, 1875 (18 Stats., 482), entitled “ An act nting to rail- 
roatis the rights of way through the public lands of the United States,” 
granted, in express terms, such right of way to any railroad duly organized, 
etc.. Which should comply with the provisions of the act. 

The act of March 3, 181 (26 Stats., 1095), entitled ‘An act to repeal tiniber- 
culture laws, and for other purposes,” provided in section 18 (p. 1101) that 
“the right of way through the public lands and reservations of the United 
States is hereby granted to any canal or ditch company for the purpose of 
irrigation,” @ organized, etc. 

The act of January 21, 1895 (28 Stats., 635), entitled “An act to permit the 
use of the right of way through the public lands for tram roads, canals, and 
reservoirs, and for other pu .” granted such right, under theconditions 
therein set forth,'to“‘any citizen or association of citizens of the United 
States engaged in 'the business of mining or quarrying er of cutting timber 
and manufacturing lumber.” 

That act was amended by the act of May 14, 1896 (29 Stats., 120), by which 
latter amendatory act the provisions thereof were extended to “any citizen 
or association of citizens of the United States for the purposes of generating, 
manufacturing, or distributing electric-power.” 

The act of y 21, 1896 (29 Stats., 127), entitled “An act to grant right of 
way over the public domain for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and 
Wyoming,” 4 such right.of way’to “any pipe-line company or corpo- 
ration formed for the p of transporting oils, crude or refined,” ete. 

And, finally, fhe act May 11, 1808 (80 Stats., 404), entitled ‘““An act to 
amend an act to it the use of the right of way through public lands for 
tramways, caniin onl reservoirs, and for other purposes,” granted such 
right to “any citizen or association of citizens of the United States for the 
purposes of fu: ing water for domestic, public, and other beneficial uses,” 
and further provided that “‘said rights of way may be used for the purposes 
of water ion for domestic purposes or for the development of 
power, as subsidiary tothe main purpose of irrigation.” 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not want to cut anybody 
else off; but this matter has gone over until to-morrow morning, 
and that is the time to discuss it, and not now. If the Senator 
from Kansas desires t. make any statement, I of course yield. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, in view of the fact that I was 
on the committee and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHELL] 
has not been able for six weeks to be in his seat, except in the last 
day or two, and he was chairman of the committee that investi- 
gated affairs in Hawaii, I should like to say just a word. 

The only objection any of us ever had to the Senator’s amond- 
ment, which probably would have been adopted long ago, was to 
section 8, which isan addition toour law. The whole bill now 
proposed by the ‘Senator from Ohio is practically a reenactment 
of the law which is in force in this country; but section 8 gives 
additional powers to the governor and local authorities there. 
However, amended as now suggested there is no objection to it. 

The representatives who have been trying to get a bill say that 
@ canal can not be built in the islands there because there is no 
existing law. _Now, it is uncertain what the law is. The amend- 
ment as modified by the Senator from Ohio is simply a reenact- 
ment of our law,as Senators will see if they will read our law and 
compare it with the proposed substitute. 

I should like to have said something about the Bishop estate 
while I am on my feet; and I say here and now that neither one 
of the bills affected the Bishop estate one bit, and Iknowit. The 
Bishop estate never was threatened at all by either bill, and no 
man who has investigated it as I investigated it will for a mo- 
ment say 80, Ss he issincere. That is all there is about it. 

I felt like I ought to say this in view of the fact that the Sen- 
ator from Oregon, who is chairman of the committee, is absent. 
However, all that is out of the way, and we are simply trying 
to apply our law ‘to Hawaii. so that anybody can build a canal 
there who wants to build it in compliance with the law, just.as 
if he wanted to build a canal now in Montana or Colorado or 
across the public domain; he would file the maps after making 
surveys, not with the local authorities, but first with the register 


of the land office and then with the Secretary of the Interior, 
and go on and build the canal. 

This is what the substitute, as presented by the Senator from 
Ohio, proposes to do, and it came up by reason of the fact that a 
private bill was asked for, in the first instance, because there was 
no law by which a canal could be built, and all sides have reached 
a conclusion that it is best to enact this law, after section 3 has 
been modified, as it was by the Senator from Ohio. The Senator 
from Ohio proposes not a new bill; his amendment is a verbatim 
copy of our own law. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, for the information of the 
Senator from Colorado and others who may desire 

Mr. TELLER. I donot think I need any information about 
this bill now. If it is a question of the statute, I will say to the 
Senator from Ohio that I myself have in mind the law on that 
question. I do not think anything is to be gained by this discus- 
sion now. The bill has gone over and I mean to look at it, and 
if it is what I now suppose it to be probably there will be no 
trouble, as far as I am concerned, in its passage, but I do not 
care about going into a discussion of the bill now. However, if 
the Senator insists upon it, of course I am not going to object. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not rise to discuss this matter further, 
but 1 thought it would be some accommodation to the Senator 
for me to tell him that he would find the statute of which this 
substitute is almost a literal copy-—— 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator thinks I have not read the stat- 
ute, he does not know what I have been doing for the last thirty 

ears. 
" Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I know the Senator has read 
the statute. I have read the statute,too. But when I undertook 
to look it wp.on Saturday in order that I might have it at hand 
when the bill would be called up, I had a good deal of difficulty 
to find it. There are irrigation laws, and irrigation laws, and 
irrigation laws. 

The particular statute that Irefer to is found on page 946 of the 
Supplement to the Revised Statutes of the United States, Volume 
I, second edition, 1874 to 1891, sections 18 to 21, both inclusive. 
I thought it might be some accommodation to some of the Sena- 
tors who perhaps have not examined the law recently. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the act of 1891, is it not? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is the act of March 3, 1891. 

Mr. TELLER. With any statute concerning irrigation which 
has been passed in the last twenty-six years I am pretty familiar. 
I think I have had as thorough acquaintance with that subject 
as any member of the committee that reports this bill. Im the 
State where I live the irrigation question is.a live question. Itisa 
question of more importance to the agriculturists there than any 
other. 

I do not care now or at any other time to discuss the bill. I 
wish to discuss the bill I was discussing briefly Saturday night, 
when I was taken off the floor by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions which very properly desired to pass a bill, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to my colleague. 


LANDS IN ALASKA, 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disa ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12098) to amend section 1 of 
the act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, entitled ““An act extending the 
homestead laws and :providing for a right of way for railroads in the district 
of Alaska,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
| ‘Jn lines4, 5, 6,and 7, page 1, strike out the words ‘excepting the commu- 

tation provisions thereof,and excepting also the provisions relating to the 
acquisition of title through soldiers’ additional homestead rights.” 

Also in line 13, page 1, after the word “district.” insert the following: 
“except as now provided by law: And provided further, That no more than 
160 acres shall be errtered in any single Sony by such scrip, lieu selection, or 
soldier's additional homestead right: And prewded further, That no location 
of scrip, selection, or right alongany navigable or other waters shall be made 
within the distance of *0 rods of any lands along such waters theretofore 
located by means of any such scrip or otherwise: And provided further, That 
no commutation privileges shall be allowed in excess of 160 acres included in 
any homestead entry under the provisions hereof.” 

Also in line 11, page 2, after the word “proof,” insert “except as to com- 
muted lands as herein provided.” 

Also in line 10, page 38, after the word “years,” insert “or at such date as 
the settler may desire to commute.” 

Also in Tine 18, page 8, after the words “United States,” insert “as hereto- 
fore and herein amended.” 

Also in line 1, page 4, after the word “receiver,” insert “ except $1.25 per 
acre on land commuted.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 





C. D. CLARK, 
ROBERT J. GAMBLE, 

A. J. McLAURIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN F. LACEY, 

F. W. MONDELL, 

F. M. GRIFFITH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists upon 
its amendments to the bill (S. 7414) to increase the limit of cost 
of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 
ong lic buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of pub- 

ic buildings, and for other purposes, agrees to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mrrcer, Mr. GILuet of New 
York, and Mr. BANKHEAD managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 16842) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 17046) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes. 

TERRITORY OF NEW MEXICO, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I suppose there will be no 
more statehood literature. I want to state that during the prog-= 
ress of the debate Delegate Ropry, from New Mexico, addressed 
me a letter, in which he gave attention to certain statements of 
fact as to conditions in the Territory that he represents, made by 
several Senators who opposed the bill. It was my purpose, if I 
had made remarks upon the measure, to have had this letter read, 
but as that opportunity will not arise, believing that common 
justice to the Delegate of the Territory and to the people of New 
Mexico requires that what that Delegate has to say should go 
upon the record, I ask unanimous consent that the letter to me 
be printed in the Rrecorp. 

Mr. KEAN. As a part of the remarks of the Senator from 
Colorado on the statehood bill? : 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; I am quite willing to allow it to be 
part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request made by the junior Senator from 
Colorado? The Chair hears none, and such is the order. It will 
be printed in the REcorp. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

COMMITTEE ON THE PoOsT-OFFICE AND Post-ROADS, 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1903. 
Hon. THomAs M. PATTERSON, 
United States Senate. 

DEAR SENATOR: The action of the opponents on the omnibus statehood 
bill is such that my duty as the voteless representative of about 330,000 peo- 
ple in New Mexico impels me to ask you to cause to be read in the Senate 
this statement in behalf of the people of New Mexico: 

I have lived in New Mexico for twenty-two years. I have traveled over 
every part of it many times. I know whereof I speak, and affirm the follow- 
ing facts as the truth, for the information of Senators and the country; and 
lassert these facts, the census, or any other source of information, to the 
contrary notwithstanding. I assert that no person, even though he or she 
be a citizen of New Mexico, unless he or she travels over it, as I have done, 
can know the vast resources or possibilities of the Territory, much less can 
Senators, who make but a cursory race through the Territory, or who 
never have been there, have any adequate idea of these things. 

I assert that New Mexico has to-day between 330,000 and 350,000 sy le liv- 
ing within its borders, practically all of whom are citizens of the United 
States. This is proved by the fact that we registered at the election in No- 
vember of last year, 1902, 64,000 voters (males only vote in the Territory). It 
is impossible to register much more than three-fourths of our voters because 
of the vast distances they have to travel at times in order todoso. There- 
fore it can safely be estimated, considering that the native families average 
from 7 to 8 per family—even if the people who come from the States will not 
average more than 4—that there is an average of 5 persons to every voter in 
the Territory. Andif we have at least 75,000 voters, that would give usa popu- 
lation of 375,000 people, which is much more than we areclaiming. The census 
was practically not taken atallinthe Territory. Contrary to what has been 
stated here, the people took no interest in it. The more intelligent young 
men were too busy to stop for the sake of the month's wa that could be 
had for doing it, and, therefore, it was taken, as a general thing, by incom- 
petent people. 

Two or 8 cents per capita were paid for enumeration and $5 per day for a 
team to travel over the country. A team in that country costs $10 per day 
in most cases, and as a consequence the enumerators, having a dread of 
violating the law, erred on the sure side and failed to enumerate. In his re- 

ort for 1901, made up shortly after the census was taken, the governor of 

he Territory called attention to this census matter and calculated are, 
ulation of the Territory from data he had then at hand at a little over 296. 
ple, exclusive of Indians. Although since that time the Sore Dae 
fad built within it nearly 1,000 miles of railroad, and has had established 
more than 100 new t-offices for the accommodation of the increasing pop- 
ulation, and 1,271,000 acres of land have been entered as homesteads, the gov- 
ernor, in his report for 1902, for some reason which is not stated, calculates 
the population of the Territory at 246,000 people. I disagree with him, and 
so do many others of the ple of the Territory on that point. 

I assert from a personal knowledge gained from a long residence and from 
an investigation carefully.made that the present population of New Mexico 
is made up about as follows: About three-fifths of its inhabitants are people 
from the States and their descendants, who speak practically no language 
but English. The remaining two-fifths of the people are American citizens 
of Spanish descent, a good one-half of whom speak, read, and write the 
English language reasonably well. The remainder do notspeak English very 


well. A considerable percentage of the pan speak both English and 
Spanish. The statement of the census that there is 32 per cent of illiteracy 
in the Territory is a gross libel upon our people. 

The Territorial superintendent of education made a speech at the Normal 
University at Las Vegas in the month of December, 1902, wherein he stated 
that from the data in his possession and the intimate knowledge he had of 
the yorum, gained not only from his work in his official capacity, but from a 
life-long residence in the Territory, there was not to-day to exceed from 12 
to 15 — cent of illiteracy among the people of the entire Territory. This 
corroborates my own idea gained from my own observation in the Territory. 
There is hardly a person in the Territory more than 10 years of age who 
does not speak some English, and three-fourthsof the people speak it reason- 
ably well. Great stress islaid upon the fact that, owing to the disinclination 
of the people from the States to serve upon juries, interpreters are used ina 
few counties, and this, even though the use of interpreters is fast passin 
away. Iassert that in my twenty-two years of residence in New benles 
never saw or knew of an interpreter being sent intoa jury room but once, 
and even the hearings taken by the Senate subcommittee did not show that 
any interpreter ever knew of its occurring but once or twice. 

The Territory now supports about 90 newspapers. It has a capitol build- 
ing, a university, two normal schools, a military institute, an agricultural 
college, a school of mines, an insane asylum, a deaf and dumb asylum, a peni- 
tentiary, a science hall, and has 15 cities and towns that are modern, up-to- 
date places, each having from one to seven large, commodious stone or brick 
school buildings, costing anywhere from a few thousand to thirty and forty 
thousand dollars each. Last year the Territory collected from taxes and 
other sources of revenue more than a million of dollars for school purposes. 
It has a school population of about 65,000 children. It has in all about 900 
schoolhouses and employs nearly 1,100 teachers. It has more than two mil- 
lions and a quarter of dollars invested in schoo! buildings. 

The legislature now in session will oepene in intelligence with that of any 
State in this Union. The Territory had but two business failures, with lia- 
bilities of $7,300, in the year 1901, out of 2,100 business concerns; and in the 
year 1902, just closed, was the only State or Territory in the nation that did 
not have a single business failure of any kind. The Territory possesses about 
$30,000,000 worth of taxable property, as was shown before the Committee on 
Territories of the House of Representatives. It has about 7,000,000 sheep, 
about 1,250,000 cattle, and hundreds of thousands of horses and other live 
stock, and is confessedly the greatest pasture country in the nation. 

Practically the whole northern half of the Territory is a coal field. Its 
timber tracts are larger than many of the New England States. Its lumber 
product since the taking of the census has increased immensely, and some of 
the largest plants in the world are located there and are now being erected 
there. The Territory's mineral product is never taken account of, but goes 
in as the mineral output of other States, because there are practically no re- 
duction works in the Territory, and its ores are shipped out for treatment. 
The Territory has shipped to the steel works at Pueblo, Colo., from 600 to 
1,000 tons of iron ore per day for the last three years continuously. The Terri- 
tory possesses iron ore in sufficient quantity to gridiron China with steel rails. 
Of the other minerals it has in abundance gypsum, salt, sulphur, lead, gold 
silver, copper, tin, petroleum, and, in fact, soon every product produ 
anywhere else in the nation. 

We protest most emphatically inst the claim that we have reached our 
limit of irrigation. I assert that the Pecos Valley in New Mexico alone has 
an irrigable area larger than the entire area of the State of Massachusetts. 
There was shipped from that valley last year to the Chicago market alone 
more than 200 carloads of fine apples and about an equal quantity was shipped 
into Colorado from the San Juan Valley, in the northwestern corner of the 
Territory. New Mexico took the first prize for wheat and the second prize 
for oats against all the world at the World's Fair in Chicago in 1893. 

The Rio Grande Valley from a few miles south of Santa Fe to El Paso, a 
distance of 250 miles in length by from 1 to 5 miles in width, is every acre of 
it subject to irrigation and cultivation when the flood waters of that stream 
are properly im oounded. Ihave calculated that when the irrigation i- 
bilities of New Mexico are properly exploited there will be under actual irri- 
gation between 10,000,000 and 12,000,000 acres of land, which would then, with 
its other manifold resources, enable it to easily support a population as large 
as the present population of the State of New York. ere still remains 
more than 55,000,000 acres of unappropriated public land in the Territory. 
Criticism has been made of the alleged small quantity of land that is now 
under irrigation in the Territory, but I call attention to the fact that even 
(which I deny) were it true that there is but about 370,000 acres of land under 
irrigation in the Territory, that would be. if the census is right, about 2 acres 
per capita for every man, woman, and child in the Territory, a better show- 
ing, considering that it is irrigated land, 1 acre of which is equal to 4or more 
acres in the East, than is made by any State or Territory in this Union. 

Much has been said about our area, and comparisons have been made as 
to the density of population being lowas compared with Oklahoma: but I 
call attention to the fact that Oklahoma's density of population would be re- 
duced down from fourteen times as dense to not much more than twice as 
dense were Oklahoma's poptilation spread over an equal area. New Mexico 
could give up tothe deserts and to barren rocks a tract of country twice as 
large as the State of New York and still have an area larger than all of New 
England left upon which to support a Ow peepee I assert that there is not 
to exceed a thousand square miles of the vast area of New Mexico that has 
not its uses, either for pasture, for timber, or for minerals. I further assert 
that in the crops which it produces New Mexico, according to her popula- 
tion, surpasses even the great State of New York in the production al evest- 
Gise save, perhaps, the one crop for which New York is famous, that is, 
chestnuts. 

I most emphatically protest against having the good, patriotic, and Chris- 
tian oe of the great Territory of New Mexico made the butt of jokes and 
thoughtless assertions. I object to as them compared with the Indians, 
and to having their patriotism questioned, as has been done. A Senator the 
other day set forth many things which have transpired during the last one 
hundred years all over the world, and which he asserted the New Mexicans 
never heard of, and that they would not hear of his speech save through 
an interpreter. 

Ireply by saying that_one of the most essential things they did hear of 
was that this country’s flag was assailed, and they needed no interpreter to 
inform them of it, either, but went out 6,500 strong and drove the invader 
from their soil. They needed no interpreter when the three Territories who 
are asking for admission raised two-thirds of the President's regiment, went 
with him to Cuba, were with him at Las Guasimas, El Caney, San Juan Hill, 
and Santiago—did their full part os vee Cuba a free flag, and took as large 
a part as any other equal number of troops in the making of a President of 
the United States. 

We protest against our American citizens being called “ Mexicans"—wo 
are all American citizens, entitled to all the rights of every other American 
citizen, although they have long been unjustly denied us—and against the as- 
sertion that our people do not want statehood, and point to the action wo 
took in 21 succeeding Congresses beggin for our rights. We poiut to the rec- 
ord of the 46 bills we have had before Coomrens asking for admission to the 
Union. Wecall attention to more than 50 memorials by our legislatures, our 
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conventions, and our people on file with the Senate and House of Seqpenet 


atives asking that we be granted our rights. We point to the fact that for 
fifty years our land titles remained unsettled, thus retarding our progress. 
We point to the broken pledges of this nation in its treaties and in its liti- 
cal platforms made with us and for our benefit. We point to the fact that 
for thirty years we were a thousand miles away from all adequate commu- 
nication with the outside world, and resent the imputations cast upon us be- 
cause of our lack of progress under such conditions while we were fighting 
the Indians for our very existence. , 

We deny the statement that mining populations and toral pepuieiions 
do not create a State and peat to many examples in the nation where the 
contrary isproven. We object to alleged facts being taken from private 
almanacs and random newspapers to prove slanders against us. e deny 
that the small amount of internal-revenue taxes collected on whisky and 
tobacco among us is any proper indication of our civilization, and assert that 
we have, according to our population, in New Mexico more churches than 
any State or Territory in this Union. We deny that the Mormon question 
cuts any figure with us at all, and we assert that there is not to exceed 500 
Mormons in all of the Territory of New Mexico, and that these people are 
the best kind of citizens as we know them. 

We deny that there is any sentiment whatsoever favoring polygamy or 
bigamy in New Mexico, and we assert that no constitution will ever be 
adopted by the people of the Territory as a State unless it shall have as strong 
an antipolygamy provision in it as can be put in language, as was contained 
in the constitution we adopted in the year 1889, when Congress failed to give 
us an enabling act. Weassert that more than a million of dollars collected 
last year in taxes for schools is a better argument of our progress and morals 
than $50,000 collected as a tax == whisky sold in any one year. We point 
to the fact that we have more than 2,600 miles of railroad in operation and 
400 post-ofhcesin our midst, and that these thingsshow a progress which in pro- 
portion toour population is as good as can be found anywhere in the nation. 

We protest against the use of newspaper interviews dictated 7 those who 
have been among us but a few months, as an argument against the granting 
to us of our rights; and against being called foreigners, and assert that there 
isin New Mexicoasmaller percentage of foreigners in proportion to the popu- 
lation than there is in the State of New York, the State of Indiana, the State 
of Vermont, the State of New Hampshire, or the State of Minnesota. We 
protest against any slurs of any kind or character being put upon the Ameri- 
can citizens of Spanish descent living in New Mexico, who have proven them- 
selves as law abiding, as moral, and as patriotic as any _ le in this nation, 
and who have endured hardships and disadvantages the like of which no 
other people under our flag have ever experienced. 

Our people were taken by conquest into this nation while speaking a 
foreign language and nothing was done for them or toward their education 
for half a century, but instead the revenue laws were enforced against them 
and the money turned into the National Treasury. Even the Indians were 
better treated, in that they were and are now being educated at Government 
expense; our new possessions are having large numbers of teachers shipped 
to them and are being permitted to use their own revenues for their own 
education and betterment. 

We protest against any comparison between our peopte and foreign immi- 
grants coming to the Atlantic coast. We assert that it is unfair and unjust 
that all these foreigners can come to this country and enjoy all the blessings 
of citizenship in five years, when our people have been denied their rights 
for more than half a century. 

We ro against the assertion that the Senators our ple would send 
to the United States Senate would not compare favorably with those from 
other States in this Union; and against the compesioon of our progress with 
thep of the Atlantic coast States and the Middle States,and submit that 
the conditions never were and are not now the same; and we assert that it is 
unfair in the extreme for anybody to make the good and patriotic people of 
New Mexico the butt of questionable jokes when we are here for the twenty- 
second time before Congress making the fight of our political lives for our 
political rights. 

We protest ~~~ having the fact that some of the documents are trans- 
lated into Spanish in the Territory made an argument against the granting 
to us of our rights, and point to the fact that there is notaState in the Union 
but what translates its governor's message and other important documents 
into several languages; and against the fact that one member of our legis- 
lature wished to modify our —— Sunday law being used as an argument 
against our morality, when the fact is that the bill was killed and our good 
law permitted to stand, which is an argument in the other direction. 

nally, we protest against the ex parte examination of Professor Newell, 

and against the statements made in his evidence and against arguments 

upon them, and we ask that our rights be protected upon the floor of 

the Senate in a manner that will comport not only with the dignity of the 
nation but with the rights of our people. 

I subjoin some verses, which I hope will not be construed as another evi- 
dence of our illiteracy. 

NEW MEXICO. 

(G. Cathcart Bronson,] 
We're going to be a State, I say! 
And trust not one will vote us nay, 
We ask a placeamong the stars 
That glow amid the blue and bars 
Of our dear fag, beneath whose wave 
Our sons have battled, true and brave; 
“New Mexico shall be a State!” 


Our mountain peaks all proudly lift 
Their hoary heads from snowy rift, 
And ask in their majestic pride 

That “statehood may not be denied.” 
Our ruby plain bespeaks the breeze— 
An anthem soundeth from the trees— 
Our emerald rivers scintillate, 

“New Mexico shall be a State!” 


Strong in our numbers, true and tried, 
In wealth and enterprise beside; 

And health, the greatest gift of God, 
Exhaleth freely from our sod. 

Yes, we have earned the right to be 

A part of your community! 

We must not, shall not, be denied, 

The consummation of our pride. 


Not after while, but now, we ask 

And we are equal to the task) 

o stand with our fair sisters, all, 
And with them rise or nobly fall! 
Our star of statehood gilds the east; 
Prepared, my people, for the feast; 
Let every hut and villa glow 
With peace and plenty’s gen'rous flow. 


Come, rally round our worthy cause; 

New Mexico rings her applause. 

Come, Roosevelt, brave, and add your seal, 
Nor lend your veto to repeal. 

E’er Senate’s session terminate, 

“New Mexico shall be a State.” 


All of which I respectfully submit. 

B. 8. RODEY, 
Delegate in Congress from New Mexico. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom],I ask unanimous consent 
that, in addition to Delegate Ropry’s letter being printed in the 
RECORD, it be printed as a document for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest made by the junior Senator from Colorado that, in addition 
to printing in the Recorp the paper submitted by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON], it also be printed as a Senate 
document? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I was on my feet to object. 
I do not know what is in this paper. I made no objection to its 
being printed in the RECORD, as is frequently done in such cases, 
but I think I shall object to its being printed as a document until 
I can look atit. If it goes into the Recorp where! can examine 
it, possibly I shall have no objection whatever to its being printed 
asa document. I think that is perhaps the better thing to do, 
so that we may all see it. I thinkI shall object to the request 
until I can examine the paper. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to say to the Senator from Indiana 
that I have carefully edited the letter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have no doubt that will be an additional 
reason why I shall withdraw my objection to its being printed 
as a document when I have an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. With the consent of the Delegate from 
New Mexico, I made some changes in the letter which I thought 
were wise. I think the Senator from Indiana can now have no 
objection either to the tone of the letter or to its contents. It 
was my aim when I went over the letter to expunge anything 
from it that might be objectionable to any Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is very probable that after I have had 
an opportunity of examining the letter I may have no objection 
to its publication as a document. I want to say in this case that 
this is rather an unusual matter, because the Delegate had an 
opportunity to get his remarks into the proceedings of the other 
House in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, without the necessity of 
coming to the Senate and asking to have his observations printed 
as a Senate document and also to have them inserted in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only wish to remark that I myself suggested 
to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrrerson] that it would be 
well to print the paper of Delegate RoprEy as a public document. 
I happen to know Mr. Robey very well. I think heis avery sin- 
cere and candid man; and whilst I do not know what is contained 
in the paper, I think it is just as well that he should have an op- 
portunity to be heard in that way. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have no doubt that the sincerity of Del- 
—_ RopeEyY is equal to his enthusiasm, but I also have no 
doubt-— 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ask for the regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 


PROPOSED VOTE ON STATEHOOD BILL, 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, as the ghost of the statehood bill 
stalks the Chamber again, I rise to request unanimous consent 
that at 9 o’clock this evening, if the Senate be then in session, or, 
if not, immediately upon the convening of the Senate after that 
hour, a vote be taken on the final passage of the omnibus state- 
hood bill and on the amendments then pending or that may then 
be offered, without further debate. I think a vote upon that 
bill—the Senator from Rhode Island will understand my inten- 
tion—will facilitate the public business. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator, before we 
either act or omit to act upon his request, whether this is his fare- 
well request on that subject? [Laughter. } 

Mr. QUAY. Iam not prepared to answer that question, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vannia [Mr. Quay] asks unanimous consent that at 9 o’clock 
this evening a vote be taken upon what is known as the omnibus 
statehood bill, on the amendments then pending, and on the 
amendments that may then be offered. Is there objection to the 
request? 

Mr. QUAY. Or that the vote be taken at the first convening 
of the Senate after that hour if the Senate should not then be in 
session. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from New York [| Mr. Drrew] 
not yet having completed his remarks and the Senator from New 
Jersey |Mr. Kran] not having completed his remarks, I feel con- 
strained to object. 

Mr. QUAY. The remarks of the Senator from New York are 
printed in full in the ConGressionaL Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the request 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. The Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TztLER] is entitled to the floor. 

SAFE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7301) to further provide for the safe- 
keeping of public money, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, before commencing my re- 
marks, I wish to send to the desk and have read an amendment 
which I intend to propose as an additional section to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SecrREeTaRyY. It is proposed to add the following as a new 
section: 


The Secretary of the Treasury may, with the written approval of the 
President, make use of so much of the $150,000,000 of the gold reserve pro- 
vided for the redemption of national and Treasury notes by act of March 14, 
1900, as is not required for the faithful execution of the provisions of that act, 
not exceeding, however, $149.000,000; and the amount not withdrawn 
hereafter be maintained for the redemption of said notes, according to the 
provisions of said act of March 14, 1900. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is already an amendment 
pending, so that this amendment will be an amendment to that 
amendment, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, on Saturday last I was taken 
off the floor, as I have before stated, when I was about to con- 
clude the few remarks I desired to make on this bill. I am not 
now going to take any considerable time. 

I notice that it was stated in the public press this morning that 
some sort of an arrangement has been made for the defeat of this 
bill by continuous speech-making. I want to say, if there is any 
such thing proposed, I am not a party to it; that what I shall say 
will not be with any such view, and I want to add that I know 
nothing of any such arrangemeut as that referred to. 

I stated on Saturday that I have some objections to this bill. 
Those objections were largely based on the ground that the bill 
dealt with a subject which it seemed to me ought to have been 
dealt with more fully and carefully than it has been by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, because I thought some amendments ought to 
have been made, which I understand are likely to be made, but 
not all which I think ought to be made. 

I think it is very reprehensible to bring here in the last hours 
of the session a bill of the character and of the importance of 
that which is now presented to us. We are practically at the 
close of this session, with various appropriation bills to be con- 
sidered, with treaties to be disposed of, and appointments by the 
President to be confirmed or rejected; and yet we are called upon 
to discuss and act upon one of the most important bills which an 
been presented during this session, involving a policy which, of 
course, I know has been in existence for many years, but a policy 
which is to be intensified and broadened, a policy that was born 
of necessity, and I am afraid a policy that will be strengthened 
by the passage of this bill—a policy which I can not see how we 
can get rid of without great detriment to the public interest. 

Mr. President, I do not see the necessity for the immediate pas- 
sage of this bill. The Secretary of the Treasury has practically 
the authority, it seems to me, to put all the money that we ought 
to put out in the way of deposits in the national banks. I doubt 
very much whether he will be able, if this bill becomes a law, for 
the present, at least until the next session of Congress, to materi- 
ally increase the deposits in the national banks. 

If we take no account of the deposits in the national banks, the 
Government has from about seventy to eighty million dollars of 
money which can be used for current expenses or for appropri- 
ations that shall now be made. Funds are coming into the 
Treasury at the rate of about $4,000,000 a month in excess of the 
normal expenses of the Government. 

I saw a statement made in another place which put the surplus 
at $70,000,000. Ithink I made it the other night $78,000,000; but 
I suppose the statement depends upon just when the calculation 
is made. The sums in the banks vary from about a million toa 
million and a half, and the revenues increase and decrease from 
time to time. 

So we start with seventy-five or seventy-eight million dollars in 
the Treasury. We have appropriated $40,000,000 for the Panama 
Canal, and we are about, I suppose, within a few days to appro- 
priat e $10,000,000 more to be paid to Colombia, making $50,000,000 
in the aggregate. Then in the bill that made it possible to take the 
Panama route we appropriated$1 0,000,000 for the work on the canal. 

Of course the last $10,000,000 will not be at once used, but it 
will be set apart as a fund, I suppose, by the Department for the 
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purpose of building the canal, and will not be available for any 
other purpose. So, Mr. President, it seems to me there is not 
any immediate necessity for the passage of this measure. 

It is said that this is a needful measure, because we are grad- 
ually tying up in the Treasury the money that we are collecting 
from the people and depriving them of its use. But we have in 
the National Treasury now as a reserve fund the $150,000,000 of 
which I spoke on Saturday, and in regard to which I have offered 
an amendment that it may be used. I know very well that the 
Senator who has this bill in charge will say that this is a fund 
reserved by law—a sacred fund reserved for what? 

For the purpose of the redemption of the greenbacks and 
Treasury notes amounting, according to the last Treasury state- 
ment, made on the 1st day of February, a copy of which I have 
here, from which it appears that the Treasury notes and green- 
backs amounted to $363 ,000,000 in round numbers, of national-bank 
notes $362,000,000 and a trifle over, or a total of national-bank 
notes and Treasury notes and greenbacks of $725,000,000. That is 
the paper money of this country, against which stands in circula- 
tion or in the Treasury the sum of $1,250,000,000 in gold. If we 
add to that—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator in his calculation has left out 
$400,000,000 of gold certificates. 

Mr. TELLER. No; Ihave not. I am coming to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, the Senator has left it out sofar. I 
beg the Senator’s pardon. The gold certificates were, on the ist 
day of February last, $376,034,814. 

Mr. TELLER. If you put in the gold certificates, which I have 
now accounted for, you will still have a quantity of gold greater 
than the entire amount of commercial papermoney. There is not 
anybody here or anywhere else who believes that it is ne 
to maintain $150,000,000 of gold in the Treasury of the United 
States for the redemption of Treasury notes and greenbacks. I 
will admit that all of the gold certificates that are in circulation 
are a call upon this gold; but they are no more a call upon the 
gold in the Treasury than are the greenbacks, becatise the Gov- 
ernment has to redeem them in gold, and the Government 
has practically redeemed them in gold since 1879. 

I know that at one time in the history of this country there was 
a good deal of fright ae the people as to whether the Gov- 
ernment would be able, if the demand was made in any consider- 
able quantity, to exchange gold for its greenbacks; and for that 
reason, I suppose, we established this reserve of $150,000,000 in 
gold. But aside from that, there is in the Treasury to-day nearly 
$100,000,000 of gold outside of that, which belongs to the Govern- 
ment and which can be used for any purpose for which the Gov- 
ernment sees fit to use this money. 

We are told that we want to enlarge the power of the Govern- 
ment to put money that it has in the Treasury derived from cus- 
toms duties into the national banks for fear there will be some 
day a stringency in the money market that will make a demand 
for more money and the Government will have it locked up there 
and can not use it. 

In the amendment which I offered a few moments ago, I pro- 
pose to allow, in an emergency of that kind, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with the written approval of the President of the 
United States, to use at least $140,000,000 of that money, and that 
thereafter if he did use it, he should maintain a reserve of $10,- 
000,000, instead of $150,000,000. I should like to have some Sen- 
ator stand up here and say as a Senator that he believes there is 
a public necessity to maintain more than $10,000,000 for the pur- 
poses for which you have locked up and devoted $150,000,000. 

What did you think last summer when the Secretary of the 
Treasury was appealing to the national banks for $16,000,000 ad- 
ditional circulation with your $150,000,000 locked up there, hav- 
ing no influence whatever upon the commerce or the credit of the 
American people? I have no reason to suppose that there will 
anything happen that will require this Government to put any 
more money in the national banks than it has there now. 

I think it has as much as ought to be there in normal times; 
but I have no hesitation in saying that if I were President of the 
United States or Secretary of the Treasury and such a condition 
should occur as required it, I would put more money, if I had it, 
in the national banks, so as to get it into circulation and give the 
—_ the benefit of an increased currency and increased circu- 

ation. I have never criticised the Secretary of the Treasury for 
putting that money there. 

With my views on this question, the money ought not to have 
been in the Treasury, but it ought to have been in the hands of 
the people. The Secretary of the Treasury is not responsible for 
that. If there is any responsibility anywhere it rests upon this 
body and the other House. It is the legislative department of 
the Government that is to blame if more taxes are collected 
yearly than ought to be collected, and it is not the fault of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Normally and properly i do not think the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury ought to have anything to do with public affairs in the way 
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of putting money on the market to-day or of drawing it from the 
market to-morrow—that is, yaa it in circulation or withhold- 


ing it from the circulation of the country. There ought to be, if 
possible, a fixed condition as to the amount of money in circula- 
tion, so regulated as the growth of the country and the increase 
of the business of the country might demand that the circulation 
might be increased, unless you are prepared to say that the 
Treasury of the United States shall take in hand this question of 
currency and issue all and the only currency that we have aside 
from gold and silver. 

It would be a very different thing if the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had the power of creating money or issuing money—I speak 
of creating money in the way of issuing it as we did the green- 
backs—and if there is a hundred and fifty millions there that 
ought not to be there, it is a fault which rests on the legislative 
and not on the executive department of the Government. 

I submit now, whatever may have been the views of Senators 
when that money—three years ago, within a few days—was re- 
served and declared a perpetual fund, the time has come when 
we know that it would be a public blessing to allow the President 
of the United States to relax that feature of the law and put that 
money in circulation if the demands of the business of the country 
demand it. 

I have no hope, Mr. President, that that will bedone. Ithought 
when the one hundred and fifty millions was locked up it was a 
mistake. I did not vote for it. I did not believe it was then nec- 
essary to reserve any sum. I believed with the plain declaration 
of the statute that the Government would redeem in gold every 
greenback presented to it, the Administration would always see to 
it that it had gold enough to do that without such a reserve, and 
every Secretary of the Treasury who properly understood his 
business would do that. 

I have one or two other amendments which I want to offer, pro- 
vided one I have offered is not accepted by the chairman of the 
committee, which I have not really any hope of his doing. But 
I desires to say a word or two more about the revenues of this 
Government. We are now collecting each month not far from 
four and a half million dollars of money more than is required 
for the ordinary expenses of the Government. 

On Saturday the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu], 
who has this bill in charge, wanted to know if I would assist at 
the next session in revising the revenue system, to the extent that 
we might reduce this taxation of the people. I am not willing to 
say now that you can reduce very much the revenue and not take 


chances of suffering if business should prove slack or if some con- | 


dition should arise, now unforeseen, in the commercial world. I 
know that to collect $50,000,000 a year more than you need isa 


misfortune in some respects, but it is infinitely better than to col- | 


lect $50,000,000 less than you need. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxuysin the chair). 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does not the Senator remember 
that when we last reduced taxation a good many Senators 
thought we had so far reduced it that there would not be as 
much receipts as expenditures? 

Mr. TELLER. I know that is a fact. I am not ashamed or 
afraid to confess that I shared in that feeling. I was very much 
afraid we had gone so far in that reduction that there would be a 
deficiency instead of asurplus. Iremember that Gen. Fred Grant 
once said it was easier to deal with a surplus than with a deficit. 
_ Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Colorado will bear 
in mind that I made the suggestion to him with this modification, 
that if it should appear in December that the surplus was suf- 
ficient to warrant it, we should join and reduce the revenue. I 
agree with him that circumstances may arise under which, in- 
stead of having a surplus we may have a deficiency. 
part of the fiscal year which has already elapsed we have had a 
surplus of about $32,000,000. If that rate should continue until 
December I am sure all of us will be found cooperating to reduce 
the revenue. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not care to go into that 
subject very extensively. I recall that since I have had a seat in 
this body we came perilously near a deficit, and with it came all 
the suspicions and distrust that always come when the Govern- 
ment is not collecting enough money to pay its current expenses 
and have at least a small surplus. 

I want to treat this subject fairly. I am not complaining now 
that the law was eros made providing for this reduction 
of revenue. I myself, and I am willing to say it, thought at the 
time we were in danger of a deficit under it and not a surplus. 
It is beyond the ken of man so to regulate the revenues that you 
will always have just what you need. That is why I thought 
years ago that we ought to have a law to enable us to pay upon 
our debt any surplus that we might get in the course of business 
in the years to come. 





Does | 


For that | 


Mr. President, we are about to ratify a treaty—I suppose it is 
not out of order for me to speak about what is going to be done 
in executive session. The treaty is public and when we ratify it 
it will put upon us a very large expenditure. I do not care to 

rophesy how much it will be, but it will be a large amount. 
tow much of it will be every year I do not know, but I should 
say anywhere from ten to twenty-five million dollars a year for 
some years tocome. I refer to the treaty with Colombia, and I 
have no doubt that treaty is to be ratified, either before the close 
of this Congress or at a later period. 

You are also about to ratify another treaty, I am told—cer- 
tainly not with my approval, but very likely without it—which 
will take out of the revenues of the Government the first year 
not less than $6,000,000, and before the expiration of my term, 
which commences on the 4th of March, you will live to see 
$10,000,000, and even more than that, taken out of the revenues 
by the reduction of duty on Cuban sugar. 

Iam not in favor of the Cuban treaty, and Iam going to say 
why I am not in favor of it. It will not be out of order, because 
the treaty is a public document which we all have on our tables. 
I am not going to enter upon any line of treaty discussion of which 
the most sensitive Senator can complain. 

The doctrine of reciprocity is one which naturally grew out of 
the protective system. Reciprocity means protection. It means 
protection to the things that we produce and an interchange of 
articles that somebody else produces and we do not. 

When Senators tell me that reciprocity was the doctrine of 
James G. Blaine, Garfield, and McKinley, I want to say that you 
can not find anywhere an utterance of those three men, or of any 
other political economist worthy of note, in favor of a treaty ora 
law for reciprocity in which you concede to your competitors in 

soaernniee something that you do not concede to the rest of man- 

cind. 

Reciprocity, I understand, rests upon this doctrine. There is 
a people who produce something that we do not. We let down 
our bar as to our tariff upon those articles when they bring them 
to our ports, and they let down the tariff bar upon our products 
| when they go to their ports. I refer to noncompetitive articles 
and not competitive articles. Here it is proposed to let in the 
| sugar of Cuba at special and reduced rate. I do not know that I 
can say what a few years ago we said here, that Cuba can produce 
sugar more cheaply than any other country in the world, but I 
will say there is but one place in the world where sugar can be 
produced as cheaply as it can be in Cuba, and that is in the Phil- 
ippine Islands. 

You not only propose that Cuba shall have a reduction of one- 
| fifth of the present tariff duties upon a quantity of sugar which 
last year amounted to 840,000 tons, and will amount this year to 
| a million tons, but you propose to reduce the duty on Philippine 
| sugar, a community that will be able in five or six years—with 
| the encouragement you propose—to raise all the sugar that the 
| American people want. They will raise it by Chinese labor. 
| They have a million of them there now, and with that labor and 
| those whom they will secure by methods which we understand— 
| in violation of law—they will have a labor there to compete with 

the American sugar grower, whether he lives in Louisiana or 
| Colorado, Nebraska or Kansas. 
Mr. President, I said the other day, when somebody intimated 
| that I was not a protectionist, that I had been in favor of the 
| protection of American labor and American capital when brought 
in contact with the cheap labor or cheap capital of Europe. Iam 
just as much in favor of protecting American labor and Ameri- 
can capital against the labor and capital of Cuba as I am of any 
other portion of the world. 

I have never heard the most violent and enthusiastic free trader 
whom [I have known make a proposition so baseless and outra- 
geous as this one, that you will reduce the duty on Cuban sugar 
coming into the United States, and it is not for the benefit of the 
American consumer. 

On the contrary, you admit that it is not for his benefit. Well, 
then, who is? There are only two parties who can. One is the 
man who grows the sugar in Cuba and the other is the man who 
buys at our ports for refining—the sugar trust. If you are hon- 
est and believe that the Cuban is going to get this bounty—for 
bounty it is—then for the first time in the economic history of any 
people in the world it is proposed to give to the Cuban a bounty 
upon a product as to which he is competing with the American 
producer, whether it be of beet or cane sugar. 

I want some man who isin favor of the Cuban treaty to tell me 
if that is not a fair and honest statement of the result of the re- 
duction of the duty on Cuban sugar. If the Cuban gets the 
reduction of 20 per cent, he will get about $7.50 a ton as an abso- 
lute bounty. One of the ways of reducing revenue in this coun- 
| try is by putting down the duty upon Cuban sugar and stimu- 

lating the Cuban planter to increase his product. If he can send 








us this year a million tons, he can send us next year a million and 
la half, and so on, almost indefinitely, and in a few years he will 
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furnish all the sugar we need, and he will furnish it at a rate at 


_ which no man can furnish it in the United States. 


Mr. President, the beet-sugar industry of the great West has 
enabled the farmers in that section of the country to do some- 
thing besides raising wheat and corn. Those farmers have found 
the raising of beets a profitable industry—the most profitable of 
all agriculture. I do not care if the men who make sugar in the 
factories are here saying the reduction of duty on Cuban sugar 
will not hurt the beet-sugar industry of this country. 

They are not the men in whose interests my sympathies have 
been enlisted. I refer to the men who grow the beets on the 
farms. And if the reduction of duty does affect the sugar busi- 
ness, then the manufacturers will make a reduction in the price 


paid to the farmer for the beets. Very likely for some years it | 


may not. It may not just so long as the combination can main- 
tain the price of sugar in the United States, as some of the beet- 
sugar men and importers and the refiners of foreign sugar are 
now banded together to do. 

That is all out of the line of this bill, excepting incidentally 


you may say it will reduce revenue. I have made these few re- | 


marks on this subject simply because I want the country to un- 
derstand that there is no principle of decent reciprocity in this 


proposition. I want them to understand that it is a question | 


whether the American people are now prepared to give a bounty 
to the people who are competing with thousands and tens of 
thousands of American farmers who are raising beets. I think 
myself that the duty might profitably be reduced, but it should 
be reduced to every man who brings sugar to our ports. 

Every foreigner who raises sugar for our consumption should 
raise it on the same basis. The producer of one country should 
have no preference over any other foreign producer when the 
sugar is brought to our ports. But if you say to the sugar grow- 
ers of Jamaica and the islands of the sea, of Java and Madagascar, 
and all over the world, ‘* You must pay seven dollars and a half a 
ton more than the Cuban does when he delivers sugar at our 
ports,’’ you will turn the attention of the Cubans so to raising 
sugar that they will raise nothing else. They can outsell all the 
rest of the world’s sugar producers. 

Mr. President, should the question whether we are to lower the 
tariff on sugar from the Philippine Islands come before the Sen- 
ate, I shall take occasion to say something more upon the ques- 
tion than I have done to-day. I have made these remarks simply 
because I have a very strong belief that we shall not have the 
Philippine tariff bill before the Senate at the present session. 

The question whether we have a right to change our revenue 
system by treaty is one which I would not at this time consider 


it quite fair to debate, because I think if I should take that up I | 


should be charged with a desire to delay the passage of this bill. 
I shall not vote for the pending bill. I do not myself think it 
contains so much danger as some of my associates do. Yet I can 
not bring myself to vote for it as it stands. But I do not desire 
to interfere in any way with the majority of this Chamber. If 
there is a majority for this bill I am willing they should have an 
opportunity to vote on the bill. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I ask the Secretary to read 
the article I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
sends to the desk an article, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

While it is largely a waste of time to refute the base slanders uttered by 


defamers of the Army in the United States Senate, the atrocious statement | 


of Senator CARMACK, a member of that body, on February 9, can not be per- 
mitted to unrebuked. That he, a Senator of the United States, should 
seriously declare that ‘murders by American soldiers in the Philippines 
have become so common that they will not bear investigation” is almost un- 
believable. This wicked libel is the topmost note in all the malevolent chorus 
of misrepresentation with which the “anti-imperialist’’ demagogues have 
assailed the honor and manhood of the United States Army. It is a foul in- 
sult to every patriotic man and woman. It is a vile affront to the national 
sense of truth and justice, and will bring upon its author the blistering con- 
tempt of an outraged people. Senator CARMACK has aserious matter to ex- 
plain to his own conscience. (Army and Navy Journal, February 14, 1908.) 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes- 
see yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CARMACK. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask the Senator from Tennessee to yield to 
me that I may make a personal appeal. 

Mr. CARMACK. I will yield for the personal appeal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is that the Senator make his Philippine 





speech upon the Philippine tariff bill, which is quite likely to fol- | 
low this bill in course of time, and not upon the pending bill. I | 


know the Senator from Tennessee is always courteous and yields 
to requests of this kind when he can, and I hope he will yield in 
this particular case and let us go on with the discussion of the 
nding bill, which, if it is to pass at all, must pass within a very 
ew honrs. 
Mr. CARMACK. I am going to occupy only a very few mo- 
ments in what I have to say at the present time. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Iam very glad to hear it. 
Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, it has not been my habit to 
pay any attention whatever to newspaper detraction or abuse, 
| I have always endeavored, according to the nature of the case, 
either to receive it with all humility and to make it profitable for 
instruction, or else to endure it with patience and serene contempt. 
If the article in question concerned only myself, I should pass it, 
as I have a hundred others, without any notice whatever. 

I take note of it now not to repel any personal attack that has 
been made upon myself, but to deal with it as a pointed illustra- 
tion of a deliberate policy of misrepresentation and misstatement 
_and suppression of the truth on the part of the newspaper advo- 
sates of imperialism. Throughout the whole of this discussion 
they seem to have acted as with a set purpose to overwhelm all 
| legitimate criticism and all plain telling of the truth by the sheer 
force of impudent and industrious mendacity. 

The author of this article pretends to give a precise and exact 
quotation of a passage from a recent speech made by me upon the 
floor of the Senate, and then proceeds to vituperate after the 
fashion of his kind. He could just as easily have given my lan- 
guage as it was uttered; but that, Mr. President, would not have 
| suited his purpose. If he had done so it would have revealed the 

fact that lwas not making an independent statement upon my 

own authority, but that I was giving the purport of an official 
«paper signed by a distinguished judge-advocate in the Philippine 
| Islands in which he recommended that an investigation, then in 
| progress, concerning the murderof prisoners besummarilystopped, 
| on the express ground that, if it were continued, it would estab- 
| lish the truth of the accusation and involve many others in the 
| commission of the same crime, 
If he had told the exact truth, if he had printed my exact 
| language with the immediate context, the author of that article 
knew very well that he could not have disposed of it by simply 
| denouncing it as a *‘ foul insult’’ and a ‘* wicked libel,’’ and, by 
| characterizing the author of it as an ‘‘anti-imperialist demagogue.”’ 
| His readers would have made embarrassing inquiry with resect 
| to the official communication referred to, and they would have 
| asked if it was really true that a judge-advocate of the United 
| States Army in the Philippine Islands had made such an astound- 
| ing recommendation, and if it was really true that this had been 
approved by the commanding general of the army in the Philip- 
pines, and had been acquiesced in and accepted as a satisfactory 
ee mclusion of the investigation by the Department of War. 

If they had investigated it and found that this was the actual 
| truth, that it did not rest, as he would have them believe, upon 
| the malignant vaporings of an “anti-imperialist demagogue,”’ 
but that it was an official fact, officially established, and to be 
| found in the archives of the War Department itself, they would 
| have seen how utterly irrelevant was all this denunciation of 
| every man who dared to ask for information and to tell the plain 
| truth with reference to what has been done and is being done in 
the Philippine Islands. 

I want to say right now, Mr. President, that although this 
astounding communication has been read and commented upon 
with emphasis again and again upon the floor of the Senate, no 
hint of it has ever appeared in any organ of this Administration, 
nor has it ever been referred to by any Senator upon the other 
side of the Chamber. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to read to the Senate the exact lan- 
guage used by me in that speech: 
| It was proposed to make a vicarious sacrifice of a poor private soldier, one 

of the men who, under orders, had executed the prisoners; but when this 
was brought to the attention of the judge-advocate he saw that you could 
| not kill even a private soldier or = him in the prpentany without a trial, 
| and he said that the soldier on that trial would bring out the fact that he 
| acted under the orders of his superior officer, and that the facts developed 


| would implicate too many others. 
So, Mr. President, it was decided—it was officially decided—that there 
| 








were so many engaged in this bloody business that it was better to wink at 
the crime of murdering prisoners of war than to expose the actual condition 
of affairs, and that lame and impotent conclusion was accepted by the War 
Department without a protest. 

he Department itself had ordered an investigation of a charge that 
American officers had murdered prisoners of war. The answer came back 
that there had been so many men engaged in this practice, it was too com- 
mon a practice to bear investigation; and that answer seems to have been 
we satisfactory to our noble and generous and humane Secretary of 

ar. 

I made substantially the same statement at the last session of 
Congress, and it passed unchallenged and undenied. I made it 
again at the present session of Congress and no man denied it. I 
wish now again, Mr. President, for the third time in the presence 
of this Senate to state as briefly as I can the facts in this case. 

First, a letter from a private soldier by the name of Brenner, 
written to his people at home, was published in the newspapers, 
charging that prisoners of war had been murdered after the battle 
of Caloocan. A demand for information was made upon the Sec- 
retary of War and an investigation was ordered by him. Thein- 
vestigation was conducted by Major Mallory, the inspector-gen- 
eral of the district, who made his report to General Otis showing 
that there had been a murder of prisoners, and setting forth the 
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substance of the testimony, strongly implicating a Captain Bishop 
as having ordered the killing of these prisoners, his language in 
stating his own conclusion upon this evidence being as follows: 


The evidence as to whether Captain Bishop was present at the killing of 
the prisoners, as to whether he was appealed to for advice—— 


Mr. RAWLINS. What is the Senator reading from? 


Mr. CARMACK. Iam reading from page 134 of the hearings. 

Mr. SPOONER. Before the Philippine Committee? 

Mr. CARMACK. Before the Philippine Committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the number of the document? 

Mr. CARMACK. Senate Document No. Sol, part 2, Fifty-sev- 
enth Congress, first session. 

4. The evidence as to whether Captain Bishop was present at the killing of 
the prisoners, as to whether he was appealed to for advice, and as to whether 
he made such answer as was construed as advising or suggesting that they 
be killed is conflicting, his assertions in the negative contained in his letter 
hereto appended being at variance with the statements alleged under oath to 
have been made by him on previous occasions. 

It is also shown in that report that a private by the name of 
Putnam admitted that he was one of the soldiers who, acting 
under orders, had killed these prisoners, though he did not re- 
member, or affected not to remember, who gave the order. That 
was the report which was sent to General Otis. These papers 
were sent to Judge-Advocate Crowder for his comment and 
remark. 

And now, Mr. President, comes the astounding part of this 
business, to which I referred in my speech, and which provoked 
the article which I have had read at the Secretary’s desk. 

General Otis in sending these papers to the judge-advocate rec- 
ommended that court-martial proceedings be had against the 





Mr. Davis, representing the New York Sun, and Mr. Bass, repre- 
senting Harpers’ Weekly, had gone in person to General Otis and 
told him that they had themselves seen wounded prisoners of war 
murdered by being stabbed with bayonets, and he did not deny 
the statement. But no effort was made to punish them. That 
letter of his was published broadcast in the newspapers of tks 
United States, and no effort was made by the War Department 
to have an investigation made of the charges. 

It is easy, Mr. President, it is so easy, to denounce Senators as 
liars, slanderers, and defamers of the American Army, and it is 
not so easy to take issue with a plain statement of facts. That 
is what I have demanded that Senators should do. It is easy for 
newspapers to put language into the mouths of Senators which 
they did not utter and omit the important parts of their state- 
ments, and then denounce them as slanderers of the American 
Army. 

No organ of the Administration has ever printed or will dare to 
print this official recommendation made by Judge-Advocate Crow- 
der, to stop an investigation for fear it would prove the truth of 
the charge, or will let its readers know that it was approved by 
the commanding general and acquiesced in without protest by 
the Department of War. 

In the speech I made here, Mr. President, I did not deal in gen- 
eralities. I made specific accusations, no one of which was chal- 


| lenged by any Senator upon the other side of the Chamber except 


soldier who had written the letter revealing these facts and against | 


this private soldier, Putnam, entirely ignoring the grave charges 
against Captain Bishop. 

After Colonel Crowder had considered the matter he wrote 
back to General Otis, stating that if this soldier should be put 


upon trial his only defense would be the order of his superior offi- | ¢ ime 
cer, and the probabilities were that the facts developed would | ; 


implicate many others, and he therefore recommended that no 
further action be taken in this case, and that recommendation 
was approved by the commanding general and it was acquiesced 
in by the Department of War, and that was the conclusion of 
thisinvestigation, which the Secretaryof War himself had ordered. 

I have made this statement now for the third time on the floor 


imperialist papers all over the country as a liar, no Senator upon 
this floor has ever called it in question, and I challenge any one of 
them to do it now. 

That, Mr. President, is a correct statement of this case from the 
official record. 
Crowder into the REecorD as part of my speech, and I will also 
publish the order on that subject. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

The offense of Private Putnam, if he has committed one, is manslaughter. 


His only defense would be a lawful order of his superior officer. If put on 
trial, it is probable that facts would develop implicating many others. I 


doubt the propriety of his trial and am of the opinion that considerations of | 


I will put this recommendation of Colonel | 


one by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], and that 
unsuccessfully in my opinion. I invite them to challenge the 
truth of a single statement I madein that speech. Every charge 
I made rests upon the record and can be proven by the record, 
and when next these newspapers denounce me as having slan- 
dered the American Army lL invite them, if they dare, to publish the 
fact that when an investigation was in progress concerning a charge 


| of the murder of prisoners of war that investigation was stopped 





public policy, sufficiently grave to silence every other demand, require that | 


no further action be taken in this case. 
E. H. CROWDER, 
Lieutenant-Colonel and Judge-Advocate, U. 8. Volunteers. 


[Sixth indorsement. ] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE PACTFIC 
AND EIGHTH ARMY CORPS, 
Manila, July 13, 1899, 


Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army. After ma- 
ture deliberation I doubt the wisdom of a court-martial in this case, as it 
would give the insurgent authorities a knowledge of what was taking place, 
and they would assert positively that our troops had practiced inhumanities, 
whether the charge should be proven or not, as they would use it as an ex- 
cuse to defend their own barbarities; and it is not thought that this charge 
is very grievous under the circumstances then existing, since it was very 
early in the war and the patience of the men was under great strain. Noth- 
ing of the kind has happened of late, and the attendance we give to captured 
and wounded Filipinos is now giving rise to a great deal of comment on the 
part of the friendly Filipinos, who think we carry our kindnesses to an un- 
necessary extent. I hear the best of them criticise our action as the result 
of too much sentiment. 

E. 8. OTIS, 


Major-General Commanding. 


Mr. CARMACK. Now, Mr. President, I say from that it ap- 
pears beyond any question or denial that the policy adopted by 
this Government in the Philippine Islands was to suppress the 
truth wherever an investigation would reveal the fact that crime 
and outrage had been committed. They were not concerned, Mr. 
President, to avoid guilt, but simply to avoid shame. They were 
not trying to suppress crime, but simply to suppress the knowl- 
edge of it from the American people. 

What I have said here is a part of the record in the War De- 
partment itself. No man has ever denied it, and no man can 
truthfully deny it. Isaid again in that speech that distinguished 


newspaper correspondents and the agent and representative of | 
the Associsted Press in the Philippines, Mr. Robert M. Collins; 


upon the express ground that if it were continued it would prove 
the truth of the accusations and involve many others in the 


As I have said, Mr. President, I make that statement upon the 


record. I have made it three different times upon the floor of the 
Senate. It has never been challenged or denied. I have chal- 


lenged and I now challenge any Senator upon the other side of 
the Chamber to make denial of the truth of the statement I have 
made, and I will pauseforareply. [A pause.] None being forth- 


of the Senate, and while for making it I have been denounced in | coming, Mr. President, that is all I have to say. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 


| amendment offered by the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 


BATE]. 

Mr ALDRICH. Iask that the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Several amendments have been 
proposed. The Chair is under the impression that the amend- 
ment proposed by the senior Senator from Tennessee is first in 
order. It will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section the 
following: 

Src. —. That all the laws of the United States imposing any tax on bank 
notes issued by banks or corporations or associations chartered or author- 
ized by any State in the Union be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I expected to have something to 
say on the amendment. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Clay, Heitfeld, Patterson, 
Alger, Cockrell, Hoar, Perkins, 
Bacon, Cullom, Kean, Pettus, 
Bailey, Deboe, Kearns, Platt, Conn. 
Bard, Depew, Kittredge, Quarles, 
Bate, Dillingham, Lodge, Quay, 
Berry, Dolliver, McEnery, Simmons, 
Blackburn, Dryden, McLaurin, Miss. Simon, 
Burnham, Dubois, Mallory, Spooner, 
Burrows, Elkins, Martin, Stewart, 
Burton, Foraker, Millard, Teller, 
Carmack, Gallinger, Morgan, Tillman, 
Clark, Mont. Hanna, Nelson, Wetmore. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mycolleague [Mr. CULBERSON], owing toaspell 
of sickness, has left the city and is now on his way to Texas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-two Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 


RECESS, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that at 6 o’clock the Senate take a 
recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
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of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Senate take a recess 
from 6 o’clock until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Rhode Island for what purpose the recess is desired? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the purpose of transacting the public 
business. 

Mr. DUBOIS. For the purpose of considering the bill now 
under discussion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the purpose of considering whatever bill 
the Senate may wish to act upon, or whatever business may be 
before the Senate at that time, I suppose. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I want to suggest to the Senator from Rhode 
Island at the same time 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that debate is not in order, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest that I trust the Senator will have his 
quorum here and be prepared to keep them in the Chamber. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I inquire upon what question the yeas and 





from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu], that the Senate take a recess 
from 6 until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I appeal to the Senator from Rhode Island 
not to insist upon that. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Rhode Island did not call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is a well-known fact that there is no 
ublic business pending before the Senate at this time, except the 
ill of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order except 

by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let ushave the regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the taking 
of the yeas and nays on the motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas], 
who has been called home by death in his immediate family, and 
therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], and will therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. HEITFELD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Platt]. As I do 
not see him in the Chamber, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi (when his name was called). 
I inquire if the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. Foster] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is inforzsed that the 
Senator has not voted. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I have a general pair with 
that Senator, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Vermont |Mr. Proctor]. I donot 
see him in the Chamber, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Drerricu] and 
yote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a general | 
pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp]. In 
his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name wascalled). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. In 
his absence I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I transfer my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. McComas] to the junior Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Grsson], who is paired with the Senator from Utah 
{Mr. Kearns]. That will enable both the Senator from Utahand 
myself to vote. I vote ‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. KEARNS. That arrangement is satisfactory to me. I 
vote ** yea.”’ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
West Virginia | Mr. Scort] to the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuL- 
BERSON], and vote. I vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. PATTERSON (after having voted in the negative). Iam 
paired on all votes connected with this measure with the Senator 


nays are demanded? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the motion of the Senator 
| 


from Nevada [Mr. Jongs], and so I withdraw my vote, as I be- 
lieve that Senator has not voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the negative). I notice 
that the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL] has not 
are, Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore withdraw 
my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—3, 
Aldrich, Dillingham, Hoar, Proctor, 
Alger, Dolliver, Kean, Quarles, 
Bailey, Dryden, Kearns, mon 
Bard, Elkins, Kittredge, Simon, 
Burnham, Fairbanks, Lodge, Spooner, 
Burrows, Foraker, Millard, Stewart, 
Cullom, Frye, Nelson, Warren, 
Deboe, Gallinger, Perkins, Wetmore. 
Depew, Hanna, Platt, Conn, 

NAYS—14. 
Bate, Clay, Pettus, Tillman, 
Berry, McEnery, Rawlins, Turner, 
Blackburn, Martin, Taliaferro, 
Carmack, Morgan, Teller, 

NOT VOTING—39. 

Allison, Dietrich, Heitfeld, Money 
Bacon, Dubois, Jones, Ark, Patterson, 
Beveridge, Foster, La. Jones, Nev. Penrose, 
Burton, Foster, Wash. McComas, Platt, N. Y. 
Clapp, Gamble, McCumber, Pritchard, 
Clark, Mont. Gibson, McLaurin, Miss. Scott, 
Clark, Wyo. e, McLaurin, 8. C. Simmons, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Mallory, Vest, 
Culberson, Harris, Mason, Wellington. 
Daniel, Hawley, Mitchell, 


So the motion for a recess was agreed to. 
ANTHONY R. RAVENSCROFT. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania yield 
to me for a moment,in order that I may secure consideration of 
a bill which will not consume any time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. QUAY. I yield if the bill does not provoke debate. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6745) for the relief of Anthony 
R. Ravenscroft. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that Anthony 
R. Ravenscroft shall hereafter be held and considered to have 
been honorably discharged from the military service of the United 
States as a captain of the Twenty-second Regiment of Indiana 
Infantry Volunteers on the 22d of August, 1864, by reason of the 
expiration of his term of service, and it directs the Secretary of 
War to issue a certificate of honorable discharge for him in ac- 
cordance with the terms of this act; but no pay or other allow- 
ances shall be due or payable to any person by reason of the pas- 
sage of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARINE FISHERIES ON THE GULF OF MEXICO, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 7285) authorizing, empowering, and 
directing the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to establish in 
the State of Florida, on the Gulf of Mexico, a station for the in- 
vestigation of problems connected with the marine-fishery inter- 
ests of the region. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Commis- 


sioner of Fish and Fisheries to establish at some suitable point in 
the State of Florida, on the Gulf of Mexico, a station for the in- 
vestigation of problems connected with the marine-fishery inter- 
ests of the region, and appropriates $25,000 for necessary surveys, 
purchase of land, erection of buildings and other structures, and 
for the proper equipment of the station. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA, 


Mr. McENERY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1133) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank 
of Louisiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read to the Sen- 
ate for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported by the 
Committee on Claims with an amendment, in line 4, after the 
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word ‘ Louisiana,” to strike out ‘ $342,842.67" and insert | mail for the past day or two, but I intend to see all of it this 
‘* $915,820.89; * so as to make the bill read: evening, and unless there is some good reason for it I shall have 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the pres bo. end heishereby, | nO objection to the bill passing. 


irected t to the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana 89, in full for the Mr. BAILEY. In order to save the time for Senators who 
pone ‘toma dee said bank by the Court of Claims; and the money to pay 


the same is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not r- 





wish to call up uncontested bills, I will withdraw my motion now, 


wise appropriated. but I — = 4 the oe a) . aes a om m a “ 

E i posed to iated | convene I shall move to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

real — onet ecmsormman adit aim ene I am not willing for private interests to obstruct an important 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Two hundred and fifteen thou- | Public improvement in my State. 

sand eight hundred and twenty dollars and eighty-nine cents. Mr. MASON. I do not think the Senator from Texas has a 


monopoly on public interest. Iam just as much interested in the 
public as he is, and while I do not represent his State, I do repre- 
sent people living in my neighborhood who have great interests in 
that State. Ihope the Senator will not charge that I am putting 
forward anyone’s private interest—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply charge that an individual constituent 
of the Senator from Illinois has telegraphed him to hold up this 
bill. I do not mean to charge that the Senator from [linois 
would interfere with the public good to serve a private interest. 
That was not my intention, and I disclaim any such purpose. 
But I do say that a purely private interest there has declined to 
permit the Government to connect with a canal being built, and 
that in holding up this money it is preventing the application of 
public money to a public use. 

Mr. MASON. As I understand the act, it provides a way in 
which the canal or the connection shall be made between these 
two rivers, and that it is satisfactory to the people who are the 
owners of the railroad that ends at Port Arthur. 


JOHN D. CHADWICK. 


Mr. PETTUS. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8186) for the relief of John D. Chadwick. It 
involves almost a hundred dollars of an account proved by record. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to considerthe bill. It proposes to pay toJohn 
D. Chadwick, of Madison County, Ala., $97.04, in full of an ac- 
count held by him against the Government of the United States, 
arising from certain transactions in the administration of justice 
in the Federal courts at Huntsville, Ala. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PINTSCH COMPRESSING COMPANY. 


Mr. KEAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 7283) to amend an act entitled *‘An act to 
permit the Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain 
streets in the city of Washington,’’ approved May 19, 1896, 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment, on page 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘ Commissioners,”’ to 
insert: 

And under the conditions named in said act, approved May 19, 1896. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to permit the Pintsch 
Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washing- 
ton,” approved May 19, 1896, be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding 
a new section, to stand as section 4, as follows: 

“Szo. 4. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized to permit extensions of the pipe lines of the said Pintsch Com- 
pressing Company to reach the site of the union passenger station or the 


Mr. ALDRICH. I object to the further consideration of the 
bill, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
goes over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. QUAY. I am now compelled to insist on my motion for 
an executive session. There are but twenty minutes remaining 
for that business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen nrinutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


CHANNEL IN SABINE LAKE, TEXAS, 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask for the present consideration of a bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the unfin- 
ished business will be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R, 17248) to amend ‘‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved June 13, 1902. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mlinois 
[Mr. Mason] has had a notice placed on this bill that he desired 
to be present when it was considered. 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe the rule which has been adopted pro- 
vides that no business shall be considered by unanimous consent 
in the absence of a Senator who objects. 

Mr. BERRY. No. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course, I should like to oblige the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Mason], but this is a matter of considerable 
consequence to that community. An appropriation of $125,000, 
which has not been used, was made by Congress, and under the 
opinion of the officers of the Department it can not be judiciously 
used because of a proviso in the act. This is simply a bill to 
remedy that defect. It is approved by the Department and was 
reported unanimously from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY. It has passed the House of Representatives? 

Mr. BAILEY. Ithas the House of Representatives, and 
has been reported from the Senate committee with an amendment 
which relates merely to the title. Of course Ido not want to 
take advantage of the absence of any Senator, but there is some 
question about my right to tie up a hundred and twenty-five 
thousand dollars, which is necessary to prosecute a public work, 
merely to—— 


se St Ss SS at tee 


Mr. Mason entered the Chamber. | terminals connected therewith. And the said Commissioners are further 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Here is the Senator from Dlinois. | 2“thorized to permit the relaying of the pipes of said company to accommo- 
Mr BAILEY Here is the Senator from Illinois | date changes in the authorized grades of streets: Provided, That all such 
- . < . ,. Vy We Oe 1c : 


ae ak work shall be done according to regulations to be approved by the said Com- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois is missioners, and under the conditions named in said act, approved May 19, 
now present. The Senator from Texas asked unanimous consent | 15%.” 


for the consideration of a bill, the title of which will be stated. The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 17243) to amend ‘‘An act mak-| The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation | ment was concurred in. 

of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur-| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
poses,” approved June 13, 1902. the third time, and passed. 4 


Mr. MASON. I object to the consideration of the bill. 


RECESS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois ob- =r 


jects. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, under the order 
Mr. BAILEY. If it isin order, I move that the Senate proceed | heretofore made, will now take a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 
to the consideration of the bill. - Thereupon (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 8 


Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Illinois will withdraw | °’clock p. m. 
= eee. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not appeal to the Senator because I know TENTN 
the friends who have asked him to intervene. EVENING SESSION. 

Mr. MASON. I am informed by some constituents of mine The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
that the proposed change in the river and harbor act would, 
in their judgment, work a great hardship to their interests in 





PETITION, 


this locality, I have asked for a statement, so that I could show The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
to the Senator from Texas and others who are pressing the bill | the legislature of Montana, in the nature of a petition, praying 
where it will work this injury to those constituents of mine who | for the enactment of legislation to confirm forest lieu selections 
are heavy investors in his State. I have not been able to see my | made under the act approved June 4, 1897; which was referred 
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to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 


OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, HELENA, MONT. 
Senate joint memorial No. 2. 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

in Congress assembled: 

Whereas the lieuselection clause of the act of June 4, 1897 (30th statutes, 36), 
provides: “That in cases in which a tract covered by * * * a patent, the 

* * owner thereof may, if he desire to do so, relinquish the tract to the 
Government, and may select in lieu thereof a tract of vacant land, open to 
settlement, not exceeding in area the tract covered by his * * * patent,” 
and 

Whereas many citizens of the State of Montana, being desirous of securing 


yublic lands, purchased the rights of owners of lands within certain estab- 
fished forest reserves for the purpose of exchanging said forest-reserve Jands 
for “ vacant land open, to settlement,” as provided by said act; and 


Whereas certain citizens of Montana to the number of 80 or81, approximate- 
ly, residing and living within the limits of the Blackfeet Reservation, em- 
bracing all that portion of the State of Montana lying north of the Missouriand 
east of the Marias rivers, have, by virtue of the surrender to the United States 
of, approximately, fifteen thousand six hundred (15,600) acres of forest-reserve 
lands under said act, ‘vacant land, open to settlement,” but situate within 
the above-described limits; and 

Whereas the State of Montana, through its land department, has also se- 
lected through the same medium, approximately, eight thousand eight hun- 
dred (8,800) acres of * vacant land, open to settlement,” within the heretofore 
deseribed limits; and 

Whereas the honorable Commissioner of the General Land Office, by letter 
of October 20, 1902, did reject forest-reserve lieu selection No. 1149, of rge 
L. Ramsey, embracing 80 acres situated in the district heretofore described, for 
the reason that the act of a7 1, 1863 (chapt. 213, 25 Statutes, 113 to 138), 

provided that lands within said district should be subject to entry under the 

Lcmssetund laws except section 3301, Revised Statutes (Note: This is known as 
the preemption section), the desert-land, the town-site, and the coal and min- 
eral laws of the United States only; and 

Whereas a bill (S. 6339) has been introduced in the United States Senate 
and another (H. R. 15965) has been introduced in the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States, of which the following is the text: 


“A bill to confirm forest lieu selections made under the act approved June 4, 
1897 (30 Stats., 36). 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That all bona fide selections under 
the act approved June 4, 1897 (30 Stats., 36), of lands in Montana which lie 
within the territory opened to entry under the provisions of the act approved 
May 1, 1888 (chap. 213, 25 Stats., 113 to 138), entitled ‘An act to ratify and con- 
firm an agreement with the Gros Ventre, Piegan, Blood, Blackfeet, and River 
Crow Indians in Montana, and for other purposes,’ made prior to the deci- 
sion of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated October 20, 1902, 
in the case of George L. Ramsey, holding that such lands are subject to dis- 

0sal only under the forms of entry provided by the said act of May 1, 1888, 
Le. and the same are hereby, confirmed, no other valid objection to the ac- 
ceptance of such selections appearing;” and 

/hereas nearly all of these lands so selected have been transferred in legal 
form to innocent holders, many of whom have placed permanent and expen- 
sive improvements upon their lands; in many cases have reclaimed, culti- 
vated, and fenced the same; in some cases desert wastes, which before selec- 
tion would grow nothing but scrubby grass, are now, by reason of irrigation, 
in a state of cultivation; and 

Where these innocent purchasers and holders will be placed under almost 
inestimable hardship and privation unless relief is afforded by Congress; and 

Whereas it can not be said that any of these lands have been selected for 
the purpose of timber speculation, for it isa patent and notorious fact that 
there is not a stick of merchantable timber in the whole of the prescribed 
district or limits, but, on the contrary, all of the lands selected therein are 
valuable only for grazing or agricultural purposes, some of the land selected 
being worth intrinsically not more than $1 per acre, except, perhaps, a water 
hole at which m- or cattle might be watered; and 

Whereas the bill heretofore mentioned, now before the Congress of the 
United States, is along the strictest lines of justice and equity, can harm no 
one, and will inure to the benefit of many worthy, although unfortunate, 
settlers: 

Resolved, therefore, That we, your memorialists, the legislative assembly of 
the State of Montana, earnestly pray and petition the Congress of the United 
States to approve said bill, oran equivalent thereof, for the purpose set forth; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of the State of Montana be, and is hereby 
instructed to furnish a copy of this memorial to the President of the United 
States Senate, Speaker of the House of Representatives, and our Senators 
and Representatives, and the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands 
of the United States Senate and House of Representatives. 

¥ W. M. BIGGS, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 


B. F. WHITE 
Speaker of the House. 


J. K. TOOLE, Governor. 


GEORGE H. HAYS, 
Secretary of State. 


Approved February 24, 1908. 
Filed February 24, 1903, at 3.15 p. m. 


GEORGE A. ROGERS. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask consent to call up a little bill of four 
lines, House bill 6703. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. MASON. Will tbs Senatcr withhold that motion, that I 
may present a conference report? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Idaho moves 
that the Senate adjourn. [Putting the question.] The noes ap- 

ar to have it. The noes have it it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. 1 ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate determines not to 
adjourn. 


Mr. WARREN. Inow ask leave to call up the bill (H. R. 6703) 
for the relief of George A. Rogers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyomin 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside ont 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill he has in- 
dicated. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate 
$1,951.01, to pay the damages inflicted upon George A. Rogers, a 
contractor with the Government, while drilling from the lighter 
Daylight, in the East River, New York Harbor, the damages 
being occasioned by the running of the United States torpedo 
boats at an unwarranted and illegal rate of speed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I suggest the lack of a quorum. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll, 

The Secretary called the roll and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Clay, Hanna, Morgan, 
Alger, Cullom, Hansbrough, Nelson, 
Allison, Deboe, Heitfeld, Perkins, 
Bacon, Dillingham, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn, 
Bailey, io Kean, Platt, N. Y. 
Bate, Dubois, Kearns, uay, 
Berry, Elkins, Kittredge, £ ner, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, Lodge, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Foraker, McEnery, Tillman, 
Burnham, Foster, Wash. McLaurin, Miss. Warren. 
Burton, Frye, Mason, 

Clapp, Gallinger, Millard, 


Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. My colleague [Mr. Monry] 
is absent because of sickness. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. My colleague [Mr. Haw ry] is 
absent also on account of sickness. The Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Money] and my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] are paired. I 
make this announcement for the evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. <A quorum is present. The Senate will 
receive a message from the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed. 
the bill (S. 6895) to authorize the promotion of Maj. William 
Crawford Gorgas, a surgeon in the Army of the United States. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 17546) to provide for a Delegate to the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States from Porto Rico; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 12098) to amend section 1 of 
the act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act ex- 
tending the homestead laws and providing for a right of way for 
railroads in the district of Alaska;’’ and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. MASON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16990) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
20, 1904, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
ze agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 6, 7, 8, 9, 17, 21, 
22, 26, 82, 33, 35, 36, and 41. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
— numbered 2, 4, 14, 20, 23, 24, 25, 28, 20, 84, 87, 88, 39, and 40, and agree to 

e same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 2, line 11, after the word “offices,” strike out the following: ‘one at 
$3,500, one at New York, N. Y., $4,000, one at Chicago, IIl., $4,000,"’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: “two at Rae: Provided, That the salary of the 
assistant postmaster at Chicago shall be fixed at $3,500 per annum;”’ and the 
Senate ag to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 2, line 24, strike out the amount named and insert in lieu thereof 
** $04,100; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
<a 10, line 15, strike out the amount named and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “one superintendent of money-order division, one superintendent 
of registry, one superintendent of mails, and one superintendent of delivery, 
at $3,000 each, $24,800; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 10, line 23, strike out the amount named and insert in lieu thereof the 
re **$13,900;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
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Page 12, lines 3 and 4, strike out the amount named and insert ‘two hundred 
| fifty;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 12, line 4, after the word “ dollars,” strike out the amendmentand insert 
in lieu thereof the following: “of which not more than $190,000 shall be ex- 
pended in rental of machines: Provided, That no canceling machine shall be 
rented at an annual rental exceeding the rate now paid A f the Department: 
And provided further, That the Postmaster-General shall, whenever in his 
opinion it is advisable, purchase canceling machines, and shall report fully 
to the next Congress in regard to said machines, whether they should be 

yurchased or rented, all facts connected therewith, and what steps ought to 
be taken to protect the interests of the Government therein; and the Senate 
agree to the same. , 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 14, line 14, strike out “ten’’ and insert “eight; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 14, lines 14 and 15, strike out the amount named and insert ‘nineteen 
thousand two hundred;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 16, line 8, strike out the amount named and insert “ twenty-one thou- 
sand seven;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 17, line 22, strike out in the paragraph all after the words “ Postmaster- 
General” and in lieu thereof insert the following: “ $2,000: Provided, That 
not exceeding $200 of this amount appropriated may used for necessary 
traveling expenses of the First Assistant Postmaster-General within the 
District of Columbia: And provided further, That a sum not exceeding $300 
may be used for the purchase of city directoriesand books of reference;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 23, line 24, after “four,” strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: **Compensation and expenses of United States dele- 
gate to the Universal Postal Congress, to convene at Rome, Italy, not to ex- 
ceed $7,500;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 
25, after line 8, strike out the matter inserted and insert the following: ‘For 
the employment of special counsel to be appointed by the Attorney-General, 
when requested by the Postmaster-General, and at compensation to be fixed 
by the Attorney-General, not exceeding this temporary appropriation, to 
prosecute and defend on behalf of the Post-Office Department all suits now 
pending or which may hereafter arise affecting the second-class mailing 
privilege, $25,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 25, line 9, after the word “items,” strike out the matter inserted and 
insert the tollowing: ‘$1,000: Provided,.That not exceeding $200 of this 
amount appropriated may be used for necessary traveling expenses of the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General within the District of Columbia; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

W. E. MASON, 


A. 8. CLAY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
E. F. LOUD, 
GEO. W. SMITH, 
CLAUDE A. SWANSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. ELKINS. I never can understand one of these reports 
from the reading, and I do not know who else can. I should like 
to ask the chairman of the committee if the provision for Fort 
Scott is stricken out? 

Mr. MASON. It is. 

Mr. ELKINS. 


stored? 
Mr. MASON. It has passed as it came from the House. 
Mr. ELKINS. As to the amendment providing that there 


should be no deficiencies, is that stricken out? 
Mr. MASON. Yes; it has beenstricken out. 
Mr. ELKINS. Iam satisfied, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the report. 
The report was agreed to. 
KENOVA AND BIG SANDY RAILROAD. 


Mr. HANNA. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 16138) granting the right of way to the Kenova 
and Big Sandy Railroad Company through the Government lands 
at Lock No. 2, Big Sandy River, and at Lock No. 3, Big Sandy 
River, both in Wayne County, W. Va. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the 
es as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 

10n, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PORTO RICO. 

The bill (H. R. 17546) to provide for a Delegate to the House 
of Representatives of the United States from Porto Rico was read 
by its title. 

_Mr. FORAKER. 
sideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the qualified voters of Porto Rico shall, on the 
first Tuesday after the first Monday of November, 1904, and every two years 


I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 


Is the provision for $2,000,000 mail pay re- | 


| table, of the Holy Roman Catholic Church in and to any and all real prop- 
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thereafter, elect a Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, whose term of office shall commence on the 4th day of March next 
succeeding the date of his election. Such Delegate shall have a seat in the 
House of Representatives, with the right to debate, but not to vote, andshall 
be entitled to the same compensation for salary and other allowances and to} 
the same rights and privileges as the Delegates from the Territories of the 
United States. No person shall be eligible to such election who is not a 
bona fide citizen and voter of Porto Rico, whois not 25 years of age, and who 
does not read and write the English language. : 

Src. 2. That the Delegate herein provided for shall be elected in lieu of | 
the resident commissioner from Porto Rico to the United States, provided 
for by section 39 of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act temporarily to pro- 
vide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved April 12, 1900: Provided, That all the provisions of this act 
shall apply to the present resident commissioner from Porto Rico to the 
United States. 

Sec. 8. That all acts and pare of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I wish to say one word about 
the bill. 

I am utterly opposed to the bill, as the Senator from Ohio 
knows, and I think my opposition to it is shared by a good many 
Senators upon both sides of the Chamber. The Senator from 
Ohio has an amendment which he desires to offer to the bill, and 
which I think is important, and to which I have no objection 
whatever. I have no objection to the bill coming up in order to 
enable him to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
his amendment. But I want to debate at some length 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to object to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought the Senator said he wanted to de- 
bate it at some length. 

Mr. SPOONER. I shall want to debate the proposition con- 
tained in the bill as it passed the House. 

Mr. FORAKER. On another occasion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not desire to prevent the Senator from 
Ohio from amending the bill by incorporating in it provisions 
which are not objectionable. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope there will be an opportunity to debate 
at length. as the Senator suggests, the proposition embodied in 
the bill. I understand that the Senator is opposed to it, and 
therefore I shall not insist on the proposition as it came from the 
House, but, consent being given to the consideration of the bill, I 
move to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert what 
I send to the desk. 

Mr. BACON. It is recommended by the committee? 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh, yes; it is recommended by the com- 
mittee. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will 
be read. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and to insert: 





Is there objection to the pres- 





That the President is hereby authorized to open, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, a commission of three persons, whose duty it 
shall be to make careful investigation into titles and claims, legal and equi- 


erty situate within Porto Rico and claimed, respectively, by said church and 
the Government of the United States, or the government of Porto Rico or 


| any local or municipal government thereof, and to make findings and con- 


clusions with respect to the said property or any part or parts thereof, and 
to advise such recognition, disposition, and settlement as may to said com- 
mission seem just and equitableand in conformity with the provisions of the 
treaty of Paris. 

The said commission shall make full report of its examinations and find- 
ings, together with its opinion and recommendations, to the President within 
one year after its first sitting; and if the President approve such report, or 
any part thereof, he is hereby authorized and empowered to deliver posses- 
sion to the said church or to the government of Porto Rico, or any local or 
municipal government thereof, any and all real property, or any part thereof, 
described in said report as property which properly belongs to said church 
or said government of Porto Rico, or any local or municipal government of 
Porto Rico, as the case may be; and thereafter any property so delivered by 
order of the President may be registered as church or other property, in ac- 
cordance with the findings and recommendations of said commission and the 
action of the President in pursuance thereof, in the same manner and with 
the same effect as other property of the same kind under the laws in force 
in the said island. ’ 

The commission shall have full power to subpcena witnesses and to com- 
pel the production of all necessary documentary evidence. The commission 
shall be allowed to employ all necessary clerical help. and all the ne essary 
expenses of the commission, including such compensation for cach commis- 
sioner as the President may prescribe, not exceeding, however, the sum of 
$5,000 for each commissioner, shall be allowed and paid on the warrant of 
the commissioners out of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. The commission shall organize at San Juan within sixty days after 
their appointment, and it is hereby made the duty of the governor of Porto 
Rico to Farnteh a suitable place for them to hold their sessions. 

Src. 2. That all the applicable provisions of the natur tion laws of the! 
United States shall apply toand be held to authorize the admission to citi- 
zenship of all persons not citizens who owe permanent allegiance to the 
United States, and who may become residents of any State or organized 
Territory of the United States, with the following modifications: The appli- 
gunaanelh not be required to renounce allegiance to any foreign sovereignty; 












he shall make his declaration of intention to become a citizen of the Unit 
States at least one year prior to his admission; and residence within the jur- 
isdiction of the United States, owing such permanent allegiance, shall be 
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regarded as residence within the United States within the meaning of the five 
yerrs’ residence clause of the existing law. 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of the act peynorel August 30, 1890, being “An 
act to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more com- 
plete endowment and support of the colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts established under the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved July 2, 1862," be, and the same are hereby, extended to Porto Rico. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, empowered to au- 
thorize the construction or extension of any wharf, pier, dolphin, boom, weir, 
breakwater, sea wall, bulkhead, jetty, or other structure on any of the lands 
belonging to the United States which underlie the harbor areas and navi rable 
waters and streams lying in or surrounding the island of Porto Rico an \ the 
islands lving adjacent thereto, and to authorize the filling in or dr i. gof 
such lands, and to authorize any of the above obstructions in the said harbor 
areas and navigable waters and streams: Provided, however, That the plans 
for such work be first recommended by the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. FORAKER. I offer what has just been read as an amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 
there is any provision in the bill changing the status of the Porto 
Rican, granting him citizenship? I heard something of that kind 
read. 

Mr. FORAKER. There is nothing whatever changing the 
status of the Porto Ricans, but there is a provision that they may 
become naturalized. Under the decisions of the court they can 
not now become naturalized under any statute. There is noth- 
ing in the substitute that will affect the question the Senator has 
in mind. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If I caught the reading of the 
bill aright, there is nothing in it as amended about a Delegate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Nothing whatever. That is stricken out. 

Now, Mr. President, if it is in order at this time, I will move 
to amend the title. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is not yet in order. If 
there be no further amendments, the bill will be reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to have the Senator frum Ohio 
explain the provision in the bill about church property. 

ir. FORAKER. The pte is simply that the President 
of the United States shall appoint a commission consisting of 
three persons, who shall be confirmed by the Senate, to hear all 
testimony and everybody interested, and then make a finding of | 
fact in settlement of the question as to title. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, do I understand that the bill 
is before the Senate for consideration now, or on its passage? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is up now for consideration on its merits. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thought the Senator wan‘ed to amend it. in | 
order that it might be printed and let us see whatitis. Who 
can catch the meaning of a four-page bill upon just hearing it 
read from the desk in this way? 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment I have offered I have taken 
simply from a bill that has been Jong pending on a former report. 
and a unanimous report, from the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico. There is a printed report in support of it. 
There is not anything new at all in the proposed substitute. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understood the Senator from Wisconsin to 
say that he intended to discuss this question at some length. 
Otherwise, I should have objected to the bill having been even 
amended, and I object now to its being considered. If I have to 
talk on it I will have to talk; that is all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that it may go over. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the bill may go over until to-morrow, | 
so that we can read it and see what it means. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no objection to the Senator seeing 
what is in the bill. It can go over until to-morrow. | 





Mr. TILLMAN. That is all l want. I want to have an oppor- 
tunity to read it for myself. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iask that the Senator may allow the bill to | 
be reported to the Senate with these amendments, and then it can 
stop there and be ordered printed as amended. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is all right; just so it goes over until | 
morning for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
say that he has other amendments? 

r.FORAKER. No other amendment except to amend the 
title. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate and 
open to amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to —S Senator from Ohio if 
there is any report accompanying the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohiostated 
that there is a ee . 

Mr. FORAKER. What is the question? 
Mr. ELKINS. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 
Mr. FORAKER. There is a printed report accompanying the 


a as reported from the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
ico. 

Mr. ELKINS. Butas to this amendment, which is a substitute? 

Mr. FORAKER. As to this amendment. The bill as it came 
from the House provided that the resident commissioner repre- 
senting Porto Rico here should hereafter be denominated a Dele- 
gate and should have the privilege of the floor of the Honse and 
be treated as Delegates representing Territories. The Senator 
from Wisconsin objected to that provision, and stated that he 
wanted to debate it. Recognizing that it was impossible to de- 
bate it at this stage of the session, I moved to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and to insert as an amendment, by way of 
substitute, the provisions of the bill which had been reported 
favorably some time ago from the Committee on Pacific Islands 
~~ Rico, and in support of which there is a printed report 
on file. 

The amendments as they are now offered provide, first, for the 
settlement of titles to the lands claimed by the Roman Catholic 
Church in the island of Porto Rico, which has been an exceedingly 
troublesome question with which we have been concerned ever 
since the acquisition of that island. We are pursuing the same 
method there as was pursued in Cuba. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Rhode Island will bear 
with me for a moment, I shall detain him but a little longer. 

This is, in the judgment of the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico, where the subject has been long considered, the 
only practical way in which to settle this very troublesome 
question. 

The other provisions of the bill I know the Senator will not ob- 
ject to. One simply provides that the citizens of Porto Rico may 
become naturalized if they wish to come here. Now they are in 
a worse situation than aliens, for aliens may become naturalized 
citizens of the United States and Porto Ricans can not. Another 
amendment, I will say, in order that Senators may have it all be- 
fore them, is a provision that all provisions of law applicable to 
all the Territories of the United States may be extended to Porto 
Rico as to the benefits of the agricultural college law. Under 
that law they would get the same as a Territory gets—that is, 
$25,000 a year for educational purposes in the way of aiding agri- 
cultural colleges. 

The last provision is an amendment which was offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Lopax], providing that the 
Secretary of War shall have authority to grant permits on sub- 
merged lands which belong to the United States for the erection 
of piers and docks and other necessary conveniences. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I simply want to say now that it 
seems to me this commission, if it is going to be appointed for the 
purpose of making a report, should make that report to Congress, 
and if the matter is coming here again I think I shall move that 
amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. I have no objection to having 
it made in that way—that the report shall be made to Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut, then, does not desire that this amendment shall be agreed to 
in the Senate? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No. 

Mr. FORAKER. I simply ask that the amendments be agreed 
to in Committee of the Whole, and the bill as amended be reported 
to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. And that it shall remain open for amend- 
ment, and be taken up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie over. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Georgia will permit me, 
I wish the Chair to explain the parliamentary status of this bill 
for to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be on the Calen- 
dar to-morrow. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And will have to come up by unanimous 
consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; or by motion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Weil, one or the other? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is correct. 


REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION, 
Mr. PENROSE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immi- 
— of aliens into the United States, having met, after full and free con- 

erence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
- That Gee Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 5, 9, 28, 29, 38, 

, and 42. . 

That the House recede from its d ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 
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50, 51, . 
7%, 76. 77, 78, 79, 


25, 26, 27, 30, 31, 52, 53, 54. 


55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 
80.81, 82, 88, 84, 85, 86, 87 
105. 108. 207, 208, 109, 120) 114, 115, and agree to me. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 98 and agree to the same with two amendments, as follows: 
~ On page 24, line 12, after the word “deported,” strike out the words “in 
all cases the burden shall be on the alien to show clearly and beyond adoubt 
that he is entitled to land.” o . ed ; 

On page 25, line 2, strike out the words “ Provided, That nothing in this 
section or in this act shall be construed to prevent the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury from arranging from time to time, and it shall be his duty so to arrange 
in accordance With existing contracts with railroad and steamship companies 
in foreign contiguous territory, or in accordance with such contracts as he 
may enter into in the future with such or other transportation lines, for the 
oxaminationand paymentof head tax of aliens landing at ports in said foreign 
contiguous territory and destined for the United States. Such examination 
to be held at such ports or places in said foreign contiguous territory as the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury may designate. Such examination shall, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, dispense with the necessity for 
further examination at United States border ports under this act;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 29, line 21, after the word “and,” insert the word “if;” after the 
word “it” strike out the word “seems” and insert the words “is proved;” 
and in line 23, after the word “came,” insert the words ‘‘and is so certified 
by the examining surgeon at the port of arrival;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 30, line 16, after the word “prescribe,” change the colon to a period 
and strike out the words “ Provided, 'That no such person shall be allowed to 
enter as an immigrant;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

BOIES PENROSE, 

CHAS. W. FAIRBANKS, 

H. C. LODGE, 

A. 8. CLAY 

A. J. McLAURIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

W. B. SHATTUC, 

ROBERT ADAMS, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Will the Senate agree to the 


% 
3 
2 
= 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
conference report? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think a very brief state- 
ment ought to be made concerning this report. I confess I am 
in the same predicament that every other Senator is when a re- 
port of this kind is made. 

Mr. LODGE. As the chairman of the committee was unable 
to be present at the whole of the conference and I was there dur- 
ing the entire conference, if it is agreeable to the chairman, I will 
explain the matter. 

Mr. PENROSE. I wish theSenator from Massachusetts would 
make a statement in regard to the matter. 

Mr. LODGE. The conferees have agreed substantially on the 
bill as it passed this body. ‘The educational clause is stricken out 
entirely. The House agreed to take the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and they have agreed to all the essential Senate amend- 
ments. The amendments from which the Senate receded are a 
half dozen small verbal amendments of no importance to the bill. 
I can not say more except that it is a bill with which the Senate is 
entirely familiar, and that all of the important amendments which 
were discussed here have been agreed to by the House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just an inquiry. 

Mr. LODGE. If there is any special amendment about which 
the Senator would like to ask, I will tell him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Just one inquiry, and then I will be 
through. I have no disposition to delay the matter a moment. 
I notice that the proviso on page 35, which was a portion of a 
Senate amendment, has been stricken from the bill. I think I 
myself, perhaps, might answer the question, but I wish to have 
the Senator assure me that the elimination of that proviso from 
the bill does not prevent the Secretary of the Treasury in his dis- 
cretion from having examinations made at the ports of St. John, 
New Brunswick, Quebec, Halifax, and other seaports. 

_ Mr. LODGE. It does not. That point was raised particularly 
in conference, and in order to make sure we asked the solicitor 
of the Department in regard to it, and he said it had no effect 
whatever, The proviso was simply stricken out because it was 


a all that it contained being in another section of the 
vi], 


Mr. GALLINGER. With that statement I am content, but I | 


simply wish to make the suggestion that. in my judgment, this is 
a bill which is going to make a good deal of trouble. I think 
there are a good many insidious things in the bill which have not 
been exploited during the limited time we have had in which to 
discuss it. But of course that can not be taken up now, and with 
this simple statement I am content that the conference report 
shail be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE FOR SOUTH CAROLINA. 


_Mr. BACON. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
Clary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7445) to provide for the 


| 
| 
| 


| 44, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 56,57, 


appointment of a district judge for the western judicial district 
of South Carolina, and for other purposes, to report it favorably 
with an amendment, and to ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Georgia how many judicial districts there are now in South 
Carolina? 

Mr. BACON. This bill does not create any new judicial dis- 
trict. There are now two judicial districts in South Carolina; 
but there is only one judge. It is desired to have a judge for 
each district. 

Mr. MALLORY. As I understand, there are two judicial dis- 
tricts and only one judge? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Do I understand the Senator from Georgia to 
say that there are now two judicial districts in South Carolina? 

Mr. BACON. There are now two judicial districts, and there 
have been since 1823. 

Mr. SPOONER. And only one judge? 

Mr. BACON. And only one judge. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is for an additional judge? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; a judge for the western judicial district. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, on 
page 1, section 1, after the word “‘ shall,’’ at the end of line 5, to 
strike out “‘ reside at Greenville, S. C., and in the said western 
district shall; ’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the President of the United States, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, shall appoint for the western judicial district of South 
Carolina a district judge, who-shall possess and exercise all the powers con- 
ferred by law upon district judges of the United States, and who shall, as to 
all business and proceedings arising in said western district, succeed to and 
possess the same powers and perform the same duties as are now possessed 
— by the district judge for the two judicial districts of said 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT BRIGHAM, 


Mr. QUAY. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1517) for the relief of Robert Brigham. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Robert Brigham, late postmaster at Franklin, Pa., $2,266.89, 
that being the amount lost throngh the failure of Venango Na- 
tional Bank, where the money was deposited by order of the Post- 
master-General. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16910) making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
#0, 1904, aud for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
are agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
tohiows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 14, 15, 18, 19, 20,21, 
22 24, 37,5354, 62, and 74. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,2,3, 4,5,6,7,8,9, 11, 12, 13, 6,23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 32, 35, 39, 40, 43, 
58,59, 60,61 ,63, 64, 65,66, 67 , 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 75, 16, 77, 78, 
78, 89,31, $4, and 85, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
enate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
testore the matter stricken out; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement te the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 17, and agree to the came with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$i,245,520;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$130,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$37,000; and the Senate agree to the 
sume. 

That the House recede from its disagreemrent to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 31, and agree to the sume with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out of said amendment “for the establishment in the State of Cali- 
fornia of experiment stations” and in lieu thereof insert ‘in cooperation 







t 


-_ 


with the experiment station of the State of California;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $35,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
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Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $290,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $674,930; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$312,860; and the Senate agree to the 
same. ° 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$350,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert **$170,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $212,480;" and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 39 of the bill, in line 18, after the word “ thousand,” strike the words 
“five hundred;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered &2,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “*$65,000;"" and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 83, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; 
In licu of the sum proposed insert **$35,000;" and the Senateagree tothesame. 

REDFIELD PROCTOR, 

H. C. HANSBROUGH, 

WILLIAM B. BATE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. W. WADSWORTH, 
E. 8. HENRY, 
JOHN 8. WILLIAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


JAMES W. FOLEY. 


On motion of Mr. HANSBROUGH, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
the papers in the case of James W. Foley, accompanying Senate bill 1460, 
Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, copy of same having been left in the 
files, as provided by clause 2, Rule XXX. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17493) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Cannon, Mr. BARNEY, and Mr. LIVINGSTON managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17493) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal -year ending 
June 30, 1903, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and 
asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
Haz, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


PORTLAND, VANCOUVER AND YAKIMA RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of Senate bill 7425. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall not object to the consideration of the 
bill of the Senator from Minnesota, but I desire to give notice 
that after that bill is disposed of I shall call for the regular order. 
I feel that I must do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will allow me to call up a 
little bill, the consideration of which I have been requested to 
secure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill referred to by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] will be read to the Senate 
for its information, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill (S, 7425) authorizing and empower- 
ing the Secretary of War to locate a right of way for and granting 
the same and a right to operate and maintain a line of railroad 
through the Vancouver Barracks and Military Reservation, in 
the State of Washington, to the Northern Pacific Railway Com- 
pany; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. ae : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘ Reserva- 
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tion,” to insert “‘if in his judgment it can be done;"’ in line 8, 
before the word ‘‘ purposes,”’ to strike out ‘“‘any”’ and insert 
‘‘military;’’ on page 2, after the word “‘ granted,”’ at the end of 
line 1, to insert *‘during the pleasure of Congress;’’ in line 2, 
after the words ‘‘to the,’’ to strike out ‘* Northern Pacific Rail- 
way Company” and insert “ Portland, Vancouver and Yakima 
Railroad;’’ after the words ‘‘State of,’’ at the end of line 4, to 
strike out ‘‘ Wisconsin ’’ and insert ‘‘ Washington, its successors 
and assigns;’’ and in line 12, before the words “‘ by the Secretary 
of War,”’ to strike out ‘‘ submitted to and approved”’ and insert 
‘* prescribed; ’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empowered to locate 
a right of way, not exceeding 100 feet in width, through the lands of the 
Vancouver Barracks and Military Reservation if in his judgment it can be 
done in such a manner as not to interfere with the uses of said reservation 
for military purposes by the United States; and when said right of way shall 
be so located it is hereby granted during the pleasure of Congress to the 
Portland, Vancouver and Yakima Railroad, a corporation organized under 
the laws of the State of Washington, its successors and assigns, for the pur- 
pose of constructing a railroad and telegraph line thereon: Provided, That 
the said right of way and the width and location thereof through said lands 
the ompenee therefor, and the regulations for operating said railroa 
within the limits of the said military reservation so as to prevent all damage 
to public property or for public uses shall be prescribed by the Secretary of 
War prior to any entry upon said lands or the commencement of the con- 
struction of said works: Provided also, That whenever said right of way shall 
cease to be used for the purposes aforesaid the same shall revert to the 
United States. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to amend the amendment in line 3, on 
page 2, after the word *‘ Yakima,’’ by striking out “ Railroad” 
and inserting ‘‘ Railway;’’ so as to read ‘‘ Portland, Vancouver 
and Yakima Railway.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I heard some reference to Wisconsin in that 
bill. 

Mr. NELSON. That wasa mistake. It should be the State 
of Washington, and that correction has been made. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. NELSON. Iask that the title be amended so as to cor- 
respond with the changes which have been made in the bill. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill authorizing and 
empowering the Secretary of War to locate a right of way for and 
granting the same and a right to operate and maintain a line of 
railroad through the Vancouver Barracks and Military Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Washington, to the Portland, Vancouver and 
Yakima Railway Company, its successors and assigns.”’ 


NATIONAL BANK RESERVES. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7659) to amend section 1 of 
an act entitled ‘An act to amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, and for other purposes,” having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2, 3, and 4. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the word “thirty,” inserted by said amendment, insert the word 
“twenty-five;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

W. B. ALLISON, 

NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


CHARLES N. FOWLER, 
E. J. HILL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 

Cc. W. COLEHOUR. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask unanimons consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7361) for the relief of 
C. W. Colehour. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask for the regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island demands the regular order. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will yield to me to pass this 
little bill. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield to the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pre- 
sent consideration of the bill named by the Senator from [llinois? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to C. W. 
Colehour, his legal representatives or assigns. $1,020 for shelter- 
ing and subsisting Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Spain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 16990) making a for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 6703) for the relief of George A. Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 6745) for the relief of Anthony R. Ravenscroft; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia. 


SAVE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I now ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7301) to further provide for the safe- 
keeping of public money, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bare]. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, I hope the 
Senator from Rhode Island will not raise any objection to the 
request I am going to make. I have tried to get the floor for a 
considerable while, but Ihave been unable to doso.. A numberof 
other bills have been passed without objection, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that the regular order may be temporarily laid 
aside and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 6225) in aid of the common schools of Mississippi. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is evident that that bill can 
not become a law, as it is a Senate bill. I think we had better go 
on with the consideration of the regular order and after a while 
there may be an opportunity to take up the Senator’s bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island demands the regular order. 

I did not understand what 


Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. 
the Senator said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said the bill named by the Senator from 
Mississippi was a Senate bill, and could not become a law at this 
session. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. 
we are considering a Senate bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; but I hope it will become a law. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. And I hope the bill I have 
called up will become a law, and I think there is about as much 
hope for mine as there is for the bill of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. [Laughter. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill named by the Senator from Mississippi retains its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the little colloquy between the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] has made, as sometimes happens in 
small fissures, accidental disclosures and immense revelation 
of what is going on in this body to-night. There is evidently an 
arrangement made by which the bill that is now before the Senate 
is to be passed through the other House under a rule for its con- 
sideration, and that there is nobody in that House, particularly 
. Democrat, who will ever be permitted to have a word to say 
about it. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to offer an amendment to this bill, 
which I should like to have read and printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 


Is not the Senator’s bill that 


The SkcrETARY. After line 14, on page 3, it is proposed to in- | 


sert: 


Said national banking associations shall preserve said deposits of public | 
money separate and apart from the other moneys of said associations and 
other moneys in their possession or custody, and on loans of said public | 


money made by them shall in no case charge or receive interest at a greater 
rate than 4 per cent per annum. 


The PRESIDENT protempores The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I should like to know the exact 
parliamentary situation of this bill in respect of the amendments 
that have been adopted, and I would ask that they be stated. 
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They have not been printed separately, and I want to know what 
they are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Quite a number of amend- 
ments have been offered. All the committee amendments have 
been agreed to, and the pending amendment is that offered by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. And the bill is now in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and open to further amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
now in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; and thereis one pending. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Are there not more amendments already 
presented than can be entertained at one time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No additional amendments 
would, of course, be now in order. The Chair said that the ques- 
tion before the Senate was on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. TI notice, Mr. President, that the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] has just submitted an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida 
simply submitted it to have it printed. The amendment will 
have to be offered. It has not been offered for action. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. SolIunderstood. I have an amendment 
to offer to this bill; Mr. President, but I was waiting until it 
would be in order under the rule for consideration. It does not 
need to be printed. Itisalreadyin print. I will offer it now, and 
ask that it may lie upon the table. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to have the amendment read 
for information, if it be in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not intend to ask to have it read, 
because it is in print and I think has been read by all Sena- 
tors. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ishould like to have the amendment read 
for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky ts, of course, not before the Senate. It is 
simply offered to lie upon the table when it may be in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To be taken up in its order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To be taken up in its order, 
and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] demands that it 
shall now be read. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Tennessee can read it as a 
part of his remarks that he commenced this afternoon if he de- 
sires to do so. 


The Senator will state his 


I donot understand that amendments are 





Mr. CARMACK. I will do that, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the read- 
ing of the amendment. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I am a little regretful that in 
the discussion of this question to-night, or, rather, in rising for 
| the purpose of having myself informed about it more than dis- 
| cussing it for the information of the Senate, I do not know pre- 
cisely the shape in which the bill is now before the Senate; so if 
| I make any blunder it may be attributed to the fact that I have’ 
not had an opportunity to ascertain. 

I will refer again, Mr. President, tothe incident or the interlude 

that occurred between the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN] and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicH]. It 
is an object lesson, or at least it is a fact which has transpired in 
the Senate, that shows that this bill does not stand on the same 
footing with other legislation of Congress, but it is to have, and 
it is expected to have, und doubtless it is arranged to have, some 
| peculiar advantages. 
I take it, therefore, that it is a party measure, and that the 
| Senator from Rhode Island has arranged with his conferees in the 
House that if this bill can get over there at any time to-morrow, 
| perhaps in two hours’ time from the moment that it strikes the 
door of the House it will be passed as it has passed the Senate— 
without amendment. There will be no opportunity afforded to 
the people’s particular representatives, as they call themselves 
and as they are, in the House of Representatives to consider this 
measure on its merits. 

In my estimation it is the most far-reaching and in that sense 
the greatest and the most dangerous measure ected with the 
finances of the country that has been before the Senate since [have 
been inthis body. Isee that the Senator from Rhode Island smiles 
at that proposition. Perhaps he is smiling at my want of knowl- 
edge of the situation in respect of finance or at the absurdity of my 
statement, I do not know which. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I was not. I was supposing that the 
Senator from Alabama had for the moment forgotten the Panama 
Canal treaty. 
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Mr. MORGAN. That is not connected with finance, except 
the stealing part of it, which is in Paris, and we have no control 
over that. |Laughter.] 

This measure, Mr. President, has had its incubation really within 
the last Jive or six days. We have been for ten weeks here delib- 
erating upon a question that seemed to excite all of the abilities 
and all the strategic and tactical cunning of the great men of the 
Senate on the other side of the Chamber. We on this side of 
the Chamber have been quiet spectators, looking on to see what 
the battle of the giants would result in. I+t has turned out to be 
a battle of pigmies, instead of a battle of giants, and the defeated 

rty is about as happy as the party that won, it seems to me. 
Neither side has lost anything; but one side in that controversy 
has gained a great deal. 

They have shut out from the Senate of the United States, the 
great focal point of political power for some years to come and 
perhaps for an age, the right of representation which belongs 
naturally to that area of country and belongs rightfully also to 
the people who inhabit it—an area of the country that was covered 
by the provisions of the treaty that we made in 1853, having pre- 
viously made one in 1850, in which we made a solemn pledge to | 
the governor of Mexico and to the people of that great area of 
country that they should be admitted as States into the Union. 
Not being satisfied with that and not being satisfied also with 
Mr. Trist’s credentials in regard to the making of the treaty called | 
the Guadalupe-Hidalgo treaty, in 1849 or 1850 we sent Sevier, 
Clifford, and another gentleman down there for the purpose af 
introducing into the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo a provision in 
lieu of the tenth article, which provision was the same that was | 
found in the treaty made with Napoleon Bonaparte, under which | 
we acquired whatis called the Louisiana purchase, which contained 
avery express provision, placed in that treaty by French sagacity 
and French foresight, for the purpose of compelling the United 
States to agree that the citizens in that country should not be 
wandering about like these poor Porto Ricans, without home or | 
nativity or allegiance or anything of that sort, pariahs of that 

olitical part of the world, without anybody to own them or any- 

ody to acknowledge them. So we transferred the Napoleon | 
treaty into the treaty with Mexico, thereby making the obligation 
conspicuous, complete, and that was done at our instance. 

Now, that obligation has been neglected.. After ten weeks’ de- | 
bate it has been trampled under foot and dismissed as a thing of | 
no consequence, and in the meantime there has been settled in 
favor of the New England States the balance of power in the 
Senate of the United States, which now amounts under their con- 
trol to two-thirds of this body. You have 60 Senators. If you 
had a Vice-President to decide by a casting vote, you would have 
61. You have the South and West in the place you want to hold 
them. You have determined that they shall not get up. You 
secured that by postponing indefinitely the statehood ain, de- 
stroying it, and making it impossible for the Democratic party or 
such allies as it may muster among the gentlemen of the Repub- | 
lican party who live in the West or Northwest or have interest 
in ami feelings for that section of the country, in years and years 
to come—perhaps an age yet to come—even to approach the ques- 
tion of the restoration of the equilibrium between the sections. 

Having done that, here comes another proposition to throw the 
financial power of the United States, every bit of it, all of it, in 
the same direction. You have mastered the subject of territory. 
You have stricken down the representation of these large and 
valuable areas in the Senate. You have gotten rid of that, and | 
now you come forward with a proposition to unite all of the | 
financial power of the United States, through the power of tax 
collection, whether it is internal revenue or tariff revenue, in the | 
hands of a single man. 

Mr. President, the method which has been adopted in this bill 
of transferring the power, the whole financial wer, of the 
United States to the money centers of the East is limited to the | 
action of corporations. There is no individual mentioned in this 
bill. There is no man, unless he is a member of a corporation, 
who can get any possible advantage under it. We have been 
hearing a great deal of trusts, and we all know that the combina- | 
tions of corporations and the immunities from personal liability 
for debt in connection with corporations are the real cause of this 
calamitous condition which is described as a trust, imposed like a | 
plague upon the security and prosperity of the country and the 





le. 
PeThese are arrogant combinations. What are they, after all? 
They are the mere creatures of the law. They have no existence 
except by statute. They are fictitious persons. They are allowed 
to accumulate wealth to any amount that the statute will allow; 
and when the statute puts a restriction upon one or two or three | 
or four or five or ten of them, and they still want to increase their | 
capital, they will make a combination together and will go to 
New Jersey, or they will go to West Virginia or to Delaware or 
some other place, and there the whole bunch of corporations, like 








a bunch of firecrackers, will be incorporated under a new cor- 
poration with an enormous amount of capital. 

Mr. ELKINS. What is the objection to West Virginia? 

Mr. MORGAN. T have understood that it is a very profitable 
place to which to go to get a corporation charter. 

Mr. ELKINS. Itisa very proper and correct place to which 
to go. The Senator, I hope, does not want to reflect upon West 
Virginia. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means. West Virginia is always 
able to take care of itself, and it never fails to do it when the 
opportunity is presented. 

Mr. ELKINS. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. But these trusts consist most largely to-day, 
in the greater number of cases, to say the least of it, in these com- 
binations of bunches of corporations, which go to different States 
and get themselves incorporated into another corporation. It is 
a double-barreled concern. 

So this corporation—I will say it isin New Jersey orin Delaware; 
I could not say it is in Alabama, because we do not tolerate such 


| things with us—embodies all these different corporate interests 


into one mass, with one agent, and the corporators raise the cor- 
poration capital just as high as the State will give them an op- 
portunity to do, and there is no limit upon the amount of capital 
stock they can put out. 

These. fictitious persons are exempt from all obligations for 
debts due from their respective corporations, except to the extent 
that obligations are imposed by the charter itself, and they rarely, 
I believe never, exceed the amount of the stock actually held in 
the corporation. So one of these corporations can go out on spec- 
ulation and engage in enterprises of any magnitude or any de- 
scription, create debts without restriction or limit, and when they 
come to wind up the creditors have to lose all that is to be lost, 
except the private obligation that is put upon a stockholder that 
he will pay the amount of money to the creditor that he put into 
the concern. 

He may be rich as Croesus. Croesus did not compare in wealth 
with some gentlemen we have in the United States. But I do not 
want to call names, because it is now invidious and considered 
disrespectful to speak of a man in the United States as being rich. 
It seems to be a sort of aslam at him. So I will mention Cre- 
sus’sname. He has been dead a great many years, but he died 
very rich. 

This man may be as rich as Croesus. He may have a thousand 
dollars or a hundred thousand dollars of stock in a corporation 
that owes millions of dollars. He may have got the benefit of its 
earnings from year to year, with the increase in the value of his 
stock, with dividends, vast dividends, which may have been paid 
to him. But from some motive or design or accident the corpo- 


| ration may go under, it may become insolvent, and then his lia- 


bility comes back and is settled by the amount of his original 


| subscription to the stock of the company. He pockets all he got 


out of the people. He pays for the amount of his original stock. 
That is what the corporation law requjres, and he goes scot free 
for the balance. 

These fictitious persons, these creations of law, abound in all 
arts of the United States. If the number of corporations in the 
Inited States were known to the people, they would be absolutely 

astounded. It is nearly equal to the population in some parts of 
the country. The authors of this bill have picked certain corpo- 


| rations out of this vast swarm of artificial creatures, with these 


limited responsibilities, and they say that if you will take the 
bonds of corporations which have been in existence a certain 
length of time and have been paying at least 4 per cent dividend 
on their stock for ten years and put them in the hands of a na- 
tional bank, the national bank may draw the amount of money 
represented by those bonds on their face. There is no limit in 


| this bill to the amount of money which may be put into a national 


bank or with the national banks. There is no pro rata; there is 
no percentage; there is no distribution among the banks as to 
the respective amounts they may receive. 

A bank out in the West or in the South may have a little capi- 
tal of $25,000, and under this bill the Secretary of the Treasury 
can put a millon dollars in one of those banks, provided the bank 
can make arrangements with a railroad company which has been 
making money outof the people at the rate of 4 per cent per annum 
for ten years, and the Secretary of the Treasury can just pile in 
the money. What have we got? The proposed statute. says we 
have a lien on the current assets of the bank for the repayment 
of that money. There is no limit at all. 

Mr. President, that astounds me. I can not understand how a 
Senator can draw a bill of that kind and undertake to defend it. 
He must surely have supposed that nobody would ever discover 
it, for it is utterly indefensible that you can take a bank with 
$25,000 or $100,000 capital and that the Secretary of the Treasury 
can i into the vaults of that bank under this arrangement as 
much money as he chooses to put there. 
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Now, this bill repeals an act passed on the 3d day of June, 1864. 
It isan act that had 64 sections init. It was an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide a national currency, secured by a pledge of United 
States bonds, and it provides for the circulation and redemption 
thereof.”’ It was the great national-bank act, and the present 
bill before the Senate picks out the forty-second section of that 
act and amends it and changes it. At the time that act was 

ed this country was involved in the throes of a great civil war, 
an event to which I do not allude with the slightest degree of 
pleasure. At the same time it is my duty to doit in trying to as- 
certain the purposes of the legislation. What was intended by the 
passage of the forty-second section of the act of 1864? At that 
time General Lee and General Grant were wrestling for military 
victory aad supremacy between Fredericksburg and Richmond, 
if I recollect history correctly, and at that time United States 
bonds were worth about 60 cents on the dollar for gold; not more 
than that. 

It was very necessary to have a means of receiving the money 
due to the Government of the United States in various places and 
by various agents, because it did not always happen that the col- 
lectors of money, whether they were collectors of internal rev- 
enue or collectors of customs, could find their way to Washing- 
ton City with safety, and it was necessary to have, therefore, in 
places where there were national banks, the opportunity of mak- 
ing deposits of public money, and t\e best security that was avail- 
able at that time was the bonds of the United States. So the 
Secretary of the Treasury was authorized to designate a national 
bank as a depository, and he was authorized to take bonds of the 
United States to the amount of the deposit placed with the na- 
tional banks. 

But the bonds themselves were not absolute security. They 
lacked about 40 per cent of being proper security for deposits, 
rated at the gold standard. There was a discount on the bonds 
of about that much. Therefore this language was put into that 
statute: 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall require the association thus desig- 
nated to give satisfactory security— 

Now, the security must be satisfactory— 
by the deposit of United States bonds and otherwise. 


The United States bonds themselves might not be satisfactory 
security, for they were not the par of gold. If gold was collected 
by a customs-honse officer or by an internal-revenue collector to 
the extent of a thousand dollars, and he had a thousand-dollar 
United States bond, that bond would fall about 40 per cent short 
of being good security for the thousand dollarsin gold. So the 
section was made to read: 


To give satisfactory security by the deposit of United States bonds and 


otherwise. 

Not “‘ or otherwise,”’ but ‘‘ and otherwise.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. How do you construe it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Itdoes notadmit of any construction. There 
are many things in the English language that do not admit of 
any construction. 

Mr. ELKINS. Does the Senator understand that the words 
Ma otherwise’? mean any other securities than United States 

Ondas? 

Mr. MORGAN. In addition to them. 

Mr. ELKINS. In addition to United States bonds? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; not ‘‘instead of’’ but ‘in addition to.” 

Mr. ELKINS. He must have some Government bonds. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; he is bound to have some Government 
bonds, and if they are not enough 

Mr. ELKINS. What would be the Senator’s construction of 
this situation? Suppose a man took up $10,000 of Government 
bonds, could he take up also a million of State or railroad bonds? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Secretary would have the discretion to 
a the deposit of other bonds in addition to the Government 

oynds. 

Mr. ELKINS. When was the act passed? 

Mr. MORGAN. In 1864; right in the midst of the war. 

I was about to observe that that statute stood from 1864— 
nearly forty years—just in that shape, and nobody ever thought 
about altering it until the speculative idea struck the Senator 
from Rhode Island. It did not strike him first. It is a carom on 
him. It first struck the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Alabama is aware 
that in October or November of last year the Secretary decided 
that the words “and otherwise’ meant that he could take 
other classes of securities in addition to Government bonds, and 
he did take certain county and municipal bonds. I should like 
the Senator to state whether he agrees with the Secretary. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; and nobody else does. Nobody agrees 
with him who can read the English language. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What do the words ‘‘ and otherwise ’”’ mean? 





| 








Treasury could require additional security if he was not satisfied 
with United States bonds as security for deposits when the bonds 
were 40 per cent below par. It is as plain as a flagstaff. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If he took them at 40 or 50 per cent, that 
would not be ‘‘ and otherwise.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know whether it would or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It strikes me not. 

Mr. MORGAN. At all events he had the right to require ad- 
ditional security. Unquestionably he had, for it says, *‘ by the 
deposit of United States bonds and otherwise,’’ not ‘‘or other- 
wise.”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from West Virginia asked a per- 
tinent question. Suppose a bank deposits $10.000 of Government 
bonds and $100,000 of city bonds, does that answer the require- 
ment of the law? 

Mr. ELKINS. That is the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the United States bonds deposited are se- 
curity for the amount deposited in the bank, then it is legal. 

Mr. ELKINS. If the United States bonds are equal to the 
money deposited, they would not need any city or other bonds. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why not, when United States bonds were 
40 per cent below par? 

Mr. ELKINS. That was forty years ago. We are dealing 
with the present and are not forty years behind. 

Mr. MORGAN. We will get up to date presently. I want to 
get the reasons of this act. I want to see why they put in the 
words “‘ and otherwise.”’ It is perfectly plain, Mr. President. 

I was in hopes that it would never happen to me that I would 
find it necessary on the floor of the Senate to criticise the action 
of the Secretary of the Treasury on this subject, but the matter 
has come up to-night. 

The Secretary of the Treasury found the Wall street brokers 
and the Wall street gamblers in a tight place, and as all Secretaries 
of the Treasury, including Mr. Carlisle, have found it necessary 
from time to time to do, whenever those gentlemen get into 
trouble, all the powers of the United States were drawn on to 
help them out, as is always alleged, to avoid a panic. They got 
the panic. That was the situation. They were the sailors on 
the ship. If the sailors get the panic, the ship is mighty apt to 
turn over or sink in a storm. 

So the Secretary of the Treasury found that the market for 
money in New York was getting a little precarious, a little dan- 
gerous. They had been overworking, overspeculating, overtrad- 
ing, and everybody in the world knew it. It became a very seri- 
ous question as to whether they could make the ends meet. For 
a solution of the difficulty a liquidation was called for. 

Why, Mr. President, a liquidation in New York last fall was as 
dangerous a thing as a bubonic plague and to be avoided by every 
possible remedy that was in the reach of human beings. 

I rather applauded the generosity of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and what we sometimes call the patriotism, but it is only a 
mock patriotism, for there is no sincere patriotism that violates 
the law of the land. I admired the generosity of the Secretary 
of the Treasury in flying to the relief of those people and in open- 
ing a congestion that might have produced a panic sufficient to 
wipe perhaps five or eight thousand of them out of financial exist- 
ence and bury them beneath the ashes of bankruptcy. I rather 
sympathized with him in that. But how very unjust it was, 
what an awful breach of duty it was, that a man should take 
the conjunction ‘‘and,”’ for the sake of carrying a point, and 
transfer it to the disjunctive conjunction ‘“‘or’’ inastatute. ‘‘ Or 
other securities in place of bonds,’’ not ‘‘and other securitios to 
supplement bonds.”’ 

There the Government of the United Statesand the tax-paying 
people of this country were robbed of their right, by a gram- 
matical construction of a statute by a Secretary of the Treasury, 
and he never dared and nobody else has ever dared to carry that be- 
fore any court of jndicature. They would know where they 
would land when they got to a court. They would know that 
no court in this country would have the cheek to give the con- 
struction to that statute which was put upon it by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Now, this is a healing act that Iam discussing to-night. It is 
intended to heal that very breach of the law, to carry it out, and 
to make it entirely possible that hereafter the Secretary of the 
Treasury can do just as he pleases about this business. And you 
have given him license enough here; I donot care if he is as 
honest as Paul, you give license enough to that man even bya 
mistake or by an accident, a misjudgment, to ruin this country. 

How much money does the bill carry into the depositaries of 
the United States guaranteed by these corporation stocks that I 
have been talking about? How much is it? Not less than $600,- 
000,000 a year, unless it is intercepted by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and thrown into the Treasury of the United States in- 
stead of going there, for these men have the right to receive the 


Mr. MORGAN. They mean simply that the Secretary of the | public money up to the standard prescribed to them as depositaries, 
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and there is no standard prescribed in this act whatever. There | finance as Lord Bacon was on the laws of England. Let us have 
is no upward limit. There is no difficulty in construing this | a reason for it. so that we can understand it. 


remedial or this healing act so as to permit the Secretary of | 


Mr. ALDRICH. I stated the reason at the time. Originally 


the Treasury to receive $500,000,000 a year and transfer it into | the Senator from Virginia prepared this amendment, and as 


the hands of these banks. There is no limit in it. 


originally prepared it established a lien upon the assets of the 


This is a new act. It supplements and it repeals the act of 1864 | bank for the security of the deposits. The question was raised 


for the reason that they can not stand together. You can not 
reach them together. 


All national-bank associations designated for that purpose by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall be depositories of public money, under such reg- 
ulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary. 


That is the end of it and that is the beginning of it and that is 
the whole of it. There is nothing else to it, as our friends say 
up in the northeast. 

Now the statute is revised and amended so as to read as follows: 
Therefore it is plain that it not only repeals but supplants the 
other statute. They are not to be construed in pari materia. 
They are to be construed as if this was the only law on the statute 
books, and it is the only law on the statute books regulating the 
liability of these depositories. This is all of it, and there is no 
limit whatever to the deposit. 

What kind of money can go there? Money from the sale of 
public property, lands, personal property, or any other kind. 
Money collected on the judgments of courts by marshals of the 
United States. Money received by even postmasters, unless the 
Postmaster-General orders it to be sent elsewhere. All moneys 
collected by the internal-revenue collector, I believe considerably 
larger—very much larger—than all the sums collected by the col- 
lector of customs, and all the moneys collected by custom-house 
officers. There is no dollar reserved except such as the Secretary 
of ~~ Treasury may choose to order out of the custody of these 
peopie. 

There is no penalty prescribed upon a depository for the abuse 
of his trust. You can not impose a penalty upon a man for using 
money that he has borrowed in his own way. You change the 
deposit by this act entirely, in its whole character, from a deposit 
in trust for safe-keeping to a deposit called a deposit, a loan, for 
interest,.a fixed interest 14 per cent. You change the whole of 
it. The law of 1864 is absolutely repealed, and it is changed from 
a deposit as it was made under that law to a loan at 14 per cent. 

Not only is it a loan, but you take a lien, a lien by law, a lien 
operative through the statute upon the current assets of the bank 
for the reimbursement of the loan. Under the act of 1857 that 
deposit was required to be ready to answer the call of the Gov- 
ernment. They mightcallforitatany time. There was no fixed 
time named, no fixed conditions upon which they could be made. 
It was a mere call for the money, and if it was not forthcoming 
I will read you what the statute says about it. The statute was 
enacted in March, 1857. It is section 5489 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, and it reads as follows: 

Sec. 5489. If the Treasurer of the United States, or any assistant treasurer, 
or any public depositary, fails safely to keep all moneys deposited by any 
disbursing officer or disbursing agent, as well as all moneys deposited by any 
receiver, collector, or other person having moneys of the United States, he 
shall be deemed guilty of embezzlement of the moneys not so safely kept, 
and shall be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than ten years, 
—_ fined in a sum equal to the amount of money so embezzled. [See sec. 

Now you change that from a deposit to a loan and that statute 
does not affect him. You turn him loose and retain nothing for 
your lien except upon the current assets of the bank. I should 
like to have the Senator from Rhode Island tell me what are the 
current assets of the bank. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not agree at all with the construction 
which the Senator is putting upon this act, of course. 

Mr. MORGAN, I am asking now what the current assets of 
the bank are? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whatever they may be. It is difficult to 
specify them. 

Mr. MORGAN. What description of property is the current 
assets of the bank? 

Mr. ALDRICH. All the property belonging to the bank. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, not its real estate. That is not current 
assets. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not its bonds put up to secure circulation. 
That is not current assets. That is assets in the Treasury of the 
United States. 


Mr. ALDRICH. All the property which they have would be | 


assets of the bank. 

Mr. MORGAN. Current assets? What is the use of putting 
‘‘current”’ in there? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was put in at the suggestion of some 
Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. But that Senator may not—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I explained at the time why it was put in. 

Mr. MORGAN. That Senator may not be as high authority in 





whether that permitted a bank in its current business to dispose 
of one class of assets over another, and it was thought best by 
the Senator from Virginia to change the phraseology so that the 
assets at the time the lien was to be enforced should be held for 
the = of the United States or the deficiency after the security 
was sold. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then this act, if I rightly understand the 
Senator from Rhode Island, means that if a depository receives a 
million dollars to-day, the Government has got for security for 
that million dollars not theassets that it had in hand, but those 
that it might thereafter accumulate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the deficiency, undoubtedly. If the 
bank had a million dollars deposited for which it had deposited in 
the Treasury of the United States a million dollars of 2 per cent 
bonds or 4 per cent bonds, and those bonds should be sold and there 
was a deficiency, the deficiency would become a lien upon the cur- 
rent assets of the bank at the time. 

Mr. MORGAN. At and after the time of the deposit? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; not at the time of the deposit, but at the 
time the lien was enforced. 

Mr. MORGAN. When is that to be? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bank would want to do business in the 
meantime. Otherwise the provision of the act might close the 
bank. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Government of the United States in re- 
gard to this great revenue that its people pay would be in a beau- 
tiful fix! It would have to go into a lawsuit to get the money out 
of the hands of the receiver, and to trust to its rights to current 
assets in order to condemn them to the satisfaction of the debt. 

Mr. President, I would as soon have a note of a pigeon roost or 
a wild-cat bank. It is all a shinplaster transaction. That is all 
you can make out of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Alabama is 
aware that the Government has now no lien at all upon the 
assets of a bank any more than any other creditor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I knew that if there was anything the Gov- 
ernment could take off the banks in the way of lien or embarrass- 
ment, it would do so. It never hesitates to put embarrassments 
and liens and prohibitions upon the people; but this pet class of 
corporations, that is now run up to the number, I think, of 5,500, 
has always had the favor and indulgence of the Government. 

And here is the Senator from Rhode Island, who was very aptly 
described here the other evening as a king of finance in the United 
States. He is an uncrowned king. I do not see any crown on his 
head. But he is a king of finance, and he says that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has got no lien upon the assets of the 
bank for anything. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For its deposits; and I am trying to find out 
whether the Senator from Alabama now objects to a lien being 
established. I would be glad if he would state whether he thinks 
that is an improvement on the existing law. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think it is necessary. I have got 
lately to objecting to everything that is not absolutely necessary. 
There are so many new schemes started up that have dead falls 
and pitfalls that I want to escape the whole of them. A lien on 
the current assets of the bank! Well, that is better than a lien 
on a last year’s bird’s nest, and it may be better than a lien on 
a next year’s bird’s nest, but it seems to me that they are pretty 
much of the same character. 

They are trifling excuses for liens, for if the Government of the 
United States has lost its power to put the depositary in the peni- 
tentiary for not paying that money, pressing in answer its calls, 
and must go to a lien upon the current assets of the bank and 
work out that lien, I can not conceive that the Government could 
be robbed any more effectually or that it could be paralyzed with 
greater certainty than that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which would he consider the better security 
if he were the party making the deposit, the right to shut the 
cashier up as an embezzler or a lien upon the assets of the bank? 
That is, supposing the Senator was right in his contention, to 
which I do not agree. 

Mr. MORGAN. The right to shut up a cashier, that could be 
enforced by United States court officers, I would have considered 
the best lien the Government of the United States could have, 
the security it could have for the honesty of its administration. 
That is what I think about it. 

Now, let us work out a case. Here is $100,000 deposited ip a 
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little $25,000 bank in my State, and the bank lends it out. I will 
put it $100,000 loaned toa bank of $25,000 capital in Alabama, 
and when the Government comes to call for its money the banker 
defaults. You look at the statute and see what can be done with 
that man who does not observe his contracts and his statutory 
obligations and duties, and you find that you can not do anything, 
because you have excepted him from this provision of law. That 
is wiped out. What, then, have you got? You have gota lien on 
the current assets of the bank. 

Now, let us see what the current assets of the bank are. 
First of all, the bonds deposited by the bank as security for the 
deposits that might be put in its vaults do not belong to the bank. 
They are all required by this act to belong to the bank: The 
bank may borrow the bonds. They may make an arrangement 
with some railroad company, some county, or some city, or some 
State to borrow the bonds and put them up, report them to the 
Treasurer of the United States as bonds to guarantee deposits 
that may come from tax collectors into the bank vaults. 

The bank does not own them. The act does not require the 
bank to own them. Now, ought not this act torequire a bank to 
be the proprietor of these bonds? When you come to look at the 
current assets of the bank, instead of going upon these bonds, 
you must go and fish out the current assets according to the fine 
definition given by the Senator from Rhode Island, if you can 
understand it. I can not understand it. 

Now, Mr. President, you have abandoned this penal statute 
and thrown that out of gear entirely by converting this deposit 
into a loan, for you can not apply that statute to a man who bor- 
rows money and who is paying interest upon it. To a depositary 
who pays no interest to the Government and keeps it in answer 
to demands of the Government you can apply it. Having aban- 


doned that, gotten rid of it, then we turn to realize out of the | 


bank assets what we can. 

Well, I will suppose that this money is loaned to a county in 
Missouri that I know of, and I might with equal aptness suppose 
that it was issued upon the county bonds of the county of Cham- 
bers, in Alabama, that I know all about. Here isa county bond. 
They are deposited with this bank. They amount to $100,000, 
and the county has complied with all of its obligations prescribed 
in its statute literally for the time required, so that the county is 
rectus in curia as to being a safe statutory security. The county 
is allright. You start with your proceeding and the first thing 
you do is to sue the county upon the bonds. 

If you have as much success as was had against some gentlemen 
in Alabama, and particularly against a county in Missouri, you 
would be a long time getting your money. It has been twenty 
years in Missouri, in a county there, since a judgment was ren- 


dered against the county, and the county was ordered to levy a | 


tax upon the people in order to realize the money to pay that 
judgment of the district or the circuit court of the United States. 
As fast as a mandamus would come to the judge he would resign 
and they would elect another, and when a mandamus reached 
him he would resign. 

After a while the plaintiff got a decision made that they could 
not resign so as to escape an obligation; that they were liable for 
it whether they resigned or whether they did not; and there is a 


the private residence, the dungeon, or the lockup or keep of the 
probate judges of the county. They put them in jail. A man is 
elected to the county judgeship, goes to jail, serves a term there, 
and then they send him to the legislature, and the first thing we 
may know we will have a lot of them here in Congress. 

Now, I have been watching this proceeding. The gentleman 
who owns this judgment lives in this city, and he makes visits to 
Missouri for the purpose of locking up county judges. Perhaps 
he will find out some of these times that on account of rheuma- 
tics, or in some other way, he will get so sick he can not stand it 
and require the county to pay. 








upon the credit of themselves and their friends who had planta- 
tions unincumbered worth $100,000, and they wanted only a few 
hundred dollars, five hundred dollars or a thousand dollars. 
There is not a farmer in the United States to-day who can goand 
mortgage the best piece of land he has got in the world to a na- 
tional bank and get a dollar on it. The banks are prohibited 
from letting him have any. 

Here we stand. Here is a bill that speaks of nobody but cor- 
porations. It gives them enormous advantages, unheard of ad- 
vantages, and the farmers through the country can not get a 
penny out of one of those banks upon a guaranty of the best 
piece of real estate in the country. 

Who has done that, Mr. President? Not this Democratic party 
that I happen to belong to, but that party of princes and heads- 
men and monopolists and contrivers of new laws to rob the peo- 
ple. The great financial kings are the men who get the profits. 
The farmer has to earn the money to pay it. 

How did we get this vast amount of money locked up in the 
Treasury that we are now trying to find some way to get rid of— 
not back into the hands of the people who paid it, but into the 
hands of the corporations? How did it happen to be there? Sen- 
ators have explained that. It is unnecessary for me to do more 
than to allude to the subject, because it is a subject that is pretty 
nearly as well known as the family Bible or Webster's spelling 
book in every house in this country. 

How did it get there? By excessive taxation of the laboring 
people of this land, the producing people of this land, you have 
housed up this vast sum of money until you are afraid that we 
will appeal to it, point out your golden god that you have gotin 
your Treasury, and say to the people, ‘* Do you still want to con- 
tribute to him?’? You want to hide him. You want to divide 
him up and send him out amongst the people, but never amongst 
the people themselves, but into the hands of the corporations. 
That is where we are. That is what we are doing here to-night. 

I do not believe in the power of the United States Government 
to lend its money to corporations or to the people either. I be- 
lieve that the Government of the United States ought to have the 
money necessary for its expenses and pay them out in the current 
course of business, leaving as far as it is possible to do no surplus 
in the Treasury. A surplus in the Treasury poisons the whole 
country. Everybody is after it. 

I received 12 telegrams last night and my colleague in the Sen- 
ate received 16 from a single town, urging us to stand by and 
force an appropriation of $40,000 into the omnibus public building 


| bill. It passed here and I suppose it has passed the other House. 


People are begging for a little of this money in public conveniences 
for themselves, and demanding that their Senators shall go on 
watch and quit the balance of their duties in order that they may 
see that they are justly dealt with in respect of $40,000. 

This shows, Mr. President, not a desire to rob on the part of 
these people, but a desire to have a little justice done to them. I 
could not get it; Ican not get it; I never will get it, at least not 
from a Republican Congress. 

But if one of these corporations comes and says, ‘‘ Here, we 
know what we are doing; we belong to the great and exclusive 


| class of this country; we are fictitious persons who comprise the 
county jail in Missouri now that for twenty-one years has been | 


corporation, and we want you to help us,’’ of course we will help 
you. Wewill help you in the tax onsugar. We will help you 
by refusing to repress the trusts. We will help you any way in 
the world that we can. We will take the money of the people 
paid in taxation and hand it out to you at 14 per cent interest 
during the year, and you can lend it to these same people at from 
6 to 20 per cent and make all the money you please out of it. 
They are not going to be protected. It is true that they do not 
demand it much. They are men who do not like to beg for their 
rights, and because they do not beg for them or buy them they 


| do not get them. 


They call this a safe bill—very safe. Some of the States have 


Now, that is a fine pursuit we are making when we bring our | not repudiated within ten years, and they are entitled to put in 


suit upon the county bonds. The county puts in every defense it 
knows how, and the Treasury of the United States is bereft of its 


their bonds. 
Suppose they repudiated twenty years ago and have not had 


gold in order to get this kind of obligation to be enforced as a | credit enough to borrow anything since that time. How would it 


current security of that bank under this act. 

I have said that this was a bill for the benefit of corporations. 
There is nobody else mentioned in it. Nobody else has got any 
right or privileges under it at all. There is alittle difference be- 
tween the 1} per cent interest that the bank has to pay and the 6, 
8, 10, 15, or 20 per cent that they make out of the people by mak- 
ing short loans and doubling up interest, discount, and premium. 
I know how it runs, because I have had to undergo it. Look at 
the contrast. When did we ever give to a private citizen of the 
United States such privileges as that under the law? 

Why, the banking act, Mr. President, from the time of its first 
enactment down to this day has contained a provision that a bank 
shall not loan its money on a mortgage of real estate. I have 


be then? If they have not repudiated in ten years, though twenty 
years ago they had repudiated, and since then, not having credit 
enough to borrow any money, they have not made any debts or 
issued any bonds, can they put them in? 

Why, Mr. President, this is a hothouse for the creation of 
bonds. Of course, if that statute goes on the statute books a 
very large part of the money that goes into these depositories 
will never come back. It will be loaned out for bonds and se- 
curities of that kind which are applicable to the act, and after 
that they will commence breaking, and there will be nothing 
collected. 

I recollect in 1842 or 1843 in my own State. when we had a State- 
bank system there, the members of the legislature got very fond 


known men who had to go and borrow money in other States ! of their constituents, and they concluded to loan out the large 
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surplus in the banks. After a while they struck the capital in 
the banks with the same enthusiasm, and they 1 it on 
promissory notes with two indorsers, certified by two members 
of the legislature of the county which they —————s 

In that way they scattered the money all ugh the State, 
and for three years we did not collect a dollar of taxes. But the 
day of liquidation came around after a while, and all of this vast 
multitude of people turned out to be most of them insolvent. We 
could not collect any money at all. 

What did we have todo? Stop the business, wind up the banks, 
get all of the assets of the banks that we could, and permit no 
bank from that time to issue a dollar of currency. It cost our 
people millions and millions of dollars just because we broke 
away from the foundation principles of banking and went to loan 
the money among the people. 

Now, what else is this but lending money to corporations? Let 
some gentleman define, if he can, that when a depositary, so 
called, receives from the tax gatherer or the custom-house officer 
a certain amount of ae of the Government, secured by the 
pledge of certain bonds and stocks which are described in this 
act, he shall have that money as a loan at 14 per cent interest, 
subject to call, very true, but when is the call to take place? 

When that situation is created by this act and by the transac- 
tion, then that is no more nor less than the old act of Alabama 
repeated—loaning money to the —- upon the indorsement of 
promissory notes. It destroyed the bank system of Alabama and 
came very near destroying the credit of the State. It cost us 
thousands and thousands and millions of dollars by a departure 
from the right duty and purpose of government. There is no 
government under the United States that can have any just right 
to lend out money collected from the people by taxation for gov- 
ernment purposes into the hands of anybody. 

There is not a State in the Union that has not got statutes mak- 
ing ita penitentiary offense, calling it the crime of embezzlement, 
for any fiduciary of the Government holding the custody of pub- 
lic funds, to lend them to anybody or upon any security what- 
ever; the mere fact of making the loan proves the offense of 
embezzlement, without reference to the man’s bad intention or 
good intention. 

Every State in the Union has got these acts, and they are here 
now in respect of money of the form of embezzlement that is pro- 
hibited by the laws of the United States. It is against the theory 
and principles of all good government that they should be per- 
mitted to collect money by taxation from the people and then go 
and lend it out to their friends. 

Mr. President, put this act into operation and here will come two 
banks in a heated political campaign. They have each got $500,000 
of capital; they are in a — and important county in a 
pivotal State; one of them is headed by a Democrat and the other 
is headed by a Republican, and we have got either a Democratic 
or a Republican Secretary of the Treasury. Both those banks 
apply to become depositaries of the public moneys of the United 
States on giving the securities which are provided for in this act. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, whether he is the present Sec- 
retary or a future Secretary, or whether he is a Democrat or 
whether he is a Republican, asks the question, ‘‘ Does this gentle- 
man coincide.with the politics of the powers that be? Does he 
belong to those who are dominant in the affairs of the Govern- 
ment at this special moment of time?’’ ‘‘No; he does not.’ 
** Does the other gentleman belong to this party of which I ama 
member?” “Yes.” He getsthe money. Who can restrain the 
Secretary of the Treasury from the exercise of that kind of power? 

What check is there in poe law against that? What 
is that but embezzlement? e must say that nobody is guilty of 
embezzlement in connection with this act in any form in which is 
carried on the transaction. From the Secretary of the Treasury 
down, it may all be done by arrangement; yes, by political arrange- 
ment, for political reasons, and there is no penalty; there is no 
prohibition. 

Mr. President, I shall close what I have to say, having spoken 
much longer than I expected, by saying that this is the most 
dangerous, the most invidious, the most unnecessary, and the 
most unjustifiable bill that I have ever spoken to on this floor. 

Mr. E S. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope we shall have the regular order. 

Mr.STEWART. Letushave the regular order and have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mason in the chair). The 
Senator from Rhode Island demands the regular order. The bill 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to 
amendment. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, I donot know 
whether I exactly caught what was said by the Senator from 
Rhode Island |[Mr. ALDRICH] when I made the request a while 
ago for unanimous consent to consider the bill to which I then 
referred; but I understood the Senator to say that further on he 





would probably consent to it. I now renew my request to la 
aside tem rily the regular order and to take up the bill (S, 
6225) in aid of the common schools in Mississippi. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have just been obliged to refuse a similar 
request of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELxtns]. Later 
on, after the votes have been taken on this bill, I shall be very 
glad to yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Later on, after the votes on 
this bill have been taken? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; after the vote on the pending bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 7301) to further 
provide for the safe-keeping of public money, and for other pur- 
poses, is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and 
open to amendment; the pending question being on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from ounesnes [Mr. Bars}. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I desire to say a few words 
in relation to that bill, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I think this is a bill which 
requires very serious consideration, referring, as it does, to bank- 
ing and the deposit a moneys in national banks. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I the Senator from Mississippi if he will 
please yield to me for a mément. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope the Senator will withdraw that 
motion, so that we may have a brief executive session. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope neither motion will prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator withhold that motien for a 
moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Idaho that the Senate do now adjourn. 
[Putting the question.] The ‘‘noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. CLark]. I 
do not see him in the Chamber, and so I withhold iny vote. If 
he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Maryland {[Mr. McComas]. 
I was requested by him to state that he has been called home 
reason of a death in his immediate family. I am advised that 
may transfer that pair to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], 
so that I may vote. I vote “yea.’’ 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from m (Mr. MitcHE..}. 

Mr. HEITFELD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Piatt]. 

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster]; but I will 
take the liberty of transferring that pair to the junior Senator 
from West Virginia (Mr. Scott], and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]; but I 
transfer that — to the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas], and vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUARLES (when hisname was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuULBERSON]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from South Dakota |[Mr. GamBie] and 
vote. I vote “‘nay.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. My colleague [Mr. Money], 
by an arrangement with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoL- 
LIVER], is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LeY]. If my colleague were present, he would vote “ yea.”’ 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have taken the aaa of transferring 


my pair with the senior Senator from Virginia |Mr. DanreL] to 
the Senator from Nebraska {Mr. Dizrricn] and vote. I vote 
“ nay.”’ 


Mr. McCUMBER (after having voted in the negative). I 
understand that the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Scott] to whom I transferred my pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Foster} has a regular pair, and so I will with- 
draw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Bailey, Carmack, Morgan, Toller, 
Bate, Cockrell, Patterson, Tillman, 
Berr McEnery, Rawlins, Turner. 
Biackbura, McLaurin, Miss. Simmons, 
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to’ Fairbanks, Kictredge, wart, 
= > ‘oraker. Lodge, Warren, 
Cu Foster, Wash. Maso: Wetmore. 
. Frye, Millard, 
NOT VOTING—3. 
Bacon, Foster, La McComas, Pritchard, 
Beveridge, Gamble, McCumber, Proctor, 
Burrows, G ‘ MecLa , 8. C. guyz: 
Gu. — ee ory, ~% 
Y i arr Martin, 
or Bee Hawle Mitchell, Taliaferro, 
‘ulbe Heitfe Money, est, 
Daniel, Hoar, Penrose, Wellington. 
Die Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Dubois, Kearns, Platt, N. Y. 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 16910) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the S er of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 6895) to authorize the promotion of Maj. William 
Crawford Gorgas, surgeon in the Army of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 7361) for the relief of C. W. Colehoar; and 

A bill (H. R. 16138) granting the right of way to Kenova and 
Big Sandy Railroad Company through the Government lands at 
Lock No. 2, Big Sandy River, and at Lock No. 3, Big Sandy 
River, both in Wayne County, W. Va. 


SAFE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


The Senate,as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 7301) to farther provide for the safe-keeping 
of public money, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, I have not had 
time to give to this bill all the consideration that I feel it deserves, 
but I havesome objections to the bill which I will take the liberty 
of presenting to the Senate in my stammering way. 

The greatest objection that I have to this bill is that it will en- 
courage the unnecessary taxation of the people. I heard the 
Senater from Texas [Mr. Barry] say that he hoped there would 
be a reduction of the taxes. I was curious at the time, and I 
have been curious since, to know upon what the hope of the Sena- 
tor from Texas was based. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will enlighten the Senator from Mississippi, 
if he will it me. 

The PRESI ENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. McLAURIN of ae If the Senator desires, I am 
perfectly willing to hear from . 

Mr. BAILEY. Itis based upon the hope that the Democratic 
party will at some time again obtain control of this Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. We have here in the admin- 
istration of the Government of the United States a party that 
has had unlimited control of it for a considerable while. That 
party has not kept its promises to the people of this country, its 

tferms have been disregarded here; its own members in this 
mate being witnesses. That proclamation which it made to 
the people of the country, in which it said that it proposed if 
wer Was again given to it to admit the Territories to state- 
ood, was ignored. 

Four years afterwards when that party again appealed to the 
people to recommit the power and the administration of the Gov- 
ernment to their hands they made the same declaration. That 
has not only been faithlessly ignored, but the y in power, the 
dominant party in this Senate, spent ten or eleven weeks in de- 
bate—I will not say for the purpose of preventing a vote because, 
that might be considered discourteous, but the result of that de- 
bate, which I do not see threw any light upon the question, was 
that no vote was had. 

The statehood bill has been for some time doomed to death—not 
only to defeat, but to death—and probably will not be revived 
again so long as the party that is now in power controls the ad- 
ministration of the Government. That party has made a num- 
ber of pledges and has kept none of them. 

That is the party that stands for trusts and against the great 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2903 


masses of the people of the country; that is the party that votes 
down, when it is presented to this Senate, a bill which has re- 
ceived the consideration of the committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the indorsement of the House of Representatives, 
and which has received the favorable consideration of the com- 
mittee of the Senate, that it is proposed shall give some measure 
of relief to the people of the country against the trusts, and yet 
when there is a proposition squarely and fairly made to this Sen- 
ate to take up that bill in preference to a bill which I believe 
ought to be entitled “‘A bill to fasten the grasp of the bank trust 
upon the people of the country,”’ the motion is defeated. 

So that the Senator from Texas is a great deal more credulous 
than I am in indulging the hope that there will be any reduction 
of taxes. Iam sure if the Democratic party, the party of which 
he and I are both members, has again committed to it the ad- 
ministration of the Government of the United States, his hope 
that taxes will be reduced will be well founded; but the trouble 
about it is that the Senator is supporting a bill which, in my 
judgment—of course it is not his judgment, because he is con- 
scientious in his support of the bill—but in my judgment is 
calculated to postpone the day when the people of this country 
will again commit to the Democratic party the administration of 
their Government. 

As I understand this bill and as it appears to me it is nota 
bill to give more money to the people of the United States. It 
will not, if my judgment is not at fault, give any money to the 
people of the United States. It takes out of the pockets of the 
people of the United States their money and practically gives it 
to the banks of the country—and not all the banks, but the favored 
banks of the country. How is it proposed to give this money to 
the people? How is it proposed to put it in circulation? 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me to 
ask him a question right there? I am sure he does not want to 
misstate my position. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly not. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator states in one breath that I am sup- 
porting the bill, and in the next breath he states that it takes out 
of the pockets of the people this money. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. That is my idea of it. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator can show me a line of this bill 
that levies any kind of a tax upon the American people, or that 
takes one dollar out of their pockets, then I will confess so far I 
have erred in my advocacy of it. I have never yet in my brief 
public service supported a bill that laid an unnecessary tax upon 
| the American people. I will not support this bill if the distin- 
guished Senator can show me a line in it that lays a burden of 
one penny’s taxation on the people. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. If the Senator will rest him- 
self in patience, that is just exactly what I was proposing to do. 
It is not one line, but it is the effect of the entire bill, and it can 
have no other effect. The effect of the bill is to take from the 
people the amount of money that will be paid into the banks. It 
is not going to stop taxation. 

You are not going to stop taxation by loaning this money to the 
banks. which, in effect—as I intend to show,if I am able to make 
myself intelligible to the Senate, before I shall have concluded— 
is the donation of this amount of money to the banks, and the 
| only return that we may hope to get will be the small amount of 
interest that is exacted. There is nothing in the bill that pro- 
| hibits the Secretary of the Treasury loaning the money to one 
| bank at one rate of interest and charging another bank a differ- 
| ent rate of interest. 
| Ihave an amendment which I propose to offer at the proper 
| time, which I had hoped to get an opportunity to present to the 
| Senate last Saturday. If that amendment shall be adopted it 
| will provide that the same rate of interest shall be charged all 

the banks who are made depositories of this money, and that the 

rate of interest shall be equal and uniform throughout the United 
| States. 
Now, there is not any particular line in the bill that can have 
| any particular effect, but the effect is drawn from the entire bill. 
| For instance, as I caught the other day from the Senator from 
| Colorado, there is a certain fund that has in it—I did not catch the 
name of the fund—$300,820,725; another fund $142,903,773, making 
| $443,724,498. 

Suppose you take three hundred millions of that money and 

| put it into banks. You loan it tothe banks. The banks loan it 

to the people. A national banker comes from New York. He 

takes to the Secretary of the Treasury $10,000,000 in Government 
| bonds, bearing 4 per cent interest, and deposits them there; and 
| it is an advantage to him to have them deposited there, becanse 

they are safer there than anywhere else. He draws on the 

$10,000,000 of bonds 4 per cent interest. 

The Secretary of the Treasury loans him $10,000,000 at 14 per 
cent interest. He loans the money out at 6 per cent. It goes 
into the channels of trade and commerce, wherever his business 
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extends. He is receiving on his bonds and on the money he has 
loaned 10 percent interest. He is paying 1} per cent on $10,000,000. 

Now, when he borrows that money from the Government, it is 
never expected by him that it will be returned, for the reason that 
it is expected that the Government will levy a tax sufficient not 
to fall behind in its revenues, not to make its disbursements greater 
than its receipts, and that there will continually, from day to day, 
be collected from the people of the United States more money 
than will be disbursed. But this man pays out 14 per cent in- 
terest, and he collects 10 per cent interest. For eight and a half 
of that he gives nothing. The business of the country is pred- 
icated upon that money, whichis loaned. AsI said, it goes into 
the channels of trade in every section where his business is con- 
ducted. 

After a while the Secretary of the Treasury proposes to nudge 
him up a little, and he says to him “‘It is about time this money 
was called in. We have a provision of law that this money is 
subject to call. It can be collected any day in the world that we 
desire to collect it, and we want you to pay this money.’’ The 
banker says to the Secretary of the Treasury ‘‘Have you not 
money abundant in the Treasury?’’ ‘‘Yes.’’ ‘‘Do you need the 
money to run the expenses of the Government?’”’ ‘‘No.” ‘“‘ Then 
why call it in? I have only ten millions of it;’’ or maybe a 
hundred millions of it, because I am told there are business con- 
cerns in this country that have millions—not only millions, but 
many hundreds of millions—of dollars in bonds. 

The banker says ‘*‘ Thismoney is loaned out all over the country. 
If I go to my debtors and ask them to pay me back the money 
they have borrowed from me it will cause a panic. Youcan not 
afford to have a panic. No good can result to the people of the 
country from a panic. Great disaster will come to all business 
arrangements in the country. It will not do to compel me to pay 
this money. You are not going to compel me to pay it unless 
you are going to compel all the depositories of the Government 
to replace what they have borrowed.’ That will be a potent 
argument to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

It goes on from month to month, from year to year, from 
decade to decade, and these men never do expect to pay it back. 
There is no necessity for paying it. The Government is all the 
time collecting more money than it needs for the economical ad- 
ministration of its affairs, and there is no necessity for repaying 
this money. These people know when they borrow that they are 
not expected to return it. 

Now, then, you have to levy taxes to replace it. The Govern- 
ment does not intend to stop its collections. The Government 
does not intend that its receipts shall fall below its disbursements. 
So you will be taxing the people to replace the money which you 
have practically given to the banks. 

Senators may answer that withasmile. It can not beanswered, 
I apprehend, in any otherway. This bill was not brought in here 
until near the close of the session. It was not brought in here in 
time to allow reasonable and necessary debate on it. I suppose 
Senators will supply the necessity of debate by laughter. But I 
ask Senators in all seriousness and in all consciousness if it is not 
a fact that when this money is loaned out they can not point out 
any way whereby it is ever expected to be returned? 

It is not an answer to it to say there is a provision in the bill 
for its return to the Treasury whenever the Secretary shall de- 
mand it. It is not expected that the Secretary will demand it. 
The same necessity that exists for depositing the money with the 
bankers will exist for leaving it there as long as there is money 
in the Treasury to pay the expenses of the Government. 

Now, I ask if there is a necessity to deposit this money in the 
banks as a loan or a deposit or whatever you may call it (because 

you are loaning it at a very cheap rate of interest when you are 

Hate it at 14 per cent, and paying the banker 4 per cent on the 
bonds that he deposits as security for the loan; on some 2 per 
cent, on others 3; on some 4 and on others 4} per cent) what pro- 
duces that necessity? 

Senators tell me that it is necessary to loan it out in order that 
the money may be put in circulation, and that we want more 
money. The very party that is advocating the putting out of 
this money in order to get more money in circulation is the party 
which has been trying to contract the currency of the country by 
all legislation possible for lo these many years. 

If it is necessary to loan out the money in order to put it in 
circulation, and if it is necessary to enact a law to do that, will 
not the same necessity exist for the money to remain in circula- 
tion when there is a proposition to return it to the Treasury of 
the United States? 

Mr. ALprRIcH and Mr. TILLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I yield to both Senators. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Mississippi says that the 
party in power has been trying to contract the currency all the 
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time in recent years. I should like to have him specify a little 
about the time and place and circumstances, and when and how. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. If the Senator does not know 
that that is a fact, then it would take weeks and years to specify 
wr mery sh impress it upon his mind. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It not only is not the fact, but it is the direct 
opposite of what is the fact. The only legislation in relation to 
currency in the last twenty-five years has been in the direction of 
expansion. There never has been any contraction of the currency 
within that time. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I will leave it to the Senators 
who hear us and to the reading public who read the debate to say 
whether that be so or not. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from a 
[Mr. McLAvURIN] says that one of the reasons for opposing this 
bill is that the very condition which necessitates the deposit of 
money will prevent its withdrawal. If I believed that, I would 
follow him and oppose it. 

But I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi that this money 
could be withdrawn from the banks, and, under what I would con- 
sider a wise administration of Government, it would be with- 
drawn from the banks without ever locking it up in the vaults of 
the Treasury. For instance, according to his view and mine, 
there is none too much money now in the country. 

Our party, coming into power, would undoubtedly adopt every 
means to avoid a contraction of the present volume. Given the 
power to deal with this question, it would simply reduce taxes, 
and, without taking this money from the banks and locking 
it up in the vaults of the Treasury, and thus withdrawing it 
from the channels of trade, it would simply pay it out through the 
banks to meet the ordinary expenses of the Government, if it 
were needed for that purpose, and if it were not needed to meet 
the ordinary expenses of the Government, then to meet the ex- 
traordinary expenses occasioned, as I should hope, by a redemp- 
tion of the bonds of the Government, even though they had to be 
redeemed at a premium. 

I can not conceive of a condition under which the party that 
sought to avoid the accumulation of a surplus and to dispose of 
it would ever withdraw this money and lock it up in the vaults 
of the Treasury. It could easily keep it in the channels of circu- 
lation by reducing the deposit in the banks by drafts on it in the 
usual course of business. Now, if that were done, the Senator 
will concur with me, will he not, that the surplus could be dis- 
posed of without producing the menace of a panic? [A pause. ] 
I ask the Senator whether he agrees with me? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I will answer the Senator 
when he gets through. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wanted to see if we agreed as we proceeded, 
because, unless we agree, it is hardly worth while to proceed 
with the discussion, and, of course, if the Senator does not choose 
to meet the questions as we progress, I think it would be polite 
in me to wait until he finishes and then make such reply as I can. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I will say to the Senator 
from Texas that the question, according to my understanding of 
it, does not admit of a yes or no answer, and for that reason I 
wish to wait and explain it when I make my answer to him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. When the Senator from 
Texas gets through. I want to say to the Senator from Texas 
that I do not mean any discourtesy by that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course not. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Ido not mean to avoid an- 
swering any position taken by the Senator from Texas, but, ac- 
cording to my conception of this matter. I can not answer by a 
yes or no answer. For that reason I will wait to hear his posi- 
tion, and then I will explain my position on it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was going to reduce the issue between the 
Senator and myself to an absolute agreement on the facts or—— 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Ishould be glad to agree with 
the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. While I am on my feet I wish to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Mississippi, with his permission—— 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. To the fact that the statement has been made 
on this side of the Chamber, and repeated perhaps a dozen times, 
that this is a novel departure in the financial or fiscal operations 
of the Government. I myself prefer to call it fiscal, because I do 
not think it involves the financial system of the country. I will 
say to the Senator from Mississippi, and the other Senators who 
maintain that this is a perpetual loan, that if they will take the 
law as it stands upon the statute book to-day and cut out the 
mere exception of about six or seven words—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Three words. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Taking out of the present law the exception of 
customs receipts, they would have the law as it is in this bill. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Three words. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think it is a little more than three words. 
“ Except receipts from customs’’—four words. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Four words; that is right. 

Mr. BAILEY. If you take out those four words you would 
have the law as it stands to-day in this new bill, except the new 
pill further extends the kinds of securities which may be deposited. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I will yield to the Senator from South Carolina 
in a moment. ; 3 

Now, it seemed to me that we did have a. Democratic House 
and a Democratic Senate, and we partially had a Democratic 
President at one time, and yet there was no proposition to repeal 
this law, which has stood there for many years. Nobody has 
heretofore contended that we were making a perpetual loan to 
the banks. But under the new bill, which will never become a 
law—and, by the way, with the Senator’s permission, if he will 
indulge me for a moment, I want to say to the author and fin- 
isher of this bill that he might as well withdraw it. 

There is no more chance for it to pass this body at the present 
session than there is for the statehood bill to rise out of its narrow 
grave and become instinct with life. You will have nobody to 
blame but yourself. For fourteen weeks you stood here and fili- 
bustered against a bill which accorded to a brave and capable 
people the right of self-government; and now, when gentlemen 
on this side, mistakenly as I think, retaliate by filibustering 
against your fiscal measure, it comes with bad grace from you to 
complain. 

Mr. President, I want here and now to record a prophecy. It 
is not my wish, it is simply my prediction, that unless the prac- 
tice of filibustering against every bill to which some Senators 
object is discontinued, the American people will compel the 
United States Senate to change its rules. That is a consumma- 
tion which most of us devoutly wish to avoid. 

American intelligence believes that the majority ought to rule, 
and under given limitations I believe it, too. I believe the right 
to filibuster ought to be reserved for a great occasion and a vital | 
question, a kind of reserved right in this the greatest legislative 
body in the world. If it be invoked on every occasion, slight as 
well as great, and to defeat any measure, unimportant as well as 
vital, American public sentiment will drive this body to change 
its rules. 

I am one of those who believe in a full debate and a prompt 
decision. Iserved in another body where we were compelled to 
decide before we debated, and I regret now that I belong to a | 
body which debates forever without deciding. Somewhere be- 
tween these two extremes there is a safe and middle ground, and 
surely the common sense of the United States Senate is equal to 
finding it. You filibustered for fourteen weeks against a measure 
involving the happiness of a great and sturdy race of pioneers 
who have gone to our Western plains to make gardens out of its 
waste places. Then, in the closing hours of the session that you 
have wasted by a filibuster, you bring in a bill which I think 
important and ought to pass; but gentlemen on this side, who 
differ with me on that question, propose to administer to you a 
dose of your own medicine. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that the object of the opposition? 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam not in the confidence of the gentlemen | 
who are conducting this fight, because I happen to be on the out- 
side at this time. But I doknow—- 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isthe punishment, in the view of the Senator 
from Texas. to be administered to us or to the country? 

aa BAILEY. Well, I think they believe the country can | 
stand it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam sure we can stand it. 

Mr. BAILEY. You have stood a good deal. You can stand a 
great deal more. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The people of the Territories are standing a | 
great deal, too. 

Mr. BATE. May I interrupt the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, as one of those who belong to the 
party to which the Senator from Texas belongs, I must protest 
against the language he uses here in regard to the Democratic 
party when he says that we are a party that debate forever and | 
never decide. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not say that of the Democratic party. 

Mr. BATE. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. No. The Senator does not want to misstate 
what J said. 

Mr. BATE. I donot. I wish to bring to the attention of the | 
Senator from Texas the fact that he was off sick for the last two | 
weeks, and that no Democrat made a speech here for three weeks 
ormore, I had something to do with the matter, and the Demo- 











crats all stood silent, and the discussion for the last two months 
was confined almost entirely to the Republican party. 

The Democrats had nothing to do with the discussion, except 
now and then a little short speech was made by one in answer to 
a statement as to historical facts. Therefore I, as a Democrat, 
must object to having the idea go abroad that we area set of men 
who talk always and never decide. We do decide, and we de- 
cided from the beginning not to go into any filibustering, but to 
be present and let our Senatorial colleague, the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Quay], who wasin full accord with us on this ques- 
tion, practically take charge of the matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘‘Colleague”’ is good. meee e 

Mr. BATE. We decided to let him lead, as the Democrats 
were in the minority and needed help to pass it, and he ledit very 
well, as far as he could, until his own party associates went 
againsthim. There are only thirty-two of us Democratic Senators 
here, and out of that number we had thirty every time the roll 
was called and it was necessary to answer it, and we stood firm 
for the statehood bill as it came from the House without the 
crossing of a ‘“‘t’’ or the dotting of an ‘“‘i.’”’ We did that, and 
we were practically silent, not doing much speaking in order to 
stop the delay purposely organized and carried out by Repub- 
lican Senators. We were decided from the beginning to the end, 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Tennessee simply misunder- 
stood what I said. I did not say the Democratic party debated 
always without deciding. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator said the party to which he belonged. 

Mr. BAILEY. No. I did not say that, if the Senator will par- 
donme. I saidthe ‘‘ body’’ to which I now belong, contrasting it 
with another branch of Congress of which I once had the honor 
to be a member. 

Mr. BATE. I will stand corrected if you meant the Senate in- 
stead of the House; but I think we are the best part of the Sen- 
ate, so I must be pardoned for that. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the Senator has just vindicated me against 
aspersing the Democratic party, because he said they did not do 
what I complained at our adversaries for doing. 

This session there have been four propositions before the Sen- 
ate, any one of which would have passed by a safe majority 
if a vote could have been reached. First was the omnibus state- 
hood bill, which under a kind of compromise was reported to this 
body on the third day after it reconvened for the present session. 
Then there were two treaties here, one of which I am very much 
opposed to, and the other one I am inclined to favor. Both could 
have been ratified—one by an overwhelming majority, the other, 
I regret to say, by a safe majority. Neither has been permitted 
tocome to avote. Herecomesa third and an important measure; 
and I take it that the vote for it would stand 50 to 30. But no 
vote is to be had. 

Mr. President, there is something wrong either in the rule or 
in the practice that enables a minority constantly to defeat the 
will of a majority. The Senate for a hundred years has lived up 
to the high ideal that there should be no limitation on debate in 
this august assembly. I hope it will be able to live another hun- 
dred years under the same high ideal; but, without hesitation, I 


| record the prophecy that it will not live another generation with- 
| ont the previous question or some form of cloture if it continues 


to be demonstrated to the American people that the measures 
which they desire and which a majority are willing to pass are 
being defeated by debate, intended merely for delay and not for 


| elucidation. 


I myself was as earnestly in favor of the statehood bill as is 
the Senator from Rhode Island in favor of the passage of this bill. 


| He believes and I believe that this bill will favorably affect the 


interests of the entire country, but the effect on those interests 


| can at least be measured in dollars and cents, and my deliberate 


judgment is that a bill which touches the inalienable rights of, 


one American citizen to his right of self-government is incompar- 


ably more important than another bill which affects the pocket of 
every man under the flag. And I believe that it was a higher 
duty on you to meet and decide that question than it is upon 
my associates here to allow this question to be decided. It isone 
of those mistakes that have bred mistakes, and in turn they will 
breed more and probably worse ones. If there had been no fili- 
buster on the statehood bill there would have been no filibuster 


| on the treaties, and there would have been no filibuster against 


this fiscal measure. 

But as we can not turn back these days and weeks- 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Texas let me ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator says that this side of the Chamber 
has been filibustering against the passage of the pending meas- 
ure. I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact that there 
has not been exceeding eight hours’ debate upon this bill. 

Mr. PAILEY. I know, but there is going to be. 
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Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Texas may know exactly what 
is going to take place. Senators can debate it but one more day 
to say the most of it. Since I have been in this Chamber I have 
never known a bill of the general importance of this one to pass 
the Senate without three or four or five or even ten days’ debate. 
This bill was introduced on the 9th day of February, 1903. It 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and it was rted 
back February 11,1903. This bill was not taken up in the te 
until three days ago, and since that time there has not been con- 
sumed eight hours in its discussion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Georgia will permit 
me 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to say that there has not been a h 
made against the passage of this bill which has consumed two 
hours. 

Now, for myself, I agree with the Senator from Texas. Ido 
not believe in filibustering; I do not believe that we ought to 
have consumed ten days in discussing the statehood bill. I be- 
lieve that every Senator who desires to speak for or against this 
bill purely on its merits ought to be entitled to do so without 
being charged with being a filibusterer. 

I simply say this, that it ought to bedebated on its merits. We 
ought to loons an opportunity to understand it. There ought to 
be reports from the Finance Committee. We ought to know 
what it contains. 

Take Senators here to-day, take a dozen Senators, and you will 
find that they have been in committees of conference during the 
day and yesterday, and they have not had an opportunity to ex- 
amine this bill. : 

I say in all candor to the Senator from Rhode, Island who re- 

orted this bill, that it ought to have been introduced and reported 

+k here at least ten days ago, and we ought to have been given 

an opportunity two weeks ago to understand it and to debate it, 
and to have every feature of it discussed. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me a moment in 
answer to the Senator from Georgia, the reason I did not take it 
up was because the statehood bill was here by the votes of the 
Senator from Georgia and his colleagues, preventing the passage 
or consideration of any legislation, and when it was finally taken 
up it was against the vote of the Senator from Georgia and his 
colleagues, who—— 

Mr. CLAY. Let me say a word to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Another word, if you please. 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What have been the subjects of the speeches 
made since this bill has been before the Senate for consideration? 
But a single Senator outside of the Senator from Texas, sitting 
upon the other side of the Chamber, has discussed the merits of 
this bill. Almost everyone of them spoke upon the statehood 
bill or upon irrigation or upon anything except the bill which 
was before the Senate for consideration. 
oa ELKINS. What did those who spoke against statehood 

iscuss? 

Mr. CLAY. I say to the Senator from Rhode Island that he 
has stated the proposition correctly. The Senator states that he 
could not report this bill and bring it before the Senate because 
the statehood bill consumed the entire time of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say that, It was because the state- 
hood bill was kept here by the votes of the Senator from Georgia 
and his colleagues to the exclusion of all the other public business. 

Mr. ELKINS. That was the majority of the Senate. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Rhode Island knows this fact. 
He knows that the majority of the Senate by 14 or 15 votes were 
in favor of the passage of the statehood bill, and the Senator is 
correct when he states that it was kept before the Senate to the 
exclusion of every other matter, and the Senator knows that he 
assisted in keeping it before the Senate by keeping a vote from 
being taken on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I have trespassed too long upon 
the indulgence of my distinguished friend from Mississippi. In 
reply to the Senator from Georgia, whom I always delight to call 
my friend, I will simply state that resentment against this charge 
of filibustering emuses me. I heard a distinguished Senator on 
the other side declare the other day that he had never seen any 
evidence of filibustering against the statehood bill. 

Mr. ELKINS. And the oldest member of the Senate. 

Ree BAILEY. That designates him. I did not want to go 
that far. 

Mr. ELKINS. I think the public ought to know. 

Mr. BAILEY. Senators over there smilecomplacently. Here 
my distinguished friend from Georgia — with much warmth 
that there is no evidence of filibustering bere. 

assume no right tospeak for anybody, but I know one Senator 
in charge of this matter who has a habit of calling a spade a 
spade, and I know if he will stand up and have anything to say it 


will confirm what I say to the Senator from Rhode Island. It is a 
waste of the Senate’s time to keep this bill before the body, be- 
cause I know that he, with some able assistance that has been 
volunteered to him, would find it easy to debate this bill until 
12 o’clock next Wednesday a week instead of 12 o'clock next 
Wednesday. 

So it seems to me we might as well recognize conditions as 
they are, and let us all e a high and firm resolve that the 
next time we will let the majority, after a fair debate, reach a 
free decision, and we will have no more filibusters here until 
some proposition reaching the very roots of the Republic is pre- 
sented; and then, possibly, the right to filibuster will be left to 
us. But no right which is exercised to the inconvenience of a body 
and to the disappointment of the public will be left very long 
impaired. 

I beg the pardon of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did the Senator ever know of a measure 
which had been filibustered against which did not reach the root 
of the Republic in the opinion of the filibusters? 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe the right to govern themselves is a 
question going to the root of the Republic; but if the Senator 
from Wisconsin means that a filibuster against that right goes 
to the very base of the Government, I answer yes; but he does 
not think this bill would reach the very structure of the Govern. 
ment, and yet it is to die under the merciless hands of a filibus- 
ter, a milder one than the fourteen weeks against the statehood 
bill, but still a filibuster. 

I imagine those people could have been trusted in Arizona and 
New Mexico to govern themselves entirely and to participate in 
some small degree in the government of Rhode Island, Connect- 
icut, Massachusetts, and other Commonwealths, which, though 
small, have contributed their full quota to the statesmanship and 
patriotism of this Republic. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not sure-—— 

Mr.BAILEY. Again tendering my thanks to the Senator from 
Mississippi for his indulgence and begging his pardon for this 
long trespass, I yield the floor to him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would like to ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi a ge if it does not trouble him. 

r. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Mississippi is a distin- 
guished representative of his party, and his lucid statements in 
regard to the pending bill must have attracted the attention of 
the Senate. 

He has undertaken to criticise the policy of the dominant party 
in regard to the —— of public money in banks. I should like 
to ask him, if it will not overtax his patience and his strength, to 
state what the policy of the Democratic party is in regard to the 
deposit of public money in banks from Mr. Jefferson’s time down 
to the present. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Mississippi kindly yield 
to me? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to answer the long question 
which my friend from Rhode Island has propounded, but I want 
to rather balance some accounts here, as it seems to be washing 
oy in the Senate. 

t does not seem to me that it comes with good grace from one 
side of this body, which has filibustered so persistently, to charge 
the other with filibustering when the balance sheet is so unequal, 
being two days or three days against four weeks. What is sauce 
for the goose ought to be sauce for the gander; and those who 
filibuster against what they think to be wrong or contrary to the 
interests of their people or of the country at large have no right 
to charge anything that is dishonorable or unpatriotic on those 
who filibuster on some other question about which they are con- 


cerned. 

I do not hesitate to say here that I believe the Democratic 
party has been bunkoed by the most astute politician in the 

nited States, and that was MaTTHEW STANLEY Quay. ([Laugh- 
ter. 

r. aA T- I am deeply indebted-—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ifthe Senator will permit me, my reason for 
saying that is that the most important matter confronting this 
Congress when we met here was not statehood, it was not the 
canal treaty, but the — of trust legislation, and he and his 
party associates got the Democrats here to agree, all but two of 
us—the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and myself—he got 
my party associates here to fall in behind him and a dozen or so 
of his colleagues on the other side to rush these Territories into 
statehood. 

When the time came, there was no chance for trust legisla- 
tion otherwise than the humbuggery which has been practiced 
on this country in the so-called antitrust legislation. As an illus- 
tration, the bill which came out of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee, of which I have the honor to be an humble member, 18 
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imed as antitrust legislation, when that very bill in the middle 
of it—I mean the part which we brought out and which passed 
here has been there pending for three years, having on one end of 
the bill a pooling regulation and on the other an enlargement of 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission. . 

The whole committee was agreed about the rebate and the dis- 
criminating question in freights; but we could not agree on the 
other two propositions. Finally we lined up and brought in the 
pill which passed both Houses unanimously, and—lo and behold!— 
the President and Mr. Knox rush forward and cry out, “‘ This is 
our antitrust bill.” ‘ ae s 

The other antitrust legislation which we have had is just as big 
a humbug as that, and the Senator from Pennsylvania, who has 
more trusts in his State than any other man I know of, hassimply, 
as I said, bunkoed my colleagues here into wasting the time of 
the Senate, with no intention of doing anything. [Laughter.] 

Mr. QUAY. [Lam Goonly indebted to my friend the Senator 
from South Carolina for his tribute to my astuteness as a poli- 
tician, but if the Senator from South Carolina will take the 
trouble to recur to what happened here last June before ever the 
trust question became a question of paramount importance, be- 
fore, I might say, the trust campaign was opened, he will remem- 
ber that then a unanimous-consent agreement was made putting 
the statehood bill forward at the beginning of the present session. 

As to the Senator’s implication that on account of my State or 
on account of any trust in it, although I am interested very much 
in my State, and also, as I mentioned the other day, somewhat in 
trusts, I had any intention whatever of interposing the statehood 
bill as a protection to the trusts, in behalf of the trusts, the Sen- 
ator has said what is not true. If he will reflect a moment about 
what has transpired in relation to the bill he will know that is 
not true. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then the Senator from Pennsylvania has 
been bunkoed by the Senator from Rhode Island and his colleagues. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. QUAY. Hehasnot. The Senator from Pennsylvania has 
not been bunkeed. The Senator from Rhode Island has been 
lurking in the background of opposition to the statehood bill, it 
is true, but—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not very much in the background. 

Mr. QUAY. I will say then in the foreground, and nobody 
misunderstood his position. He butikoed no one. 

Mr. BERRY. Except the Senator from South Carolina. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. QUAY. Except the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Henever bunkoedme. [Laughter.] Iknew 
all the time whenever my friends on the other side got ready to 
fall down Mr. Quay’s colleagues, who were back of him on state- 
hood, would surrender. 

Mr. ae I must say that the charge of the Senator from 
South Carolina as to—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I make it in perfectly good faith, not with 
any intention of casting any reflection on anybody. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. QUAY. I did think that some of my colleagues might 
have more resolutely antagonized what transpired in a certain con- 
ference which is said to have occurred somewhere, but otherwise 
it is my belief that all those on this sideof the Chamber who 
favored the statehood bill and who stood resolutely against the 
advice and the influence of their influential colleagues on this side 
and against the abuse of the newspapers of the North and of this 
city were faithful to the last, except I say in that one instance I 
thought they might have stood more directly and stoutly. 

Now, I do not think it is necessary to say anything more in 
reply to the Senator, except that during the progress of the dis- 
cussion and the voting I never understood that the Senator from 
South Carolina for one was following very persistently under my 
ae until he mentioned it to-night. 

Mr. TILLMAN. While we are clarifying the atmosphere be- 
fore we are ready to go into eclipse on the 4th of March, to reap- 
pear in executive session later on, I want to say that I made my 
attitude perfectly clear on the statehood matter here about three 
weeks ago, in which I said I would never vote for that bill unless 
it was c ed so as to admit the Indian Territory along with 
Oklahoma, or keep them apart and have the Indian Territory left 
on its own resources as to its own people. 

I did not believe it was just or proper to give Oklahoma state- 
hood and allow its citizens to frame a constitution and then ab- 
sorb the white people of the Indian Territory, equal to them in 
number and with a much richer area of territory, and allow it to 
come in by benevolent assimilation as it might see fit. That was 
my opposition to the statehood measure. I wanted to see all the 
Territories admitted, but I wanted the white people of the Indian 
Territory to have equal and exact justice with the white peaple of 

Oklahoma, and I did not follow the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
nor did I follow my colleagues over here. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, as a member of the Com- 


mittee on Territories, I am quite unwilling to let the record stand 
that the Democratic members of that committee are accused of 
being dupes either of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
or those upon the Republican side who follow him, and I am 

uite unwilling either to allow the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. TILLMAN] to take the ground unchallenged of ‘I told you 
so,’ when he, during the entire statehood struggle, with another 
Democratic member was found, whenever votes were taken, in 
coe alliance with the Republican majority that opposed state- 
Mr. President, the truth is,so far as every Democratic member 
of the Committee on Territories is concerned, that we have now 
and we have had the most implicit faith in the good faith of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania in this statehood fight. The only 
fault that we have to find with him is that he did not keep up the 
fight to the last and either secure a vote upon the statehood bill 
or force an extra session. 

He simply stopped short of standing for the statehood bill and 
keeping it in the foreground when he was confronted with the 
alternative of keeping up the statehood fight or forcing an extra 
session, and I am inclined to think that there is room for honest 
difference of opinion between members of this body when con- 
fronted by such an alternative. 

Mr. President, the Democratic members of this body, with two 
exceptions, were honestly and sincerely in favor of the admission 
of the three Territories mentioned in the omnibus bill that came 
from the House, and they volunteered to follow the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, knowing the solid front that was presented on the 
Democratic side, because we thought that by thus doing we could 
strip from the struggle a political complexion and not give to the 
opponents of statehood a chance to say that it was a Democratic 
measure and that it was being urged for Democratic purposes. 

In standing for statehood I knew, and my Democratic col- 
leagues knew, that New Mexico was as unerring Republican as 
the State of Rhode Island; that the status of the politics of Ari- 
zona at least was in doubt; and that Oklahoma would in all 
human probability make a Republican State. But we stood for 
statehood because we believed that these Territories possessed 
the area and the population and the character of population and 
the assets that were necessary to make them coequals with the 
other States of this Union. 

We did not allow the fear of political adversity in the event of 
their admission to stand between us and what we conceived to be 
our duty, not only as American citizens, but as members of a 
party that declared in its national convention for the admission 
of these three Territories, as those who opposed the admission of 
the Territories are members of a party that likewise declared in 
favor of the admission of these three Territories. I do not like to 
see a friend of statehood, upon whatever side of this Chamber 
he may be, accused of acting in bad faith under the circum- 
stances as we know them to exist. 

There is one other matter, Mr. President, that I want to refer 
to before I take my seat, and that is at least the very broad in- 
sinuation that the Democratic members of the Senate are engaged 
in filibustering in opposing the bill which has been presented and 
is being urged by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. President, when a measure of that importance has been 
under discussion only about forty-eight hours, and out of that 
length of time but eight hours have been consumed in discussion, 
it does not come with good grace for a member from this side of 
the Chamber to insist that his Democratic friends have been en- 
gaged in filibustering. 

It had been my purpose, Mr. President, to speak upon this 
measure. I know that there are seven or eight Democratic mem- 
bers who are anxious, desirous, and ready to speak upon this 
measure, and that if this measure was kept before this body until 
Wednesday at 12 o’clock the Democrats who desire to speak and 
oppose it would not have time to be heard. 

We feel, Mr. President, that this measure should not only be 
discussed in this Chamber, but it should be discussed before the 
people of the country before it is placed upon the statute books. 
However Democrats or Republicans may look at it, no man can 
investigate it with any regard of calmness or consideration with- 
out realizing that it means the most radical change, so far as the 
dealings of this country with the banks of the country are con- 
cerned, which has been instituted since the inauguration of the 
banking system. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the statement of the Senator 
from Colorado to be tantamount to a statement that it is the in- 
tention of the Democratic members of this body to discuss this 
question beyond the 4th of March. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Rhode Island is not 
justified in stating that that is the conclusion from anything that 
I have said. I have said that there are Democratic members in 
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this body sufficient in number, who desire to be heard and who 
intend to be heard, to continue this debate longer than Wednes- 
day at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all I said. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if he 
considers that filibustering? As well might the Senator from 
Rhode Island have kept this bill back until to-day at noon and, 
because those who opposed the measure determined to be heard, 
accuse them of filibustering to prevent a vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That depends upon whether we call it fili- 
buster or not, on our relative or mutual understanding of the 
word “‘ filibuster.”’ 

Mr. PATTERSON. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is discussing the bill to death. It is talk- 
ing the bill to death. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whether it is one hour or one day or one week 
or fourteen weeks 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is simply talking the bill to death. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators who have been nominally dis- 
cussing this bill to-day, I repeat, have been making speeches upon 
every other conceivable question except the bill itself, and there 
has been no discussion of this bill upon its merits, and I think I 
shall not exceed the facts when I say there is no intention of dis- 
cussing this bill upon its merits. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Tennessee"{Mr. Car- 
MACK] rose to a personal matter. He made his speech in this 
body ten days or more ago, after delivering which he was accused 
by a journal that is believed to be respectable of having uttered 
deliberate falsehoods and of having disgraced himself and the Sen- 
ate by reason of that speech. He occupied less than twenty-five 
minutes in the presentation of that personal question. So far as 
my colleague [Mr. TELLER] is concerned, his argument was a 
logical deduction from the provisions and the possibilities of this 
bill. The argument of the Senator 

Mr. ALDRICH. Imadean exception in behalf of the Senator’s 
colleague. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And the argument of the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. RawLixs] was more pertinent to this measure, in my 
judgment, than any other speech which has been made upon it, 
for the simple reason that it brought out in more glaring contrast 
the two propositions as contended for either directly or by infer- 
ence by Democratic and Republican Senators, the one proposition 
being that all the money should go to the banks in order to get it 
into circulation, and the other proposition being that all the 
money, if there was too much in the Treasury, should go to the 
reclamation of the desert places of this country, making homes 
for the homeless and giving lands to the landless, in order that 
our population may be increased by a thrifty, a brave, and a 
prosperous people. 

I have no hesitation in asserting that the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island is not borne out by the facts when he 
says the arguments upon this side of the Chamber have not been 
directed to the measure. Every one of them was pertinent, and 
every one of them tended in one way or another to elucidate the 
hideousness of this measure when it is properly and clearly under- 
stood. 

I say, Mr. President, as to the Senator’s idea of filibustering, 
that it is not my idea, and it is not a correct idea. It has been 
received as a gospel truth by every Senator upon this floor that 
every measure of importance is deserving of a full and a fair and 
a free discussion and debate; and when a Senator interposes a 
measure of vast importance in the closing days of the session and 
attempts to shut off debate by crying out ‘‘ Filibustering!”’’ he is 
doing injustice to the Senate and is violating the rules of fair and 
honorable debate. 

So, Mr. President, as a member of this side of the Chamber, I 
protest against being put down as among the filibusters. 

I came here two years ago, and the first thing I was greeted 
with by one of the Senators from Illinois, a Republican Senator, 
was the charge of filibustering, as it was conceded upon every 
hand, and he himself conceded it, to prevent the passage of a 
river and harbor bill. 

[have said a number of times during this short session that 
the Republican members were setting a bad example tonew Sen- 
ators when, without rhyme or reason, they stood in opposition to 
the requesis of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], 
made day by day, that some time should be fixed before the close 
of the session when a vote upon the statehood bill might be had. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] has declared 
more than a dozen times that, so far as the two Philippine bills 
were concerned which were passed at the last session, there was 
nothing but fair and honorable debate upon them and that there 
was no evidence of any attempt at filibustering upon the part of 
the enemies of the measures; and I say now, so far as my experi- 
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ence in this er is concerned, during the past two years there 
has never been the slightest evidence of a purpose to filibuster in 
the sense of filibustering for the purpose of defeating any meas- 
ure, however obnoxious that measure may have been, 

Senators on this side have declared against filibustering, except 
as to those who have in mind the struggle upon the force bill, 
years and years agone, when they believed that the very founda- 
tions of their social fabric were about to be destroyed. With 
that one single exception, I have heard them declare unanimously 
against filibustering, and I have not seen a single evidence of an 
attempt or a purpose upon their part since I have been here to do 
aught contrary to their express views upon the subject. 

I say, Mr. President, that the Senator from Rhode Island has 
no one to blame but himself forthe short season given for debate 
upon this bill—too short for its proper consideration. He was 
connected with the Senators who so managed the business of this 
Senate that it was impossible for him to call up his bill before. 
Otherwise doubtless he would have done so. But this measure 
ought to have been og long and long ago, because it is not 
the incubation of anhour. It has been thought uponand dreamed 
over and discussed months and months ago by those who are the 
intended beneficiaries of it, and I can not understand why even 
its introduction was withheld until less than a month ago. 

Mr. President, I say that no Democrat has filibustered. We 
have not countenanced it in any way. The filibustering has all 
been done upon the side of which the Senator from Rhode Island 
is a distinguished member; in all human probability, when every- 
thing is considered that enters into leadership, the leader of that 
body. He could have changed the whole aspect of the legisla- 
tion of this session if he had been guided by proper impulses. 
When I use that phrase, I mean the impulse against delay, against 
filibustering, in order that the members on this floor might, after 
fair and free debate upon the statehood bill, have had an oppor- 
tunity to vote their sentiments. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, may Iinterrupt the Senator from 
Colorado with a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PATTERSON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. HANNA. Iam aware that the Senator from Colorado was 
not present at the short session two years ago, but I ask him, for his 
information, to learn how it was that the shipping bill was defeated. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I would ask the Senator from the State of 
Ohio to go over to the House of Representatives and ask how the 
shipping bill came to be defeated. 

Mr. HANNA. No. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It wasstrangledin the house of its friends. 

Mr. HANNA. That bill was not reported by the committee of 
the House; but it was before this Senate fully as long as the state- 
hood bill has been, and it was nearly talked to death on that side 
of the Chamber. 

Rw ign amas taaae Of course, I have no personal knowledge 
of that. 

Mr. HANNA. I said you had not, and I was simply advising 
the Senator. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam talking about my knowledge since I 
have been here. 

Mr. HANNA. I supposed the Senator was talking for that side 
of the Chamber. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam talking for this side of the Chamber, 
so far as my personal knowledge is concerned. 

Mr. HANNA. And I was advising the Senator to acquaint 
himself with the facts. 

Mr. PATTERSON. There are those on this side of the Cham- 
ber, I have no doubt, who can answer fully and completely the 
question propounded by the Senator from Ohio. 

But in any event the shipping bill is buried—buried by the po- 
litical associates and friends of the Senator from Ohio—buried in 
committee; and I say well done to the political associates of the 
Senator from Ohio who prepared the coffin. placed within it the 
corpse, filled in the grave, and wrote its epitaph. The shipping 
bill, like the bill of the Senator from Rhode Island, wasa measure 
that should be, with it,condemned by those who regard the national 
banks of the country as the chief beneficiary for all the legisla- 
tion that the Congress of the United States can enact. 

Mr. CARMACK, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to say a few words? 

Mr. CARMACK. I have only a short time, but I will yield to 
the Senator if he wishes—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I only want two or three minutes. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I am perfectly willing to 
yield, but I wish it to be understood that I have the floor. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
has the floor. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I am willing to yield the floor 
to the Senator from Tennessee or to the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land, but of course I desire to go on when they get through. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield for the present? 


Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator will yield to me, L will occupy 
only a few moments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought the Senator had yielded tome. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I will first yield to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [ Mr. et and afterwards to the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I was simply about to say 
that the situation of the Senator from Rhode Island under the 
present circumstances reminds me very much of an incident in 
the story of Barnaby Rudge. I refer to the failure of the hangman 
to respond when it came his turn to be hanged. The Senator from 
Rhode Island now has an opportunity to see how it is himself. 

He was supposed to be the inspiration of a very long and des- 
perate filibuster here in this Chamber, which has caused the pres- 
ent congestion of business in the Senate. For fourteen long 
weeks the Senator prevented this Senate from having its will, 
from having an opportunity to vote on a bill which a majority of 
the Senate favored and wished to pass. By the holding up of that 
bill for that long time the result has been that the business of the 
Senate is congested, and there are a number of very important bills 
thrown upon us here at nearly the very closing hours of the session. 

I agree with a great deal that my friend from Texas (Mr. 
BAILEY] has said in respect to filibustering. I am no advocate 
of that means of dealing with public questions; but I say, Mr. 
President, when we are confronted with important measures 
right here in the closing hours of a session and called upon to act 
upon them at once it is perfectly legitimate to delay proceedings 
until the Senate can have an opportunity fairly to scrutinize the 
pending measures and fairly to debate them, and even though 
speeches are made here avowedly for the purpose of delay it is 
legitimate delay. This measure ought not to pass at this session 
of Congress, because there is no opportunity for its fair and full 
consideration. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrrrrson] referred to a few 
remarks of mine. I donot know whether the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has mentioned them or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think so. 

Mr. CARMACK. I did not know whether he had or not. 

Mr. President, as I was saying, I did make some remarks here 
not at all pertinent to this bill, and Iexpect to submit some more. 
Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit me? 

Mr. CARMACK, Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want the Senator to know that I distinctly 
disclaim any thought of attributing to the Senator from Tennes- 
see the motive of filibustering. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iknew the Senator would notattribate such 
a thing to me. 

Mr. BAILEY. BecanuseI think the Senator had just and suf- 
ficient occasion for his remarks, and they had no reference to the 
final result on this bill. 

Mr. CARMACK. None in the world, Mr. President. I at- 
tempted to get an opportunity before to say what I did say while 
this bill was pending, and there are things that I have wanted to 
say not pertinent to this bill. Ido not care particularly about 
saying them in the time of this bill, but I want to say them at 
some time before we adjourn, and I might just as well say them 
when this bill is pending as any other, because this bill is not 
going to pass, and I freely confess that I am one of those who 
have determined that it ought not to be allowed to pass at this 
session of Congress. 

If we had full and fair time for debate, if the Senate wished to 
pass the bill, I should not attempt to obstruct it by filibustering; 
but I do say in these closing hours of the session, when we have 
no time for fair consideration of the question, it is legitimate to 
adopt obstructive tactics, if necessary, to delay the consideration 
of such a measure until we can have time for its full consideration. 

Now, Mr, President, I have something more here that I wish 
to go into the Recorp. I do not want to take the time to read it, 
unless the Senateinsists upon it. I will say, briefly, thatitis some 
testimony, if it can be called such, bearing upon the conduct of 
this Government in the Philippines Islands—testimony that we de- 
sired to bring before the Philippine Committee, but we were not per- 
mitted the opportunity to do so; and I and some other friends 
constituted ourselves a committee and took a little of this testi- 
mony. Idesire tohave it printedinthe Recorp. I will not ask to 
read it to the Senate unless some one objects to having it printed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In the absence of the chairman of the 
Committee on the Philippines, I trust the Senator from Tennessee 
will withhold his request with reference to the printing of this 
matter in the RecorD until some other hour when the chairman 
of the Committee on the Philippines is present. 

Mr. DUBOIS. If the Senator from Tennessee will permit me, 
I second the motion of the Senator from Indiana, and then, per- 
haps the Senator from Tennessee will have the opportunity to 
read it to-morrow. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. CARMACK. Very well. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think that will be better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes- 
see withdraw the request? 

Mr. CARMACK. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, now I yieid to 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the midst of this torrent of disclaimers, 
the frank remarks of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] 
are refreshing to say the least. 

Mr. CARMACK. I think the Senator needs to be refreshed, 
and I am glad to refresh him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Tennessee is quite willing 
to admit what the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] seems 
so anxious to deny. I am surprised that the Senator from Colo- 
rado should be so sensitive at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. I made nostatement about filibustering at 
all. It was one of the Senator’s own associates on that side of 
the Chamber who made that suggestion. 

We are noneof us deceived among ourselves about what is 
being done. We all know that the Senator from Colorado and 
his associates intend to talk this bill to death, and I am quite 
willing, so long as the country knows who is responsible for its 
defeat, that that shall be the result. Not willing, I will not say 
that, because I think it is a great misfortune to the country and 
to the business interests of the country that these gentlemen, not 
on account of the merits or demerits of the bill, but because some 
of us in discharge of what we believe to be our duty in regard to 
another measure, have taken a certain course, have determined 
that we are to be punished and the great business interests of the 
country are to be punished through us in this method. 

Mr. CARMACK. Did I understand the Senator to say that I 
said anything of that sort was being done for the purpose of pun- 
ishing him? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. I said the Senator from Tennessee frankly 
admitted that he intended to kill the bill. He said they intended 
to bring this lesson home to us because of the position we had 
taken in regard to the statehood bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In what way are the business interests of 
the country suffering for this bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will try to find an opportunity to-morrow to 
tell the Senator, and I expect, before this debate is finished, to get 
such an opportunity. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator willexcuse me and allow me 
to go on for amoment further; the Senator made some allusions 
to the fact that this bill was not presented here before; he stated 
that, as chairman of the committee, I ought not to have brought 
this bill here for discussion at this late day, and he further stated 
that this bill had been prepared somewhere else. I wish to say 
that this bill never was prepared outside of the room of the Com- 
mittee on Finance and that it had no consideration by anybody 
outside of the room of the Committee on Finance. 

I prepared it as a simple business proposition; I submitted it to 
my associates on that committee, to Democrats and Republicans 
on that committee. We discussed it and agreed upon every one 
of its provisions from beginning to end, and there was never an 
intimation on the part of any member of that committee, and 
there never was an intimation from anybody until the bill reached 
this Chamber, that it was intended to make it a subject of parti- 
san discussion and that it was to be killed for political effect. 

It was an entire surprise to me, because there was, I repeat, no 
suggestion on the part of the Democratic members of that com- 
mittee—and they are equal to any of their associates on this floor 
in ability and knowledge of this subject—that we were doing 
anything except what I suggest—preparing a plain, business 

roposition that would help the business interests of this country. 
There is nothing else in it. There was no appearance of any- 
thing else until it came here, and the gentlemen who lead the 
Democratic party to defeat by adopting one policy last year are 
now seeking to lead that same party to defeat again by adopting 
another policy this year. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I wish to reply to one word which 
fell from the lips of the Senator from Rhode Island, to the effect 
that we on this side were trying to punish the other side for fili- 
wears. I disclaim anything of that kind. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was only adopting a suggestion of the Sen- 
ator’s colleague [Mr. CARMACK]. 

Mr. BATE. I say that we on this side are not doing that. We 
are trying to do our duty to our convictions in regard to this bill. 
But I will say that people who live in glass houses should not 
throw stones, and as you Senators on the other side tried to fili- 
buster, we thought it came with bad grace from the Senator 
from Rhode Island to say we were filibustering. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. CARMACK. I hope the Senator will yield to me for jrst 
a moment to say a word personal to myself. 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I made no suggestion that 
we had adopted these tactics for the purpose of punishing the 
Senator from Rhode Island or punishing anybody else for his at- 
titude on the statehood bill. I have not had any such motive. 
As far as I am concerned, I have never had any intense feeling 
with respect to the statehood bill. I supported that measure be- 
cause I thought it was just and right, but I have never had any 
intense feeling over it, either of resentment or otherwise, and I 
have never had any desire to punish the Senator from Rhode 
Island or to punish anybody else. 

I have just simply remarked that the Senator was in the posi- 
tion of the hangman in Barnaby Rudge, when it comes home to 
him; not that I desired to see the Senator in that position at all. 
My position was simply that we ought not to consider or attempt 
to pass a measure of this importance in the closing hours of the 
session, when we have not time for full and fair consideration of 


it; and that is the only reason I have had for the part I have | 


taken in it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I desire to read a very 
short extract from the Evening Star, an Administration paper, 
and, I think, in full sympathy with the political views and the 


financial policy of the Senator from Rhode Island. The article | 


Says: 

Interest centered about the Senate situation during the early part of the 
day. The question heard on every side was, Would the Aldrich financial bill 
pass? No measure of legislation of recent years has excited more attention in 
Congress than the pending financial measure which bears Senator ALDRICH’S 
name. 


Strong pressure from influential financial and corporation quarters is be- | 
ing exerted upon Congress to get the measure through. The banking inter- | 


ests of the East, and especially of New York, are putting every pound of 
pressure they can bring to bear upon both Houses of Congress. This is 
supplemented by pressure from the great railroads of the country, whose 
bonds would be favorably affected by the legislation. The only opposition 
comes from a faction of Democrats. 

The great banking interests of New York, the great railroads 
of the country are putting every pound of pressure upon both 
branches of Congress, according to this Administration paper, 
in the first column of the first page, to rush this bill through. 

Mr. CARMACK. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. PATTERSON. From the Washington Evening Star of 
to-day. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I can only speak for myself in this connec- | 
tion, but I will say that the only letter or communication that I 


have had from any bank in the city of New York was in opposi- 
tion to this measure. 

= PATTERSON. Iam not impugning the Senator’s motives 
at all. 

Mr. CARMACK. I snggest that if some of the banks are op- 
posing this measure we ought to take a little more time to con- 
sider it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then, in the second column of this Ad- 
ministration organ, we have the following upon the same sub- 
ject: 

A decision was reached by the House Committee on Rules this morning to 
take no action ona rule for the consideration of currency legislation until 
action on the Aldrich bill has been taken by the Senate. E 

Unless the Senate the Aldrich bill to-day, the prediction is made 
that no financial legislation will be had at this session. 

If, however, the Senate the Aldrich bill to-day or early to-morrow, 
a rule will be brought in by which the combination Fowler-Payne-Aldrich 
bill shall be considered as a substitute for the Aldrich bill as it comes from 
the Senate. In this way the combination bills of the House and Senate can 
be referred to a conference committee and the result of the deliberations 
of this conference report will undoubtedly be adopted by both Houses. 

Now, is not that a nice programme? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This particular newspaper writer does not 
seem to have been in the confidence of the Senator from Colorado, 
or he would not have written that article. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The writer of this article was evidently in 
the confidence of the managers in the other House. I read some- 
thing of the proceedings, and the statement made by this writer 
is true, that no rule was adopted, that the making of a rule was 
deferred by the House until action by the Senate upon what is 
known as the Aldrich bill. And it was evidently for the pu 
of saddling on to the Aldrich bill the obnoxious financial legisla- 
tion in the House and then rushing them through in a conference 
report. 

Of course the Senator from Rhode Island is in no wise respon- 
sible for that. Whether he could have defeated it when these 
several measures were incorporated in one in an agreement made 
by the committee of conference, of course, I do not know; but all 
of these things go to show, I suppose, of course, without the know]l- 
edge of the Senator from Rhode Island, that there is a compact, a 
well-organized body, and a complete understanding as to what 
will be done with this measure by those who control both branches 
of Congress if they can only get it through the Senate. 

+ Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am reminded by a fellow- 
Senator that the cars stop running at 12 o’clock, and I therefore 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, I want it un- 
derstood that I have the floor in the morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 11 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 3, 


1903, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 2, 1903, 
DISTRICT JUDGE, 

George C. Holt, of New York, to be United States district 
judge for the southern district of New York. An original appoint- 
ment under the provisions of the act of Congress approved Feb- 
ruary 9, 1903, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for an additional judge 


of the district court of the United States for the southern district 
of New York.”’ 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Midshipman Clayton M. Simmers, to be an assistant naval con- 
structor in the Navy, from the 28th day of February, 1903 (sub- 
ject to the examinations required by law), to fill a vacancy exist- 
ing in that grade on that date. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John Reese, of Broken Bow, Nebr., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Broken Bow, Nebr., vice Frank H. Young, resigned, 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 

John F. Vivian, of Golden, Colo., to be surveyor-general of Col 

orado, vice Charles C. Goodale, term expired. 
CONSUL. 

Edwin 8S. Cunningham, of Tennessee, now consul at Aden, 
Arabia, to be consul of the United States at Bergen, Norway, 
| vice Victor E, Nelson, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS, 
COLORADO. 

Francis M. Tague, to be postmaster at Las Animas, in the 
county of Bent and State of Colorado, in place of William E. 
Cooper, resigned. 





LOUTSIANA. 

George W. Whitworth, to be postmaster at Jeanerette, in the 
parish of Iberia and State of Louisiana, in place of George W. 
Whitworth. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

MONTANA. 

James B. Washburn, to be postmaster at Giltedge, in the county 
of Fergus and State of Montana. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1902. 

NEW YORK. 


L. A. Blanding, to be postmaster at Sherburne, in the county of 
Chenango and State of New York, in place of Alexander Ross, 
deceased. 

John K. Grant, to be postmaster at Stamford, in the county of 
Delaware and State of New York, in place of John K. Grant. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1903. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

R. W. Smith, to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the county of 
Mecklenburg and State of North Carolina, in place of Jonas W. 
Mullen. Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 1902. 

OnTO. 

Harry M. Ashton, to be postmaster at Spencerville, in the county 
of Allen and State of Ohio, in place of Harry M. Ashton. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 

Sherwood Blamer, to be postmaster at Johnstown, in the county 
of Licking and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1903. 

Russell B. Day, to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the county of 
Allen and State of Ohio, in place of Russell B. Day. Incumbent’s 
commission expired January 24, 1903. 

Joseph E. Hall, to be master at Bucyrus, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Ohio, in place of Joseph E. Hall. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 

Jacob O. Harris, to be postmaster at Utica, in the county of 
Licking and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1903. 

James C. Holloway, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Williams and State of Ohio, in place of James C. Hol- 
loway. Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 

James W. Hull, to be postmaster at Millersburg, in the county 
of Holmes and State of Ohio, in place of James W. Hull. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 

Elmer C. Jesse, to be postmaster at Mineral City, in the county 
of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1903. ; 

William 8. Needham, to be postmaster at Pataskala, in the 
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county of Licking and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential 
Jannary 1, 1903. 

William T. Orton, to be postmaster at West Unity, in the 
county of Williams and State of Ohio, in place of William Wil- 
liam T. Orton. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

William A, Pittenger, to be postmaster at Dennison, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in place of William A. 
Pittenger. Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 

Akin M. Richards, to be postmaster at Hicksville, in the county 
of Defiance and State of Ohio, in place of Akin M. Richards. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 

John J. Roberts, to be postmaster at Prospect, in the county 
of Marion and State of Ohio, in place of John J. Roberts. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 

William H. Stoutt, to be postmaster at Urichsville, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in place of William H. 
Stoutt. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

Frank F. Talley, to be postmaster at New Richmond, in the 
county of Clermont and State of Ohio, in place of Frank F. Talley. 
Incuinbent’s commission expired February 1, 1903. 

Mary L. Thompson, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Brown and State of Ohio, in — of Mary L. Thomp- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expired February 1, 1903. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

David W. Coulter, to be postmaster at Conemaugh, in the 
county of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1903. 

Augustus M. High, to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 
of Berks and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Augustus M. 
High. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903. 

Frank J. Roethline, to be postmaster at Northampton, in the 
county of Northampton and State-of Pennsylvania. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1901. 

UTTAR. 

Benjamin F. Boothe, to be postmaster at Brigham, in the county 
of Boxelder and State of Utah, in place of Benjamin F. Boothe. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1903. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 28, 1903. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Cavalry Arm. 
1. Second Lient. Jens E. Stedje, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 16, 1903. 
2. Second Lieut. John E. Hemphill, Third Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 24, 1903. 
Infantry Arm. 
3. First Lieut. Chauncey B. Humphrey, Seventeenth Infantry, 
to be captain, February 10, 1903. 
4. Second Lieut. Donald C. McClelland, Eighteenth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, December 5, 1902. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 2, 1908. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Frank Dillingham. of California, to be consul-general of the | 


United States at Auckland, New Zealand. 
DISTRICT COMMISSIONER. 

Henry B. F. Macfarland, of the District of Columbia, to be a 
Commissioner of the District of Columbia for a term of three 
years from May 5, 1903. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Charles D. Eddy, of Rhode Island, to be collector of customs 
= - district of Bristol and Warren, in the State of Rhode 

sland. 

Jobn C. Cline, of California, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Los Angeles, in the State of California, 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George L. Godfrey, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Des Moines, in the State of Iowa. 

Benjamin H. Barrows, of Nebraska, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 

Harry H. Youngken, to be postmaster at Santa Paula, in the 

county of Ventura and State of California. 
IDAHO. 

John L. Chapman, to be postmaster at Lewiston, in the 

of Nez Perces and State of Idaho. 
MARYLAND. 

Winfield 8S. Wolfe, to be postmaster at Union Bridge, in the 

county of Carroll and State of Maryland. 


county 
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MASSACHUSETTS. 
George A. Wales, to be postmaster at Stoughton, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
MINNESOTA. 
Samuel Sweningsen, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county 
of Mower and State of Minnesota. 
Thomas M. Paine, to be postmaster at Glencoe, in the county 
of McLeod and State of Minnesota. 
Emma C. Taylor, to be postmaster at Chaska, in the county of 
Carver and State of Minnesota. 
T. T. Gronlund, to be postmaster at Tyler, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Minnesota. © 
MISSISSIPPI. 
John C. Clifton, to be postmaster at Senatobia, in the county 
of Tate and State of Mississippi. 
MISSOURI. 
Wesley W. Wehrli, to be postmaster at Mound City, in the 
county of Holt and State of Missouri. 
William B. Lewis, to be postmaster at Eldorado Springs, in the 
county of Cedar and State of Missouri. 
MONTANA, 
Albert Hollander, to be postmaster at Grauite, in the county of 
Granite and State of Montana. 
Herbert O. Chowen, to be postmaster at Great Falls, in the 
county of Cascade and State of Montana. 
NEW JERSEY. 
William S. Jackson, to be postmaster at Belmar, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 
Marcellus L. Jackson, to be postmaster at Hammonton, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 
Oscar Jeffery, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey. 
William Proudfoot, to be postmaster at Roselle, in the county 
of Union and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK, 
Harrold R. Every, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Greene and State of New York. 
David G. Montross, to be postmaster at Peekskill, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 
John A. Raser, to be postmaster at Harrison, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 
Mortimer N. Cole, to be postmaster at Castile, in the county of 
Wyoming and State of New York. 
George G. Roe, to be postmaster at Clyde, in the county of 
Wayne and State of New York. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Alexander M. Long, to be postmaster at Rockingham, in the 
county of Richmond and State of North Carolina. 
George W. Robbins, to be postmaster at Rocky Mount, in the 
county of Edgecombe and State of North Carolina. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 
Frederick L. Johnson, to be postmaster at Lakota, in the county 
of Nelson and State of North Dakota. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Anna B. Beatty, to be postmaster at Cochranton, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. 
Alfred E. Williams, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 
Frank G. Sairs, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 
John Lutz, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county of Bed- 
ford and State of Pennsylvania. 
James S. Kennedy, to be postmaster at Grove City, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 
Frank A, Moesta, to be postmaster at Kittanning, in the county 
of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 
Harry K. Frontz, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the 
county of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania. 
James E. Hunter, to be postmaster at Turtle Creek, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 
Windle W. Montgomery, to be postmaster at Bellefonte, in the 
county of Center and State of Pennsylvania. 
Orrin Serfass,to be postmaster at Easton, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 
Robert E. Woodside, to be postmaster at Millersburg, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 
Jacob G. Geltz, to be postmaster at Milton, in the county of 
Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 
William J. Noll, to be postmaster at Myerstown, in the county 
of Lebanon and State of Pennsylvania. 
Harry W. Hummel, to be postmaster at Northumberland, in 
county of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 
Samuel E. Worth, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 
Cyrus F. Zimmerman, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the 
county of Lebanon and State of Pennsylvania. 
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Nora L. Pickering, to be postmaster at Peckville, in the county 
of Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania. 

George H. Reitenbaugh, to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Caleb 8. Brinton, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Anna H. Griscom, to be postmaster at Jenkintown, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

W. V. Campbell, to be postmaster at McKeesport, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

John 8S. Weaver, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburg, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

George W. Honsaker, to be postmaster at Masontown, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 

TEXAS. 

William J. Miller, to be postmaster at Hallettsville, in the 
county of Lavaca and State of Texas. 

Otto Heilig, to be postmaster at New Braunfels, in the county 
of Comal and State of Texas. 

Leander Hopkins, to be postmaster at Ferris, in the county of 
Ellis and State of Texas. 

Ulysses G. Roach, to be postmaster at Celeste, in the county 
of Hunt and State of Texas. 

VERMONT. 

Buel J. Derby, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Chittenden and State of Vermont. . 

Emeroy G. Page, to be postmaster at Hyde Park, in the county 
of Lamoille and State of Vermont. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 2 

Edwin H. Flynn, to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county of 
Roane and State of West Virginia. 

D. P. Stout, to be postmaster at West Union, in the county of 
Doddridge and State of West Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpbay, March 2, 1908. 
[Continuation of legislative day of February 26, 1903.] 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 11 
a. m. by the Speaker. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays on the 
pending motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point of order 
that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands 
the yeas and nays. A quorum is not needed to order the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. RICHAKDSON of Tennessee. There must be a quorum 
to transact business, and we have not been in session for eighteen 
hours. I insist that we should have a quorum. 

Mr. LACEY. It is not necessary to have a quorum to order 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must bear in mind that the 
thing that the gentleman from New York asks does not need a 
quorum. The Chair must overrule the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the Chair hold that 
it does not need a quorum to transact business? Is the Chair 
going to hold that it does not require a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. Speaker Randall and Speaker Carlisle both 
held that a quorum was not needed to order the yeas and nays, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Of course. 

The SPEAKER. And the present occupant of the Chair so 
holds, and overrules the point of order. The question is on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 203, nays 7, 
answered “‘ present’’ 21, not voting 120; as follows: 


YEAS—203. 


Acheson, Boutell, Butler, Dalzell, 
Adams, Bowersock, Caldwell, Darragh, 
Adamson, Bowie, Candler, Davis, Fla, 
Allen, Ky. Brandegee, Capron, Deemer, 
Allen, Me. Breazeale, Cassel, Dick, 
Aplin, Brick, Cassingham, Dovener, 
Babcock, Bromwell, Clayton, Draper 
Ball, Del. Broussard, Connell, Driscoll, 
Bartholdt, Brown, Coombs, Dwight, 
Bartlett, Brownlow, Cooper, Wis. Eddy, 
Bates, Bull, Cousins, Emerson, 
Beidler, Burgess, Cowherd, Esch, 
Bell, Burk, Pa. Cromer, Evans, 
Benton, Burke, 8. Dak. Crowley, Finley, 
Billmeyer, Burleigh, Crumpacker, Flanagan, 
Bishop. Burleson, Currier, Fleming, 
Boreing, Burton, Cushman, Fletcher, 
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Foerderer, Jenkins, Moon, Smith, H. C. 
Fordney, Johnson, Morris, Smith, 8. W. 
Foss, Jones, Va. Moss, Southard, 
Fowler, Jones, Wash. Mudd, Sperry, 
Gaines, Tenn. Joy, Mutchler, Spight, 
Gaines, W. Va. Kahn, Needham, Stark, 
Gardner, Mass. Kehoe, Olmsted, Steele, 
Gardner, Mich. Knapp, Otjen, Storm, 
Gardner, N. J. Kyle, Overstreet, Swanson, 
Gibson, Lacey, Palmer, Tate, 
Gillet, N. Y. Latimer, Parker, Tawney, 
Graff, Lawrence, Patterson, Pa. Tayler, Ohio 
Graham, Lessler, Payne, Taylor, Ala. 
Greene, Mass. Lester, Pearre, Thomas, Iowa 
Grosvenor, Lewis, Pa. Perkins, Tirrell, 
Grow. Littauer, Powers, Me. Trimble, 
Hamilton, Lloyd, Powers, Mass. Underwood, 
Hanbury, Long, Reeder, Van Voorhis, 
Hay, Loud, Reeves, Vreeland, 
Hedge, Loudenslager, Rhea, Wadsworth, 
Henry, Conn. Lovering, Richardson, Ala. Wagoner, 
Hepburn, McAndrews, Robb, Wanger, 
Hildebrant, McCall, Roberts, Warner, 
Hill, McCleary, Robinson, Ind, Warnock, 
Hitt, McClellan, Russell, Watson, 
Holliday, McLachlan, Scott, Weeks, 
Hooker, Mahon, Selby, Wiley, 
Howard, Martin, Shattuc, Williams, Il. 
Howell, Mercer, Sheppard, Williams, Miss. 
Hull, Miers, Ind. Showalter, Woods, 
Irwin, Miller, Sibley, Wright, 
Jack, Minor, Slayden, Young, 
Jackson, Kans. Mondell, Smith, Il. Zenor. 
Jackson, Md. Moody, Smith, Iowa 
NAYS—7. 
Fitzgerald, Randell, Tex. Sims, White. 
Padgett, Rucker, Smith, Ky. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”’—21. 
Creamer, Goldfogle, Mann, Shackleford, 
Curtis, Haskins, Marshall, Sherman, 
Dayton, Hopkins, Metcalf, Stephens, Tex, 
De Armond, Kluttz, Richardson, Tenn. 
Gilbert, Lindsay, Rixey, 
Gillett, Mass. McRae, Schirm, 


NOT VOTING—120. 


Alexander, Elliott, Lever, Ryan, 

Ball. Tex. Feely, Lewis, Ga. Scarborough, 7 
Bankhead, Flood, Little, Shafroth, i 
Barney, Foster, TL. Littlefield, Shallenberger, : 
Bellamy, Foster, Vt. Livingston, Shelden, 

Belmont, Fox, McCulloch, Skiles, 

Bingham, Gill, McDermott, Small, 

Blackburn, Glass, McLain, Smith, Wm. Alden 

Blakeney, Glenn, Maddox, Snodgrass, 

Brantley, Gooch, enones, Snook, 

Bristow, Gordon Maynard, Southwick, 

Brundidge, Green, Pa. Meyer, La Sparkman, 

Burkett, Griffith, Mickey, Stevens, Minn. 

Burnett, Griggs, Morgan, Stewart, N. J. 

Calderhead, Haugen, Morrell, Stewart, N. Y. 

Cannon, Heatwole, Naphen, Sulloway, 

Clark, Hemenway, Neville, Sulzer, 

Cochran, Henry, Miss. Nevin, Sutherland, 

Conner, Henry, Tex. Newlands, Swann, 

Conry, Hughes, Norton, Talbert, 

Cooney, Jett, Patterson,Tenn. Thayer, 

Cooper, Tex. Kern, Pierce, Thomas, N.C. 

aries. Ketcham, Pou, Thompson, 

Dahle, Kitchin, Claude Prince, Tompkins, N.Y. 

Davey, La. Kitchin, Wm. W. Pugsley, Tompkins, Ohio 

Davidson, Kleberg, Ransdell, La. Vandiver, 

Dinsmore, Knox, Reid, Wachter, 

Dougherty, Lamb, Robertson, La. Wheeler, 

Douglas, Landis, Robinson, Nebr. Wilson, 

Edwards, Lassiter, Ruppert, Wooten. 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. CANNON with Mr. McRakg. 


Mr. GiLut with Mr. MAHONEY. 


Mr. CONNELL with Mr. Cooprr of Texas. 
Mr. MILLER with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


Mr. HASKINS with Mr. Lamp. 


Mr. GILuett of Massachusetts with Mr. NAPHEN, 


Mr. KetTcHaM with Mr. LIvINGsTon. 

Mr. MetTcaLF with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. LANDIS with Mr. WILLIAM W. KiITOcHIN. 

Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. ELuiorr. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. RoBpertson of Louisiana, 
Mr. Knox with Mr. SNook. 

On this vote: 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. NEwLanps. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. SOUTHWICK with Mr. CLaupE KITCcHIN, 

Mr. Tompkins of New York with Mr. MAYNARD, 
Mr. NEVIN with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. Barney with Mr. LItTr.e. 

Mr. Scuirm with Mr. Rei, 
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Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know how I am 

ecorded. 
7 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. FLOOD. I should like to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in his seat and listening 
when his name should have been called? 

Mr. FLOOD. Ido not know about that. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the gentleman can not vote. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to be recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name should have been called? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I was detained at the Post- 
Office Department. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PArKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17046) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 7414) to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, 
to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to au- 
thorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and for 
other purposes, had asked a conference with the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appoint¢d Mr. 
FAIRBANKS, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. TURNER as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. JAMES M. Moopy, late a Representative from the 
State of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that 
fitt:ng tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate, at the conclu- 
sion of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


Also: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sorrow the announcement 


of the death of Hon. PETER JOHNSTON OTEY, late Representative in Congress 
from the Sixth Congressional district of Virginia. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended that proper 
tribute may be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the Senate will, upon the con- 
clusion of these memorial exercises, adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate its message of February 2%, 1903, uest- 
ing the House of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 16775) 
— United States courts at Duncan, Maryetta, and Comanche, 

nd. T. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up a privileged report 
from the Committee on Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolutions of the 
House Nos. 475 and 479, have considered the same and report with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass the following in lieu thereof: 

** Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this order, or at any 
time thereafter, the Speaker may lay before the House the bill (H. R. 12199) to 
regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States, now on the Speaker's 
table, and, the Senate amendments thereto having been read, the question 
shall be at once taken without debate or intervening motion on the following 
question: ‘Will the House disagree to said amendments en bloc and ask a 
conference with the Senate?’ And if this motion shall be decided in the 
affirmative, the Speaker shall at once appoint the conferees, without the in- 
tervention of any motion. If the House shall decide said motion in the nega- 
tive, the effect of said vote shall be to agree to the said amendments. 

“ And further, that for the remainder of this session whenever a confer- 
ence report shall have been presented and read, there shall be ten minutes 
of debate, and at the end of that time the previous question shall be consid- 
ered as ordered on agreeing to said report.” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the rule presents two propo- 
sitions for the consideration of the House. The first makes it 
possible to bring up ata time within the discretion of the Speaker 
the immigration bill, which passed the House and has passed the 
Senate with amendments. The provision is that whenever the 
Speaker is ready to lay that bill before the House it is in order 
to do so. 

The second proposition involved in the rule ig that for the re- 
mainder of this session whenever a conference report shall have 


been presented and read there shall be ten minutes’ debate upon | 


the report, and no more, and at the end of that time the previous 
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uestion shall be considered as ordered on agreeing to said report. 

he House will see that that eliminates one roll call on each con- 
ference report and limits the debate upon the conference report. 
Mr. Speaker, if there is no debate demanded or required, I will 
ask for the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to have the gentleman yield to us the usual twenty minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly; if the gentleman from Tennes- 
see desires twenty minutes he can have it and controlit. I will 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. According to this rule in the case of con- 
ference reports there are ten minutes of debate. Why is not the 
same principle accorded to the immigration bill? I understand 
the immigration bill has been changed in the Senate beyond recog- 
nition, and it seems to me the House is entitled to know what the 
bill is at the present time. If the bill is passed without an oppor- 
tunity for discussion, I think it is not quite fair toward those who 
take an interest in that question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is enough to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
the subject-matter has been before Congress for a long time, and 
only by unanimous consent can we have any debate upon it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me ask the gentleman, is not that the same 
provision already adopted in relation to appropriation bills? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; it is the same. 

Mr. PAYNE. And in regard to the discretion given the 
Speaker, I suppose that is provided for in order that the Speaker 
may lay before the House appropriation bills? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So the appropriation bills may have their 
right of way. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERW0Oo 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, there are a number of rea- 
sons why this rule should not be adopted. In the first place, the 
most important part of the rule is that section that provides that 
the great conference reports coming before this House, carrying 
millions of dollars, items involving the great expenditures for the 
Government, shall be considered in this House with only ten 
minutes of debate. 

The Republican party presents this spectacle before the country: 
That it is unabie to do business and give that business considera- 
tion. It shows that the individual members of this House are no 
longer to be trusted in the councils of the nation; that a few men 
who constitute the leadership of this House, and the men who 
are on the conference committees, must determine what legisla- 
| tion the country shall have, and the membership of this House, 
regardless of the responsibilities which they owe to their con- 
stituencies, must be forced under whip and spur, with their 
mouths gagged, to appropriate millions of dollars without know- 
ing what items they are voting for. That is the effect of the first 
clause of this rule which is brought in here for you to adopt. 

The second clause provides that you shall reject every Senate 
amendment to the immigration bill without an opportunity to 
consider it—that you must either pass the bill as it comes from 
the Senate, with the House bill emasculated practically in full, 
or send it back to the Senate with your conferees practically in- 
structed to lie down and accept the bill as passed by the Senate. 

There is one provision in the bill asit comes back from the 
Senate to which I would agree, and most heartily. I refer to the 
clause inserted herein the House bill that will prevent the selling 
of liquor in the Capitol of the United States. But outside of that 
single provision there is not one part of the House bill left that 
amounts to anything. It is merely a codification of the old laws 
with a few immaterial changes. The House bill raised the head 
tax from $1 to $1.50. The Senate bill puts that tax at $2. That 
is practically all that is left of the House bill. I ask you what 
has become of the provision of the House bill to protect the 
| American laborer against the pauper labor of Europe? 

Mr. SHATTUC rose. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have but five minutes and can not 

| yield. Iask the gentleman not to interrupt me. 

That provision of the House bill has been stricken out. The 
bill as it passed the House of Representatives provided an educa- 
tional qualification for immigrants, so that the honest American 
laborer should not be forced to come in contact and in compe- 
tition with the scum labor of Europe. It was not at the instance 
of the great transportation companies that that provision was 
put in this bill, but it was at the request and instance of labor 

| itself. The united labor of this country petitioned Congress to 
| protect it against the pauper labor of Europe; and yet to-day, 
when the Senate of the United States, at the instauce of the great 
' transportation companies of this country, has stricken out that 
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provision from the bill, the measure is brought back here, and 
under the order of this rule you are told to surrender the rights of 
those whom, as you showed by a very large vote when this bill 
was before the House, you were in favor of protecting. 

You ate ordered to surrender the rights of honest labor to cor- 
porate greed, with no chance left to protect the rights of your 
constituents. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield six minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it is said that 
babbling brooks have their lessons and that there is a sermon in 
every stone. Perhaps there is a lesson in the present parliamen- 
tary situation. The partisan Republican press is solicitously try- 
ing to persuade the country that the Democratic minority, out of 
‘‘revenge’’ because we did not ‘“‘ keep a Democrat in his seat,’’ 
are attempting now to “‘ hold up”’ the Government, to ‘‘ stop the 
appropriations,”’ ‘‘ to stab the Government,”’ and “‘ suck away its 
life blood,’’ and all that sort of thing. The country ought to 
know that present appropriations continue until July 1 next. It 
is well enough for the country to know that this situation is 
broader than that—very much broader in the lesson which it 
ought to teach. 

Mr. Speaker, the Democrat minority is not acting simply out 
of a spirit of ‘‘revenge.’’ It has had Democrats turned out, not 
once, but many times, without resort to present tactics. It has be- 
come necessary to teach the majority that it must respect the 
rights of the minority on this floor now and hereafter. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] That is what this situation means. 
Had your rules been more generous, or if, with the strength of a 
giant, you had not attempted under your rules to act like a 
giant—brutally and unreasonably; if you had not attempted to 
bring 2,300 pages of evidence into this body and turn a member 
out upon that evidence before a single member of this House 
could learn its import—evidence that could not possibly be ex- 
plained to the House in less than two legislative days; if you had 
allowed reasonable discussion—five hours on our side—and then 
had gone on and done what was right, there would have been no 
complaint. Had you done that, there would have been 28 or 30 
members on the other side of the Chamber, fair and true—and, 
in my opinion, more than that number—who, hearing the testi- 
mony, would not have joined in perpetrating the outrage which 
you perpetrated the other day—not on evidence, but from per- 
sonal prejudice and partisan blindness—this situation would not 
exist. 

This situation means that the minority is hereafter going to 
use every constitutional and every parliamentary right which it 
has on this floor to make itself respected. And if, in the Fifty- 
eighth Congress, you turn out this or another man elected by 
6,000 majority, just because you have a giant’s strength, and 
choose to use it like a giant under your rules, then you will find 
that in that Congress, as in this, you will have to reckon with 
the minority. 

You will lose time, prestige, and res : 

Suppose you have, by your unjust conduct, forced an extra 
session. You ought to welcome it. You would get a chance to 
pass the Littlefield bill, for which all of you voted in the House, 
through the Senate. You would get a chance to give the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission power to fix reasonable freight 
rates for interstate commerce. You would get time to kee eed 
statehood pledges to Arizona and New Mexico, time to deliver 
the goods you have promised to the bankers in the shape of a 
Fowler bill or an Aldrich bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this morning you bring in another rule. 
Do you know, Mr. Speaker, what you and your Republican col- 
leagues remind me of? You remind me of the hero of the story 
= the a funeral at Wolfville in Alfred Henry Lewis’s Tales of 

olfville. 

The town had grown. It had baseball,it had put up a theater 
and opera house, and it had six or eight keno places. It was 
thriving like young towns in Arizona do. They had bought a 
cemetery and put an iron fence around it, and all that they waited 
for wasa ‘‘ stiff,’’ as they called him, “‘toplant.’’ After awhilea 
gentleman was unfortunately killed one morning. The entire 
town met in mass meeting and concluded to have a funeral 
worthy of the deceased, a funeral which would do honor to the 
village. They met in solemn conclave and decided that every 
citizen would turn out and each should say something about the 
corpse. Some fellow explained that the chief thing at a funeral 
was to remember ‘‘ de mortuis nil nisi bonum,’’ which upon being 
explained was interpreted to mean that you ‘‘ mustn’t say nothin’ 
bad about the stiff;’’ whereupon they all went out and all obeyed 
the rule until a certain man was reached, who felt that he could 
not help going into the character of the deceased just a little bit. 
He said, ‘‘ Gentlemen, I must say this much,’’ after having praised 
him a great deal, ‘‘that the corpse did have one serious defect. 
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He hardly ever played a game to the finish without wanting to 
change the rules to suit his hand.’’ [Applause and laughter on 
the Democratic side. } 

Now, this is the second time you gentlemen have come in to 
change the rules to suit your hand, and yet you have told us fre- 
ey beforehand that you have rules under which you could 
do business. I will tell you why you did business under them. 
You did it because you had a patriotic minority that wanted 
right business done, and whenever you fail to respect the rights 
of that minority they will show you that under whatever rules 
you may adopt—because there are some few things which you 
can not change, the constitutional right for a fifth to have the 
yeas and nays and a few things like that—they will teach you 
now and hereafter that their rights must be respected. We ask 
nothing but right, not favors nor generosities, and I want the 
country to understand that this fight is upon a htgher plane than 
mere revenge for a contested-election case. I remember another 
thing in the Wolfville Tales that might be inscribed upon the 
tombstone of the Republican party when it comes to die. 
[Laughter and cries of *‘Oh”’ on the Republican side. } 

Oh, it will die. Every ‘‘old party’ that has ever faced the 
Democracy has died. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It is 
just a question of time. e are the old historic party. Yon 
change your clothes from time to time, and your name, but you 
are under your clothes the same old Federalistic skeleton and the 
people always after a while find it out. (Ap lause on Democratic 
side.] There is another saying in the Wolfville Tales, as I was 
about to say, which I think ought to be inscribed on the tomb- 
stone of the Republican party when it dies, and that was the ut- 
terance of one man who—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield three minutes more 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, he said that ‘‘ the 
straight sort of a fellow is not the fellow who holds the best hand, 
but the fellow that makes a bad hand win.’? [Applause and 
laughter.] He foresaw the Republican spirit. Now, I want to 
call attention to this first rule that changes the rules of the House 
to suit your hand. Hereitis. Here is the question. Have you 
gentlemen noticed that whenever the Speaker gets up to put this 
question he raises this thing up and reads it, for fear he might 
make a mistake? [Laughter.] 
Will the House agree to said amendments en bloc and ask a conference 
with the Senate? 
Why, that is not even law French. That is good French, and 
it is the first time in the history of the world that good French 
was ever put in an English law. Have you ever noticed that 
when people want to do or excuse something mean they clothe 
the idea in French? 
I am confidentially informed, although I do not want to give 
away the secrets of a committee, that when this matter came up 
in the Rules Committee the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon | 
turned at once to the Speaker and said: ‘‘ Mr. Speaker, what do 
these words ‘en bloc’ here mean? Of course I am going tostand 
behind you, and Lam going to defend whatever we do, but it is 
nothing but right to let me know what I am defending before I 
get in.’’ [Laughter.] Whereupon the Speaker is reported to 
have said: ‘‘ Joe, upon my soul, I don’t know what they mean 
myself.’’ [Laughter. } ; 
And he is reported to have turned to that scholastic linguist, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZzELL], and to have 
said: ‘‘John, we have got to defend it. What do those words 
mean?’’ Whereupon the gentleman from Pennsylvania is re- 
rted to have said that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ABCOCK], the chairman of the Republican national Congressional 
committee, had informed him that it had something to do with 
putting the amendments eee by blocks of five. hereupon 
the gentleman from Illinois said: ‘‘ Oh, well, I can stand for that; 
that is a recognized principle of the party,” and the Speaker as- 
sented. [Laughter.| But, Mr. Speaker, I not only object to the 
unprecedented linguistics of this resolution—real good French in 
a statute, you know, is a thing that never was heard of before; 
nothing but Norman and law French being put into statutes— 
but I object to its logic still more. Listen to this magnificent 
‘*therefore,”’ this irresistible ‘‘sequitur.’’ What is it? 

Will the House agree to said amendments en bloc and ask a conference 


with the Senate? And if this motion shall be decided in the affirmative, the 
Speaker shall at once appoint the conferees— 


And so forth. That is well enough, but listen to this magnifi- 
cent “‘ therefore’’ from the one premise: 

If the House shall decide said motion in the negative— 

Namely, that they do not agree to all the amendments “en 


bloc’’—they may object to one or two amendments that are not 
en bloc, or something of that sort, but— 


The effect of said vote shall be to agree to all of said amendments. 
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The unwillingness to talk plain English is worthy of the Repub- 
lican party. e logic is worthy of the Republican ae The 
situation is worthy of the Republican party. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. } 

[Here the hammer et 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, how much 
time is remaining of my twenty minutes? 

The SPEAKER. Six minutes remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio if he is going to close with more than one 
speech. If so, I think he ought to put forward one of his 
speakers. 

PM. GROSVENOR. I shall not have more than one in closing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much time is left to 
the other side, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. They have thirty-six minutes of the hour left. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I supposed the gentleman 
would use the same time he accorded to us. I do not know 
whether he will do that or not. I ask the gentleman what his 
purpose is in that respect? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How much time have I used? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used four minutes, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will only use sixteen minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will you use it in one 
speech, or more? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In one speech. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I yield the remaining 
six minutes to the gentleman from Missouri iMr. DE ARMOND]. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Speaker, since the question of the 
composition of the rule is before the House, it seems to me that 
at least ing justice — to be done to the gentleman from 
Obio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. have reason to conclude that, as he 
has very lately been in authorship pretty largely, he really is the 
gentleman who interspersed this bit of French with a consider- 
able amount of English. 

Now, I do not think it is just to our Republican friends to crit- 
icise them foremploying a foreign language for the expression 
of part of what they intend. It must have required a good deal 
of desperation—I will not call it courage, because I wish to be as 
accurate as I can under the circumstances [laughter]—to formu- 
late and bring forward this rule. It is asking too much to de- 
mand that it should be expressed in English. 

The gentlemen, I think, deserve credit for the fact that they 


managed to.get along with so little foreign language in the formu- | 


lation of the rule. Of course, the — to be accomplished by 
the rule is foreign entirely to all of our legislative history and to 
all legislative precedent in this House, and everywhere else, where 

ople are supposed to govern themselves, or have respect for 

aw or for the proprieties under the law. But the very fact that 

that is true affords an additional reason why these gentlemen 
should resort to a foreign language, inasmuch as they are to re- 
sort to foreign methods. 

The gentlemen had a little session yesterday. I wonderd at 
first what it was called for, whether it was to instruct our new 
member [Mr. WAGONER], the neophite in legislative operations, or 
whether it was to receive instruction from the new professor of 
political economy, hurried into this House without a quorum. 

We were not enlightened by the proceedings. The country is 
yet left in doubt sublime as to whether our new brother [ Mr. 
WaGONER] received instructions, or whether we received instruc- 
tions from our new brother ae WaAGONER]. At all events, the 
traditions of the majority of the American citizens who believe 
in the observance of the Sabbath day, who believe that six days 
a week are sufficient to do the work necessary to be done, and 


that every seventh day even the Republican majority of the | 


House might afford to rest from its vehement labors, was disre- 
garded and a session was held. 


Gentlemen here suggest that there was necessity for it. They | 
know very well, as the country knows, that there was none. If | 
you mean that you desire to get through Congress and into law | 


a lot of measures that ought not to go through, then six days of 


the week of ordinary procedure are not enough for their enact- | 


ment; then there is a species of necessity; but if you have refer- 
ence to necessary and proper legislation, with proper and decorous 
procedure, then there could be no occasion for the desecration of 
the Sabbath, no necessity for disregarding everything sacred in 
legislative history and riding roughshod over the minority by a 
majority, having taken a seat here without the sanction of a ma- 
ae It is in accordance with the beliefs and practices of the 
people who sent you here to respect the Sabbath, but the reverse 
of that goes to effectuate a state of things such as you design to 
perform. 

There is a suggestion that pon this side we are blocking legis- 
lation and unnecessarily consuming time. It is a great misappre- 
hension by those who may have it. It is a great misstatement by 
those who know it is not true. Weare merely employing the 








methods of the Constitution. Weare merely affording you a new 
and novel spectacle of legislating in accordance with the require- 
ments of law, of the higher law, the Constitution of the United 
States, a law which all of us sworetoobey. Thatisall. Weare 
not forcing upon you anything revolutionary, we are not stand- 
ing in the way of progress or order or the Constitution, but we 
are insisting that your progress shall be as the Constitution pre- 
scribes, and that for your conduct you shall take the responsibility 
of the roll call, so that there shall be seen upon the records, to be 
read of all men concerned, the story of what you do and how you 
do it. Weare in no way revolutionary, are not repressing any- 
thing. We are not interfering with the progress of legislation; 
but in our course is everything to be commended and everything 
to be emulated, nothing to be regretted and nothing to be con- 
demned. 

It was suggested by my colleague from Missouri [Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] that under this rule here we are to deal with this immi- 
gration bill without knowing what is in it. The gentleman says 
that it is brought here so amended that its best friend would 
not recognize it. It may be, as he says, a little hard, but it isthe 
kind of hardness that you are bringing upon yourselves. That 
is the purpose of this resolution, and gentlemen who vote for it 
must know it. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri 
has quoted a text from the Bible: ‘* Six days shalt thou labor, and 
do all thy work.’? That proposition was enunciated when the 
maker of the Ten Commandments did not, apparently, foresee 
the possibility of the presence upon the earth of the Democratic 
party. [Laughter onthe Republican side.] However, with a sort 
of foresight of what might happen, there was a proviso put in 
somewhere, that if on any occasion on the Sabbath day it should 
be found that the ox or the ass of anybody had fallen into a pit, 
that it should be the duty of good men to getitout. [Langhter.] 
That seemed to be a foresight of the possibility that there might 
be a Democratic party, and it might get into the fix that the 
Democrats of this Housearein now. [Renewed laughter.] Now, 
the ox is pulling the ass out [renewed laughter] and we hope to 
land it on safe ground before Wednesday next. 

Now, I want to refer to the proposition made by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Mississippi in regard to the language of 
this resolution. I know the authority from which I am going to 
read will commend itself to the gentleman. I read from Jeffer- 
son’s Manual, page 194 of the Constitution and Manual, that I hold 
inmyhand. Thecriticism of the gentleman is that if we vote upon 
the question of agreeing to these amendments all at one time, or 
vote in the negative, that it isa non sequitur to say that that 
carries the inference with it which we have provided for. Now, 
I want to show the gentleman how utterly ignorant Thomas Jef- 
ferson was in his day in regard to this: 

Either of these concludes the other— 


That is— 


First, to agree; second, to disagree. Either of these concludes the other 
necessarily, for the positive of either is exactly the equivalent to the negative 
of the other, and no other alternative remains. 

I will publish a little further extract in my speech. 

Then he says: 

It does not raise so necessary an implication as may authorize the Secre- 


tary by inference to enter another vote, for two alternatives still remain, 
either of which may be adopted by the House. 


It was unfortunate that Jefferson did not have the learned criti- 
cism of the gentleman from Mississippi before he wrote his 
manual of parliamentary procedure. Now,as to the character of 
the language used. On one occasion we had a bill pending in this 
House with 600 amendments. Six hundred! That was all. It 
had become a bill of infamy; the Democratic President said it 
was a measure of ‘‘ perfidy and dishonor;’’ that is, a disgraceful 
bill—a bill that was so dirty that he would not sign it, and the 
Democratic minority in this House discharged the conference 
committee—— 

Several MEMBERS. Democratic majority! 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. I have got so used to talking about 
the Democratic minority that the other word does not come readily 
to hand. [Laughter.] By a special order of the House they de- 
cided to recede from its disagreement and agree to all the amend- 
ments at once without any debate. Here is the language that 
they used, and I submit to gentlemen with intelligence which is 
the better language: 

Resolved, That after the adoption of this resolution it shall be in order in 
the House to move that the order heretofore made requesting a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on H. R. 4864 (the 
tariff bill) be rescinded; that the conferees heretofore appointed on the part 
of the House be discharged from further duty in that behalf, and that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendments to said bill in 
gross, and agree to the same. 

‘In gross.’’? Now, that is Democracy as against ‘‘en bloc.’ 
[Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
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Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow mea 
suggestion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. They not only perpetrated that infamy, but 
did it when the papers were absolutely in the hands of the Sen- 
ate and not before the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. On the attempt to pass that rule we de- 
manded to know whether the thing itself, the papers that we 
were going to create into a revenue law, were in the House, and 
it had to be admitted that they were not in our possession; but 
we went right ahead ‘‘in gross’? and did the infamousact. That 
was branded as an act of “‘ perfidy and dishonor’’ by a Demo- 
cratic President, and the people of the United States have branded 
it as a double infamy from that time to this every time they have 
had a chance to vote. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is not a man in this House but knows 
exactly what these questions are, and I was glad to see a glim- 
mering of conscientious conviction in the language of my friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. WrLLiamMs], when he said it was not at all 
the expulsion from this House of a Democrat and the seating of a 
Republican, but it was much broader than that about which all 
this trouble is made. Well, it has been broadening out ever since 
the caucus resolution. The Democratic caucus published its reso- 
lution and we have it, and it charged simply and solely that we 
had improvidently and unwisely expelled a member and seated 
another, and therefore they would take revenge. . 

And now, gentlemen, the whole country understands that mak- 
ing an excuse—a flimsy, an unwarranted, an unworthy excuse— 
of the settlement of a contested-election case, you have tried to 
paralyze this Government. [Applause on the Republican side. } 
I do not say in the language of the gentleman from Mississippi 
{Mr. WiLuiaMs] that you are going to do that, for you can not 
do it. There is a power here greater than your power. There is 
the power of the people of the United States delegated to the 
majority on this side, and it has orders from that high tribunal 
to pass these appropriation bills and keep the institutions of the 
country running, and we are going to doit. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

We are going to take every necessary step in order to do it. 
We will do it because it is our duty; we will do it because you 
have thrust this challenge in our face; we will do it because the 
people of the country expect us to do it; and we will do it be- 
cause we are willing to sacrifice our time, to stay all night an- 
swering roll calls on your demand, and do anything that the 
interests of the country shall not suffer. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] The Army shall not be destroyed. [Derisive 
cries on the Democratic side.] The Navy shall go on to comple- 
tion. The Agricultural bill shall be passed, that agriculture shall 
flourish. The Post-Office bill shall be passed, that the mails shall 
be carried. And in the end you will come out just where revolu- 
tion, insurrection, mobocracy, disregard of law,and disregard of 
duty always land a political organization. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, if it is a question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is not the gentleman from 
Ohio aware that the present appropriations continue until July 
1 and that the President can call an extra session to pass these 
appropriation bills and also give you a chance to pass some other 
bills like the Littlefield antitrust bill? [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If I was a candidate for Speaker or for 
the place of leader of the minority and had the pledges necessary 
for my election, possibly I might be willing to have an extra ses- 
sion. [{Laughter. } 


But under the existing circumstances I think | 








it would be better to let our Democratic friends go home and come | 


back here next December instructed by such elections as we are 
going to have in the country, and I do not believe that when we 
turn somebody else out of this House or refuse to turn him out 
there will be another ‘“‘insurgent’’ insurrection started on the 
Democratic side. {Laughter and applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. Speaker, this is the plain duty of the hour. No harm can 
come to the legislation of the country as compared with an extra 
session or with the constant obstruction that has been going on. 
It is the wisdom of the Republican side of the House; it is the 
assumption of their duty, and having discharged that duty they 
will answer to God and the country for an approval thereof. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of the adoption of 


this rnle—— 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask for the previous question. 
The question was put. 


The SPEAKER. The ayes appear to have it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


I demand a division. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
there were—yeas 163, nays 103, answered ‘* present’? 10, not vot- 


~ 


ing 75; as follows: 


Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton,! 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Capron, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Creamer, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Davey, La, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Feely, 


Burgess, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Joy, 


Acheson, 
Ball, Tex. 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Burnett, 
Cannon, 
Cassel, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Corliss, 
Curtis, 
Dahle, 


| Dayton, 


Dick, 
Edwards, 


YEAS—163. 
Darragh, Hitt, 
Davidson, Holliday, 
Deemer, Hopkins, 
Douglas, Howell, 
Dovener, Hughes, 
Draper, Irwin, 
Driscoli, Jackson, Md. 
Dwight, Jenkins, 
Eddy, Jones, Wash. 
Emerson, Kahn, 
Esch, Knapp, 
Evans, Kyle, 
Fletcher, Lacey, 
Foerderer, Lessler, 
Fordney, Lewis, Pa. 
Foss, Littauer, 
Foster, Vt. Littlefield, 
Fowler, Long, 
Gaines, W. Va. Loudenslager, 
Gardner, Mass. Lovering, 
Gardner, Mich. McCall, 


Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Glass, 

Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepbrrn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 


McCleary, 
McLachlan, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Moncell, 
onde 
Moody, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Moss, 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 


NAYS—103. 


Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 
Fleming, 
Flood, 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gilbert, 
Goldfogle, 
Gordon, 
Green, Pa. 
Griggs, 
Hay, 


Howard, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 

Kern, 

Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Kluttz, Robertson, La. 

Lamb, Robinson, Ind. 

Lester, Rucker, 

Lever, Russell, 

Lewis, Ga. Ryan, 

Little, Selby 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—10. 

Lindsay, Miller, 

Mann, Prince, 

Metcalf, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—% 

Elliott, Lawrence, 

Foster, Il. Loud, 

Fox, McCulloch, 

Gill, McDermott, 

Glenn, McRae, 

Gooch, Meyer, La. 

Griffith Mickey, 

Henry, Miss. Morris, 

Henry, Tex. Naphen, 

Hull, Neville, 

Jack, Nevin, 

Jett, Newlands, 

Johnson, Pearre, 

Ketcham, Pou, 

Kleberg, Pugsley, 

Knox, Ransdell, La. 

Landis, Reid, 

Lassiter, Rhea, 

Latimer, Robinson, Nebr. 


Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
McAndrews, 
McClellan, 
McLain, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Maynard 
Miers, Ind. 
Max mn, 
Mutchler, 
Norton, 
Padgett, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pierce, 


Randell, Tex. 


Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 


Rixey, 
Robb, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. CANNON with Mr. McRag. 

Mr. Cor.iss with Mr. JOHNSON. 
Mr. SHOWALTER With Mr. LATIMER. 
Mr. Jack with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 





Payne, 

Perkins, 

Powers, Me. 

Powers, Mass. 

Reeder, 

Reeves, 

Roberts, 

Schirm, 

Scott, 

Shattue, 

Shelden, / 
Sibley, : 
Smith, fl. 

Smith, Iowa 

Smith, H.C, 

Smith, 8. W. 

Southard, 

Southwick, ’ 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio ik 
Thomas, Iowa i 
Tirrell, : 
Van Voorhis, i 
Vreeland, 5 
Wachter, 

Wadsworth, 

Wagoner, 2 
Wanger, z 
Warner, LA 
Warnock, 

Watson, 

Weeks, 

Woods, 

Wright, 

Young. 





Shackleford, 
Sheppard, 
Sims 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stark, 
Sulzer, 
Swann, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thompson, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
White, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


ae 


cee eee 


Showalter. 


Ruppert, 
Scarborough, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Skiles, 

Smith, Wm. Alden 
epoess . 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, WN. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 
Thayer, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Wheeler, 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 








ae 


ee et ae 
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On this vote: 
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Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. RHA. 


The SPEAKER. 


lution reported from the Committee on Rules. 
The question was put. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


The ayes appear to have it. 
I call for a division. 


The question is now on agreeing to the reso- 


Mr. WANGER and Mr. PAYNE demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 153, nays 102, 
answered ‘‘ present’’ 7, not voting 89; as follows: 
YEAS—153. 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me, 
Aplin, 
Ball, Del. 
Barney, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boutell, 
Boy ersock, 
Bri 

I “OWRD, 
Brownlow, 
Bul 


2 } 





> 


Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 
Deemer, 
Douglas, 
Draper, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Bankhead, 
Bartle tt, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Davey. La. 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 


‘eely, 


Dayton, 
Foster, Vt. 


Babcock, 
Ball, Tex. 
Bart holdt, 
sell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Brandegee, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Burgess, 
Burnett, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 


Driscoll, 
Eddy, 

Esch, 

Evans, 
Fietcher, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Fowler, 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 
Hull, 

Irwin, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jones, Wash. 


Kahn, 
Ketcham, 
Knapp, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Lessler, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McLachlan, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Mor “ly, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Morris, 
Moss, 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Mass. 


NAYS—102. 


Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 
Fleming, 
Flood, 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Gilbert, 
Glass, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Green, Pa. 
Griggs, 

Hay, 

Hooker, 
Howard, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 

Kern, 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 


Lever, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Lindsay, 
Little, 

Lloyd, 

Loud, 
McAndrews, 
McClellan, 
MeCulloch, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Maynard, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, 
Mutchler, 
Norton, 
Padgett, 
Randell, Tex. 
Richardson, Ala. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—7, 


Jack, 
Joy, 


Mann, 
Miller, 


NOT VOTING—89. 


Dahle, 

Dick, 
Dovener, 
Dwight, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Emerson, 
Foss, 

Foster, Ill. 
Fox, 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glenn, 
Griffith, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex, 
Jenkins, 
Jett, 
Johnson, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Lassiter, 
Lawrence, 


Livingston, 
McDermott, 
Mahoney, 
Metcalf, 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Nevin, 
Newlands, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pierce, 

Pou, 

Powers, Me. 
Prince, 
Pugsley, 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 

Rhea, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
Scarborough, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 





Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sibley, 
Smith, M1. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, S. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirreli, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner. 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 

Wor vls, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stark, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
White, 
Wiley, 
Williams, tl. 
Williams, Miss, 
Zenor. 


Sherman, 


Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Showalter, 
Skiles, 

Snook, 
Stephens, Tex, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Talbert, 
Thayer, 
Thompson, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Wachter, 
Wheeler, 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 





The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Cor.iss with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr. Curtis with Mr. BuRGEss. 

For the vote: 

Mr. Jenkins with Mr. Wiis of Illinois. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. Batu of Texas. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. McDERMoTT. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 
port on the bill (H. R. 17046) making appropriations for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes, and move the adoption thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana calls up the 
conference report on the fortifications appropriation bill. The 
Clerk will read the report and the statement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the H. R. 17045) making app: 
tions for fortifications and other works o° defense, for thearmament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
at the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, and 4, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Serate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
At the end of said amendment, after the word “appropriated,” insert: 
‘Provided, That if inthe judgment of the Secretary of War the carriage, em- 
placement, and loading mechanism can be completed for the sum hereby ap- 
propriated, and when completed will be of service to the Government, the 
appropriation herein made shall be available;*’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

GEO. C. PERKINS, 
F. E. WARREN, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. A. HEMENWAY, 
LUCIUS N. LITTAUER, 
THOS. C. McRAE, 

Managers on the part of the House, 


The statement on the part of the managers of the House is as 
fc llows: 


"he managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 17046) making appropriations 
for fortifications, submit the following written statement of the effect of the 
action agreed upon in the accompanying conference report on each of the 
Senate amendments, namely: 

On amendment number: 


opria- 











1: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate 
relating to the pu a f 1d on Cushings Island, Maine 
Onamendment numbered 2: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate 
with reference to the expenditure of moneys appropriated by the act under 
the respective bureaus of the War Department. 
On amendment numbered 3 Appropriates $199,473.22, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $145,000, as proposed by the House, for manufacture of guns 
under contract. 
On amendment numbered 4: Accepts the language proposed by the Senate 
inthe paragraph appropriating $265,000 for steel breech-loading field guns and 
their carriages. 
On amendment numbered 5: Appropriates $40,000 additional, as proposed 
by the Senate, for the Emery elevating carriage, and adds a further pro- 
vision that the sum shall be available if in the judgment of the Secretary 
of War it can be completed for the sum named and when completed will be 
of service to the Government. 
The billas finally agreed upon appropriates $7,188,416.22, being $94,473.22 
more than as it passed the House, $110,538.78 less than the appropriations for 
the current year, and $8,086,903.78 less than the estimates 
J. A. HEMENWAY, 
LUCIUS N. LITTAUER, 
THOS. C. McRAE, 

Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD and Mr. HEMENWAY rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to know the ruling of the Chair 
under this special rule. I think the Chair has indicated it, but I 
will ask the Chair to state as to whether or not the minority are 
entitled to any time whatever under this new rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana controls the 
time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana if it is his purpose, under the ten minutes allotted for de- 
bate on this question, to recognize the minority’s right to have 
any of that time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman now, if he desires it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wanted to know what the purpose of 
the gentleman was. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

an. [Laughter.] 


I yield the time right now. 
Then I will yield it back to the gentle- 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


report. 


The question was taken and the Speaker announced that the 

ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD called for a division. 
The House proceeded to divide. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 202, nays 14, 
answered ‘*‘ present ’’ 9, not voting 126; as follows: 


Adamson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me, 
Aplin, 
Ball, Del. 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
same ll, ic, 
OW eTsoc 
Bowie, 
Brandegee, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brown. 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Connell, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Srumpacker, 
Currier, 
Dalzell, 


Fitzgerald, 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W 


Latimer, 


Glass, 
Lindsay, 
Mann, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Tex. 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Be mont, 
Bingham, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burgess, 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Davey, La. 
Dayton, 
Dick, 
Dougherty, 
Dwight, 


YEAS—202. 
Darragh, Howard, 
Davidson, Howell, 
Davis, Fla. Hull, 
De Armond, Irwin, 
Deemer, Jack, 
Dinsmore, Jackson, Kans, 
Douglas, Jackson, Md, 
Dovener, Jenkins, 
Draper, Johnson, 
Driscal]l, Jones, Va, 
Eddy, Kahn, 
Emerson, Kern, 
Esch, Ketcham, 
Evans, Kluttz, 
Feely, Knapp, 
Finley, Kyle, 
Flanagan, Lacey, 
Fletcher, Landis, 
Foerderer, Lessler, 
Fordney, Lever, 
Foss, Littauer, 
Fowler, Livingston, 
Gaines, Tenn. Lloyd, 
Gaines, W. Va. Long, 
Gardner, Mass. Loudenslager, 
Gardner, Mich. Lovering, 
Gardner, N. J. McCleary, 
Gibson, McClellan, 
Gilbert, McCulloch, 
Gill, McLain, 
Goldfogle, Mahon, 
Gooch, Mahoney, 
Gordon, Marshall, 
Graff, Martin, 
Graham, Maynard, 
Green, Pa. Mercer, 
Greene, Mass. Mickey, 
Grosvenor, Minor, 
Grow, Mondell, 
Hamilton, Moody, 
Hanbury, Moon, 
Haskins, Morgan, 
Hay, Morrell 
Hedge, Morris, 
Hemenway, Moss, 
Henry, Conn. Mutchler, 
Hepburn, Needham, 
Hildebrant, Olmsted, 
Hill, Overstreet, 
Hitt, Palmer, 
He6lliday, Parker, 

NAYS—1l4. 
Lewis, Ga. Padgett, 


Maddox, 
Miers, Ind. 
Newlands, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—9. 


Miller, 
Rixey, 


Randell, Tex. 
Rhea, 
Rucker, 


Shackleford, 
Sherman, 


NOT VOTING—126. 


Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Fleming, 
Flood, 
Foster, Til. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fox, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glenn, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Haugen, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Hughes, 
Jett, 

Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 

Kehoe, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Lamb, 
Lassiter, 
Lawrence, 
Lester, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Little, 
Littlefield, 


Loud, 
McAndrews, 
McCall, 2 
McDermott, 
McLachlan, 
Metcalt 

etca 
Meyer, La. 
Mudd, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Nevin, 
Norton, 
Otjen, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pou, 

Powers, Me. 
Prince, 
Pugsley, 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 


Richardson, Ala. 


Robertson. 


La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 


Ruppert, 
Russell, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Sheppard, 
Skiles, 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
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Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 


Patterson, Pa, 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Pierce, 
Powers, Mass. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robb, 
Roberts, 
Robinson, Ind. 

yan, 
Scott, 
Selby, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sibley, 
Small, 
Smith, 01. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard, 
South wick, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Swann, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C, 
Thompson, 
Tirrell. 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Weeks 

ee 
Wiley, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Young, 
Zenor. 


Sims, 
Smith, Ky. 


Showalter, 
Slayden. 


Smith, Ilowa 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8S. W. 
Snod, 

Snook, 


spin 
Spight, 

Stark, 

Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala 
Thayer, 
Tompkins, N.Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
Wanger, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wilson, 
Woods, 
Wooten, 
Wright. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. SamMuEL W. SmitTH with Mr. LESTER. 

On this vote: 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. McoRAg. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


IMMIGRATION, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN) laid before the 
House the Senate amendments to the bill (S. 12199) to regulate 
the immigration of aliens into the United States. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

During the reading of the Senate amendments, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi said: Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise to a point of order. 
This is a very important matter before the House, and I suggest 
that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The last roll call disclosed the 
presence of nearly three-fourths of the House. The Chair there- 
fore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the Chair see three-fourths 
present now? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr.Speaker,I believe I have the 
floor. The other day, in the presence of two votes, each one disclos- 
ing that there was not a quorum, it was held that the suggestion of 


| theabsenceof a quorum wasdilatory. Now,if itis not held that two 


votes showing the absence of a quorum must bind the House, then, 
can it be held that one vote showing the presence of a quorum 
can bind the House? Thereis, asan ocular fact,no quorum present. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair holds that the last vote, 
taken but avery few moments ago, discloses the presence of nearly 
three-fourths of the House; he overrules the point of order made 
by the gentleman that no quorum is present. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My parliamentary inquiry is, 
would the converse be true? If the last vote taken by the House 
had shown the absence of a quorum, would the Speaker hold 
himself bound by that? 

The SPEAKER protempore. That was not the case. The 
Chair is deciding on the facts as they do exist, not on hypothet- 
ical questions. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. There are not 50 Republicans in 
the House at this moment, as an actual fact. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will continue the 
reading. The Chair recognized the gentleman for a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will not the Chair recognize the 
gentleman to make the point of no quorum when he sees that no 
quorum is present? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Gentlemen will beinorder. The 
Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the Senate 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House 
disagree to said amendments en bloc and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate? 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee demanded a division. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 181, nay 1, an- 
swered ‘‘ present’’ 13, not voting 156; as follows: 


YEAS—181. 
Acheson, Brundidge, Crumpacker, Gibson, 
Adams, Burk, Pa. Currier, Gilbert, 
Adamson, Burke, 8. Dak Cushman, Gill, 
Alexander, Burleigh, Dalzell, Gillet, N. Y. 
Allen, Ky. Burleson, Darragh, Graff, 
Aplin, Burton, Davidson, Graham 
Ball, Del. Butler, Deemer, Greene, Mass. 
Bankhead, Calderhead, Dinsmore, Grosvenor, 
Barney, Candler, Douglas, Grow. 
Bates, Cannon, Dovener, Hamilton, 
Beidler, Capron, Draper, Hanbury, 
Benton, . Driscoll, Haskins, 
Bishop, Clark, Eddy, Haugen, 
Blackburn, Connell, Esch Hedge, 
Blakeney, Conner, Foerderer, Hemenway, 
Boutell, mbs, Fordney, Henry, Conn. 
Bowersock, Cooney, Foss. Hepburn, 
Brandegee, Cooper, Wis. Fowler, Hildebrant, 
Brick, Corliss, Gaines, Tenn. Hill, 
Bromwell, Cousins, Gaines, W. Va. Hitt, 
Brown Creamer, Gardner, Mich. Holliday, 
Brownlow, Cromer, Gardner, N.J. Howell, 
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Hugh Mahon, Perkins, Sulloway, 
ig Marshall, erce, Sulzer, 
Jack, Martin, Powers. Mass. Tawney, 
Jackson, Md, Maynard, Reeder, Tayler, Ohio 
Jenkins Mercer, Reeves, Thomas, Iowa 
Jones, Wash. Mickey, Richardson, Ala. meee, 
Kahn, Miers, Ind. bb, Tirrell, 
Knapp, Minor, Roberts, Van Voorhis, 
Kyle, Mondell, Robinson, Ind, Vreeland, 
Lacey, y, Schirm, Wachter, 
Landis, Morgan, Shackleford, Wagoner, 
Lawrence, Morrell, Shattuc, Wanger, 
Lessler Morris, Shelden, Warner. 
Lewis, Pa. M Sibley, Warnock, 
Littauer, Mudd, Smith, Iowa Watson, 
Littlefield, Needharf, Smith, H. C. Weeks, 
Livingston, Olmsted, Snodgrass, White, 
Long, Otjen, Southard. Wiley, 
Loutensiager, Overstreet, Southwick, 
Lovering, Palmer, Sperry, Young, 
McCall, Parker, Stark, Zenor. 
McCleary, Patterson, Pa. Steele, 
McClellan, Payne, Stevens, Minn. 
McLachlan, Pearre, Storm, 

NAY—1. 3 

Fitzgerald. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—13., 
Dayton, Kluttz, Mann, Showalter. 
Feely, Lamb, Miller, 
Foster, Vt. McRae, Rixey, 
Joy, Maddox, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—156. 

Allen, Me, Evans, Lester, Scott, 
Babcock, Finley, Lever, Selby, 
Ball, Tex. Flanagan, Lewis, Ga. Shafroth, 
Bartholdt, Fleming, Lindsay, Shallenberger, 
Bartlett, Fletcher, Little, Sheppard, 
Bell, Flood, Lloyd, Sims, 
Bellamy, Foster, Il. Loud, Skiles, 
Belmont, Fox, McAndrews, Slayden, 
Billmeyer, Gardner, Mass. McCulloch, Small, 
Bingham, Gillett, Mass. McDermott, Smith, Tl. 
Boreing, lass, McLain, Smith, Ky 
Bowie, Glenn, Mahoney, Smith, S. W. 
Brantley, Goldfogle, Metcalf, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Breazeale, Gooch, Meyer, La. Snook, 
Bristow, Gordon oon, Sparkman, 
Broussard, Green, Pa. Mutchler, Spight, 
Bull, Griffith, Naphen, Stephens, Tex. 
Burgess, Griggs, Neville, Stewart, N.J. 
Burkett, Hay, Nevin, Stewart, N.Y. 
Burnett Heatwole, Newlands, Sutherland, 
Caldwell, Henry, Miss. Norton, Swann, 
Cassingham, Henry, Tex. Padgett, Swanson, 
Clayton, Hooker, Patterson, Tenn. Talbert, 
Cochran, Hopkins, Pou, Tate, 
Conry, Howard, Powers, Me. Taylor, Ala. 
Cooper, Tex. Hull, Prince, Thayer, 
Cowherd, Jackson, Kans. Pugsley, Thomas, N. C. 
Crowley, Jett, Randell, Tex. Tompkins, N. Y. 
Curtis, Johnson, Ransdell, La. Tompkins, Ohio 
Dahle, Jones, Va. Reid, Trimble, 
Davey, La, Kehoe, Rhea, Underwood, 
Davis, Fla. Kern, Richardson,Tenn. Vandiver, 
De Armond, Ketcham, Robertson, La. Wadsworth, 
Dick, Kitchin, Claude Robinson, Nebr. Wheeler, 


Dougherty, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Rucker, 


Williams, Ill. 


Dwight, Kleberg, Ruppert, Williams, Miss. 
Edwards, Knox, Russell, Wilson, 

Elliott, Lassiter, Ryan, Wooten, 
Emerson, Latimer, Scarborough, Wright. 


So the motion to disagree to the Senate amendments was 


agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Evans with Mr. E.Luiort. 
On this vote: 


Mr. GILL with Mr. Feery. 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. Smirx of Kentucky. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. GoLpFroGLz. 
Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. Luoyp. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. TheChair announces the following conferees 
on the part of the House—Mr. SHatrruc, Mr. Apams, and Mr. 


Roses, 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
take from the Speaker's table the bill of the Senate (S. 7414) to in- 
crease the limit of cost of certain public buildings, etc., insist on 
the amendments of the House thereto, and agree to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
moves to take from the Speaker’s table the Senate bill 7414, to 
suspend the rules, insist on the amendments of the House, and 
agree to the conference asked. 

. _ RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand a second, Mr. 
ppeaker. ; 

Mr. MERCER. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that a 
second oH be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
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asks unanimous consent that a second may be considered as 
ordered. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
objects. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Nebraska, 
Mr. Mercer, and the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RicHarp- 
SON, as tellers. 

The House divided; and tellers reported—ayes 149, noes 10. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point that there 
is no quorum present. 

Mr. MERCER. I make the point of order that that is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point. 
Every vote to-day has disclosed the presence of a quorum, and 
the last vote, only a moment ago, disclosed the presence of a 
quorum. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Nebraska to 
control the time upon his side. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a request from the 
Senate for a conference, the Senate having nonconcurred in the 
House amendments to the Senate bill. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I could not hear what the 
gentleman said. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
reserves the balanceof histime. The gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD]}. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, there is a matter to which I 
would like to call the attention of the House, because I believe 
the House would like to know something in regard to what it has 
been doing for the last day or two. The way in which we are 
legislating here we only find out when the legislation is over 
what has been enacted. I do not suppose a member of the House 
knows, or at least only those who were engaged in the conference 
know, that yesterday we increased here in the District of Colum- 
bia the cost of street lighting by oil lamps on the citizens of the 
District from $20 to $24. And we cut down the requirements of 
the law as to the candlepower of gas from 25 to 22 candle- 

wer without reducing the price, and we did that notwithstand- 
ing the fact that it was shown in this House last year that the 
company had never paid less than 10 per cent on its capital. It 
started with a capital stock of only a few hundred thousand dol- 
lars—less than half a million—it increased it to more than two and 
a half millions. For many years it declared dividends of from 
40 to 50 per cent, and in one year it declared two dividends of a 
little less than 100 per cent on the capital stock; and yet for that 
company, making that enormous amount of money, yesterday the 
conferees provided for reducing the requirements of the law and 
thereby increasing the profits of the company. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that if the House would investigate a 
little, if it were permitted under the rules which we are passing 
here from day to day and changing from hour to hour to suit the 
occasion, to investigate these questions, that there would be a 
little less hurry in this legislation that comes before the House. 
Not only that, but a great deal of this legislation is put upon this 
bill in conference without an opportunity for either this House 
or the other legislative body to pass upon and consider the legis- 
lation. They are brought back here and, under the provisions 
that you bring in by these special rules, they are rushed through 
under a pell-mell vote. Members on the other side are obliged to 
follow the leaders like a flock of sheep, without even time to find 
out what isin the proposition. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

If the exercise of our constitutional privileges prevents you 
rushing through any such legislation, then we are performing a 
public duty; if it forces you to call an extra session, we will take 
our share of the responsibility. We can kill nothing but the 
private raids on the Treasury. The needed legislation, such as the 
Littlefield bill, the statehood bill, the much-needed tariff revision, 
the regulation of railroad rates by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, you have already killed. 

I want to call the attention of the Chair and the attention of 
the House to some of the precedents that you are making here 
for the benefit of future legislation. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, 
it is easy enough for the Chair, with the majority, having the 
brutal power behind you, and determined to use it as brutally as 
you may, it is easy enough to ride roughshod over the minority; 
but the precedents that the Chair makes go into the RECORD and 
stand forever there to haunt you in the hereafter. There will 
come a time, sooner or later, as you all know, when the Repub- 
lican party will not be in the majority in this House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thank God! [Loud ap- 
plause on Democratic side. ] 

Mr. COWHERD (continuing). And it behooves you as honor- 
able men, as conservative men, as men desiring, at least in the 
establishment of precedents, that shall your action result in the 
end in the preservation and not the destruction of representative 
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government, it behooves you to consider somewhat, Mr. Speaker, 
not the fleeting triumph of the moment in the record that your 
party is making here, but the precedent that is to stand against 
you when it may be that we or some other party shall follow you 
im the control of this House. 

I refer not alone to the precedent you establish of turning out 
aman elected by 6,000 majority, elected, not in a State or ina 
city where elections are what you call contaminated with the 
negro vote, but elected in a city north of Mason and Dixon’s line, 
elected in a city under election laws as fair, and I venture to say 
it with the laws in my desk of practically every Northern State, 
with election laws as fair as any in any State of this Union. 
{| Applause on the Democratic side.] Overturning the will of the 
people, turning him out not only with this enormous majority, 
but without reading the testimony and practically without a 
hearing, and overturning your own rules and the Constitution of 
the United States in order to doit. I call your attention to that 
precedent, a precedent of anarchy and revolution, that you are 
setting before us, and I beg that my party, when it reaches power, 
shall refuse to take advantage of this infamous precedent that 
your party is making. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

But I want to call attention to the fact that you are going fur- 
ther still. The other day I made the point of order that a confer- 
ence committee, without authority, in direct violation of the rules 
of the House, had seen fit to pnt new matter, new legislation, into 
an appropriation bill. The Chair promptly overruled the point 
of order. I want, in order that it may go into the Recorp, to 
call the attention of the House to that ruling, and I hope that, too, 
will not become a precedent; for, if it does, not even the great 
chairman of the Appropriations Committee, either in the chair or 
on the floor, can save the Treasury of the United States from the 
raid and looting that is to result from the precedent you have 
established. 

There was a bill here making appropriations for the District of 
Columbia. On that bill the House appropriated a certain amount 
of money to carry on the work of the filtration plant. The Sen- 
ate raised that appropriation $200,000, and put in a provision that 
the work should be completed by the ist of December. Now, 
mark you, by a law duly enacted Congress has heretofore declared 
that the filtration plant should not cost above $2,768,405. 

The appropriations neither of the House nor of the Senate 
changed that existing law nor increased it beyond the limit fixed 
by the law then on the statute books. It was the law of the land. 
The bill went into conference, and the conference committee, 
without authority from either House or Senate, in direct violation 
of the rules of this body, changed the existing law and raised the 
limit of cost $700.000. The point of order was made upon it, and 
it was admitted by the gentlemen who had charge of the bill on 
the floor of the House that the limit of cost had been raised $700,000, 
and yet that point of order was overruled that you might con- 
tinue to ride roughshod over the minority. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. } 

Yes, and upon an appeal from the decision of the Chair—and I 
submit that such an appeal no Speaker ought to refuse, because 
the Speaker should have recognized that any member had a 
right to question such a ruling—that appeal was denied, and we 
were refused the poor privilege of passing upon the ruling of the 
Chair. And yet that is one of the precedents you are making in 
these closing days in order to continue doing business, as you 
claim, under the rules. 

Here is another one. There was an appropriation in this bill 
for $12,000 for paving according to a schedule submitted by the 
Comunissioners of the District. in a certain — of the city. 
The Senate raised it $41,000. This was the only amendment made 
to the paragraph. And then they went into conference on what? 
I ask you gentlemen fairly and honestly on what did they go into 
conference? Whether it should be $12,000 or $41,000,the disagree- 
ing vote between the two Houses. What did they do? They 
went into conference and fpo% in a piece of legislation affecting, 
not this appropriation, because this appropriation is for the next 
i year, but this piece of legislation provided that hereafter in 
the years that are to come in making their estimates the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia should follow a certain 
course and pursue acertain plan. Was not that new legislation? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Missouri has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. COWHERD. Iappeal to you gentlemen, not here in the 
heat of passion, not determined to ride over the minority regard- 
less of what the laws may be by which you accomplish your pur- 
pose, but I appeal to you as legislators who must be confronted 
with the record you make, who must remember that some other 
party and some other Speaker will be entitled to take the prece- 
dents you establish as a club some time and apply them to your 
own heads; I appeal to you, is there any man in this body that 


can support such aruling? And yet when I ask the poor privilege 
given to me under the rules you have established of appealing 
from that decision simply in order to present it to the House, for 
I did not believe this House, upon a fair presentation, would care 
to make such a precedent, the appeal was ruled out of order that 
you might go on doing business under what you call rules, the 
rules that you yourselves are only tooeagertodisobey. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. osaieon|. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, history records 
that we have a republican form of government; but the evidence 
of it is not found in the House of Representatives. This House 
has been governed with a red of iron, under the sanction of these 
iron rules. This is not a survival of the fittest, but a triumph of 
the powerful. History records that we have a republican form 
of government; but, sir, under these drastic rules, we find a ma- 
jority of the majority scourged in conscience and in action with 
the party lash, and party fealty making cowards of you all, 
while this House exists only as a relic of a proud and historic 
form of people’s government, intended by our fathers to have 
been transmitted to their posterity. This situation, so depressing 
to independent manhood, so dangerous to the country, is known 
throughout the land—is the daily subject of comment in the 
press, in the coordinate branch of Congress, and in this House; 
yet those who have the power hesitate; they raise their hands, 
but they have not the courage to strike the blow. 

On the discussion of the election contest the other day the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. OLMSTED], in his remarks, chal- 
lenged a denial and dispute of the proposition that he in his 
opening argument presented; and on four successive occasions, 
by the power lodged in his hands by this tyrannical majority of the 
House, he refused an opportunity for answer—refused time for 
discussion, after his challenge had been thrown down. He men- 
tioned the St. Louis Republic as being in favor of some proposi- 
tion that supported his contention. And now I propose to have 
read an extract from that paper that he may know the result of 
the action of the majority of his committee—a majority that was 
not a majority, for the gentleman from Maine never attended a 
session of that committee, Iam speaking of open sessions, for all 
were open save two hours—and he does not give his approval to 
this majority report unseatitig Mr. Butler, and another member, 
the gentleman from New York, never attended an open meeting, 
and he did not have the opportunity to attend, being prevented by 
sickness. And I believe he has not read the evidence in this case, 
and I ask him torise up and deny my statement. He was not pres- 
ent before the committee during its opensessions. I say thatthere 
are but two members of the Elections Committee majority who read 
any considerable portion of the evidence in that case. And yet we 
have the spectacle of this House unseating a mem ber—trampling 
upon the right of Missouri to representation. I want to have 
this article read by the Clerk, to show the answer that the St. 
Louis Republic of February 28 gives to the action of the majority 
on this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 

WANTONNESS OF POWER. 

By unseating James Butler the House of Representatives has committed 
a high-handed outrage upon Missouri, a deprivation of the right of repre- 
sentation and self-government. 

Manifestly a juggling with fact and principle, the act is peculiarly sus- 
ceptible of explanation. A simple analysis leads irresistibly and inevitably 
to the conclusion that the House was actuated solely by ulterior partisan 
motives in the exercise of an arbitrary and despotic power, and that it re- 
sorted to a base subterfuge to conceal a crime against fundamental rights of 
the people of Missouri. 

But having heard the contest and discovered that Butler had been fairly 
elected, a conclusion which the legal evidence—facts well known to every 

»erson familiar with local affairs—could not fail to prove beyond a quibble, 
the House might still have excluded him upon the ground that he was not 
acceptable in person. 

But the House wanted to be rid of Butler for political reasons. His case 


was prejudged. It had been decided long before the testimony was even be- 
gun in St. Louis. It had been decided by Republican politicians. Im Wash- 
ington the men who sat upon it were not Representatives in a —— capac- 
ity determining the rights of an official delegated to serve the people. 
They were star-chamber politicians, subverting the rights of the minority 
party and a a practical disfranchisement of Missouri voters; they 
committed an abuse of power, opportunists taking undue advantage of a 
numerical majority to oppress merely because they could, and prostituting 
the high delegated powers of the nation’s people to mean partisan ends. 

Had there been other than an unworthy partisan motive for ousting 
Butler, undoubtedly their considerations would have had to do with the 
question of qualification, and their action would have had reference to that 
question. But by expressly excluding him upon the so-called ‘evidence’ 
adduced they are not exercising a high prerogative, the privilege of deter- 
mining the character of members, but are practicing a mere ruse designed 
to cover up the political reason, adopting the only sure way of filching a seat 
from the minority and appropriating it themselves under cover of technical 
false records. 

Wagoner was not elected. Every Republican in St. Louis knows it. The 
gangsters of both parties opera in common in the Twelfth district and 
were about equal in number. Their combined numbers, however, if sub- 
tracted from Butler’s actual majority, would have been insuflicient to change 
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the result. These truths are as patent to Congress as to the average St. 
Lote. Twelfth district is entitled to representation. The House has taken 


away itsright. Wagoner does not representits voters. The crimeis nst 
Missouri's right of self-government, suffered because Missouri’s political com- 
plexion differs from that of the ruling power in Congress. Itis the basest of 


offenses, wholly repugnant to the people's institutions and going deeply to 
the fundamentals of government. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (before the reading of the article 
was concluded). The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Rosrnson] has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
my time—three minutes, I believe—— 

Several MEMBERS. Let the rest of the article be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I promised some time to the 
gentleman from New York. If he does not wish to use it, I ask 
the Clerk to complete the reading of the article just sent to the 
desk. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the article. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. This is the evidence of a paper 
uniformly against Mr. Butler; and it shows the sentiment created 
by the arbitrary and unjustifiable action of the House. 

Now, if there is any member of the majority of Elections Com- 
mittee No. 2 who desires to stand up in my time and say that he 
has read this evidence through, I give him the opportunity now 
to do so; and I pause for that purpose. 

Mr. OLMSTED. How many minutes have I? I should like to 
occupy that time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. OLMSTED] then, as I understand, is one such member. 
Let us have another. 

A MEMBER (on the Democratic side). 
has read the evidence. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am still waiting for any mem- 
ber of the committee to stand up and say that he has read this 
evidence so as to be able to pass upon it judicially. 

Mr. MILLER rose. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
MILLER] is another. 

A MEMBER (on the Democratic side). 
has read the evidence. 

Mr. MILLER. How much time—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I yield for the statement of any 
member of the committee that he has read this evidence through. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The timeof the gentleman from 
Indiana has expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, during the last three or four 
days we have heard so many complaints and so many charges 
made by the minority of this House that it seems to me it is en- 
tirely proper that We should look at the situation—the situation 
that has led to the events that have been so seriously criticised. 

A few days ago, near the end of the session—at a time when 


I yield the remainder of 


He does not say that he 


The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 


He does not say that he 


there were nearly or quite forty reports from conference com- | 


mittees awaiting final action—action upon which much of the 
legislation of this House heretofore had was dependent—when 
nine of the great supply bills were still either undergoing amend- 
ment in the other House, or were in the hands of conference 
committees, necessitating action, imperative and final, with re- 
gard to those bills—action that must be had, or else the wheels of 
the Government stop for want of supplies—at that time it was 
rumored that there was to be a report for action from the Com- 
mittee on Elections No. 2. At once what was the attitude of the 
Democratic party in this House? 
announced the threat—their threat—that if the majority saw fit 
to consider that case, they would then prevent by every means 
possible all of that action necessary to complete the legislation of 
this session. That was the threat that you made. 


When the report was brought in, immediately their tactics of | 


delay were begun. You announced that there should be no vote 
without a roll call—that there should be no business save by an 
active majority—that at all times there should be a quorum. In 
other words, you took the position upon yourselves of stopping 
legislation, so far as you could, if the majority saw fit to legislate 
as their consciences should direct. 
side.] That was your attitude. Now you complain. You say 
that there is not that deliberation, that attention given to busi- 
ness that should be given. Weare all willing to admit that. No 
one denies that. Who is responsible? 
Mr. GILBERT. You are. 

_Mr. HEPBURN. If there is not more of debate, who is respon- 
sible? [Cries of *‘ You!’ on the Democratic side.] Certainly the 
minority. You are the responsible parties. 
prefer, infinitely, to use that time in appropriate discussion which 
you compel us to use in calling the yeas and nays. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] Day before yesterday you compelled us to 


Without waiting, they at once | 


We would infinitely | 








| Applause on the Republican | 
| sides, WAGONER had 2,053 majority. 


| that it has at any time indulged in? 


the Republican side.] I think, Mr. Speaker, that it is time that 
the country knew how these gentlemen are deporting themselves. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] It is time the attention of 
the country was called to the wasteful and prodigal manner in 
which they are spending the precious moments, the last moments 
of this session. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt but that the gentlemen are dis- 
satisfied with the rules of this House. Why? Because they com- 
pell you to act, and I tell you, gentlemen, you can fritter away 
all of the time possible, but I warn you that the legislation is to be 
had. We are going to have all that is necessary; we are going to 
hold you up to your own positions, and all of these efforts of yours, 
I warn you now, are to be abortive. The legislation is to be had. 
It may be inconvenient to many of us. It may be that it will be 
less pleasant than otherwise it would be, but you have got to take 
your medicine, gentlemen. [Applause and laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] We do not intend to allow you, rebellious as you 
are, to frustrate our purposes in completing the wholesome legis- 
lation of this session. Mark that. [Applause on Republican 
side, and cries of ‘‘ How about the unwholesome legislation?’’ on 
the Democratic side. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BURLESON. Let us make it an extra session. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the rules of this House [laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side|—and I want here to say that I am 
especially aggrieved by the action of these gentlemen, for I have 
for a long time been complaining of the severity and rigor of the 
rules as they have been adopted [laughter], and especially do I 
dislike being compelled in the- public service and in order that 
righteousness may prevail to force upon you other rules that are 
still more hateful to my sensibilities. [Laughter.] Therefore 
I have a personal quarrel with you because of your procedure— 
that you have insisted upon jmposing this undesirable duty upon us. 

But after all, Mr. Speaker, the rules that I would complain of 
are not the rules that we have been compelled to insist upon here. 
They are rules which you gentlemen yourselves have participated 
in enacting. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’ on the Democratic side.| In 
substance, at least. You complain of the arbitrary procedure of 
the Speaker in ruling upon dilatory motions. Have you not aided 
in investing that officer with that power? [Cries of ‘‘ No!’ on 
the Democratic side.] Undoubtedly you have, and it was exer- 
cised in the Fifty-third Congress. Have you not aided in giving 
to the Committee on Rules all of the seemingly arbitrary powers 
{Cries of ‘* Oh, no! *’ on the 
Democratic side.] Surely you have. Every rule, every thing 
that you complain of, all of the rulings that you complain of, you 
yourselves have been parties to in times past. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, 
no!’ on the Democratic side. } 

You are now exceedingly fearful of precedent. You are very 
fearful that we are creating precedent which at some time may 





| affect the virtue of that possible majority which you hope, you 


tell us, some time to havein this House. [Laughter on ihe Re- 


| publican side.] But, gentlemen, if there is peril in precedent, it 


is a peril that now you are suffering from, because that which 
you complain of is in harmony with precedent; that which you 
now decry is but the following of the example which you have 
established. a precedent that you have enacted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman from 
Iowa allow me to ask him a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has just 
expired. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania {| Mr. OLMSTED}. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, it had not been my intention to 
say anything further in this case, but the remarks just made lead 
me to break that resolution. 

The Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, embracing 116 
election precincts, extends across the city of St. Louis from east 
to west, embracing some of the most respectable and some of the 
most disreputable portions of that city. 

In 53 precincts, undisputed, uncontroverted, admitted by both 
In 41 precincts there was 
in every one of them such fraud, every conceivable kind of crime 
against the elective franchise, false registration, false personation 
of voters, stuffing of the ballot box, robbing of the ballot box, du- 
plication of ballots, and false return of ballots that it was impos 
sible for any man to ascertain the honest vote, if there was any 


| honest vote in those precincts. 


consume seven and one-half hours in calling yeasand nays. There | 


was no necessity for any one of those roll calls, for in nearly 
every instance you yourselves voted for the bills. [Applause on 


\ 


We therefore cast out those 41 precincts, following the precept 
and example set us in a case to which I desire to call attention. 
It is Finley against Bisbee (1 Ellsworth, 74) in the Forty-fifth 
Congress, where it was held— 

That where the result at a poll is shown by the returns to be false and, 


fraudulent, and it is impossible to ascertain from the other evider » the 
case the true vote of said poll, the vote of said poll must be entirely rejected 
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That report was signed by Judge Thomas W. Cobb, of Indiana, 
John T. Harris, of Virginia, Milton A. Candler, of Mississippi, 
E. John Ellis, of Louisiana, William M. Springer, of Illinois, 
Jere N. Williams, of Indiana, and adopted by a Democratic Con- 
gress, presided over by Samuel J. Randall as Speaker. That re- 
port was indorsed by John G. Carlisle. It has been the law from 
that day to this, followed by Congress, by courts, and by State 
legislatures. It fitted here exactly. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not yield until I finish my statement. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are you talking about the Phila- 
delphia election? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
is not in order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Any man in Philadelphia perpetrating such 
crimes would have gone to the penitentiary within thirty days. 
[Derisive laughter on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Which would have reduced your 
Republican majority. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee desires to interrupt a member, he will first address the 
Chair. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Many of the perpetrators of these crimes in 


St. Louis are under indictment there to-day. In addition to these’ 


41 precincts thus rejected there were 22 in controversy. One 
gave a small majority for WaGoner. The others gave majori- 
ties for Butler. WAGONER’s counsel contended that they should 
be thrown out. The committee, not agreeing with him, re- 
tained them, reducing WAGONER’s majority to 767, on account 
of which majority he was seated in this House. 

Now, one word as to partisanship. There have been twelve con- 
tests in this Republican Congress. Every one of them save two 
has resulted favorably to the Democyats. If that is partisanship, 
make the most of it. These gentlemen are sitting upon that side 
of the Chamber to-day as the result of our action in committee 
and the action of this Republican House. 

Mr. RUCKER. May I ask the ae a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will now yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. RUCKER. Are the gentlemen referred to by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania entitled to sit here or not? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well. I will say that as to some of them we 
had serious doubts; but as the evidence did not clearly prove a 
case against them, we found in their favor. 

Mr. RUCKER. That is, you graciously permitted them to stay 
here, as I understand. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; he gave you the benefit of the doubt. 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; we gave you the benefit of the doubt. 

Mr. RUCKER. May I ask the gentleman another question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield for a 

uestion? 
: Mr. OLMSTED. I will yield to my friend from Missouri. 

Mr. RUCKER. I will ask you if you or your committee made 
the least effort on earth to ascertain what legal votes were cast 
in that district? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Why, Mr. Speaker, I personally sat up nights, 
days, and Sundays. I went over and a every vote as re- 
corded from the ballot box, every poll book kept at the polls, and 
I say it is impossible for any man to say what the honest vote 
was, because ballots were literally abstracted that the poll book 
showed to have been cast. Nobody could tell, for they were not 
there. 

Mr. RUCKER. I will ask the gentleman if he does not know 
that a nonbiased maz would have found scores and hundreds of 
honest votes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
must wait until the gentleman yields to him. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It was absolutely impossible on account of 
the frauds that had been perpetrated for any living man to tell 
what honest vote had been cast in any one of these 41 precincts. 
Let me give you one instance. In one precinct 434 le had 
voted. Not one of their addresses was given in the adi betes re- 
quired by law to be made at the — as the voting progresses b 
entering the name, address, and number of the ballot of eac 
man who votes, and the evidence showed that the poll book was 
made up two days after the election. Three hundred and forty 
ballots found in the box, including 73 duplicates, bore Butler’s 
name. The judges gave him 392. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 

ired. {Loud applause on the Republican sid ae 
r. VANDIVER. The gentleman’s apology is not accepted. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Spes«er, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BARTHOLDT] desires time. 

I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, t’:at this situation reminds me of 


a story I once heard about two sailors. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, do not 
tell it!’ and cries of ‘‘ Tell it!’””] Mr. Speaker, it is really a good 
story [laughter], and before I attempt to say anything about it I 
desire to call your attention to the fact that we are discussing or 
eee to be discussing the propriety of having this omantbus 
= ic-building bill go into conference. The election contest has 

m settled. Dropit. Now, if any gentleman cares to hear my 
story, come with me to the cloakroom when this resolution passes. 
I yield the rest of my time to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
yy ie hter. ] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I am going to occupy the 
time of the House just two minutes. I desire the members of the 
House to know—— 

Mr. SULZER. Louder. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 

is outof order. The House will please bein order. A reasonable 
degree of order will permit all gentlemen to hear every gentleman 
who speaks. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I wish the House to know, 
Republicans as well as Democrats, that the position taken by the 
Democratic minority upon the Wagoner-Butler contest is at vari- 
ance with the position taken by the reputable Democrats of the 
city of St. Louis and the reputable Democrats of the Twelfth dis- 
trict of Missouri. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I shall not yield. 

Mr. RUCKER. No reputable Democrat has authorized you to 
speak for him. ape on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. BARTHOLD I speak for a good many of them. They 
wash their hands of the colossal frauds which have been perpe- 
trated in that district, and claim that the Democratic party of 
the city of St. Louis and the State of Missouri is not responsible 
for those frauds and crimes. [Loud applause on the Republican 
a The position of the Democratic minority here makes them 
shoulder the responsibility for these crimes and these frauds, and 
you really identify yourselves with them before the country. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. t does not justify the rulings of the Chair. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. There has been no attempt made, Mr. 
Speaker, on the part of any one of the five Democratic daily news- 
papers in the city of St. Louis to go into the merits of that case, 
not even the paper said to be controlled and owned by the father 
of the contestee. Not one of these a has denied that ten or 
fifteen thousand fraudulent names had been placed upon the reg- 
istration lists. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I can not yield. 

Mr. RUCKER. I just wanted to say these newspapers are like 
the Elections Committee. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. You can make your hin your own 
time. I say from what I know of this case, Mr. Speaker, and I 
think I know many of the details, that there has never been such 
a contest before the House, and I hope the proceedings that have 
been enacted here during the last two or three days will result in 
making it a national issue. 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. It will. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If it is made a national issue and an elec- 
tion is to be held upon that issue, I predict that the Democratic 
minority will barely elect a corporal’s guard. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side, and jeers and laughter on the Democratic 


side. | 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is upon suspending 
the rules and agreeing tothe motion of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska to disagree to the Senate amendments and to agree to the 
conference asked. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore au- 
sean that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask for a division. 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 225, nays 14, 
answered ‘‘ present’’ 13, not voting 99; as follows: 


YEAS—225. 

Acheson, Blackburn, Burton,’ Cowherd, 
Adamson, Blakeney, Butler, Cromer, 
Alexander, Boutell, Caldwell, Crumpacker, 
Allen, Ky. Bowie, Candler, Currier, 
Allen, Me. Brandegee, Cannon, Cushman, 
Aplin, Breazeale, Capron, Dalzell 

beock, Brick, Cassel, Darragh, 
Ball, Del. Bromwell, Cassingham, Davey, La. 
Bankhead, Brown Clark, Davidson, 
Bartholdt, Brownlow, Connell, Davis, Fla. 
Bartlett, Brundidge, Conner, De Armond, 
Bates, rk, Pa. Coombs, Deemer, 
Beidler, Burke, 8. Dak. Cooper, Tex. Dinsmore, 
Bell, Burkett, ?, uglas, 
Billmeyer, Burleigh, Corliss, Dovener, 
Bishop, Burleson, Cousins, Draper, 
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Driscoll, 
Dwight, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Finley, 
lanagan, 
eming, 
Fletcher, 
Flood, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 


Foss, 

Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gilbert, 
Gillet, N. ¥. 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 

Graff, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa, 
Greene, Mass. 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
aaerm, 

Hill, 

Hitt, 

Holliday, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 


Clayton, 
Cooney, 
Fitzgerald, 
Gordon, 


Barney, 
Burgess, 
Dayton, 
Gillett, Mass, 


Adams, 
Ball, Tex. 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Boreing, 
Bowersock, 
Brantley, 
cee a, 
roussar 
Bull, 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Curtis, 
Dahle, 
— 
Joughert 
Eddy, ¥ 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 


Hull, 
Irwin, Mercer, 
Jack, Mickey, 
Jackson, Kans, Miers, Ind. 
Jenkins, inor, 
Johnson Moody, 
Jones, Va. Moon, 
Jones, Wash. Morgan, 
Joy, Morre 
Kahn, Moss, 
Kehoe, Mutchler, 
Kern, Needham, 
Kitchin, Claude Nevin, 
Kitchin, Wm, W. Olmsted, 
Kluttz, Otjen, 
Knapp, Overstree 
Kyle, Patterson, 
Lacey, Pearre, 
Lamb, Perkins, 
Lawrence, Pierce, 
Lessler, Powers, Mass, 
Lever, Reeder, 
Lewis, Ga. Reeves, 
Lewis, Pa, Richardson, Ala. 
Littauer, Rixey, 
Little, Roberts, 
Littlefield, Robertson, La. 
Livingston, Robinson, Ind. 
Long, Robinson, Nebr. 
Loudenslager, Rucker, 
Lovering, Russell, 
McAndrews, Ryan, 
McCall, Schirm, 
McClellan, Scott, 
McCulloch, Selby, 
McLachlan, Shackleford, 
Maddox, Shelden, 
Mahon, Sheppard, 
eer. Showalter, 
Marshall, Small, 
NAYS—l4. 
Hooker, Randell, Tex. 
McRae, Reid, 
Mann, Richardson, Tenn. 
Padgett, Sims, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—13. 
Hay, Neville, 
Ketcham, Parker, 
Lindsay, Prince, 
Miller, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—99. 
Evans, Loud, 
Feely, McCleary, 
Foster, Ml. McDermott, 
Fox, McLain, 
Gardner, Mass. Metcalf, 
Gill, Meyer, La. 
Glass, Mondell, 
Glenn Morris, 
Griffith, Mudd, 
Hanbury, Naphen, 
Heat wole, Newlands, 
Henry, Conn. Norton, 
Henry, Miss. Palmer, 
Henry, Tex. Patterson, Tenn. 
Hildebrant, Payne, 
Hughes, Pou, 
Jackson, Md. Powers, Me, 
Jett, Pugsley 
Kleberg, Ransdell, La. 
Knox, Rhea, 
Landis, Robb, 
Lassiter, Ruppert, 
Latimer, Scarborough, 
Lester, Shafroth, 
Lloyd, Shalienberger, 
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Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
apomes, N.C, 
ompson, 
Tirrell 
Trimble, 
vases 
an Voor 
wee 
agoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner. 
Warnock, 


Slayden, 
Snodgrass, 


Stephens, Tex. 


Shattuc, 
Sibley, 
Skiles, 


Snook, 

Stevens, Minn, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Vandiver, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 

Woods, 
Wooten. 
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the ages votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Penrose, Mr. Farrpanks, Mr. Lopar, Mr. Cuay, 
= Mr. McLaurin of Mississippi as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 


DELEGATE TO UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES FROM 
PORTO RICO. 
md 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspe 
the rules and pass the following bill, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17546) to yroviie for a Delegate to the House of Representatives 
of the United States from Porto Rico. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the qualified voters of Porto Rico shall, on the first 
Tuesday after the first Monday of November, 1904, and every two years there- 
after, elect a Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United States, 
whose term of office shall commence on the 4th day of March next succeedin 
the date of his election. Such Delegate shall have a seat in the House o 
Representatives, with the right to debate, but not to vote, and shall be en- 
titled to the same compensation for salary and other allowances and to the 
same rights and priviligesas the Delegates from the Territories of the United 
States. No person shall be eligible to such election who is not a bona fide citi 
zen and voter of Porto Rico,who is not 25 years of age, and who does not read 
and write the English janqunge. 

Sec. 2. That the Delegate herein provided for shall be elected in lieu of 
the resident commissioner from Porto Rico to the United States, provided 
for by section 89 of the act of Congress entitled “An act temporarily to pro- 
vide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved April 12, 1900: Provided, That all the provisions of this act 
shall apply to the present resident commissioner from Porto Rico to the 
United States. 

Src 3. That all act and oe of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that a 
second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent that a second may be considered as 
ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. CooPrer of 
Wisconsin and Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, noes 2. 

A second was therefore ordered. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, this bill, excepting 
two slight amendments, was originally reported from the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs on the 20th of May last. ® The report 
was unanimous. It provides for the election of a Delegate from 
Porto Rico to the House of Representatives, that Delegate not to 
have the right to vote here, but to have the right to speak here, 
and to have other privileges accorded under the law to Delegates 
from the Territories of the United States. It makes provision 
also that the act, if the bill becomes an act, shall be applicable to 
the present resident commissioner from Porto Rico to the United 
States. 

Under the Government of Spain, Porto Rico elected 16 repre- 
sentatives to the Chamber of Deputies and four to the Senate of 
the Spanish Cortes. ; 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Wis- 
consin yield for a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. For a question. 

Mr. GILBERT. From the reading of this bill, it appears that 
the present resident commissioner from Porto Rico is to act as 
Delegate until the expiration of the Fifty-seventh Congress, which 
expires on the 4th of March next. The bill further provides that 





So, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the motion of Mr. the Delegate hereafter to be elected on the first Tuesday after the 


MERCER was agreed 


to. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. McCLeary with Mr. Benton. 
Mr. CANNON with Mr. McRag. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. WiL.1AMs of Mississippi. 


On this vote: 


Mr. Lanpis with Mr. LATIMER. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mupp with Mr. Hay. 
CALDERHEAD with Mr. LESTER. 
BorEING with Mr. Pov. 
HEATWOLE with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
Henry of Connecticut with Mr. NEVILLE. 
BOWERSOCK with Mr. Jerr. 
Dick with Mr. Luoyp. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The following conferees were appointed on the part of the House: 


Mr. Mercer, Mr. Gituet of New York, and Mr. BANKHEAD. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A m 


from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigration of 
aliens into the United States disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
Sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 


first Monday in November, 1902, and every two years thereafter. 
There appears to be an interregnum between the Fifty-seventh 
Congress and the next election as provided for under the bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, I will say that the bill which was read 
from the Clerk’s desk is amended by striking out of line 5 of 
section 1 the word ‘‘two’’ where it first appears; so that the 
language now reads “‘ the election of 1904;’’ and that it is further 
amended in line 20 of page 2 by striking out the words ‘* whose 
term of office is hereby extended to the date of the expiration 
of the Fifty-seventh Congress,’ these words being unnecessary, 
as the present resident commissioner, now here, has been re- 
elected to the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

As I was saying, Mr. Speaker, when interrupted, Porto Rico 
elected 16 representatives to the Spanish Chamber of Deputies 
and 4 to the Senate of the Spanish Cortes. The present resi- 
dent commissioner, with whom I think the great majority, if not 
all the membership, of the House are well acquainted, was himself 
elected from Porto Rico as a delegate to the Spanish Cortes, and 
was a member of that body on the breaking out of the war be- 
tween this country and Spain. 

Porto Rico has 1,000,000 inhabitants. 
belong to the United States of America. 


It is, I think, forever to 
Its people are industri- 


ous and law-abiding. They are now prosperous and exceedingly 
desirous that they shall be treated on this floor as are the people 
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of the Territories of the United States. There is no reason in the 
opinion of the Insular Committees, nor do I think there ought to 
be any reason in the mind of any person who reflects upon the 
subject, why Hawaii, with less than 200,000 people, should have a 
Delegate entitled to speak for her on this floor, while Porto 
Rico, with her 1,000,000 people, is denied that privilege. 

To-day the resident commissioner from Porto Rico is obliged 
to consult members of the House in their rooms at hotels or 
boarding houses, in the lobby of the House, ordo the best he 
can in a whispered consultation on the floor. Under all the cir- 
cumstances the Committee on Insular Affairs were unanimously 
of the opinion that this bill ought to pass,and I sincerely hope 
that it will pass without opposition from our friends on the other 
side. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me 
a moment before he takes his seat? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I quite agree with 
the gentleman’s position, that Porto Rico ought to bave, as the 
other Territories have, a Delegate on this floor. I want to supple- 
ment that remark by saying that instead of this demand being 
unjust or premature, I think it has only been too long delayed 
and that Porto Rico ought to have this Delegate according to the 
provisions of the bill now presented. . 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent 
that she may be allowed a Delegate? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. No; I think the usual procedure 
is being pursued, under the ‘‘ Reed rules.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpDER- 
woop] controls the time for twenty minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate the 
Republican side of the House that in the expiring hours of this 
Congress they are at last willing to do justice to one of our col- 
onies. I wish to call their attention to the fact that when the | 
first bill was passed creating a colonial government in Porto | 
Rico, the Democratic party on the floor of this House insisted 
that the people of Porto Rico should have a Delegate on this floor 
to look after their interests and attend to their business. It is 
true that it has taken four long years for the Republican party 
to wake up to the fact of the injustice that they were doing 
those people; but we now congratulate you on the fact that you 
have at last consented to come to the position taken by the Demo- 
cratic party four years ago. 

Mr. TAWNEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman explain why he longer 
delays the granting of this right to Porto Rico by the speech 





which he is just now making? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, simply from the fact that the peo- 

ile of the United States are entitled to some extent to know the 

legislation that the Republican party is ‘*‘ railroading ’”’ through 
this Congress, and when we have an opportunity to explain what 
legislation is going on and what you are doing, we propose to let 
the country know, by the records of this Congress, what is being 
done in these last hours. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UnpErwoop] yield for a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman in favor of this bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam. 

Mr. MANN. Then I make the point of order that the gentle- 
man is not entitled to control the time in opposition to the bill. | 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And I make the point of order 
that that comes too late. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; there was no way of finding out the gen- 
tleman’s position until he declared himself. [Cries of ‘* Regular 
order! ’’] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope that this interruption is not com- 
ing out of my time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the rules provide that forty minutes 
for debate on a motion to suspend the rules shall be divided 
equally between those in favor of the motion and those opposed. 
The gentleman from Alabama now states that he is in favor of 
this bill; and I raise the point of order that he is not entitled to 
control the time in opposition to it. 

Mr. HAY. I raise the point of order that the point of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is “dilatory.”” [Laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker- — 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman trom Alabama will suspend. | 
When this matter was called up the gentleman from Aiabama | 
demanded a second, which was his privilege. Presumably he is | 
on the other side of the question. But now, after he has ad- | 





dressed the House for some little time, the gentleman from Ili- 
nois makes the point of order that the gentleman from Alabama 
is not opposed to the bill and should not be allowed to represent 
the side in oppostion to it. While the Chair has not had an op- 
portunity to listen to the argument of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, the presumption is that he is opposed to the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman stated a mo- 
ment ago that he was in favor of the bill. It is not a question of 
argument. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [linois will suspend a 
moment. It seems this argument has been going on, and now, 
after the argument has thus far advanced, the point of order is 
made. While the Chair is not entirely satisfied with the ruling, 
he will be compelled to hold that the objection comes too late, 
and will allow the gentleman from Alabama to control the twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will say that there aro 
others to whom I intend to yield the time. I was merely voicing 
my own opinion on this question. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York | Mr. FirzGERALD]. ‘ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, yesterday when the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill was under consideration I attempted to 
secure two minutes from the gentleman in charge of that bill. It 


| was not my purpose at that time to attempt to discuss the report 


before the House. Rather, i had intended to explain why it was 
impossible for me to submit some remarks pertaining to one 
branch of the government of the District of Columbia which I 


| desired to present to the House. When the District of Columbia 


appropriation bill was before the House in Committee of the 
Whole an item was taken from the bill on a point of order raised 
by myself. I have too great respect for this House to have it 
trifle with me in its present mood, and for that reason I do not 
at this time purpose discussing some of the vicious features of 
the District government which I had intended to. 

I have been for some time gathering information and statistics 
regarding one feature of the District government. I have them 
i If it were possible to have this House consider in an im- 

artial and judicial manner the things that I have collated re- 
garding the efficiency of the police department in the District of 
Columbia, I would be pleased to present them to the House. At 
some other time, when members have the time and will take the 
time to consider these matters, I will present them to the House. 
I do not charge that the police department of the District, as an 
entire force, is either corrupt or inefficient, but I have reason to 
believe, Mr. Speaker, from the information at my command, that 
under its present head it is not only inefficient, but, I am inclined 
to believe, in some aspects very corrupt. 

The District Committee increased the salary of the chief of po- 
lice of the District without a recommendation from the Commis- 
sioners. They disagreed to an item placed in the bill by the Sen- 
ate increasing the salaries of the 10 lieutenants of police to an 
amount which did not require $100 a year for that entire increase 
more in addition to the amount provided for the chief’s salary. 
The House conferees insisted on a provision of the bill which leg- 
islated out of office the present chief of the fire department be- 
cause he had no previous experience in any organized fire depart- 
ment in the country, while they permitted a different rule to ap- 


| ply in respect to the chief of police. I do not intend to comment 


at this time upon these facts, but I wish to put upon notice those 
who are interested, for various reasons, in the welfare of the pres- 
ent chief of police of this District, that in the fullness of time— 
and thereare several sessions of Congress at which I expect to be 
present—with what matter I may secure additional to the little 
volume I have here regarding the effectiveness of this force, I will 
present these facts to the House and to the country, and Iam 
quite convinced 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. PEARRE. May I ask the gentleman when he began this 
investigation of the efficiency of the superintendent of police of 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; the gentleman may ask that. 

Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman answer it? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. PEARRE. When? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. About theadjournment of the last session 
of Congress. 

Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. ; 

Mr. PEARRE. What was the gentleman’s motive in making 
that inquiry? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The same motive that prompts the gen- 
tleman in the discharge of his duty. 

Mr. PEARRE. Was there no personal motive? 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Not particularly. 

Mr. PEARRE. May I not ask the gentleman whether he did 
not run counter—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will ask the gentleman from Alabama 
to yield me a minute or two to answer these questions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield the time. 

Mr. PEARRE. May Iask the gentleman whether he did not 
run counter to that superintendent of police in the proper per- 
formance of his duty upon inauguration day. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all. The chief of police ran 
counter to the gentleman from New York in the improper dis- 
charge of his duty after inauguration had passed. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PEARRE. Then I assume the gentleman from New York 
believed that he was controlling the police force of the city of 
Washington at that time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Does the gentleman mean me when he 
says ‘“é he? ” 

Mr. PEARRE. Yes, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; the gentleman’s assumption is 
so erroneous that I could not take time to explain his misappre- 
hension. 

Mr. PEARRE. This same gentleman was superintendent of 
police at that time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Undoubtedly. He has been for four 
years, as the gentleman knows better than I do. 

Mr. PEARRE. Was not the gentleman stopped by a police 
officer in crossing the street? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Unquestionably. 

Mr. PEARRE. And did not that make the gentleman very 
indignant? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. At that time; yes. 

Mr. PEARRE. Is not that the motive for this investigation? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh,notatall. The motive that prompted 
me was the fact that the chief of police of this city, in the carry- 
ing out of a threat, maliciously and falsely uttered an interview 
in a public print in my city which, at the time he did utter it, he 
knew to be false. And it was done for the purpose, as he imag- 
ined, of injuring me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s additional time has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay}. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I dislike to disagree with a colleague 
upon a question of this sort, but I want to say that the superin- 
tendent of police of the city of Washington discharges his duties 
with as much ability as any man in this country. [Applause.] 
He is a gentleman who is incapable of being guilty of any charges 
which the gentleman from New York may hereafter be able to 
bring against him. The gentleman certainly has not brought 
any against him yet, and this attack by innuendois, in my opinion, 
not worthy of the gentleman from New York. Now, the gentle- 
man says that he has areason for it, because the superintendent 
of police gave out an interview to a newspaper. I say upon the 
authority of Major Sylvester that he never gave out any such in- 
terview, and that if any such interview appeared it was a fabri- 
cation, and that he informed the gentleman from New York of 
the fact, and yet the gentleman from New York now makes that 
charge upon this floor. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. HAY. I will. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that 
the denial of the authenticity of the interview did not come until 
the chief of police feared that an increase of his salary would not 
be granted? 

Mr. HAY. Iam not aware of it. 

. — FITZGERALD. Well, I assert to the gentleman that that 
is a fact. 

Mr. HAY. And I will say to the gentleman that the superin- 

tendent of police was not aware of the publication of that inter- 
view until the gentleman trom New York brought it out for the 
purpose of keeping down the salary of the superintendent of po- 
lice, even when the superintendent of police had not asked to have 
his salary increased. 
_ Mr. FITZGERALD. I will state to the gentleman that the 
information that that interview had been issued was brought to 
the knowledge of the chief of police within at the latest two weeks 
from the time that he himself gave it out, and I know what I am 
speaking of, and the gentleman speaks from hearsay purely. 

Mr. HAY. Idonot. I speak from the same sort of hearsay 
that the gentleman from New York does. 

Mr. RYAN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HAY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RYAN. Is it not a fact that this purported interview did 
appear in a Brooklyn paper? 
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Mr. HAY. Yes; itis a fact, I believe. 

Mr. RYAN. Isit not a fact that the opportunity has been de- 
nied this gentleman | Mr. FirzGeRALD] to prove positively that 
that interview emanated from the superintendent of the District 
police? 

Mr. HAY. It is nota fact that the superintendent of the Dis- 
trict police had any opportunity whatever toknowit. He didnot 
know it when it appeared there. He can not read every news- 
paper in the United States, nor can any of us do it. 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman understands that within two 
weeks after it appeared his attention was called to it. 

Mr. HAY. If it was, it was denied at the time. I am author- 
ized by the gentleman to say so. Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, that 
if there is an attack to be made upon a public official of the Gov- 
ernment, it should be made and proofs brought. The gentleman 
from New York went so far as to say that the police department 
of this city was corruptly administered. That is a very severe 
charge. It isa charge which should not be brought unless the 
gentleman is ready now with his proofs; and I say from my 
knowledge of the superintendent of police that a more high- 
minded gentleman, a man of more integrity, a gentleman upon 
whom any member of this House can more implicitly rely for any 
statement which he may make, there is none. And I say more- 
over that I am sorry that the gentleman from New York should 
have ever brought this matter into this House; because while we 
can all understand that the gentleman from New York was very 
much enraged on the occasion of which he has spoken, we can 
not appreciate that he should bring the matter here. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] if he is going to consume any more 
time. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire to close the debate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Dlinois [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has three 
minutes remaining. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, as no discussion of 
the Butler case was allowed before Mr. Butler was turned out, 
in the three minutes which I have I wish to refer to that case 
very briefly. I want to call the attention of gentlemen on the 
other side to the fact that it is not a question of whether Mr. 
Butler or Mr. WAGONER was elected that has caused the com- 
plaint on this side of the House. But our protest is against the 
desperate methods used. We insist that when a member is 
elected to this House by 6,000 majority and comes here commis- 
sioned by the governor of his State, before turning him out he is 
entitled to a fair trial; and what you call the trial of the Butler 
case is as great a farce as was ever perpetrated in the House of 
Representatives, and you know it. 

I shall not go into the merits of the case, for I can not say that 
I know any more about its merits than you gentlemen over there, 
who voted to turn him out without knowing anything about it. 
I admit the gentleman from Pennsylvania spent five or six days 
and nights, as he claims, studying this long and intricate case. 
But he must remember that it takes a very able lawyer to pre- 
sent in an intelligent manner a case like that in one hour to men 
who know nothing about it after he has taken one week to getan 
understanding of the case himself [applause on the Democratic 
side], and yet he says it was a very laborious case, and he came 
in here and in less than one hour presented to the House a case 
in which it required him several days and nights to read the evi- 
dence and I do not believe he claims he read it all. I took time to 
read the gentleman's speech—I had nothing else to engage myself 
with at that time, and I read it, and I find no evidence in it to 
justify throwing out 41 precincts, no evidence upon which to un- 
seat Mr. Butler, except the mere conclusions of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

I do not wonder that the gentleman from Pennsylvania is very 
sensitive on the question of frauds, since he has a city in his own 
State that has made some reputation on that question. And in 
that connection I desire to have read from the Clerk’s desk a paper 
which I send up. ~ 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I will read it hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has fourteen 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield four minutes to the gentle- 
man from Texas. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, for the first time since this 
remarkable day began, now more than a hundred hours ago, lam 
going to give to the House a few moments of debate pertinent to 
the bill under consideration. [Applause.| Ihave been interested 
in the report on this bill, which recommends that the present 
commissioner from the celony of Porto Rico be given the power, 
privileges, and emoluments of a Delegate in the Congress of the 
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United States. I can not but help contrast that meager allow- 

ance to the representative of nearly 1,000,000 people with the 

privileges which they enjoyed under the ancient and, as we 

_ in the habit of saying, decaying and corrupt Kingdom of 
pain. 

In the Spanish Cortes the island of Porto Rico had 4 senators 
and 16 representatives, granted all the powers and privileges of 
all the other senators and representatives of that Kingdom. They 
had full power to vote, full power to actually represent their 
people. In exchange for that we concede them, or did concede 
them, first, the sorry privilege of having a commissioner to hang 
around the doors of this Chamber and send in his card and thus 
seek the privilege of conferring with a member of this House 
about the business of a million people, and that too while we 
claim that we are a representative Government. We have ad- 
vanced with time, and now we propose to accord him the privi- 
lege of speaking upon the floor of this House, but all the privi- 
leges we give him fall far short of that which he enjoyed asa 
member in the Spanish Cortes. This is presumably a representa- 
tive government. It is presumably a Government in which the 
people speak for themselves through representatives, a privilege 
which was given them by the Kingdom of Spain, and yet we deny 
it to them in this Government, which is supposedly a representa- 
tive Government. He was there a full-fledged deputy. Here he 
- something which is neither fish, flesh, nor fowl—nor good red 
1erring. . 

This report says that Porto Rico has nearly 1,000,000 inhab- 
itants, and that its people are law-abiding and industrious. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen have kept familiar with the 
debates in the Senate with reference to the proposed admission of 
Arizona and New Mexico as States of this Union, they will find 
that in this report, if it is to be believed, the people of Porto 
Rico should enjoy all the rights which any other American peo- 
ple enjoy; and upon the standard laid down in the debates in the 
Senate by distinguished gentleman from Northern and Eastern 


| States opposed to the admission of those Territories, Porto Rico 


is entitled, not to have a Delegate here who has no power to vote, 
no real power to represent his people, but is entitled to have five 
members in the House of Representatives and two Senators speak- 
ing in their interests in the Congress of the United States. 

Are we going to continue to deny to these people the privileges 
accorded to people similarly situated in other parts of the Ameri- 
can Union? How long will it be before the majority party of 
this country is courageous enough to meet the logic of its own 
position? How long will it be before they will stand up here and 
welcome the Delegates and Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress from the Philippine Islands? This is true but tardy justice 
to the people of Porto Rico, and little as it does I shall favor it, 
and will gladly join hands with the gentleman from Wisconsin 
and other Representatives in doing the full measure of justice to 
these people. [Applause. } 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I now yield four 
minutes to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. PEARRE]. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, I might perhaps crave the indul- 
gence of the House to say a word or two about the matter the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGERALD] has referred to by 
reason of the fact that Iam a member of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, which recommended the increase of salary 
of the officer whose reputation and character are in controversy 
here. Iasked the gentleman, Mr. Speaker, while he was talking 
upon this subject whether his motive in this matter was not a 
personal one, and whether it had not arisen from the fact that he 
had run foul of the police department in the proper exercise of its 
duty and its authority. : 

As I understand the case, sir—and it is thought that in the ab- 
sence of the superintendent of the police that some one should 
state the facts in his defense—the gentleman from New York on 
Inauguration Day was attempting to cross Pennsylvania avenue 
when a police officer, stationed there with instructions not to 
permit anybody to cross at that place at that time, politely indi- 
cated to the gentleman from New York what his orders were, 
but the gentleman from New York imperiously suggested that 
he was a member of Congress, and claimed immunity from all 
rules and regulations established there at that time and place by 
the police department. That was the beginning of the difficulty, 
and that is what gave rise to the suggestion of an investigation 
by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. 8S er, the gentleman has made a 
statement, and I think he ought to permit me to ask a respect- 
ful question. i 

Mr. PEARRE. What is it? ae 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire toknow whether the gentleman 
from Maryland ever read the trial of the officer he mentions for 


ee 


the occurrence about which he speaks? 

Mr. PEARRE. I did not an! the full account of the trial of 
the officer, and I should not have acted on a newspaper report if 
I had read it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman would read that report 
he would see that his statement is entirely at variance with the 
testimony of every single person that testified on that occasion. 

Mr. PEARRE. The gentleman from New York has not vouch- 
safed to the House any statement of what occurred at that time, 
and would not admit that his motive was a personal one. The 
gentleman will not deny now—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I could not admit what was not true, 
and I respectfully decline to do so now. 

Mr. PEARRE. The gentleman is guilty of a worse offense in 
concealing the truth from this House, especially when the gen- 
tleman knows the motive was a personal one. 

. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman to 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The motives of gentlemen must not be im 
pugned. ° 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker—— , 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that when a gentleman is called to order he must take his seat. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The rules require, Mr. 
Speaker, that a gentleman when called to order for words spoken 
in debate should take his seat, and I insist on that rule being ob- 
served. The gentleman was called to order for words spoken in 
debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland will take his 
seat. The gentleman from Wisconsin—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How much time have I remain- 
ing, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin can not do 
that. The gentleman from Maryland was admonished to take 
his seat. and if the gentleman from Wisconsin desires to proceed 
~ = do so, but he can not yield to the gentleman from Mary- 

and. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield to the gentleman from 
New Mexico [Mr. Ropry]. 

Mr. RODEY. Mr. Speaker, there may be something pathetic 
in a Delegate from a Territory rising to say a word for a people 
that are applying for the mere privileges that Territories have— 
that is, a voice but not a vote in this House. I might say here, 
to the credit of this House, it treated the Territories at this session 
with all due regard and all due courtesy, for it did all it could to 
advance us to the enjoyment of our full rights. It is a meager 
privilege, indeed, to grant to the people of Porto Rico, and recol- 
lect there are over a million of them, the right to have a mere 
voteless Delegate on this floor, and to the beggarly method of the 
lobbyist in the other branch of this great Legislature. 

If there is any measure in these closing days of this Congress 
that ought to be passed without a roll call, no matter what the 
minority may have determined in that regard, I submit to the 
members of this House that this is such a measure. <A million 
people without any representation save such as the Porto Ricans 
now have was never heard of in the history of this country. It 
is un-American; itis ungenerous. If easiness here could but 
fully appreciate the position of a Delegate representing the people 
of a Territory on this floor and understand the position of a people 
represented in that way, there would be no hesitation in passing 
this bill by a rising vote. 

I have but a moment of time, and therefore I desire at this 
time to thank the Members of this House sincerely for the cour- 
tesy they have extended to the Territorial Delegates in the great 
fight we have made for the rights of our people in this Congress. 
We have not spoken upon any subject that did not concern the 
Territories during the whole session, and considering that we have 
fought and lost, there may be something pathetic in my saying 
at this time a word for those people in Porto Rico who are in 
even a worse position than we are ourselves. 

You have, however, done one thing for Porto Rico that you 
never did for the other Territories, and that is, you turned their 
own revenues into their own treasury for the purpose of their 
education; and in the course of ten years, with the large reve- 
nues derived in that way, all the rising generation there will have 
acquired the English language; then you will not, as has been 
done in some other cases, add insult to injury by unjustly charg- 
ing them with ignorance and unfitness to share the blessings of 
this Union, brought about by your own neglect. 

I say again that the granting to those people of the right of a 
Delegate to represent them on this floor is the very least privilege 
you can grant them. Remember there is on that island about 4 
million of people—a much larger population than that of a good 




















many of the States. As has been well said by the gentleman from 
Texas, they gave up the representation they had in the Spanish 


Cortes to come under our flag. Theve ted much of this Gov- 
ernment; they have received but little. Their disappointment 
must be great. This bill is but an act of simple justice to them, 
and it ought to pass without a dissenting vote. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. RODEY. I hope the bill will pass unanimously, and with- 
out a roll call. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of privilege. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooprr] 
has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I want to occupy only a minute 
at the end of the discussion; I am willing to yield the other two 
minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rose to a question of privilege. I desire 
to make a motion in behalf of the gentleman from Maryland, 
growing out of the ruling of the Chair against his right to con- 
tinue hisargument. Ido not wish to interrupt the debate beyond 
stating the mere fact that I dislike that a member shall be ex- 
cluded from the discussion pending the question now before the 
House. The member from Maryland was called to order for 
language used in debate. The gentleman from Maryland wascalled 
to order; and, under the ruling of the Chair, was very properly 
directed to take his seat, for the rules make it the duty of the 
Chair to make such order. Thereupon the member calling him 
to order did not proceed, as the rule provides, by asking that the 
language objected to be taken down and submitted to the action 
of the House. I now move that the gentleman from Maryland 
be allowed to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER. That is a proper motion. The gentleman 
from Ohio moves that the gentleman from Maryland may be 
allowed to proceed in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to say that I made 
the point of order—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to say that I did 
not intend to — the gentleman from Maryland from pro- 
ceeding in order. 

The motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, that Mr. PEARRE be allowed 
to proceed in order, was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. How much time did the gentleman from 
Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Two minutes. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maryland is recognized 
for two minutes. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, in the very short time allowed 
me, not having been permitted to consume the time originally 
granted me, I must hurry on. Whatever the details of this mat- 
ter nay be, the substantial fact is that there was a clash between 
the gentleman from New York and the police, and that that clash 
resulted in the trial of the officer, and his acquittal. Those, I be- 
lieve, are substantially the facts. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He was convicted—— 

Mr. PEARRE. I can not yield, especially as the gentleman 
and his party show such a disposition to shut out any light that 
may be thrown on this subject. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if as great a man as President Grant was 
stopped on one occasion by a police officer in the city of Wash- 
ington, and he commended the man for carrying out his orders, 
I can see, under like circumstances, no detriment or humiliation 
to the dignity of the Representative from the city of Brooklyn in 
yielding the same respectful regard to the proper authority of 
~ po in Washington City as that great man saw fit to 
yield. 

Mr. Speaker, when this matter comes up again we may have 
further time to discuss it. It should never have been brought 
up in this House, because Major Sylvester, the superintendent of 
police, has no opportunity here to defend himself. The proper 
place for an investigation—the proper place for the presentation 
of these charges—was before the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia. It was not right that a gentleman, feeling himself 
aggrieved, should come in here, where the other man is not able 
to make a defense, and make charges, even to the extent of cor- 
ruption, against one of the best chiefs of police in the United 
“tates—a man who by reason of his incorruptibility, by reason of 
his courage, by reason of his skill in detective matters and police 
work, has been selected by the National Police Association as its 
chief and president. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has one 
minute remaining. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact 
that no gentleman on the other side is opposed to this bill, and 
everyone on this side is in favor of it, I hope that it will be passed 
without a roll call. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is to suspend the rules and pass 


the bill which the Clerk has reported. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 


nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 207, 
answered ‘‘ present’ 16, not voting 128; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Barney, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bal 

illmeyer 
nop. : 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowie, 
Brandegee, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Brundidge, 
Bull 


Burke, 8S. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Coombs, 


Cooper, Wis. 
Coriss, 

Cow herd, 
Creamer, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
paver. La. 
Davidson, 


Adamson, 
Burgess, 
Emerson, 
Finley, 


Adams, 
Ball, Del. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Bowersock, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burnett, 
Cannon, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins, 
Crowley, 
Curtis, 
Dahle, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 
Edwards, 


YEAS—207. 
De Armond, Knapp, 
Dinsmore, Kyle, 
Dougherty, Lacey, 
Douglas, Lamb, 
Dovener, Landis, 
Draper, Latimer, 
Driscoll, Lawrence, 
Dwight, Lessler, 
Eddy, Lester, 
Esch, Lever, 
Fitzgerald, Lewis, Pa. 
Flanagan, Littlefield, 
Fleming, Livingston, 
Fletcher, Lloyd, 
Flood, Long, 
Fordney, Loud, 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gooch, 

Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass. 
Griffith, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 

Hay, 

Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Howard, 

Hull, 

Irwin, 

Jack, 

Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 

Kehoe, 

Kern, 
Ketcham, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kluttz, 


Loudenslager, 
McAndrews, 
McLachlan, 
McLain, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Mahoney, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Maynard, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morris, 
Moss, 

Mudd, 
Needham, 
Neville, 
Nevin, 
Norton, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Powers, Mass. 
Randell, Tex. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 


NAYS—40. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—16. 


Fe ster, Vt. 
Gilbert, 
Joy, 
Lindsay, 


Little, 
Mann, 
Miller, 
Pierce, 


NOT VOTING—128, 


Elliott, 
Evans, 
Feely, 
Foerderer, 
Foss, 

Foster, Il. 
Fowler, 

Fox, 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glass, 

Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Gordon, 
Green, Pa. 
Griggs, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, 

Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jett, 
Johnson, 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Lassiter, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Littauer, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
McRae, 
Mercer, 
Metcalf, 
Meyer, La. 
Morrell, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Newlands, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Pou, 

Powers, Me. 
Pugsley, 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 


Richardson, Ala. 


Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Rucker, 
Ruppert, 


Rhea, 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Rixey, 
Roberts, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Russell, 

Ryan, 

Scott, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 

Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Nl. 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8S. W. 


Smith, Wm. Alden 


Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Spight, 

Stark, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Swann, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N.C. 


Thom n, 
Tirrell 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wagoner, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Wiley, 
Williams, II. 
Williams, Miss. 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young, 
Zenor. 


Prince, 
Shackleford, 
Sherman, 
Wanger. 


Scarborough, 
Schirm, 
Selby. 
Shafroth. 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Skiles, 
Smith, Iowa 
Southard, 
Sparkman, 
Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Storm, 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tompkins, N.Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Vandiver. 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 

; 


So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. McCLeary with Mr. BENTON. 
Mr. FoERDERER with Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Mr. BROWNLOW with Mt Prerce. 

Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. SLAYDEN, 


nays 0, | 
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ZIPS CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. Emerson with Mr. GiLBErt. 

Mr. DremMER with Mr. MuTCHLER. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 

Mr. MANwn with Mr. Jerr. 

For the vote: 

Mr. WEEKS with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its Reading 
Clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12098) 
to amend section 1 of the act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, 
entitled ‘‘An act extending the homestead laws and providing 
for a right of way for railroads in the district of Alaska.”’ 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. WILEY. Mr.Speaker,I move that the rules be suspended 
and that the bill (H. R. 15802) for the relief of certain homestead 
settlers in the State of Alabama be passed as amended by the 
committee, which amendment is in the form of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER; The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the rules be suspended and that the following bill be passed with 
the committee amendments by way of a substitute. The Clerk 
will report the biil. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 15802) for the relief of certain homestead settlers in the State of 
Alabama. 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever any person, association, or corporation | 
that has recovered, in any court of competent jurisdiction, the title to any | 


land which is included inany homestead entry made on lands granted by the 
Congress of the United States to the State of Alabama to aid in the construc- 
tion of the Mobile and Girard Railroad, or the Tennessee and Coosa Railroad, 
which recovery of said land was made or had by virtue of the title asserted 
and claimed by either of said railroad companies or its vendee, or successor 
in interest, shall execute a deed conveying all hisor their interest in, or claim 
to, the land included in.such homestead entry to the United States, and file 
the same with the Secretary of the Interior, such person, association, or cor- 
poration shall be entitled to receive from the Secretary of the Interior a cer- 
tificate authorizing them or their assigns to enter, within one year from the 
issuance of such certificate, of the public lands of the United States in the 
State of Alabama, subject to homestead entry, an area equal to that con- 
tained in the tract so deeded and relinquished, and all certificates which have 
not been presented as a basis for the entry of a specific tract within one year 
of their issuance, as above, shall be void, and each and every certificate is- 


sued shall have plainly printed across the face thereof the date of its expira- | 


tion. 
Sno. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe all necessary 
rules and regulations for the administration of this act. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The gentleman 
from Alabama asks unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. Is there objection? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 


objects. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WILEY] and the | 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] will take their place | 


as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 78, noes 0. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
is recognized in favor of the bill. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration is an 
amendment, by way of substitute, for H. R. 15802, which I had 
the honor to introduce in the House on the 9th day of last De- 
cember. 

The lands involved in the bill under consideration form a part 
of a body of lands im alternate sections granted to the State of 
Alabama by an act of Congress to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads in that State, approved June 3, 1856. The two railroad 
companies mentioned in the bill were duly incorporated under the 
laws of the State of Alabama. The Tennessee and Coosa Rail- 
road was partly finished and in operation prior to the month of 
September. 1890. Prior to January 1, 1890, the Mobile and Girard 
Railroad Company had completed a line of road from Girard to 
Troy, a distance of 84 miles. Up to that time the United States 
had not then taken any action to forfeit said land grant or to re- 
sume title to any of the public domain included therein. 

The general assembly of Alabama passed an act, approved Feb- 
ruary 1, 1858, in pursuance of said act of Congress, accepting 
said grant in strict compliance with the terms and conditions pre- 
scribed therein. The lands in controversy (about 18,000 acres) 
are opposite to and coterminus with those parts of the railroad 
companies named in the bill, which were completed and in oper- 
ation prior to the 29th day of September, 1890, the date of the act 
pas: by Congress known as the “forfeiture act,’’ reclaiming 
and reinvesting in the Federal Gevernment title to all the lands 
embraced in the original grant beyond the limit of railway con- 
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struction, but expressly confirming title in the railroads, or their 
vendees, to such alternate sections as were contiguous to those 
portions of the roads which were completed and in operation at 
the time of the passage of said *‘ forfeiture act.’’ Both of these 
railroad companies had, prior to September 29, 1890, sold to vari- 
ous persons all, or nearly all, of the lands granted to them by 
said act of Congress; so that for the purpose of properly consid- 
ering the provisions of the pending measure we may safely as- 
sume that the railroads as corporations have been elim‘nated, 
| and the problem now presented for solution is a question of law 
and equity between the vendees of the railroads on the one hand, 
and bona fide settlers on the other hand, who were encoura¢ed to 
locata their homesteads on these reserved lands under a mistaken 
construction of said ‘* forfeiture act.’ 

This is the issue between the parties, clean cut and well defined. 

This brief statement of the law and the facts is deemed neces- 
sary to a proper understanding of the merits of the pending bill. 

The measure we are now considering grows out of a difference 
of interpretation which was put upon this ‘‘ forfeiture act” of 
Congress by the Interior Department and the courts, both State 
| and Federal. The Interior Department threw the door wide open 

and erroneously allowed about 18,000 acres of these reserved rail- 

road lands, commonly designated as ‘‘ earned lands,’’ to be sub- 

jected to homestead entries, substantiaHy an equal quantity 
| belonging to each of these railroads or their vendees, and situate 
| for the most part in the second, third, and seventh districts of the 
State. 

These settlements were made in good faith, the settlers them- 
| selves paying the customary fees and charges incident to such en- 
tries and making final proof as required by the statute, and there- 
upon patents bearing the red seal of the Government, in many 
instances, were regularly issued to them. These confiding men 
| and women, who had acted in good faith upon the invitation of the 

Commissioner of the General Land Office at Washington, and 
were encouraged in this alluring manner to buy their homes, be- 
lieving they each held the best possible title from the greatest 
Government in the world, did not hesitate to make valuable and 
permanent improvements on the lands which they had thus en- 
tered. These homes thus acquired are the summum bonum of 
their earthly possessions—their domiciles, their castles—humble 
| shelters for their wives and children; domestic hearthstones 
around which cluster the sweetest and tenderest memories of life. 

Having located on what was advertised to be unappropriated 
and unreserved portions of the public domain, these ‘‘sons of 
toil,’’ all unconscious of the black cloud of disaster slowly gather- 
| ing in the skies, and which subsequently burst in fury upon their 
unprotected heads, went to work felling forests, building houses, 
cultivating fields, laboring to better their fortunes and to bring 
back the ‘‘olden and goldén”’ prosperity which ought to abide 
| in valley and on hillside, in the pure air of rustic life, and under 
the stimulus of rural industry. But misfortune, unexpected and 
therefore unprovided for, overtook and overwhelmed these peace- 
ful and contented, these honest and unsuspecting settlers. The 
trouble came about in this way: 

The vendees of the railroad companies, having secured a per- 
fect title to these same lands by said “ forfeiture act,’’ were not 
content, of course, to give up their property without a struggle. 
To have surrendered their just claims under the circumstances 
would have been contrary to human nature. When you put 
your fingers upon a man’s pocketbook you generally touch his 
patriotism. With clashing interests came jarring opinions, and 
as a result these purchasers from the railroad companies insti- 
tuted certain actions of ejectment in both State and Federal 
courts and prosecuted these suits to a successful termination. 
| They were victorious; and as a consequence some of these home- 
steaders, my constituents, have already been evicted from their 
homes, while the sheriff holds in hand writs of possession in other 
cases, ready to oust these worthy and unoffending citizens in the 
event this meritorious bill fails to be enacted into a law during 
the few remaining days of an expiring Congress. 

These legal writs or mandates are suspended temporarily—hel« 
in abeyance, awaiting the outcome of this legislation. They are 
hanging like the ‘‘ sword of Damocles”’ over defenseless heads of 
these settlers, whose entire fortunes are dependent upon the fate 
of this bill. After much labor and difficulty on my part I have 
succeeded in inducing the vendees of the Mobile and Girard Rail- 
road lands (who live in my district) to consent—reluctantly to 
consent—to let these homesteaders alone; not to disturb them, 
but to take other lands of the same character and quality—the 
same acreage, but not the same quality—subject to homestead 
entry and being situate within the limits of the State of Alabama, 
in lieu of and as a substitute for the land so purchased, occupied, 
and improved by thesesettlers. Iam advised that the vendees of the 
Tennessee and Coosa Railroad Company are likewise willing to do 
the same thing. This is manifestly a liberal proposition on their 
part. Of course, it isnot compulsory, but, prompted by a feeling 
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of justice and fairness, I feel sure that if this bill becomes a law 


an amicable and equitable adjustment will be made speedily of 
this perplexing condition of affairs which now confronts so many 
of the unfortunate constituents of my colleagues [Messrs. CLAY- 
TON and BURNETT] and myself, who are themselves in no sense to 
blame, who are innocent of any wrongdoing, and who constitute 
the best citizenship of our State. 

As to the lands of the Tennessee and Coosa Railroad Company, 
which this bill as amended is also intended to cover, the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in a case reported in 176 United States 
Reports, page 242, held that these lands, which were coterminous 
with that part of the road completed at the date of the passage of 
the act, were not forfeited; that by the original act of June 3, 
1856, the title to these lands passed in presenti; that the conditions 
expressed in them were conditions su uent and not = 
and that a forfeiture could only be worked by direct legislative 
action or judicial proceeding. 

As to the lands of the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company 
embraced in the bill, the supreme court of Alabama, in the case 
of the Van Kirk Land and Construction Company v. Green, fol- 
lowing the decision of the United States Supreme Court, supra, 
held the fact that said railroad company was not completed 
within the time prescribed in the grant did not of itself operate 
to forfeit the title to said lands nor to deprive it of the right to 
dispose of the same; that by the provisions of the ‘forfeiture 
act’ of 1890 lands included within the provisions of the original 
grant and opposite to that part of the railroad then constructed 
and in operation were excluded from the forfeiture, and by the 


express terms of said act whatever of right, title, or interest there | 


was in the United States Government was confirmed to the rail- 
road company or its vendees; that the land in controversy, being 
opposite to that portion of the railroad constructed and in opera- 
tion at the date of said forfeiture act, the title to the same re- 
mained in the orginal grantee under said act, or if it has been 
previously conveyed, then in such vendee, and could not be di- 
vested by the conduct of the Land Commissioner of the General 
Land Office in leaving it out of the allotment made by him, as 
such Commissioner, under the provisions of said ‘‘ forfeiture act; ”’ 
nor could the courts be concluded by hisconstruction of that act; 
that by the provisions of said act the title to the lands lying op- 
posite to that part of the road constructed and in operation at 
the time the act was passed having been confirmed to the grantee 
or his vendee, said lands were thereby withdrawn from the pub- 
lic domain, and could not, therefore, rightfully be opened to 
homestead entry. 


The able report of the Committee on Public Lands so clearly ex- | 


plains the status of this difficult and embarrassing land problem, 
I ask that the same be read. This bill alone can untangle the 
complication. 


The vendees of the Tennessee and Coosa and the Mobile and Girard rail- 
roads, in the State of Alabama, have recovered in the courtsof that State and 
in the courts of the United States lands which were or are in the actual pos- 
session of settlers holding them as homesteads. These lands were granted 
by Congress to the State of Alabama to aid in the construction of said rail- 
roads, which were completed and in operation on September 29, 1890, the date 
of the pesmage of the forfeiture act. he lands were opened by the Secretary 
of the Interior to homestead ent 
2, 1890; but the courts have decided that they were not forfeited by that act 
and that they were the property of these railroad companies or their vendees. 

It is clear that the settlers should not lose their homes, and it is no less 
evident that the purchasers of the lands from these railroad companies 
should have the property which the courts have decided belong to them. 
The purpose of the bill is to permit the vendees of the railroads to takelands 
in lieu of those recovered by them in the courts, in order to insure to the 
homestead settlers the title to their homes, and the committee is in sympathy 
with that purpose; but as the bill contained several objectionable features, 
the committee have recommended a substitute therefor. 

_ Thesubstitute limits the location of the certificates to be issued to lands 
in Alabama and provides that they must be located within one year from 
their issuance. It is believed that the measure will satisfactorily adjust an 


une ortunate condition, for which neither class of the claimants are respon- 
Bl Die, 


But, briefly to reiterate: 
There are two classes of homestead settlers in the Second Ala- 


bama district, which I have the honor to represent in this Cham- | 


ber, who are especially interested in this legislation. 

The first class are those above referred to, who, under the erro- 
neous interpretation which was put upon the “forfeiture act’’ 
by the Interior Department, entered certain lands contiguous to 
that part of the Mobile and Girard Railroad which had been con- 
structed and was in operation as far as the city of Troy, prior to 
or at the time of the passage of said act, amounting to about 
9,000 acres. I repeat, the *‘ forfeiture act ’’ confirmed title to the 
railroad company, or its vendees, in and to these 9,000 acres, com- 
monly known as ‘‘ earned lands.”’ 

The Secretary of the Interior having authorized these lands to 
be as to homestead settlements, many of my constituents in 
good faith made entries, paid the fees and charges exacted by the 
Government as incident thereto, obtained patents therefor in the 
usual manner, and placed valuable and permanent improvements 
thereon. The supreme court of Alabama, as above stated, in the 
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after the passage of said actof September | 





case of Van Kirk Land and Construction Company v. Green, on 
appeal from the circuit court of Pike County, held that the pur- 
c rs from the railroad company, so far as these “earned 
lands’’ are concerned, had a better title than the settlers ever ac- 
quired; that their entries were illegal; and accordingly, writs of 
possession have already been issued and are in the hands of a 
State sheriff ready for execution, and unless I can obtain at the 
present short session of Congress this needed measure of relief, 
the result will be to turn them out of their homes, entailing upon 
them, in addition to the money they were forced to expend in 
purchasing their homesteads, the loss as well of the improve- 
ments they have erected thereon. 

The second class are persons who located their homesteads upon 
lands beyond the limit of the constructed road southwest of Troy, 
acting likewise under an invitation from the Interior Department, 
and who in good faith paid their entrance money and put valu- 
able improvements on their homes. Messrs. Ewing, Bishop, and 
others, in whom title to certain of these lands had also been con- 
firmed by the terms of the ‘‘ forfeiture act,’’ instituted contests in 
the land office at Montgomery against these settlers, and, on ap- 
peal to the Interior Department in Washington, a decision was 
rendered against them. 

It is believed that the pending bill is broad enough in its pro- 
visions to embrace and protect this second class of settlers. 

There can be no doubt that this measure of relief ought to pass. 
The Government having sold to its own citizens, for homestead 

| purposes, lands to which it had no title, and received from them 
| the purchase price therefor, is now bound by the plainest princi- 
ples of common honesty to do one of three things: 

First.. Refund to the settlers the money received from them, 
together with the value of their improvements; or 

Second. Give them in lieu of their lost homesteads other lands 
of the same quality, quantity, and value; or 

Third. Pass this bill, which enables the vendees of the railroad 
companies to enter and take other lands as a substitute for those 
occupied by these settlers, and thereby make an equitable adjust- 
ment, in the language of the committee’s report, of ‘* an unfortu- 
nate condition, for which neither class of the claimants are re- 
sponsible.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, the helpless but deserving constituents whom I rep- 
resent here, whether they come within either the one or the other 
of these classes, are not responsible for the condition which now 
exists arising from an honest difference of construction placed 
upon the terms of the *‘ forfeiture act’’ by the Interior Depart- 
ment and the legal tribunals of the country. The law is against 
the settlers, but equity, which is supposed to supply the deficien- 
| cies of the law, is on their side. Of course,every lawyer knows 
| that a law court looks at legal questions only and not to the 

equity of a particular case. 
| In actions of ejectment the question is purely one of legal title, 
| and the doctrine of equitable estoppel can have no application. 
| It is, therefore, a well-settled proposition that an equitable estop- 
| pel can not be set up against the legal title in such an action. 
| Equity jurisprudence in this country grew out of this inade 
| of common-law forms to secure justice in particular instances. 





| Common-law tribunals can not afford the relief herein prayed for; 
and these settlers, therefore, are remediless without the interven- 
tion of Congress, which is omnipotent, which cught to represent 
the genius of justice and the spirit of equity in such cases, and 
which, I am glad to say, has never failed in a proper cause to lend 
a helping hand under the peculiar facts disclosed in the pending 
bill. 

There are many precedents for legislation of this character. 
| Similar relief has been granted, under similar circumstances, to 
| settlers who located upon railroad lands in several of the Western 
| States, and, I submit, a more auspicious occasion has never hap- 
| pened, a better case was never presented, for the beneficent exer- 
| cise of equity and good conscience than this measure has now 
brought under your consideration. 

The history of a nation is in the memory of her sons. Her 
| palladium isin their hearts. The industrial classes, the world 
| over, have proven the safest and most conservative element of 
| human population. They are patriotic, liberty-loving, and law- 
abiding. They not only fight the battles of their country in war, 
| but serve her faithfully in peace. In every relation of life they 
| are true. All honor to such men! 

Congress, pursuing a wise and liberal policy toward that com- 
prehensive group or class whom we delight to characterize as 
| our splendid yeomanry—‘‘the common masses of the com:non 
people ’’—passed an act on the 20th day of May, 1862, ‘*‘ to secure 
homesteads to actual settlers on the public domain.’’ At that 
time a terrific internecine strife was being waged everywhere be- 
tween the two great sections of the Union. Ruthless and un- 
itying war, with all the devastations that follow in its wake, 
swept with relentless fury over our fair and fruitful fields. 
Our sunny skies were red with the flames of burning towns and 
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black with the smoke of ancestral homes. At such an hour in the 
history of the Republic this beneficial law was enacted in order 
to furnish poor but deserving men an opportunity to buy humble 
homes—to give them a rooftree, to provide each of them an abid- 
ing place, and to fasten to it the inspiring ideal of a common 
country in which the people rule and from whom all legislative 
and political power is derived. In short, to make them the foun- 
dation stone upon which the whole superstructure of this magnifi- 
cent Government is reared—the prop and support, the stay and 
hope for the preservation of civil liberty and the law of the land. 

‘Home, Sweet Home,”’ is the sweetest song that ever was 
heard. It strikes the harp of the soul and draws out the tenderest 
pulsations from the heart of love in all lands and under every 
sky. 

, Mid pleasures and palaces though we may roam, 

Be it ever so humble there is no place like home. 

There issomething irresistibly attractive in the word ‘‘ home ’’— 
a refuge from the ills of life; a place of ce; a shelter from 
doubt; a temple of love, watched over by household gods, upon 
whose altars burn the incense of heaven. ‘‘ Home is not four 
square walls, though hung with pictures and gilded.’’ However 
humble, it is a shrine of our affections, a school of our hearts. 
Around that hallowed spot in after years old remembrances love 
to cluster all along our earthly pilgrimage. In our pathway 
through life they encircle us like an Eastern spell, at are po- 
tential in developing the moral character and in completing the 
perfect man. 

Our American homes are the nurseries of patriotism and the 
civic virtues. While this Republic is advancing in the arts and 
sciences, in letters and learning, in wealth and culture, in navi- 
gation and commerce, and in all that relates to the civilization of 
the human race, the lessons of civil and religious liberty are 
taught in the home circle. From the sacred precincts of the 
household must emanate that lofty spirit of devotion and self- 
sacrifice which looks to the elevation of the individual man in his 
moral, mental, and social character, leading the long train of all 
other improvements, and which contribute to the making of a 
nation and its people truly good and great. 

These lessons, taught at the mother’s knee, bowing before the 
family shrine, give a wide scope to sentiments of the broadest 
and purest catholicism. They appeal to everyone in whose 
breast shall arise an aspiration for human rights as well as an 
admiration for high moral and intellectual qualities, consecrated 
to duty and steadily and triumphantly devoted to the accomplish- 
ment of glorious deeds—to the attainment of noblest aims. 

The home life, beautiful with flowers and music and sunshine 
scattered around it to enliven its gloom, its portals wreathed 
with blossoming jasmines and the ‘‘red fruited woodbine ’’—an 
eden of brightness and gladness—is the ideal life on this earthly 
sphere, the true life, which brings peace, happiness, and content- 
ment. 

The poet has elaborated this sentiment in these exquisite lines: 

Make home a hive, where all beautiful feelings 
Cluster like bees and their honey dew bring; 
M ke it a temple of holy revealin 
And love its bright angel with Shadowed wing: 
Ten shall it be, when afar on life's billow, 
Wherever your tem tossed children are flung, 
Taey will long for the shade of the home-weeping willow, 
And sing the sweet songs their mothers have sung. 

Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the House of Representatives, 
you all, or most of you, have elegant residences, palatial homes. 
My faltering tongue can not describe them. Enjoy them to your 
heart's delight. My unhappy constituents, who are threatened 
with distress warrants, do not envy you. They are very reason- 
able. They only want to retain the humble cottages they built 
upon lands which they bought from the United States Govern- 
ment. Save them, I beg you. Rally to their defense, come to 
their rescue and deliver them from the perils which overhang 
them. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, this highly meritorious bill in be- 
half of the deserving homesteaders in bama is now very nar- 
rowly escaping defeat. There are perhaps 25 and maybe 50 bills 
of equal merit that will go down for lack of time under the demand 
for roll calls; many of those bills represented by gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber, and whose bills are thus being de- 
feated by this filibuster. 

Let me call attention also to the further fact that for the last 
two months or six weeks bills of such a character, instead of go- 
ing through by unanimous consent, as they do in the usual course 
of business in the House, have been held up by objections to 
unanimous consent, made by a member on the Democratic side 
of the Chamber, Mr. Moon, so that the other side of the House, 
first having prevented for two months the passage of unobjec- 
tionable bills like this, bills of as much merit as this, after tying 
them up for two months, and now finding the House Calendar 


blocked with them, are preventing their passage by dilatory roll 
calls. I am glad to know that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WILEY] has succeeded in saving one of them out of the wreck; 
but there is an abundance that will go down into the tomb on the 
adjournment of this House on the 4th day of March. And my 
Democratic friends who have thus been slaughtering their own 
offspring, who, like Saturn, have been eating their own children, 
find themselves in a position of having plenty to explain to their 
constituents when they go home. [Applause on the Republican 


side. } 
Mr. DALZELL. ae do you say that the gentleman from 
Alabama has saved this bill? 

Mr. LACEY. Because it is a good bill, and there are going to 
be enough Republicans who will vote for this bill to save it. 

Mr. DALZELL. IThope not. 

Mr. LACEY. I hope there will be. 

Mr. PAYNE. If this motion should be voted down, the bill 
would still be on the Calendar and might be reached by unani- 
mous consent? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. If that side of the House should stop it by their 
unseemly behavior? 

Mr. LACEY. Just a word further. 

Mr. SCHIRM. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield to the 
gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. LACEY. I yield for a question. 

Mr. SCHIRM. I would like to know why this bill, that bene- 
fits Alabama, should take precedence over all other bills on the 
Speaker’s desk, when the obstruction in this House has been led 
by a gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. LACEY. I speak not for the obstructionists of Alabama, 
but for the poor settlers of Alabama, whose rights I hope this side 
of the House will respect, notwithstanding the utter disregard 
that has been shown to their rights and to their claims by the 
other side of this Chamber. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ala- 
bama desire to use any more time? 

Mr. WILEY. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has nine minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. WILEY. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I stand ready to recognize any 
gentleman who desires to speak in opposition to this bill, as I con- 
sider it my duty to do so, being in control of the time on this side 
and being myself heartily in favor of the measure. [After a 
pause.| As noone seems desirous of being heard in opposition to 
the bill, and as the gentleman from Alabama has very clearly and 
eloquently stated its provisions and purposes, I will consume but 
a moment in a brief statement relative thereto and then pass on 
to other matters affecting generally settlers and settlements on the 
public domain. 

Briefly, the facts with regard to the bill before us are as follows: 
Years ago Congress made a grant of lands in aid of the construc- 
tion of certain railways in Alabama. In 1890 an act was passed 
forfeiting all these grants not contiguous to completed portions of 
the roads. By reason of a misunderstanding as to the point to 
which construction had been carried the General Land Office 
opened to homestead settlement not only the unearned lands, but 
some lands contiguous to completed portions of the roads, and 
upon these lands settlements and entries were made. 

After the land had been opened to settlement, and in some cases 
after Government patents and final certificates had been issued, 
the railway companies and their grantees brought suit against 
the settlers, and the courts held that the title rested in the rail- 
roads and their grantees, and in some instances writs of eject- 
ment have already been issued and the settlers are liable at any 
time to lose their lands. In this condition of affairs those claim- 
ing from the railroad companies have agreed to the provisions of 
this bill whereby on relinquishing all their right or title to the 
lands claimed by the settlers they are to receive an equal area of 
other public lands in Alabama. The measure is exceedingly 
meritorious, and if we do not pass it at this time there is danger 
of a considerable number of settlers losing their farms and homes, 
through no fault of theirs, but apparently through a blunder of 
the General Land Office in opening to entry lands which had been 
granted to the railroads. 

Now, I know that some of the gentlemen on this side, very 
properly incensed at the filibustering tactics of the minority, who 
are virtually holding the House up and preventing the passage 
of much meritorious legislation, feel inclined to vote inst sus- 


pending the rules for the passage of this bill because they do not 
think that the minority, which is blocking legislation, should be 
allowed to get its measures through, when members on this side 
having equally meritorious measures are not granted that priv!- 
lege. But, gentlemen, we may well leave with the Democratic 
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minority the monopoly of an exhibition of temper and of the re- 
sponsibility for obstructing necessary legislation. This meritori- 
ous measure is before us and I hope it will receive the necessary 
two-thirds vote. 

The discussion of this subject, affecting as it does settlers upon 
public lands, leads naturally to a general discussion of the situa- 
tion as regards the public lands of the nation and settlements 
thereon and I wish to present to the House some views on the 
general subject of the land laws, and particularly in opposition 
to a certain agitation for the repeal of some of them. 

AGAINST THE REPEAL OF THE LAND LAWS. 


Uncle Sam began business as a real estate dealer over one hun- 
dred and twenty-five years ago, and during that time has con- 
ducted a large and constantly growing business in that line, 
having disposed of, under the various public-land laws up to the 
beginning of the present fiscal year, 764,422,726 acres, or a little 
more than a third of the entire area of our continental possessions 
exclusive of Alaska. 

AREA OF PUBLIC LANDS SUBJECT TO ENTRY. 


In spite of Uncle Sam’s large real estate transactions, however, 
he is still the owner of a vast acreage, an acreage in fact but a 
trifle less than that disposed of in the last hundred and twenty- 
five years exclusive of railroad land grants, and there is no im- 
mediate danger of his becoming short in the real estate market 
or of going out of business as a purveyor of lands, for he has to- 
day in round numbers 525,000,000 acres which he offers for sale 
and settlement under the various land laws, or an area equal 
to that of all of the thirteen original States of the Union and 
the great States of Kentucky, Vermont, Tennessee, Maine, West 
Virginia, Ohio, Louisiana, Indiana, Mississippi, Illinois, Ala- 
bama, Missouri, Arkansas, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Iowa, a 
very goodly tract, by the way, and calculated to keep Uncle Sam 
in the land business for some time, even under laws which en- 
courage reasonably rapid disposition. 

AREA OF RESERVED LANDS. 

In addition to the public lands subject to entry Uncle Sam has 
reserved as forest reserves something over 60,000,000 acres, or 
an area equal to the great States of New York and Pennsylvania, 
with Delaware thrown in for good measure. As all know who 
are conversant with the conditions, some of this reserved area is 
well adapted to settlement and has now a large population. The 
greater portion of it is of value for grazing purposes. In fact, 
considerable areas are of much more value for such purposes than 
for the purposes contemplated by the law under which forest 
reserves are created. 

Then there are about 60,000,000 acres, outside of the Indian 
Territory, reserved for varions purposes, largely for Indian reser- 
vations, from which, as tribal relations are broken up and lands 
are granted in severalty to the Indians, we will open to settle- 
ment and entry an area at least as large as the great State of Mis- 
souri, and still leave the Indians more lands than they can ever 
make good use of. 

From this brief review of our real estate situation it will be 
seen that the pioneer and home builder still have a very consider- 
able territory in which toestablish themselves within our contigu- 
ous continental territory, and beyond this, we have the limitless 
area of Alaska, and if a fifth part of the surface of that great Ter- 
ritory can be utilized for farming and stock growing, and I have 
no doubt but what a much larger portion than that can be so 
utilized profitably, we have there. on that basis, an area on which 
settlers can build their homes and establish their farms, as large 
as Michigan and Wisconsin. 

THE AGITATION FOR REPEAL. 

T am led to this review of the public-land situation by the agi- 
tation which has been carried on in certain quarters for a repeal 
of certain laws under which title to our public lands are obtained. 
This agitation has for its purpose the repeal of the commutation 
clause of the homestead laws, the timber and stone act, and the 
desert-land law, and the repeal of these laws is urged, as I under- 
stand it. on the ground, first, that public lands are passing too 
rapidly into the hands of private owners, and at the present rate 
we shall not have, it is stated, any public lands left for ‘‘ future 
generations;’’ second, for the alleged reason that the spirit and 
intent of some of these laws is being violated, and that this viola- 
tion can only be cured by repeal; third, that so far as the tim- 
ber and stone act is concerned the Government should cease to 
dispose of its timber lands and establish a Governmeut monopoly 
in timber and timber products. 

Before entering upon a discussion as to how much truth there 
may be in the rather startling allegations of public land frauds 
which have been made in support of arguments for repeal, and 
the wisdom of discouraging the acquisition by individuals of the 
public lands, and of the proposed establishment of a gigantic Gov- 
ernment forest monopoly, it will be well, perhaps, briefly to ex- 
amine the facts as to the entry and disposition of the public lands 


in the recent past, particularly in the past year, and to recall for 
a moment the causes which underlie an increased or unusual de- 
mand for public lands. 

DEMAND FOR LAND AN INDEX TO PROSPERITY. 

So far as agricultural and grazing lands are concerned, the de- 
mand for such lands is the best possible index and barometer of 
national business conditions. Given a statement of the varying 
rate of disposition of the public lands throughout a decade or a 
century, and in it you wil read with remarkable accuracy the 
story of the growth in population, and particularly of the rise and 
fall in the prices of the products of agriculture and husbandry. 
Increased population, other conditions being favorable, means an 
increased demand for public lands inevitably. An increase in the 
price of wheat, corn, and live-stock encourages the undertaking 
and development of these industries in territory and regions where 
under low prices they would be unprofitable. 

We have been enjoying a remarkable degree of prosperity for 
a number of years past; we have seen the highest prices paid for 
live stock known in our history, and naturally we have witnessed 
an increasing demand for public lands, even in those regions of 
semiaridity where the growth of crops is questionable, in the 
older public-land States, where there was nothing left but the 
culling of generations, and in the arid regions, where the great 
cost of reclamation discouraged or the sparse product of irre- 
claimable grazing lands gave no encouragement to private own- 
ership under the unfavorable conditions of former years. The 
increase in area of original entries and filings from 10,000,000 acres 
in 1894 to 19,000,000 in 1902 measures the increase in population 
and even more the enhanced value of agricultural products, as 
the decrease in area of original entries from thirteen and one- 
half millions in 1892 to eight and one-third millions in 1895 
marked the decline in prosperity and in the prices of agricultural 
products during that period. 

AREA DISPOSED OF NOT AS GREAT AS HAS BEEN SUPPOSED. 

As a matter of fact, however, the great seeming increase in the 
disposal of public lands, as indicated by original filings and en- 
tries in the past two years, has been more apparent than real, for 
while the original entries for the fiscal year 1901 aggregated, in 
round numbers, 154 million acres, and in 1902, 19} millions, the 
final disposition of public lands for those two years, or the amount 
which the Government actually parted title with during those 
years, was in 1901 but 64 million acres, and in 1902, 6 millions, 
and of the increase of nearly 4 million acres in area of original 
entries in 1902 above 1901 over 24 millions were of lands in Okla- 
homa, which was purchased from the Indians and opened to set- 
tlement, leaving only 14 millions of increase over the previous 
year, most of which occurred in three States, under all laws. 

I do not cite these figures because I feel it necessary to reassure 
anyone who understands that the growth and development of 
the public-land States only comes with the passing of the public 
lands into private ownership, but to point out that the increase 
in the original entries of the public lands has only been such as a 
normal growth in population and increased returns from the prod- 
ucts of the soil woul naturally bring about, and for the com- 
fort of those who are fearful that the public lands will all soon 
be exhausted—and that the apparent large and actual moderate 
increase in the amount of lands passing into private ownership 
necessarily implies unwise laws and lax administration. 

PROPOSED REPEAL OF COMMUTATION PRIVILEGE. 

The law which the repealers seem most insistent upon having 
taken from the statute books is that portion of the homestead 
law which has been part of it since its enactment, and which al- 
lows the homesteader, after fourteen months’ residence and culti- 
vation, to pay the Government $1.25 an acre, or $200 for his 160 
acres, and obtain a patent for the same. The repeal of this law 
is demanded, as I understand it, on the theory or allegation that 
bona fide homestead entrymen do not commute their land, but 
that the commutation law is taken advantage of only by those 
who are desirous of obtaining public lands in considerable areas 
and for other purposes than actual cultivation of and residence 
upon each 160 acres, and the increased acreage taken under the 
homestead law in the past two years is cited as alleged proof of 
this contention. 

The history of the homestead law as it operated in Minnesota, 
Kansas, and other States in the humid regions is a clear refuta- 
tion of the claim that commutation necessarily leads to speculation, 
or to the acquisition of lands in large areas; nor need those timid 
and fearful souls who look upon every entryman of the public 
lands as a land-grabber and a criminal, and who are fearful lest 
the public domain shall not be reserved for ‘* future generations,”’ 
be particularly agitated over either the homestead entries or the 
commutations of the same in the past two years. As a matter of 
fact, the area of final homestead entries for 1902, amounting to 
4,342,747.70 acres, is nearly a million acres less than the final 
entries in 1901, and less than 300,000 acres more than the final 
entries away back in 1890. 
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AS TO HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. only law upon the statute books of the nation which provides for 
The increase in the number of original homestead entries in | and compels irrigation by private enterprise. The most exagger- 
1902 is due almost entirely to the vast area of former Indian | ated statements have been made as to the working and effect of 
lands entered in Oklahoma, amounting to nearly 4} million acres, | this law, and the most reckless misstatements have been uttered 
the vast acreage taken up in North Dakota, amounting to nearly | astoitsresults. Speaking of this law, Senator WARREN, of Wyom- 
24 millions, and the over 1 million acres entered in Washington. | ing, recently made this clear and truthful statement: 
These two States and one Territory contributed nearly 8 millions Under this act more arid lands have been reclaimed, more barren wastes 
to the aggregate of 14 millions of original homestead entries dur- | have been converted into growing fields of hay and grain, and more unpro- 


ing the year 1902, and I have not heard any suggestion, or at iow applicable to the Waskeln country" 2" ey = Seale ad 
least no serious attempt has been made to prove that the entries | ministered reduces to so much of a minimum the opportunity for ious and 


in these States and this Territory were not generally madein good | prevarication. Everywhere over the Western country the arid wastes are 
faith. y ge y 8 pet ted by beautiful fields of growing grain and alfalfa. which testify beyond 


mm 3 ibilities of tradiction to lend i- 
There can be no doubt but what the number of original home- mately accomplished under this oe Se eee 


stead entries made during the last two fiscal years was somewhat Let us see how much danger there is that all the remaining 


increased by entries made in view of the decision of a former : hall Pr ” : 
Secretary of the Interiorin the now famous Ella Dickey case. public lands « be " Srabbed,”’ as the repealers style it, under 


Back in 1896 two gallant old soldiers, one of the Union and the nel hea Meg. wach 2 onan = oe 
other of the Confederacy, engaged in a friendly rivalry in at- | acre. or $2.50 an acre within railroad limits, before he can secure 
tempting to save the widow of an ex-Union soldier her home- | 4 titje. In the fiscal year 1901 the original desert-land entries 
stead, with the result that they agreed upon a decision to the | covered 686,382 acres, and the final desert-land entries 152,160 
effect that the widow of a soldier need not reside upon her home- | acres, indicating that about one entryman in five was able to 
stead. This remarkable decision seemed to have escaped general comply with the rigid requirements of the law and obtain a title 
notice until about two years ago, when entries began to be made | ¢, pis land. In 1902 the original desert entries amounted to 
with a view of taking advantage of the interpretation of the law | 999 930 acres, and the final desert entries amounted to 210,742 
therein contained. While the Department, I understand, now | acres, or approximately but one entry finally secured to the entry- 
holds that the decision was illegal and improper, it seems hardly 


a tear eg : man for every six entries made, the balance representing the at- 
fair to officially condemn those who were following departmental | tampts made at reclamation where the conditions were so adverse 
decisions. These entries, however, were manifestly not made 


, ; : ; that the entryman was unable, within the four years allotted him 
with any thought of commuting, for it would be the height of | under the law, to reclaim his land sufficiently to obtain a title, 
folly to commute, could @ title be acquired in five years without | and thus the title to from four-fifth to five-sixths of the land filed 

s a6 ; ; filin On 

During the year 1902 4,342,747 acres were finally certified to upon remained in the Government, though the € fee of 2% 


homesteaders under the residence provisions of the law, while the cents per acre had in each:case been paid. 
area commuted under section 2301 of the Revised Statutes only S.EAY TEAS COREA POOL AARON, 
amounted to 953,525 acres, and under all commutation provisions | AS was well said by Senator WarREN in the interview 
approximately 1,100,000 acres, so that practically only one home- | referred to, ‘‘none of the land laws is surrounded by so many 
stead entry in five was commuted, and at the same rate of com- | safeguards as this,’’ and that is particularly true as regards en- 
mutation, if all the remaining public lands were so disposed of, | tries made in States having the best irrigation laws, for in the 
it would take over five hundred years for the commuter, who | administration of the desert-land law the General Land Office 
seems to trouble the dreams of the repealer, to ‘“‘ gobble up” the | necessarily recognizes local laws and customs regarding the ap- 
public domain. propriation and use of water in administering the same, and it is 
COMMUTATION PRIVILEGE WISE. a significant fact that those who have been the most hostile to 
As a matter of fact, the commutation feature of the homestead | the growing tendency and disposition in the arid States to the 
law is one of its wisest provisions. The settler who goes upon | betterment of laws relating to the use of water in irrigation have 
the public lands where conditions of soil and climate make it | been most vehement in their clamor for the repeal of this law, 
possible for him to support himself and family has little disposi- | cloaking their assaults upon it under a thin guise of professed 
tion to pay the Government $200 or $400, as the case may be, for | friendliness to the reclamation of the West. _ 
a title to his 160 acres of land in advance of five years’ residence. | Nothing is more essential to the best administration of the des- 
If he does so, it will be because, being without funds for the erec- | ert-land law than perfection of State water legislation, the neces- 
tion of buildings, or purchase of livestock, or implements, he can | sity for which was forcibly stated by President Roosevelt in his 
better afford to pay for his land, obtain a title to it, and use itas | first message to the Fifty-seventh Congress, which will make it 
a basis of credit, than to wait five years for a patent, or because | impossible for the entryman to set up a claim to the possession 
of death in his family, sickness, or other calamity it becomes | of a water right for the irrigation of his tract which he does not 
necessary for him to leave his land, temporarily or permanently, | in fact possess. In States like Colorado, Wyoming, and Utah it 
before the lapse of the five-year period; under which conditions, | is @ practical impossibility to secure a title under the desert-land 
but for the commutation clause, he would be in danger of losing | law without the possession of a water right sufficient for the irri- 
his land, his labor, and improvements. gation of the tract, and even in other arid States where irrigation 
As the lands within the “rain belt”’ and of known fertility | laws are less perfect the requirements under this law are so exact- 
have become exhausted, the land seeker has been tempted into | ing as to leave the chance or erect Ser acquiring land un- 
less inviting regions, in the hope that a changing of climatic con- | der it, without reclamation, exceedingly limited and remote. 
ditions or better understanding of the methods of cultivation | An entry under the desert-land law more certainly assures the 
suited to the conditions would wring productiveness from the | building of a home and the improvement of the land than an 
semiarid or sterile soi]. Every entry made under these conditions | entry under the homestead law in the same region, even were the 
is a challenge to the fates, the entryman staking his homestead | commutation clause of that law repealed, for the homesteader is 
rixtt, his desire for a home, and his labor against the perils of | neither required to reclaim or to any considerable extent to culti- 
the enterprise, and in thousands upon thousands of cases he has | vate his land, whereas he who even indifferently and only partially 
been compelled at last to-strike his colors and surrender to ad- | reclaims a tract under the desert law must of necessity reside on 
verse conditions or sue for a truce after years of toil an’ priva- | or near the tract in order to secure any benefit from or maintain 
tion, though in countless other cases industry and tenacity have | the value of the improvements he makes, ae 
finally won the victory. Formerly the area of a desert entry was a section. Irrigation 
it is largely under such conditions, more or less modified, more | laws were less perfect and the administration of the act less in- 
or less aggravated in form, that the homesteader locates upon | telligent and vigorous than at present, and there is no doubt but 
what remains of the public land, and the commutation clause in- | What some areas passed into private ownership which were not 
vites his effort, because it holds out the hope to him that if he is rmanently irrigated; that through the medium of the law other 
temporarily compelled by adverse conditions to leave his land or | large areas which were irrigated passed under a single ownership. 
take his family from it and utilize it to the best possible advan- | But these are very largely matters relating not to the present, 
tage in other ways than by cultivation he can obtain a title, and | but to the past, and_generally to conditions which existed ten or 
thus not lose all of the time and effort he has expended. No one | twenty years ago. Iam not certain but what we are approach- 
who understands conditions in public-land States doubts that | ing the time when the area of the desert entry may be properly 
settlement will be retarded and development delayed by the re- | reduced from 320 to 160 acres, but no more fatal blow could be 
peal of the commutation clause of the homestead law. struck at the development of the arid region through irrigation 
DESERT-LAND ACT. than the repeal of this law. 


Some of the repealers are particularly insistent upon the repeal NATIONAL IRRIGATION ACT. 


of the desert-land act, and, strange as it may seem, some who By the act of June 17, 1902, the nation embarked upon a policy 
style themselves ‘* irrigationists,’’ and who claim to be the friends | of national reclamation. Everyone who knows the conditions in 
of irrigation development, are most clamorous for the repeal of the ' the West understands that the works undertaken under this law 
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will be generally of a character too large or too intricate for pri- 
vate or cooperative enterprise, and that under the desert-land law 
the farmer or the association of farmers who seek to irrigate limited 
tracts by diversion of streams or the building of small storage 
basins will, in the aggregate, reclaim infinitely more land than 
will be irrigated by works constructed under the national irriga- 
tion act. 

Not compelled under the desert-land law immediately to estab- 
lish a permanent home on the arid and nonproductive tract which 
he seeks to reclaim, the desert entryman is free for the three or 
four years dtring which he is reclaiming his tract to reside else- 
where, where he can give his family the advantages of settled 
communities, and where he may find employment, and investing 
his surplus earnings and savings in works of reclamation, he 
finally, unless his undertaking prove beyond his means and con- 
ditions less favorable than he had anticipated, reclaims his tract, 
which in the very nature of things he must eventally make his 
home and continue to irrigate and improve. 

MAKES THE DESERT BLOSSOM. 
An entry under the homestead law in the arid and semiarid 


regions, even with every condition of the law complied with, in- | 
cluding five years’ residence, if you please, may present nothing | 


at the end of that time but a disfiguring weed patch and an 
abandoned shack, whereas an entry under the desert-land law, 
with its provisions at all reasonably complied with, must and does 
present a picture of verdure and fertility and a permanent and 
prosperous home established on lands which had been arid and 
practically worthless. 

TIMBER AND STONE ACT. 

Another law which the repealers propose to strike from the 
statute book is that which allows any American citizen to pur- 
chase net to exceed 160 acres of land chiefly valuable for the tim- 
ber or stone it contains and not fit for agricultural purposes at 
$2.50 an acre. The discussion of the propriety of repealing this 
law involves two main questions. First, should the Government 
from now on seek to become a monopolist of allthe remaining tim- 
ber land of the nation; and, second, if the timber lands or any por- 
tion of them should be sold, should they be sold at what amounts 
in some instances to a nominal price or should their value be deter- 
mined and a price fixed which reasonably measures the same? 

FOREST RESERVATIONS, WHEN TO BE ESTABLISHED. 

To the first of these propositions personally I am emphatically 
opposed, and for many reasons. March 3, 1891, Congress enacted 
a law authorizing the President ‘‘to set apart and reserve lands 
bearing forests, whether of commercial value or not,’’ as forest 
reserves. The purposes sought to be served by theestablishment of 
these reserves were declared in the act of June 4, 1897, as follows: 


No public forest reservation shall be established except to improve and 
protect the forest within the reservation, or for the purpose of securing fa- 
vorable conditions of water flow and to furnish a continuous supply of tim- 
ber for the use and necessities of citizens of the United States; but itis not 
the purpose or intent of these provisions, or of the act providing for such 
reservations, to authorize the inclusion therein of lands more valuable for 
the mineral therein or for agricultural purposes than for forest purposes. 


Under this act about 61,000,000 acres of lands have been re- 
served, and with the objects and purposes of these reservations, 
as declared in the statute above quoted, I am in full and hearty 
sympathy, and in so far as those objects have been kept clearly 
in view and the limitations of the act recognized and adhered to 
in the creation and administration of the reserves I believe the 
policy has the general indorsement of the people of the country. 
If there is other forested area the reservation and preservation of 


which is demanded in the carrying out of the national policy | 


heretofore declared, such reservation, in my judgment, should be 
made. But we have on the public domain perhaps 60,000,000 or 
70,000,000 acres of lands yet outside of the reserves, having a more 
or less valuable growth of timber, a great portion of which con- 
sists of scattered and detached patches and regions rough and 
rocky in character, bearing but a scrubby, scattering, and com- 
paratively valueless growth of trees, and not susceptible in the 
main of supporting a more dense or valuable growth. 
‘DANGER OF REPEAL. 

A repeal of the timber and stone act would render it impossi- 
ble for settlers in the West to obtain title to any of this land ex- 
cept under the homestead law or through the medium of so-called 
scrip, and would necessarily compel the Government to go into the 
business of the sale of timber piecemeal over the entire area of the 
public-land States, and he certainly would be a most enthusiastic 
optimist who would contemplate such a proposition ,and the delays, 
criticisms, and friction, not to say peculation and fraud, which 
such a system would invite, with confidence and cheerfulness. 

We are told that under the timber and stone act in the aggre- 
gate large areas of valuable timber lands have been purchased, 
and perforce this must spell public calamity and private fraud. 
The same causes which have led to the increases in the disposi- 
tion of other public lands had their bearing on operations under 
the timber and stone act, to wit, good times and the accumula- 


tion of savings, and this has been augmented by the fact that 
timber is growing scarce in some of the regions which have here- 
tofore been large producers, and there has been a disposition to 
purchase timber and stone lands in some of the States in antici- 
pation of an increase in value with the development of transpor- 
tation facilities. The aggregate of entries under this law in the 
recent past has not been as large as one might be led to suppose 
from all that has been said on the subject. The total sales for 
1891 aggregated 396,445 acres, and for 1902, 545,253 acres, and 
estimating our public forest lands, outside of forest reserves, at 
the very conservative figure of 50,000,000 acres, at the rate of 
last year’s disposal we would still be selling timber lands a hun- 
dred years hence. 

The increase in 1902 over 1901 amounted to 150,000 acres, and 
when it is considered that the area over which these lands were 
sold comprises over one-third of the United States, neither the 
increase of sales nor the total area sold can be considered particu- 
larly large. While there have been slight increases in the sales 
under this act in various portions of the region over which it oper- 
| ates in the past two years, the principal increase has been confined 
to the States of Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and California. 

No doubt a considerable portion of the timber lands which 
have been purchased under this law in the States named con- 
tained forests which, in the course of time, with the advent of 
transportation facilities, will be valuable, but the fact that, in 
these prosperous times, and with the great inquiry there has been 
in the past two years for forest lands, there has been but little 
increase in the amount of lands purchased under the timber and 
stone act outside of the States named is the best possible proof 
that the major portion of the forested area of the country is not 
considered worth $2.50 an acre at the present time. 


WHY NOT PLACE VALUABLE FOREST LAND IN FOREST RESERVES? 


Not only has the increased sales of timber lands in the last two 
| years been confined to comparatively few States, but to a few 
land districts in those States, and this fact naturally leads the 
layman toinquire, why is it, if it be not good public policy that 
these timber lands, said to be very valuable. should be disposed 
of under this law, that they are not reserved by the creation of 
forest reserves? While it may be suggested that it is not wise or 
practicable to reserve all or even the best and the most valuable 
of our timber lands, some of which a high official of the Govern- 
ment recently reported were worth a hundred times what the 
| Government is receiving for them, the natural inquiry is, why 
| is it not practicable? 
In view of the fact that vast areas have been included in forest 





reserves which were as barren of timber or even of brush as a 
Kansas prairie, and in view of the further fact that only the most 
persistent and emphatic protests have kept further large areas 
of this kind out of the forest reserves, and that in spite of all pro- 
tests considerable regions of this character have in the past been 
included in forest reserves, it strikes some of us as passing 
strange that what are officially alleged and declared to be partic- 
ularly and especially valuable timber lands, and which are lo- 
| cated in reasonable solid and compact bodies, are not reserved 
and preserved under the forest-reserve law. 


GET THE FOREST RESERVES IN THE RIGHT PLACE. 


In this connection I am reminded of a colloquy which occurred 
some time ago between an official in high station and a gentleman 
with whom he was discussing the location of forest reserve lieu 
rights. Said the official, who, by the way, had had something to 
do with the establishment of forest reserves: ‘‘ Just think of it, a 
man can relinquish his right to a tract of absolutely untimbered 
and comparatively worthless land within a forest reserve and lo- 
cate the same on the most magnificent forested land on the conti- 
nent, some of which contains half a million feet of lumber to the 
acre. Now, what do you think of that situation?’’ Said the gen- 
| tleman thus appealed to: ‘‘ What do I think of it? Ithink you 
have got your forest reserves in the wrong place.”’ 

It is my opinion that mountainous forested tracts, the preserva- 
tion of which is necessary for the purposes declared in the statute 
relating to forest reserves above quoted, should be reserved, and 
| that the use of these reserves should be allowed in all ways not 
harmful, and that such reservations should be confined absolutely 
| to mountain and timber lands, and should not include large areas 
of agricultural or grazing lands, and that all of the forested lands 

of the Government, other than those thus reserved, should, un- 
der proper restrictions, from time to time be disposed of. 

I have never believed that there should bea flat price for timber 
lands all over the United States. In the region covering the 
summit and the eastern slopes of the Rocky Mountains there is 
but little, if any, timber land worth more than $2.50 an acre, for 
the reason that the timber is generally scattering and inclined to 
be scrubby and of but little commercial value except for local 
use. On the western slope, on the contrary, the Government has 
no doubt sold considerable areas of timber land, which, if not at 
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the time sold, at least within a reasonable length of time, would 
be worth more than $2.50 an acre, and I think the timber and 
stone act might well be amended so that in regions heavily tim- 
bered a price approximately measuring the value of the tract may 
be obtained. 

From a very considerable experience and observation it is my 
opinion that east of the continental divide of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, and in large areas west of it, the Government has made but 
few sales of land under the timber and stone act in which it did 
not receive all that the land was worth, and to my personal knowl- 
edge many tracts have been purchased which could not have 
been disposed of if owned by a private individual for as much as 
the Government price. Owners of small sawmills, to supply local 
demands, have purchased these tracts, and many thousands of 
acres of rough, rocky land with but a sparse growth of timber, 
worthless for agricultural purposes, and except in a limited way 
for grazing, have been purchased by settlers to round out their 
holdings and combine the benefits of a limited amount of pastur- 
age with the advantages of a private wood lot, and in all this 
class of purchases the Government has made a most advantageous 
sale from every point of view. 

AS TO FORESTRY. 


We have heard a great deal in the past few years about Euro- 
pean and particularly German forestry systems, and there are 
some very good people who are so utterly impracticable as to im- 
agine that you can transplant, in all its detail, a forestry system 


maintained over limited areasina densely populated region under | 


a bureaucratic and monarchial form of government and fit it, with- 
out alteration or amendment, to the comparatively limitless areas 
of the public-land States in a region sparsely settled, largely un- 
developed, from 1,500 to 2,500 miles from the seat of Govern- 
ment, and settled by a people unaccustomed and opposed to 
bureaucratic methods, and with the liveliest and most virile no- 
tions of individual ownership and local control. 

No doubt we can get some valuable pointers on forest preser- 
vation from European monarchies, but in the main their methods 
do not and can not fit the conditions here, at least in the distant 
undeveloped and largely unsettled portions of thecountry. Every 
attempt to apply them will lead to friction and result in failure, 
and to attempt to retain in public ownership all of the public 
lands of the United States containing timber, to administer and 
protect the same and dispose of its product would be impossible 
of execution, impracticable, and disastrous. 


WHERE THE REPEAL AGITATION COMES FROM. 


Having discussed these various laws which it has been sug- 
gested should be repealed, it might not be semenees to inquire as 
to some of the sources of the agitation for such repeal. Itis very 
natural, it seems to me, that a conscientious official charged with 
the execution of the public-land laws, desirous of preserving his 
administration of those laws from any taint or suspicion of fraud, 
and to see that they are executed in accordance with their letter 
and their spirit, mindful of the responsibility resting upon him, 
should be sensitive to and influenced by criticisms which may be 
made relative to the character of the administration of the same, 
and confronted with considerable increased demands for public 
lands.and the knowledge that at all times, under the best adminis- 
tration, some frauds against the spirit, if not the letter, of the laws 
will be perpetrated, should be influenced in his views by the dis- 
position that exists in allGovernment bureaus to apply the brake 
at the least suspicion of danger, toerr, if at all, on the side of con- 
servatism, and by the exaggerated, inflammatory, and oftentimes 
untrue statements and criticisms, the cunningly devised, artfully 
and ingeniously executed appeals and recommendations, in person 
and through seemingly disinterested channels, of those who cloak 
a peculiar and personal interest in the repeal of the land laws 
under the virtuous and saintly garb of disinterested solicitation 
for the people’s welfare and sleepless anxiety lest ‘‘the people’s 
heritage ’’ should be ** gobbled up ’’ and not reserved for *‘ future 
generations.”’ 

Now, it may be worth our while to inquire briefly whether or 
not there are any people or interests in these United States that 
would be served and benefited by the repeal of practically all the 
land laws save that which allows the settler to. go upon the pub- 
lic lands under the generally adverse and hard condition sur- 
rounding a location on the public domain at this time and obtain 
a title to 160 acres after five years of residence and cultivation. 
Everybody knows, and the repealers must admit, that the repeals 
recommended would largely decrease the rate of disposition of 
the pnblic lands, that there would be comparatively few who 
would be willing to go upon the remaining public lands charged 
with a knowledge of the fact that under no circumstances or con- 
ditions could they ever obtain a title except after five years of 
residence. The idea. then, is to discourage the taking up of the 
public lands. That is the avowed aim and purpose of a large 
class of the repealers. 


THE LARGE STOCK GROWERS. 

Let us see who would be benefited. In the first place, every 
large stock owner, who, by continual purchases for a series of 
years, has acquired the title to all of the lands having a water 
frontage, or upon which water can be developed, or which is of 
especial value over a considerable area. He might very likely 
be benefited by the repeal of the commutation clause of the 
homestead law and the desert-land act, for while a hardy settler 
might venture somewhere within the limits of the area he con- 
trols and attempt reclamation under the desert act, or the estab- 
lishment of a home under the homestead act with a view of 
commutation if the conditions proved such that he could not 
support his family, or even the taking of 160 acres of rocky, 
scrubby, timber land with the view of utilizing it for pasture 
purposes, or for the building of a storage reservoir, few, if any, 
would be found with the temerity to enter such a territory, 
bound to a five-year residence with his family; and thus we see 
that the repeal of the laws in question would undoubtedly result 
in the perpetuation of certain range monopolies. But so far as I 
know we are not hearing from people of this class with regard to 
these matters, whatever may be their personal interest. Most 
men so situated have too keen a sense of what is right and just to 
advocate anything of the kind, even though it might redound to 
their benefit. 

THE LAND-GRANT RAILROADS. 

In the discussion of this matter, however, we must remember 
that Uncle Sam has very extensive competitors in the real-estate 
business—competitors whom he set up in business in this line 
thirty to forty years ago, with the view of encouraging the build- 
ing of railroads, to wit, the land-grant railways. So far as the 
interests of those corporations are concerned in the matter of dis- 
position of lands, they are practically identical, and therefore we 
may properly consider their interests as consolidated. These rail- 
ways, first and last, have received grants of 197,000,000 acres 
of land from the Government, about 35,000,000 of which have 
been forfeited, leaving about 162,000,000 of railroad grants. How 
great a proportion of these grants are still in the hands of the 
railroad companies or the land companies organized by them it 
is impossible at this time to determine. We do know. however, 
that the railroad companies own at least 64,000,000 acres of 
land, or an area as large as Louisiana and Michigan, for. this 
amount of their land grants have not as yet been patented to 
them. Quite likely some of these unpatented lands have been 
already sold. It is equally probable that a considerable portion 
of the patented lands have not been sold. So I think it is fair to 
assume that the various land-grant roads still own 64,000,000 
acres of land, and to this we can add some two or three hundred 
thousand acres as probably a fair estimate of their grants still in 
the hands of wagon-road companies. Evenif this estimate should 
prove high, still it will be seen that here is a great real-estate 
interest. 

Now, everybody knows that the value of an article depends 
upon two propositions: 

First, the demand; second, the readily obtainable supply. 
Does anyone doubt that the repeal of a number of important 
land laws would increase the sale and largely the value of rail- 
road lands? Let us be conservative and imagine that but 50 cents 
an acre is added to their value by the repeal of the desert-land 
act. the commutation clause of the homestead act, and the tim- 
ber and stone act, and we have, on an estimate of 64,000,000 
acres still in the possession of the railroad companies, the very 
| snug sum of $32,000,000—a sum which is quite worth the getting, 

and in the securing of which, as a purely business proposition, 

| in addition to the benefits which would flow from having set- 
tlement concentrated along the lines of the railways, it is con- 
ceivable it might pay to maintain under virtuous disguise a well- 
paid lobby. 








THE LOBBY AND ITS METHODS. 


Such a lobby would probably include a few journals under 
catchy and reassuring titles; possibly a part of a program of this 
_ kind would be the somewhat stale and threadbare policy of get- 
| ting up petitions reciting in a startling and appealing style cer- 
/ tain allegations, which would be interesting and important if 
| true, a call to arms and slogan to the clans so artfully worded 
| that he who innocently accepted the premises must be swept as 
| by a Kansas cyclone to the startling, dramatic, and irresistible 
| conclusion, to wit, that the welfare of the nation depends upon 
| the repeal of most of the land laws, and no doubt these “ artful 
| dodgers ’’ would besent broadcast, care being taken to have them 
| fall only into the hands of those having no. knowledge of the 
| facts, but such as are always glad to join in a righteous crusade, 
_ and who, taking the statements of the petitions as gospel truth, 
as per directions from headquarters of the repeal bureau, would 

| sign and forward them to their Congressmen. 
I have no quarrel whatever with railroads or other people who 
may employ what they consider legitimate methods for the 
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increase of their revenues and for the benefit of their interests, but, 
in view of the facts of the situation, it is not strange that some 
people refuse to accept as wholly disinterested and altruistic the 
frantic efforts of a certain coterie of literary and petition-distri- 
buting repealers. . . : 

Their very close connection with interests which would be 
largely benefited is to say the least suspicious, and, in view of the 
facts, their attempts to mislead es people as to the true inward- 
ness of their repeal efforts is the most splendid exhibition of 
nerve and effrontery which has been witnessed for some time. 

HOW PRIVATE INTERESTS WOULD PROFIT. 

The manner in which the repeal of the laws we are discussing 
would increase the sales of land-grant lands and enhance their 
value is so well understood by those living in the region affected 
that it need not be discussed at length. Suffice it to say that the 
average home seeker, rather than go upon a tract of public land 
with the absolute assurance that he can not obtain title except at 
the expiration of five years’ residence, would prefer to purchase 
land outright from a land-grant company on long time and easy 

sayments, even at more than the very reasonable price at which 
land-grant lands are now offered. With the desert-land law re- 
pealed, he who sought to irrigate a tract of land, but appre- 
ciated the fact that it would be impossible during the three or 
four years required for the construction of his reservoirs or his 
ditches to reside upon the tract, as would be required under the 
homestead law, would naturally seek a tract of railroad or other 
land in private ownership for the undertaking of his project. 


BENEFITS TO SCRIP HOLDERS. 


We have a provision of law under which lands in private own- 
ership within forest reserves may be exchanged for any other 
surveyed lands in the country, nonmineral and unreserved. It is 
estimated that the forest reserves of the country have within 
their borders, or had when established, some two and three-fourths 
millions of acres of land which were the basis for lieu selections. 
A very great proportion of these lands were railroad land-grant 
lands, and the right of lieu selection therefore rests in the rail- 
road company so far as they have not disposed of the lands in 
question. About one and one-half million acres of these lands 
have been utilized as a basis for lieu selections, leaving perhaps 
one and one-quarter millions of acres still outstanding. 

This area is largely in the hands of a few persons or corpora- 
tions. At the present time these rights or scrip sell at from $4 to 
$5 an acre, I am told. It is said that it is‘ largely used for the 
location of valuable timber lands, and in this use its only com- 
petitor is the timber and stone act, under which any citizen can 
secure 160 acres at $2.50 an acre. Does anyone doubt that the 
repeal of the timber and stone act would largely increase the value 
of forest reserve and, in fact, of all other classes of lieu rights 
and scrip? Notatall. On the contrary, no one who knows any- 
thing about the situation can honestly deny the proposition that 
the repeal of the timber and stone act would nearly, if not quite, 
double the value of all forest reserve lieu rights and other classes 
of so-called scrip, and here then is a modest little item of five or 
six millions of dollars which we would legislate into the pockets 
of scrip holders by the repeal of timber and stone act. 

HOW IT WOULD AFFECT THE NATIONAL IRRIGATION LAW. 


There is another phase of this question of repeal of the com- 
mutation clause of the homestead law, the desert-land act, and 
the timber and stone act which I wish briefly to discuss, and I 
invite the attention both of those who voted for the act of June 
17, 1902, reserving the proceeds of the sales of public lands 
in certain States and Territories for the construction of irri- 
gation works under the National Government, and who are 
therefore anxious to see the work progress under that law, and 
those who voted against it, largely through the fear that the ex- 
penditures for national works of irrigation would not, for a very 
considerable length of time, be limited to the proceeds of the 
sale of public lands. 

Under the bill in question a fund began to accumulate at the 
| of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and in the two 
years ending June 30, 1902, we had accumulated in the fund 
$7,772,721.91. So far no actual work of construction under the 
act has been undertaken. Under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior the work of survey and examination of certain 
projects has gone steadily forward, and in the no distant future 
it is believed that the Secretary will have before him the data to 
enable him to determine where work may be properly under- 
taken. It isnow proposed, before a single project has been under- 
taken, before any expenditure has been made under the act, ex- 
cept a very moderate one for surveys and examinations, to repeal 
the laws under which the major portion of the fund is accumulated. 

Of the approximately 7% millions in the irrigation fund at the 
beginning of the present fiscal year, $5,234,043.28 was derived 
from the operation of the commutation clause of the homestead 
law, the desert-land law, and the timber and stone act, the 
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amount for each fiscal year, under each of these laws, being as 
follows: 
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WOULD LEAVE LITTLE FOR NATIONAL IRRIGATION. 


If, therefore, we had repealed the three laws in question when 
we enacted the national-irrigation law, instead of having in the 
Treasury at this time to the credit of that work 7? millions, we 
would have had in the Treasury but a trifle over 24 millions, or an 
actual loss of approximately 5} millions, or about five-eighths of the 
fund. Noman who has considered this feature of the case and who 
is honestly anxious to see the irrigation law a success, can favor the 
repeal of the laws under which the greater portion of our fund is 
obtained. Iam not unmindful of the fact that certain parties 
who parade as the friends of irrigation are agitating the repeal 
of these land laws, but this need surprise no one in view of the 
knowledge of the hostility [of the same persons to the national 
irrigation act as it became a law, a hostility as hot and ground- 
less as their demand since the passage of the act for credit for the 
accomplishment of the same, and in view of the close cord of 
sympathy, and, it is claimed, of financial interest between these 
people and those having large land holdings. 

I have already trespassed upon the time of the House longer 
than I had intended in the discussion of these questions, and yet 
the subject is so vast, so far-reaching, has so many bearings and 
ce that I have only been able to present, in a condensed and 

urried way, a very few of the suggestions and arguments which 
migit be made with regard to the present agitation for the repeal 
of the land laws under discussion. I do not wish to be under- 
stood as registering the opinion that the laws referred to, either 
in their provisions or in their administration, are absolutely per- 
fect. In fact, I have suggested some amendments which I think 
might properly bemade. ButIam ofthe opinion that on the whole 
these laws have operated wonderfully well in the development 
and settlement of our country along the lines of the American 
policy of small land holdings, the carrying out of which should 
be our constant aim and purpose. 

No one conversant with present conditions imagines that a 
family can be supported according to American ideas on every 
160 acres of Uncle Sam’s unappropriated domain. There are vast 
regions where 640, 1,000, or 5,000 acres of irreclaimable grazing 
land are required for the support of a family, and in the no dis- 
tant future we should recognize this fact in legislation, so that 
he who reclaims a tract of irrigable land may secure the use or 
ownership of a reasonable area of the nonirrigable grazing land ad- 
jacent to his home. We should seek to enforce the provisions of 
the land laws as we now have them, and amend and modify them 
from time to time along the lines of encouraging rather than dis- 
couraging settlement. 

Lands that can be irrigated should unquestionably be held in 
smalltracts,and this isthe constant tendency throughout the West— 
a tendency to decrease.rather than increase the size of irrigable 
holdings. If, perchance, lands which the Government, through 
the instrumentality of the national irrigation law, should some day 
propose to irrigate, did to a certain extent pass into private own- 
ership without being fully irrigated, that fact would not be a bar 
to irrigation under that act; the act itself would compel the break- 
ing up of these tracts into small areas, and, as I said before, the 
tendency throughout the West is to decrease rather than increase 
the size of areas under single ownership, whether utilized under 
irrigation or for grazing purposes. 

SUGGESTIONS AS TO AMENDMENTS. 

I do not claim any peculiar or special wisdom with regard to 
these matters, though a lifetime of experience in public-land 
States and Territories has given me some very positive ideas on 
the subject; and if I were to make any suggestions with regard 
to the laws we have discussed, they would be about as follows 
and purely tentative: 

If, as a matter of fact, the commutation feature of the home- 
stead law has been utilized for the purpose of obtaining title to 
valuable ‘timber lands, amend that clause so that lands chiefly 
valuable for timber and not valuable for agricultural purposes 
when cleared could not be obtained under its provisions. 

As I stated in the early part of my remarks, it is possible that 
the time has arrived when it would be wise to reduce the maxi- 
mum acreage of an entry under the desert-land act to 160 acres; 
this is a subject properly up for discussion among those inter- 
ested and having the best knowledge on the subject. 

So far as the timber and stone act is concerned, it is in my 
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opinion well adapted to the conditions east of the continental 
divide of the Rocky Mountains. If the more valuable timber 
lands in some parts of Oregon, Washington, California, and pos- 
sibly Idaho and Montana, west of the continental divide, can 
not be practically and properly reserved, then the law should be 
amended as regards those regions so that the price paid per acre 
shall reasonably measure the value of the property disposed of. 
ADMINISTRATION OF LAND LAWS. 

And now one word as to the administration of the land -laws. 
Operating over so vast an area as they do, over territory so widely 
and radically differing in conditions of soil, climate, and topog- 
raphy, it is impossible for finite wisdom to enact laws wholly 
and completely applicable to all sections and all conditions, and 
it is useless to hope that the most enlightened, thorough, and 
business like administration of these laws shall, in the multitude 
of cases, always compel full compliance with the spirit as well as 
the letter of the enactment. But in viewof the conditions and diffi- 
culties, it is my opinion that our land laws have always been reason- 
ably well administered and that, taken by and large and as a whole, 
they are better administered now than they ever have been in the 
history of the Union, not excepting the period when their admin- 
istration was attended with much less difficulty than now by rea- 
son of the practical uniformity of conditions and the compara- 
tively prescribed area of their operations. 

The desire to own land is strong among the people of our country. 
The tendency to small holdings is constant and continuous. 
Where considerable holdings of lands suitable for the support of 
families in small holdings have been obtained, the tendency is to 
divide and to subdivide, and only over those tracts in the arid and 
semiarid regions, impossible of reclamation or irrigation and 
suited to grazing of live stock, will the tendency to ownership of 
larger areas than the 40, 80, or 160 acre farm continue, and there 
the tendency, in the main, is only to the control or ownership or 
use of such an area as may be necessary to the support of a family. 

We do well to guard the public domain, to bend every energy 
to its development, and we shall work for the best interests of the 
people and of the country only as we encourage in a wise and con- 
servative way the acquisition of public lands by private indi- 
viduals, and invite every aid of private and cooperative enter- 
prise in the work of irrigation reclamation, which the Govern- 
ment, through its recently established agency, can only under- 
take and accomplish over a comparatively few extensive tracts. 

There are several Western States where less than a tenth of the 
lands comprising their area have passed into private ownership 
and are taxable for the support of State and county governments, 
schools, and all of the institutions of civilized communities. This 
necessarily results in burdensome taxation upon personal prop- 


erty and enterprise and necessitates delay in the inauguration of | 


needed public improvements. The people of such States natu- 
rally look forward to the time when a greater portion of their 
area will be taxed, when by reason of personal interest as own- 
ers a greater number of people will bend their energies to develop 
and improve. The people of such States, those who are anxious 
to see the irrigation work of the National Government prosper, 
who seek the development of our Western country in the imme- 
diate future, and who do not look kindly upon the proposition to 
reserve all of our lands for ‘‘ future generations,”’ are opposed to 
the wholesale sweeping scheme of the ‘‘ repealers.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wyoming 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ala- 
bama desire to consume any more time? [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on suspending 
the rules and passing the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 51, 


answered ‘‘ present ’’ 17, not voting 127; as follows: 


YEAS—156. 
Acheson, Conner, Gaines, Tenn. Kahn, 
Adamson, Cooper, Wis. Gardner, N.J. Kehoe, 
Allen, Me. Cousins, Glass, Kern, 
Bankhead, Cowherd, Gooch, Kitchin, Claude 
Bartlett, Cromer, Gordon Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Benton, Crowley, Graff, Kiuttz, 
Billmeyer, Crumpacker, Graham, Kyle, 
Bishop, Cushman, Green, Pa v, 
Boreing, De Armond, Greene, ~’ ass. Lamb, 
Broussard, Dinsmore, Hamilton, Landis, 
Brundidge, Dougherty, Hanbury, Latimer, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Douglas, Haugen, Lawrence, 
Burleigh, Eddy, Hay, Lester, 
Burleson, . Esch, Hedge, Lever, 
Burton, Feely, Hepburn, Lewis, Ga. 
Butler, Finley, Howard, Lewis, Pa. 
Calderhead, Fitzgerald, Irwin, Lindsay, 
Candler, Flanagan, Jackson, Kans. Little, 
Cassingham, Fletcher, Jenkins, savage, 
Clark, ood, Johnson, Lloyd, 
Clayton, Fordney, Jones, Wash. Loudenslager, 
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Parker, Small, ompson 
Mahoney, Patterson, Pa, Smith, Ky Trimble, * 
Mann, Randell, Tex. Smith, H.C. Underwood, 
Marshall, Rhea, Smith,Wm. Alden Vandiver, 
Martin, Richardson, Ala. Snodgrass, Wachter, 
Maynard, Richardson, Tenn. Southwick, Warner, 
Mickey, Rixey, Sparkman, Wiley, 
Miers, Ind, Robb, Spight, Williams, I. 
Miller, Robinson, Ind. Steele, Williams, Miss. 
Mondell, Rucker, Stephens, Tex. Woods, 
oody, Russell, Stevens, Minn. Zenor. 
NAYS—51. 
Alexander, Capron, Hill Reeder, 
Aplin, Cassel, Hull, Roberts, 
Barney, Currier, Jack, Schirm, 
Bartholdt, Dalzell Jackson, Md. Scott, 
Bates, Darragh, Long, Shelden, 
Beidler, Davidson, M Lachlan, uthard, 
Blackburn, Driscoll, Morgan, Stewart, N. Y, 
Brandegee, Dwight, Mudd, Tirrell, 
Brick, Fowler, Nevin, Van Voorhis, 
Bristow, Gardner, Mich. Overstreet, Vatson, 
Brown, Gibson, Payne, Wright, 
Bull, Grosvenor, Pearre, Young 
Burkett, Hemenway, Powers, Mass. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—17. 
Burgess, Gaines, W. Va. Moss, Smith, Iowa 
Coombs, Grow, ierce, Thomas, Iowa. 
Dayton, Haskins, Prince, 
Emerson, Joy, Shattuc, 
Foss, Knapp, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—127. 
| Adams, Deemer, Jett, Robinson, Nebr. 
| Allen, Ky. Dick, Jones, Va. Rupper 
Babcock, Dovener, Ketcham, Scarborough, 
Ball, Del. Draper Kleberg, Shafroth, 
Ball, Tex. Edwa Knox, Shallenberger, 
Bell, Elliott, Lassiter, Sibley, 
Bellamy, Evans, Lessler, Skiles, 
Belmont, Fleming, Littauer, Smith, TM. 
Bingham, Foerderer, Littlefield, Smith, S.W. 
Blakeney, Foster, Il. Loud, Snook, 
Boutell, Foster, Vt. Lovering, Sperry, 
Bowersock, ‘ox, McCleary, Stark, 
Bowie, Gardner, Mass. McDermott, Stewart, N. J. 
Brantley, Gilbert, _ Mercer, Storm, 
Breazeale, Gill, Metcalf Sulloway, 
Bromwell, Gillet, N.Y. Meyer, La. Sulzer, 
Brownlow, Gillett, Mass. Minor, Talbert, 
Burk, Pa. lenn, Morrell, Tayler, Ohio 
Burnett. Goldfogle, Morris, Thayer, 
Caldwell, Griffith, Naphen, Tompkins, N.Y. 
Cannon, Griggs, Neville, Tompkins, Ohio. 
Cochran, Heatwole, Newlands, Vreeland, 
Connell, Henry, Conn. Palmer, Wadsworth, 
Conry, Henry, Miss. Patterson, Tenn. Wagoner, 
Cooney, Henry, Tex. Perkins, Wanger, 
Cooper, Tex. Hilde Lams, Pou, Warnock, 
Corliss, Hitt, Powers, Me. Weeks, 
Creamer, Holliday, Pug?’cy Wheeler, 
Curtis, Hooker, Ray.sdell, La. White, 
Dahle, Hopkins, Reeves, Wilson, 
Davey, La. Howell, Reid, Wooten 
Davis, Fla. Hughes, Robertson, La. 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 


suspended and the bill passed. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. Grow with Mr. Hooker. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. NEVILLE. 
. Moss with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. 
. Gates of West Virginia with Mr. Bowis. 
. Coomss with Mr. Davey. 
. Wa. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BURNETT. 
. Foss with Mr. Fox. 
. Bascock with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
. Hopkins with Mr. Patrrerson of Tennessee. 
. Bau of Delaware with Mr. Bau of Texas. 
. SamMvuEL W. Smit and Mr. SHEPPARD, on this vote. 
. Smiru of Iowa with Mr. Stark. 
r. HANBURY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. : ‘ 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name was called? 
Mr. HANBURY. I was. ' 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. Hansury, and he voted ‘*‘ yea,” 
as above recorded. 
Mr. WARNOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. x 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present, and in his seat, 
and listening, when his name was called and did not hear it? | 
Mr. WARNOCK. I was present listening up to the beginning 


of the W’s and did not hear my name called, ; 
The SPEAKER. That does not answer the requirements. 
Mr. WARNOCK. That is as far as I can go. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot vote. [Laughter. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On March 2, 1903: 

H. R. 1027. An act granting a pension to Lavinia Cook; 

H. R. 3100. An act providing for the conveyance of Widows 
Island, Maine, to the State of Maine; 

H. R. 4178. An act for the relief of Austin A. Yates; 

H. R. 5028. An act for the relief of Francis M. Oliver; 
H.R 
H.R 

© 


. 15461. An act for the relief of Daniel F. Lee; 
. 15520. An act to establish a standard of value and to pro- | 
vide for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands; 
H. R. 15985. An act to confirm certain forest lieu selections | 
made under the act approved June 4, 1897; 
H. R. 16522. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb C. 
Van Sickell; 
H. R. 16567. An act making appropriation for the support of | 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904; and 
H. R. 16885. An act to extend to the port of Niagara Falls, | 
N. Y., the privileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing | 





the immediate transportation of dutiable. merchandise without 
appraisement. 


AMENDING SECTION 8394, REVISED STATUTES, RELATING TO TOBACCO, 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 16457) to amend 
section 3394 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating | 
to tobacco. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will admonish the gentleman from | 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Does this bill interfere in any way with 
trade-marks? 

Mr. STEELE. 
with tags. 

Mr. LITTLE. As I understand, the purpose of the bill is sim- 
ply to remove the gambling or prize feature in the sale of tobacco. 

Mr. STEELE. Yes; precisely—to eliminate that. 

Mr. LESSLER. Why was the law repealed a few months ago? 

Mr. STEELE. You will have to ask somebody else that ques- 
tion; I give itup. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLAYTON. This bill is against the tobacco trust, is it 
not, in your opinion? 

Mr. STEELE. Well, it is in favor of fair dealing. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And do not you think it is against the to- 
bacco trust, and is not the tobacco trust trying to defeat its passage? 

Mr. STEELE. Well, I have heard so. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not think the 
negative side of this proposition ought to be called on to make 
out its case before the affirmative side has been presented. Here 
is a proposition to change a certain statute, and to change the 
entire practice (if one step in this direction is to follow another, 
as would naturally be the case) of a dozen of the principal busi- 
nesses of the country. And in this position of the question the 
gentleman reserves his time. 


It does not, nor with union-labor labels nor 


' If he has any reason to give why 
this bill ought to pass, it seems to me he ought to say so. 


It has 


not been a year since Congress passed the law which the gentle- 


man now proposes to repeal. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘“‘ Vote!’’] 
The question is on suspending the rules and 


a vote. 


The SPEAKER. 


Indiana that if this is the bill that the Chair understands it to be, | passing the bill as amended. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. On that question I ask for a division. 
Mr. CLAYTON and others demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 171, nays 10, 

answered ‘‘ present’’ 16, not voting 154; as follows: 


it is not on the Speaker’s table, but is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. STEELE. Imoveto discharge the Committee of the Whole | 
House on the state of the Union, and suspend the rules and pass | 
the bill as amended. : f 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: * 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of an act to amend sections 3362 and 3394 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to tobacco, approved 
July 1, 1902, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“None of the packages of manufactured a chewing tobacco, | 
snuff, cigars, or ¢ ttes prescribed by law shall rmitted to have | 
packed in, or attached to, or connected with them, or their contents, any | 
article or thing whatsoever other than the manufacturer’s wrapper an 
labels, the internal-revenue stamp, and the tobacco, snuff, cigars, or 
cigarettes, tively, put up therein on which tax is required to be paid 
under inte -revenue laws; nor shall there be affixed to or branded, 
stamped, marked, written, or printed upon said packages or their contents 
any promise or offer of any promise, or any order or certificate, far any gift, 
prize, premium yment, or reward. And it shall be unlawful for any 
manufacturer of = br men snuff, cigars, or cigarettes, or wholesale or retail | 
dealer in manufactured tobacco, snuff, ci 
person, firm, or corporation, to give or offer to give, directly or indirectly, 
any gift or premium for the return of ony tag,Jabel, or coupons, or any arti- | 
cle or thing attached to or connected with any statutory package of tobacco, | 
snuff, cigars, or cigarettes bearing or having attached thereto any internal- | 
revenue stamp. Any violation of the provisions of this pa aph shall sub- 
ject the offender to the penalties and punishments provided by section 3456 
of the Revised Stautes of the United States: Provided, That nothing in this 
act contained shall be so construed as to exclude from any package referred 
to in the preceding paragraph a label or certificate indicating the character | 
of labor employed in the manufacture of the contents of such package.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and | 
passing the bill as amended. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On that motion I demand a second. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I demand a second. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | 
GROSVENOR] for that purpose. I thought he was not going to 
make the demand, and that is the reason I made it. 

_Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall have to object. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, appointed as tellers on seconding 
the motion to suspend the rules Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr. STEELE. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, noes 8. | 

So the motion was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] to control the time in favor of the motion, 
and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] to control the 
time inst it.each gentleman being entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to restore that 
section of the Dingley law which was repealed only a very few 
months ago which will prevent the use of coupons or tags or other 
devices to be returned to dealers in exchange for prizes to be given 
out on account of the number of packages of certain classes of 
tobacco that are sold. I am not going to discuss the bill, because 


rs, or cigarettes, or for any other 


every gentleman here is perfectl) familiar with its effect, and be- 

cause two or three gentlemen are very anxious to speak upon the 

bill, while I am not. 
I reserve the balance of my time for the present. 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 

Ball, Del. 
Barney, 


Bartholdt, 


Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Billmeyer, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Boutell, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Brown. 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8S. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cassin¢gham, 
Clayton, 
Connell, 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 


| Cushman, 


Dahle, 
rel 






Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 


Douglas, 


Dovener, 


Gardner, N. J. 


Grosvenor, 


Adamson, 
Burgess, 
Elliott, 
Emerson, 


Adams, 
Allen, Ky. 
Babcock, 
Bali, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 


YEAS—171. 
Draper, Lindsay, 
Driscoll, Littauer, 
Dwight, Little, 
Finley, Littlefield, 
Flanagan, Long, 
Flood, Loudenslager, 
Foerderer, Lovering, 
Foss, McAndrews, 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gibson, 

Gillet, N.Y. 
Glass, 

Gooch, 
Gordon, 

Graff, 

Griggs, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 

Hay, 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 

Hopkins, 
Howard, 

Hull, 

Irwin, 

Jack, 

Jackson, Kans. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kitchin, Claude 


McCall, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McLachlan, 
Maddox, 
om 
Mahoney, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Maynard, 
Mercer, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind, 
Minor, 
Moody, 
foon, 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
Mutchler, 
Needham, 
Norton, 
Olmsted, 
( te nN, 
Padgett, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 


Kitchin, Wm. W. Peart 
Kluttz, Perkins, 
Knapp, Powers, Mass. 
amb, Randell, Tex. 
Latimer, Reeder, 
Lawrence, Reeves, 
Lewis, Ga. Rhea, 
Lewis, Pa. Richardson, Ala. 
NAYS—10. 
Haugen, Lester, 
Lacey, Roberts, 
Lessler. Southard, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—16. 
Gaines, W. Va. Kyle, 
Henry, Conn. Mann 
Holliday, Miller, 
Joy, Prince, 


NOT VOTING 


Benton, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Bowersock, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Bromwell, 


154. 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burleigh, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 


Mr. Speaker, I am willing to have 


Richardson, Tenn. 

Rixey, é 

Robb, 

Robinson, Ind. 

Rucker, 

Russell, 

Schirm, 

Selby, 

Shackleford, Py. 

Shelden, 

Sheppard, 

Slayden, 

Small, 

Smith, Ky. 

Smith, H. C. 

Snodgrass, 

Southwick, 

Steele, 

Stevens, Minn. 

Stewart, N. Y. 

Sulloway, 

Sutherland, 

Swanson, 

Tate, 

Tawney, 

Tayler, Ohio 

Thomas, N.C. 

Thompson, 

Trimble, 

Underwood, 

Vandiver, 

Van Voorhis, 

Vreeland, 

Wachter, 
jagoner, 





Williams, Miss. 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Zenor. 


Sperry. 


Sherman, 
Smith, Iowa 
Stark, 
Young. 


Clark, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 
Conry, 
Coombs, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
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Creamer, Griffith, Meyer, La. Skiles, 
Crowley, Grow, Mondell, Smith, Ml. 
Curtis, Heatwole, Morgan, Smith, 8. W. 
Davey, La. Hedge, Morrell, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Dayton Hemenway, Moss, Snook, 

2emer, Henry, Miss. Naphen, Sparkman, 
Dick, Henry, Tex. Neville, Spight, 
Dougherty, Hooker, Nevin, Stephens, Tex. 
Eddy, Howell, Newlands, Stewart, N 
Edwards, Hughes, Overstreet, storm, 
Esch, Jett, Palmer, Sulzer, 
Evans, Johnson, Patterson,Tenn. Swann, 
Feely, Jones, Va. Pierce, Talbert, 
Fitzgerald, Kahn, Pou, Taylor, Ala. 
Fleming, Kehoe, Powers, Me. yer, 
Fletcher, Kern, Pugsley, Thomas, Iowa 
Fordney, Ketcham, Ransdell, La. Tirrell, 
Foster, Tl. Kleberg, Reid, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Foster, Vt. Knox, Robertson, La. Tompkins, Ohio 
Fowler, Landis, Robinson,Nebr. Wadsworth, 
Fox, Lassiter, Ruppert, Wanger, 
Gardner, Mass. Lever, Ryan, , Watson, 
Gilbert, Livingston, Scarborough, eeks, 
Gill, Lloyd, Scott, Wheeler, 
Gillett, Mass. Loud, Shafroth, White, 
Glenn, McCulloch, Shallenberger, Williams, Il. 
Goldfogle, McDermott, Shattuc, Wilson, 
Graham, McLain, Showalter, Wooten, 
Green, Pa. McRae, Sibley, 
Greene, Mass. ° Metcalf, Sims, 


So the rules were suspended, the Committee of the Whole House | 
on the state of the Union was discharged, and the bill as amended 
was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. BorREING with Mr. Lioyp. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. McRAg. 

Mr. LANDIS with Mr. Sims. 

Mr. HEDGE with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. StorM with Mr. Tayuor of Alabama. 

For the vote: 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. DouGHERTY. 

Mr. WEEKS with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. ScuirM with Mr. WILLIAMs of Illinois. 

Mr. KYLE with Mr. CRowLkEy. 

Mr. Youne with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. BEIpDLER with Mr. Ba. of Texas. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MAJ, WILLIAM CRAWFORD GORGAS. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 1695) toauthorize the promotion of Maj. William 
Crawford Gorgas, surgeon of the Army of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to suspend the rules 
and pass the following bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
Maj. William Crawford Gorgas, surgeon, United States Army, to the grade 
of assistant su m-general, United States Army, with the rank of colonel, 
the number in that grade of the Medical Department to be temporarily in- 
creased for that purpose during the time that he may hold that office. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Alabama. The Chair appoints to tell the House the gentleman 
from Texas, Mr. SLAYDEN, and the gentleman from Alabama, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 58, noes 1. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from | 
Texas and the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a point of order on 
the recognition to ascertain whether the gentleman from Ala- 


bama is 0 d to the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will answer that, Mr. S er. I my- 
self demanded a second in order that I might yield to the gentle- 
man from New York, who is opposed tothe bill. I now yield all 
of my time to him. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from New York will be 
recognized and not the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman from Alabama not think 
that the gentleman from New York was capable of demanding a 
second? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did demand a second. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill which proposes to 
recognize the rag tern | services rendered to the country by 
a medical officer during the occupancy of the island of Cuba by 
the United States Army. There were dines medical officers down ! 


there, Major Reed, Major Gorgas, and Lieut. Col. Valery Havard, 


all of whom rendered conspicuous and valuable services to the 
country. Major Reed, who made the valuable discoveries as to 
the method of the transmission of yellow fever, is dead, and no 
reward can go directly to him. Major Gorgas is living, and it is 
in his behalf that this bill has been proposed. It has the indorse- 
ment of the Secretary of War, of the Surgeon-General of the 
Army, of the Adjutant-General of the Army, and is strongly in- 
dorsed in a letter from Gen. Leonard Wood, who says: 

It gives me great pleasure, as Major Gorgas’s commanding officer for the 
past two and a half years, to most earnestly invite to your favorable consider- 
ation the recognition, as proposed in this bill, of the excellent work per- 
formed by Major Gorgas as chief sanitary officer of the city of Habana, a 
work of inestimable value, not only to the inhabitants of the city and island, 
but to the inhabitants of the Southern States. 

This letter was addressed to a Senator. 

The bill proposes to create for this purpose the rank of colonel, 
and to advance Major Gorgas to that rank. 

Mr. Speaker. I reserve the balance of my time, yielding the 
floor now to the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves the balance of his 
time. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGERaLp] is 
recognized. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it is unfortunate to be com- 
pelled to oppose a bill to promote a man who has rendered merito- 
rious service, but the passage of this bill will do such gross injus- 
tice to other men in dae antvtes that I can not permit it to pass 
without raising my voice in protest. 

Major Gorgas was the chief sanitary officer stationed at Habana, 
but while he was stationed there he was under the command of 
his superior officer, Lieut. Col. Valery Havard, who was in charge 
of the medical servicein the entire island of Cuba. Major Gorgas, 
with unlimited resources placed at hiscommand, did simply what 
any other intelligent and efficient medical officer in the service of 
the Army would have done. He cleaned up the city of Habana. 
The work was under the direction of Lieutenant-Colonel Havard. 

Major Gorgas’s position enabled him to sign the weekly state- 
ments of the vital statistics issued by our forces in Cuba at the 
time, and these were spread broadcast throughout the United 
States, and in this way Major Gorgas got his great reputation. 
Lieutenant-Colonel Havard rendered just as distinguished, if not 
more distinguished, service than Major Gorgas. It is unfair to 
him and to the other men in the medical branch of the Army to 
promote Major Gorgas over them. His promotion to the rank of 
colonel will jump thirty or thirty-five officers who now rank him 
in the medical service. It will place him six or seven numbers 
over Lieutenant-Colonel Havard, who is now 85 numbers above 
him in rank, and has been six years longer in the medical service 
of the Army. Major Gorgas is not entitled to any of the credit 
which came from the discovery of the agency of the mosquito in 
the transmission of yellow fever. That great scientific discovery 
belongs peculiarly to Major Reed. I think Congress in the last 
session passed an act to promote Major Reed to the rank of colo- 
nel, that being an additional colonelcy, and against that promo- 
tion there was no protest, because it was recognized that his 
service was of a preeminent character. 

Mr. HAY. Major Reed never was promoted to be a colonel. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; hedied. But I believe a bill passed. 

Mr. HAY. No; no bill was ever introduced. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My information was that the bill had 
been introduced, but that Major Reed died before he could be 
promoted. 

Mr. HAY. He died before the bill was introduced. 

Mr. HULL. There was a pension bill to give $125 a month to 
his widow. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Theintention wastoreward Major Reed. 

Mr. HAY. And Iwill say to the gentleman that in the same 
recommendation Major Gorgas was recommended to be a lieu- 
tenant-colonel. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Major Reed died before the intended 
promotion occurred. 

Mr. LESSLER. Ishould like to know from the gentleman if 
this man can not be promoted now to be a lieutenant-colonel, if 
there is a vacancy. 

Mr. HAY. Thereis no vacancy. This is to create an addi- 
tional colonel. 

Mr. LESSLER. But as a recognition of his service, if there is 
a vacancy in the numbers ahead of him, could he be promoted. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Iam not familiar enough with the mat- 
ter to state that. 

Mr. HULL. He could not jump anybody else. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have here, Mr. Speaker, a cone ot an 
order issued from the headquarters of the Army of the eee 
am of Cuba, dated Habana, December 27, 1901. It re as 

ollows: 
No. 259.] HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF CUBA, 
Habana, December 27, 1901. 
The military governor of Cuba directs the publication of the follo 3 
Upon relieving Lieut. Col. Valery Havard, deputy surgeon-general, United 
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tes Army, chief su nm of the Department of Cuba, of the many duties 
ich he has been performing in connection with the civil government of 
the island, covering a period from the fall of 1898 until the present time, the 
military governor desires to thank Colonel Havard for his thorough, able, 
and conscientious performances of all duties assigned to him. Colonel Hav- 


d’s duties have covered almost every field of sani work and have 
heen of the greatest value to the insular government and the people of the 


d. 
om H. L. SCOTT, Adjutant-General. 
[Traduccién.] 
No. 259.] CUARTEL GENERAL, DEPARTAMENTO DE CUBA, 
Habana, 27 de Diciembre de 1901. 


El Gobernador Militar de Cuba ha tenido 4 bien disponer la publicacién de 
lo siguiente: 

Alrelevar al Teniente Coronel Valery Havard, Cirujano General Delegado 
del Ejército de los Estados Unidos, de las funciones que ha tenido 4 su cargo, 
relacionadas con el ramo del Gobierno Civil de esta Isla, desde el Otofio de 
1898 hasta la fecha; cumple 4 los deseos ‘del Gobernador Militar hacer pre- 
sente, que se complace en reconocer el celo, inteligencia y fidelidad con que 
el Corone! Havard ha desempefiado su destino. Sus servicios han abarcado 
casi todos los detalles de la Higiene, produciendo los mids satisfactorios resul- 
tados, asi para el Gobierno, como para el pueblo de la Isla. 

H. L. SCOTT, 
El Ayudante General. 


If this bill passes, this man, who is the superior officer of Major 
Gorgas and under whom Major Gorgas performed his work, will 
become the inferior of Major Gorgas. Major Gorgas was not 
even a member of Major Reed’s commission which carried on the 
work instituted by him and which originated from the discovery 
of the agency of the mosquito in the transmission of yellow 
fever. I appeal to the House not to pass this bill and do so great 
an injustice to other men of equally meritorious service, however 
meritorious Major Gorgas’s services may have been. I have 
nothing to say in condemnation of his work. This bill, it is true, 
has received the approval of different officials of the War Depart- 
ment, and yet it does not appear that at the time they sanctioned 
and approved this bill the services of Colonel Havard had been 
called to their attention. I reserve the balance of my time, and 
will yield to any gentleman who wishes to oppose the bill. 

Mr. LESSLER. I would like to ask the gentleman if there was 
not a vacancy at the head of the corps of the Army a short time 
ago, and, as a brigadier-general is the head of that corps, as I un- 
derstand, if this man’s services were so tremendously valuable, 
why was he not put at the head of that corps? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Iamnot familar with the law regulating 
promotions in the medical service of the Army. 

Mr. STEELE. Hecould have been nominated for appointment 
by the President. 

Mr. LESSLER. Why not have had the officials recommend 
that rather than bring it up in this way? 

Mr. HULL. He could not have been appointed a brigadier- 
general. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I yield such time as he desires to the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HULL. Major Gorgas could not have been appointed a 
brigadier-general at the time, for the reason that he was not a 
lientenant-colonel. The law which provides for making a brig- 
adier-general by detail in the service provides that they shall be 
taken from not below the grade of lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. LESSLER. Could he not have been given that grade? 

Mr. HULL. He could not under the law for promotions. If 
there was a vacancy above him, and he had distinguished himself 
in the field, being a senior major, he could have got the grade of 
lieutenant-colonel, but under the law you can not jump a junior 
over a senior. 

Mr. LESSLER. Does the gentleman say that for gallant and 
meritorious service in the Army there is no way of promoting a 
man who is in inferior rank? 

Mr. HULL. Ido mean to say that, and Iam gladof it. But 
if a man is so distinguished in his services he could be made a 
brigadier-general; he could be promoted up to and including the 
grade of colonel. But the President has absolutely no power to 
jump a junior over a senior. He could be given temporary rank 
in the volunteer service. 

Mr. LESSLER. Funston got it. 

Mr. HULL. He was made a brigadier-general of volunteers. 

Mr. LESSLER. He got promoted to the regulars. 

Mr. HULL. No; he was notin the Regular Army. He never 
was a commissioned officer of the Regular Army. When he re- 
ceived his iro it was from that of brigadier-general of vol- 
unteers to brigadier-general of the regular force. 

Mr. STEELE. I was mistaken. I had forgotten that under 
the provisions of the recent law they must select from not under 
the grade of lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. HULL. If I may be pardoned for just a word. It was 
not intended by the committee, I know, to do any injustice to 
any officer in the Medical Corps. I know, further, that the gen- 
eral law limits the man to the file above, and in some sense it is 
a discrimination against the officers, of course. But no junior is 


placed in a higher position than a senior by this. At the same 
time it was considered that this was due to this man for the 

eat services that he rendered in connection with the yellow- 

ever investigation in Cuba, especially when it is backed up as it 

was by the unanimous recommendation of his superior officers 
of the War Department. The committee thought it was no more 
than just to him to give him this promotion. 

Mr. LESSLER. Who were the other officers associated with 
him in this work? 

Mr. HULL. Major Reed was the other officer. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if he has consumed all the time in this debate that he wishes 
to? [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not desire to use any more time. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to say just a word or two. 

. Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield such time to the gentleman as he 
esires. 

Mr. STEELE. My opinion is that it is a bad precedent to come 
to Congress with the recommendation that a man should be pro- 
moted over his superior officer every time an officer of the Army has 
done his duty and seems to have done it very well. There isa way 
of having officers do their duty, whether they wish to or not, and 
if they are not efficient, or if they do not desire to do their whole 
duty, to muster them out of the service of the Government on 
account of their inefficiency. It is arank injustice to give one 
officer an opportunity to perform especially good services and to 
deny another officer an opportunity to merit promotion. The 
officer who has been favored with an opportunity is promoted, 
while another officer by lack of opportunity can not be promoted. 
It is absolutely unfair. Nine times out of ten where officers were 
kept from Cuba it was against their will. They wanted to go 
over there. They wanted an opportunity to fight and to show 
what was in them. 

Now, because they were denied this opportunity and others 
were allowed to go, the officers who got the favor overslaughed 
those who would have liked to have had the opportunity in many 
cases. As brave men as ever did duty have been thus over- 
slaughed. Ido not believe itis right. There is nothing especially 
meritorious in this case. Surgeon Reed undoubtedly discovered 
that yellow fever was carried from one person to another by the 
mosquito, and for that reason special favor has been asked for 
his widow, which I favor. Now they come up with another offi- 
cer, because he was with Major Reed, and ask for him special 
favor; and it is discovered here that there is still another officer, 
who also has been with Major Reed performing special service, 
and that he ought to be a brigadier-general ora colonel. His 
time will come hereafter, Isuppose. It all creates heartburnings 
where there is no occasion for it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has eighteen 
minutes remaining, and the gentleman from New York has five 
minutes remaining. j 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will ask the gentleman from New York if 
he will not occupy some of his time now? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Two gentlemen have asked me for time. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will ask the gentleman from New York to 
use his time now. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman from Texas use his 
time in one speech? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Lesser]. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Speaker, the pigeonholes of the commit- 
tee upon which I have the honor to be are filled with two classes 
of bills. One is for men who have been thrown out of one branch of 
this Government’s armed force who desire to override the decision 
of the officers who tried them and threw them out and to get back 
through Congressional aid, and the other is a set of bills to either 
promote men, give them more pay, or give them medals for doing 
their duty. Now, Iam glad that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STEELE] spoke about the men who, during the Spanish- 
American war, did not have the opportunity to go to the front, 
but wore their uniforms and did the heroic work of sticking to the 
desk and looking after the feeding and the clothing and the other 
hard, strenuous work that men do not care todo and for which 
men do not get medals on the field of battle. 

I think when we take up a bill of this kind that we ought to 
think of the other members of the corps, who have nobody here 
to protest in their behalf and who for the Government did the 
best that was in them, instead of shirking and not giving them 
anything, especially awards of merit by act of Congress. Con- 
gress has provided ways of recognizing ability. Congress and 
the people have enacted laws by which men are recognized when 
they do a great and good work for the Government. The men 
who are doing the everyday work, the humble work, a full day’s 
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conscientious work, ought not to be thrown aside by a bill of this 
kind. I hope the bill will not pass. 

Mr. STEELE. I want to explain that I was not talking in be- 
half of the gentlemen particularly who are at their desks, but in 
behalf of those officers who had to do duty on the frontier, do 
routine duty, while others had the opportunity of distinguishing 
themselves. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ropinson]. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
the gentleman from Texas yield me three minutes of his time, 
for I think what I shall say will be in the interest of the public 
service, so that it will not militate against him seriously. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman from Texas has agreed to yield to 
me the balance of his time, and I could not yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana to make a speech against the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I did not know that the gentle- 
man from Texas had yielded his time. Mr. Speaker, I simply 
rose for the purpose of saying that it has come to this pass. After 
all the charges for hours by the Republican side of this House 
that we were obstructing legislation of great and national im- 
portance we come to this proposition at this time as the business 
before this House and before the country for needed legisla- 
tion. ; 

Have we not had emphasized to us as clear as noonday that 
there is no public legislation of vital importance that is obstructed 
by the Democratic side of the House in their efforts to have 
orderly procedure guide us in the transaction of public business 
in this body? [Applause on the Democratic side.] Here we have 
division on this side and division on the other side about this 
question which is of no public significance. Why does not the 
Republican side present the great measures that they say we have 
obstructed? Now, this shows the futility of your censure of us 
for asking that this House of Representatives do business in an 
orderly way under the rules that the majority in their tyranny 
have fastened as a yoke upon our necks. This case you can not 
say is of public importance. No; it is a special matter, an indi- 
vidual matter, which gives undue preferentiality to one officer 
against others equally deserving; a matter that militates against 
some of the best officers of the service by giving preference to 
another. This is the pretty pass that the House of Representa- 
tives is driven to after the great parade made by the Republic- 
ans that the Democrats were obstructing legislation. Willingly 
we leave the decision to the country. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I yield the residue of my time to the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. HAY. I have sixteen minutes, I believe, Mr. Speaker. I 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PARKER]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Irisetoa parliamentary inquiry. I wish 
to know whether one gentleman is to use the residue of the time 
or the affirmative side. That was the information furnished on 
the floor. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FitzGEera.p] 
asked, I believe, whether we were going to close in a single 
speech, and I understand that my friend from Texas [Mr. SLay- 
DEN] answered in the affirmative. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I did not then know anything about any ar- 
rangement between the gentleman from Virginia and the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. HAY. In order to carry out in good faith that agreement 
with the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGEera.p] I can not 
yield to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If another arrangement has been made 
I shall not object, but my impression was—I say it in all fairness— 
that ordinarily one gentleman should close. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to say to the gentleman from New 
York that when I made the statement to him I had no knowledge 
that any other gentleman wanted tosay anything about this ques- 
tion except my friend from Virginia. I expected that the debate 
would close in five minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will not object. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I yield the residue of my time to the gentle- 
man from Virginia. 

Mr. HAY. I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PARKER] for five minutes. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, during the years that I have 
served upon the Committee on Military Affairs I have been in- 
vincibly opposed to special bills for the promotion of officers of 
the Army unless they were recommended by the Executive. To 
allow officers to come here on their own behalf—to work for 
themselves for promotion by act of Congress—or, if they do not 
come themselves, to get their friends to procure such action, 
would demoralize any military service in the world. On the 
other hand, to interfere with or restrict the right and duty of the 


Executive to recognize distinguished, extraordinary, and valuable 
services to the country by recommending to Congress special offi- 
cers to be rewarded for such extraordinary service, would be to 
take away from the Army one great incentive to special zeal and 
efficiency in that service. 

The precedents for such action as is here proposed are numer- 
ous. We made General Grant a general because it was recom- 
mended by the Chief Executive and was demanded by the whole 
nation. In this case two American doctors—Dr. Reed and Dr. 
Gorgas—performed such extraordinary service in stamping out 
the yellow fever from its own home, and protecting our soil from 
its inroads and its dangers, that the Secretary of War and, I be- 
lieve, the President, recommended that special promotion should 
be granted by act of Congress to both of these gentlemen. 

We are told that there is no haste; that a measure of this kind 
ought not to be brought in at this time. Sir, one of those men 
is dead, and his widow has been seeking a pension. The other 
man to whom the country owes the service which resulted in 
such extraordinary and valuable results is still alive. The Exec- 
utive, the Commander in Chief, the one with whom such honor 
should originate, has, through the Secretary of War, recom- 
mended some small reward to be accorded by Congress for this 
distinguished service. We desire efficiency in that corps—a corps 
that is called upon at times to do work just as dangerous as that 
performed in battle. We are asked to recognize and reward 
service in averting what may be more to be dreaded than war— 
‘the pestilence that walks in darkness.’’ If we desire zeal and 
efficiency in the service of this corps, let us not turn our backs 
upon the recommendation of him who in his seat as Commander 
in Chief of our Army and Navy is trying to give to this country 
the best service that it has ever known. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, it may be true, as has been said by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEEL&}, that it is bad practice 
and bad precedent to legislate in this way for officers of the Army 
generally. But those who are acquainted with the make-up of 
the Army know that the scientific corps, the Medical Corps, of 
the Army have had, and will continue to have, very little oppor- 
tunity for promotion of those men who have distinguished them- 
selves. Major Gorgas has distinguished himself, according to 
the Secretary of War and according to the Surgeon-General, by 
‘*extraordinary service’’ in ridding the island of Cuba of yellow 
fever; and the brilliant character of this scientific achievement 
can not be better stated than in the words of this report. And I 
desire, gentlemen of the House, to mark that Major Gorgas and 
Major Reed are spoken of alike in the recognition of this great 
achievement. 

I pause here to say that no greater achievement for the human 
race has ever happened than the discovery of Major Reed, aided 
by Major Gorgas, in finding out how the yellow fever is propa- 
gatedand how its ravages may be aborted. It ought to be es- 
teemed by members of this House a proud privilege to recognize 
the services of men who have cooperated in bringing about a 
great and wonderful achievement in medicine, unequaled since 
the days of Jenner, when he discovered vaccination as a pre- 


| ventive for smallpox. 


A MEMBER. Even greater than that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me ask the gentleman a question: 
Does the gentleman believe that Congress in rewarding Major 
Gorgas would do an act of injustice to men who, under Major 
Gorgas, conducted these operations? 

Mr. HAY. Ido not believe that Congress ought to do an injus- 
tice to any man; but I believe it should do justice to the men 
who carried this matter to a successful conclusion. For my part, 
I have never heard that Lieutenant-Colonel Havard had anything 
specially to do with this question of yellow fever. I do not wish 
to do him the least injustice. Iam willing to accord to him all 
the praise and all the glory which he may have acquired; but Ido 
say that when the Senate of the United States has been able to 
pass this bill without a dissenting voice, the representatives of 
the people, who are in touch with the people, ought to be able to 
meet them on common ground. I say that this great discovery 
has not only saved the lives of thousands of people, and will save 
the lives of thousands of people yet to come, but it has opened 
the ports of this country and will keep them open for all time to 
come. The scourge of yellow fever will nevermore lay its hand 
upon the people of the United States, and that great boon is due 
to the labors and the work of these men. I ask of you. my fel- 
low-members on this floor, to accord to Major Gorgas the meed 
of praise and honor which he has achieved and which is recog- 
nized to be due to him by the scientific world as well as by his 
superior officers. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, two-thirds —— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. 


Riri 
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Mr. HAY. I make the point of order that the gentleman’s de- 
mand for a division comes too late. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The Chair has made no announcement 
and I am entitled to know what the announcement of the Chair 


is before I demand a division. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would dislike to shut the gentle- 
man off. The gentleman demands a division. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 11. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 26, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 45, not voting 144; as follows: 


Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Blackburn, 
Brick, 
Bull, 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cowherd, 
Creamer, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Cushman, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dinsmore, 
Dovener, 


Bishop, 
Brandegee, 
Cassingham, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Driscoll, 
Fitzgerald, 


Adamson, 
Barney, 
Boutell, 
Brown, 
Burgess, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burton, 
Cannon, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cousins, 


Acheson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bell, 
Jollamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Bowersock, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Burnett, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Curtis, 
Dahle, 
Davey, La. 
Dayton, 


Dougherty, 


Douglas, 
Eddy, 


YEAS—144. 
Dwight, Kyle, 
Esch, Lacey, 
Feely, Lester, 
Finley, Lever, 
Flanagan, Lindsay, 
Fletcher, Livingston, 
Flood, Long, 
Gaines, W. Va. McAndrews, 
Gardner, Mass. McLachlan, 
Gardner, Mich, Maddox, 
Gardner, N. J Mahoney, 
Gibson, Marshall, 
Gooch, Martin, 
Gordon, Maynard 
Graff, Miers, Ind. 
Greene, Mass. Miller, 
Griggs, Minor, 
Haskins, Mondell, 
Haugen, Moody, 
Hay, Moon, 
Hedge, Morgan, 
Hitt, Morris, 
Howard, Mudd, 
Howell, Mutchler, 
Hull, Needham, 
Irwin, Otjen, 
Jack, Padgett, 
Jackson, Md, Parker, 
Jenkins, Powers, Me. 
Johnson, Randell, Tex. 
Jones, Va. Reeves, 
Jones, Wash Richardson, Tenn. 
Ketcham, Robb, 
Kluttz, Roberts, 

NAYS—26. 
Fowler, Lovering, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. McClellan, 
Lessler, Mann, 
Lewis, Pa. Mercer, 
Littlefield, Reeder, 
Loud, Robinson, Ind. 
Loudenslager, Ryan, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—45. 

Currier, Hill, 
Davidson, Holliday, 
De Armond, Joy, 
Draper, Kahn, 
Emerson, Knapp, 
Foster, Vt. McCleary, 
Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, 
Gillett, Mass. Metcaltf, 


Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 


Olmsted, 
Palmer, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 


NOT VOTING—146. 


Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Evans, 
Fleming, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Gilbert, 
Gill, 

Glass, 
Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa, 
Griffith, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn, 
Hiidebrant, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 


ughes, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jett, 
Kehoe, 
Kern 


Kitchin, Claude 


Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lewis, Ga, 
Littauer, 
Little, 
Lloyd, 
McCall, 
McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Morrell, 
Moss, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Nevin, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Overstreet, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
en 7 

erki 
Serce. 
Pou, 
Pugsley, 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 
Rhea, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Rixey,s 
Robert on, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
Scarborough, 


Rucker, 
Russell, 
Schirm, 
Shattuc, 
Sheppard, 
Sibley, 

Sims. 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, 8. W. 
Snodgrass, 
Southard, 
Stark, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 
Tirrell, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Vreeland, 
Wagoner, 
Warner, 
White, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young, 
Zenor. 


Shackleford, 
Smith, H. 0. 
Steele, 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulzer. 


Powers, Mass. 
Prince, 
Scott, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Smith, Il. 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
arnock. 


Selby, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Shelden, 
Skiles, 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snook, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N.J. 
Storm, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N.C, 
Thompson, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
oom oa 
an Voor. 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
Wiley, 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 


So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Smiru of Kentucky. 

Mr. HeATWOLE with Mr. Tarte. 
‘ Mr. Patrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. RicHarpson of Ala- 

ama. 

Mr. Huaues with Mr. Bowrm., 

Mr. Scutrm with Mr. CLaupE KITCHIN. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. Bau of Delaware with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. Coomss with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. RHEA., 

On this vote: 

Mr. KNapP with Mr. SNOOK. 

Mr. ForpNEY with Mr. Gates of Tennessee. 

Mr. DouGLas with Mr. Puas.ry. 

Mr. ALLEN of Maine with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. APLIN with Mr. Jerr. 

Mr. DaviIpsoN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. LiTTLe. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in his seat 
and listening when his name should have been called? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Iam not quite certain whether 
I was or not. I came in at the door about that time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Underthe gentleman’s statement 
the Chair does not think he is entitled to vote. 


BENJAMIN FRANKLIN HANDFORTH. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
rules be suspended and that the bill (S. 4641) for the relief of 
Benjamin Franklin Handforth be passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the President is hereby authorized to appoint a 
retiring board, which shall have power, notwithstanding the record and sen- 
tence of court-martial, dated December 7, 1887, to review the case of former 
Lieut. Benjamin F. Handforth, from his admission as a cadet at the Mili- 
tary Academy to the date of his dismissal from the Army, with the view of 
determining whether his present insanity existed at the time of such dis- 
missal or is due or traceable to service origin. The boaréi shall have power 
also to take into consideration the facts and circumstances of his present in- 
sanity in whatever bearing they may legitimately have upon the subject of 
inquiry. In the event said board shall find that said insanity existed at the 
time of such dismissal or is due or traceable to service origin, the President 
is authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to appoint the said Benjamin Franklin Handforth to the rank in the 
Army held by him at the date of his dismissal, and to retire him with such 
rank, the retired list being increased in number to that extent. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The question is on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill which has just been read by the Clerk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand a second. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from New Jersey 
asks unanimous consent that a second be considered as ordered. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. GARDNER 
of New Jersey and Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 1. 

Accordingly a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Jersey 
is recognized to control the time in the affirmative and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee | Mr. RICHARDSON] in the negative. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, this bill does 
nothing of itself or arbitrarily. It provides for the convening of 
a retiring board to determine either of two facts: First, whether 
Lieutenant Handforth was insane when he was dismissed from 
the Army; or, second, whether his present insanity is traceable 
to his military service. 

The case in a nut shell is this: Handforth was appointed from 
the State of New Jersey. He graduated at West Point. He 
served many years as an officer in the United States Army, doing 
faithful and efficient service. In about 1887 he began to act ina 
very eccentric manner. He was tried by court-martial for con- 
duct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman, refused to make 
any defense, and of course was convicted. 

When his case was taken before the President he did the unus- 
ual thing to write a letter to the President, asking that the find- 
ings of the court-martial be approved. He went out over the 
country and was immediately discovered to be an insane man, and 
has been from then until now almost continuously confined in some 
insane asylum. He is now in the Illinois Asylum for Insane 


Criminals, because his people are not able to keep him in any bet- 
ter place, and the physician in charge of that asylum, whose let- 
ter is appended to this report, and which may be read if desired, 
states that he is satisfied that the patient was insane when he was 
dismissed from the Army. 
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It is a fact in the case that has no relation to the present mat- 
ter that the man is really in the late stages of consumption. Now, 
all that is asked is that a board of maps A shall be convened to 
determine, first, whether he was insane at the time of the conduct 
for which he was dismissed; second, whether his present insanity 
is traceable to his military service. If these facts are determined 
in his favor by the board, then the President is authorized to put 
him on the retired list, otherwise nothing can be done. It is an 
eminently fair bill. It has the approval, in so far as I know, of 
every body who has had any contact with thecase. Now, the open- 
ing sentence of the report of the Committee on Military ‘Affairs 
is: ‘‘ This case is a sad and exceptional one.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demanded a 
second on this bill which under the rules gives me the right to 
control the time in opposition to it. I did not fully understand 
the bill and I could not hear it read distinctly from the desk. I 
have now examined the bill and report and I do not desire to take 
up the time of the House in opposing the bill. If there is any 
gentleman here who desires to oppose it I will yield him time; 
and if not—that is, if no gentleman desires to take the floor in op- 
position to the bill—I only wish to add that I think that this un- 
fortunate man ought to have the relief asked for in the bill. I 
believe it right, and I am so desirous of doing him full justice 
that I consent that a vote be taken, and I will ask that it be a rec- 
ord vote by the yeas and nays, in order that we may all go on 
record in favor of this meritorious bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to say to the gentleman-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on suspending 
the rules and passing the bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, just a word. I want to say to 
the gentleman from Tennessee-—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield. 

Mr. SULZER. That I am in favor of this bill; but I have 
another bill, somewhat similar, on the Speaker’s desk—a privi- 
leged bill—and I would like to know how itis that the gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized to pass his bill and I am not rec- 
ognized to my bill. [Laughter. } 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is he also insane? 

Mr. SULZER. Oh, no; my friend is not insane, but he may 
go insane if this bill does not pass. [Laughter.] I hope that this 
bill will pass, and that I will also get a chance to pass my bill. 
That is all I want to say now. 

The ewes was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 

iC 


nounced that the ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 178, nay 1, 
answered “ present ”’ 23, not voting 149; as follows: 


MARCH 2, 
NAY—1. 
Bishop. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—23. 
Barney, Cowherd. McRae, Sherman, 
Boutell, Gillett, Mass. Mann Slayden, 
Brandegee, Graham, Metcalf, Steele, 
Brown, Holliday, Moss, Stephens, Tex. 
Cassel, Joy, Patterson, Pa, Underwood. 
Cousins, Kitchin,Claude Payne, 
NOT VOTING—149. 
Acheson, Dick, Kleberg, Scarborough; 
Allen, Ky. Dinsmore, Knox Schirm, 
Ball, Del. Douglas, Landis, Shafroth, 
Ball, Tex. Driscoll, Lassiter, Shallenberger, 
Bell, Edwards, Lawrence, Shelden, 
Bellamy, Elliott, Lever, Skiles, 
Belmont, Emerson, Lewis, Ga. Small, 
Benton, Evans, Little, ema. 
Billmeyer, Flanagan, Long, Smith,Wm. Alden 
Bingham, Fleming, Loud Snook, 
Blackburn, Fordney, Lovering, Southard, 
Blakeney, ‘oss, McCall, Sparkman, 
Bowersock, Foster, Il. McCulloch, Spight, 
Bowie, Fox, McDermott, Stewart, N. J. 
Brantley. Gilbert, Maynard, ~- Storm, 
Breazeale, Gill, Meyer, La. Swann, 
Bromwell, Glass, Morrell, Talbert, 
Broussard, ’ Glenn, Morris, Tate, 
Brownlow, Zociogie, Naphen, Tayler, Ohio 
Brundidge, Green, Pa. Neville, Taylor, Ala. 
Bull, Griffith, Newlands, Thayer, 
Burgess, Grow, Norton, Thomas, Iowa 
Burnett, Heatwole, Overstreet. Thomas, N. C. 
Caldwell, Hemenway, Patterson, Tenn. Thompson, 
Cassingham, Henry, Miss. Pearre, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Cochran, Henry, Tex. Perkins, Tompkins, Ohio 
Conry, Hildebrant, Pierce, Vandiver, 
Coombs, Hitt, Pou, Wadsworth, 
Cooney, Hooker, Prince, Watson, 
Cooper, Tex. Hopkins, Randell, Tex. Weeks, 
Creamer, Hughes, Ransdell, La. Wheeler, 
Crowley, Jackson, Kans. Reid, Wiley, 
Curtis, Jackson, Md hea, Williams, Miss 
Dahle, Jett, Rixey, Wilson, 
Davey, La, Jones, Wash. Robertson, La. Wooten 
Davis, Fla. Kahn, Robinson, Nebr. 
Dayton, Kehoe, Ruppert, 
Deemer, Ketcham, Russell, 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 
weenies and the bill was passed. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


Until further notice: 


Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CasstnaHaM. 
Mr. BowWERSOCK with Mr. Coonry. 


Mr. BuLu with Mr. RUSSELL. 


Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. SLAYDEN, 


On this vote: 


Mr. WACHTER with Mr. Pov. 


Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be 


recorded. 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman 
when his name should have been called an 
Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. 


my attention was attracted for the moment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PArKINsoN, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
H. R. 17493. An act making appropriations to supply deficien- 


cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 


and for prior years, and for other purposes. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


resent and listening 
failed to hear it? 
No; some one spoke to me and 


une 80, 1903, 


YEAS—1%8. 

Adams. Feely, Latimer, Robb, 
Adamson Finley, Lessler, Roberts, 
Alexander, Fitzgerald, Lester, Robinson, Ind. 
Allen, Me. Fietcher, Lewis, Pa. Rucker, 
Aplin, lood, Lindsay, yan, 
Babcock, Foerderer, Littauer, Scott, 
Bankhead, Foster, Vt. Littlefield, Selby, 
Bartholdt, Fowler, Li vingetos, Shackleford, 
Bartlett, Gaines, Tenn. Lloyd, Shattuc, 
Bates, Gaines, W. Va. Loudenslager, Sheppard, 
Beidier, Gardner, Mass. cAndrews, Showalter, 
Boreing Gardner, Mich. McCleary, Sibley, 
Brick, Gardner, N.J. McClellan, Sims, 
Bristow, Gibson, McLachlan, Smith, Ml. 
Burk, Pa. Gillet, N. Y. McLain, Smith, Iowa 
Burke, S. Dak Gooch, Maddox, Smith, H.C. 
Burkett, Gordon, Mahon, Smith, 5S. W. 
Burleigh, Graff, Mahoney, Snodgrass, 
Burleson, Greene, Mass. Marshall, Southwick, 
Burton, Griggs, Martin, Sperry, 
Butler, Grosvenor, Mercer, Stark, 
Calderhead, Hamilton, Mickey, Stevens, Minn. 
Candler, Hanbury, Miers, Ind. Stewart, N. Y. 
Cannon, Haskins, Miller, Sulloway, 
Capron, Haugen, Minor, Sulzer, 
Clark, Hay, Mondell, Sutherland, 
Clayton, Heave, Moody, Swanson, 
Connell, Henry, Conn. Moon, Tawney, 
Conner, ee, Morg Tirrell, 
Cooper, Hill, Mudd, Trimble, 
Corli Howard, Mutchler, Van Voorhis, 
Cromer, Howell, Needham, Vreeland, 
Crumpacker, Hull, Nevin, Wachter, 
Currier, Irwin, Olms Wagoner, 
Cushman, Jack Otjen, Wanger, 
Dalzell, Jenkins, Padgett, Warner. 
Darragh, Johnson, Palmer, Warnock, 
Davidson, Jones, Va. Parker, White, 

Armon ern, Powers, Me Williams, Il 
Dougherty, Kitchin, Wm. W. Powers, Mass. WwW: 
Dovener, Kluttz, Pugsley, Wright, 

r, . Reeder, poses. 

Dwigh 2, Reev mor 

Lacey, Richardson, Ala. 

h, oa hardson, Tenn. 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 16990) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 8186. An act for the relief of John D. Chadwick; 

H. R. 6745. An act for the relief of Anthony R. Ravenscroft; 

H. R. 6703. An act for the relief of George A. Rogers; and 

H. R. 16138. An act granting the right of way to the Kenova 
and Big Sandy Railroad Company through the Government lands 
at Lock No. 2, Big Sandy River, and at Lock No. 3, Big Sandy 
River, both in Wayne County, W. Va. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the bill 
(H. R. 17498) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for 


prior years, and for other purposes, with Senate amendments, 
which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read the Senate amendments at length. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House disagree to 
the Senate amendments en bloc and ask for a conference with 


the Senate? 


The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 


ayes had it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


division. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for a 


Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, we might as well have the 


yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 


yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The questi 


on was taken; and there were—yeas 


197, nays 0, an- 


swered “‘ present ’’ 16, not voting 138; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brown, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 
De Armond, 
Dougherty, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Driscoll, 
Dwight, 


Boutell, 
Burgess, 
Cassingham, 
Cousins, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Ball, Del. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
owniee. 
rundi 
Bull, aie 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Coombs, 
Cooney, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Curtis, 
Dah} 


YEAS—197. 
Eddy, Lessler, 
Elliott, Lester, 
Esch, Lever, 
Feely, Lewis, Pa, 
Finley, Lindsay, 
Fitzgerald, Littauer, 
Flanagan, Littlefield, 
Fletcher, Lloyd, 
F M Long, 
Foerderer, Loudenslager, 
Gaines, Tenn. Lovering, 
Gaines, W. Va. McAndrews, 
Gardner, Mass. McCleary, 
Gardner, Mich. McClellan, 
Gardner, N. J. McLachlan, 
Gibson. McLain, 
Gillet, N. Y. McRae, 
Gooch, Maddox, 
Gordon, Mahon, 
Graff, Mahony 
Greene, Mass. Marshall, 
Grosvenor, Martin, 
Hamilton, Mercer 
Haskins, Miers, ind. 
Haugen, Mondell, 
Hay, Moody 
Heat wole, Morrell, 
Hedge, Morris, 
Hemenway, oss 
Henry, Conn. Mudd, 
Hepburn, Mutchler, 
Hill, Needham, 
Hitt. Nevin, 
Holliday, Olmsted, 
Howard, Otjen, 
Hull, Padgett, 
Irwin, Palmer, 
Jack, Parker, 
Jackson, Kans. Payne, 
Jenkins, Perkins, 
Johnson, Powers, Me. 
Jones, Va. Powers, Mass. 
Kahn, Reeder, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Reeves, 


Kluttz, 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Knapp, Robb, 

Kyle, Roberts, 

Lacey, Robinson, Ind. 

Lamb, Rucker, 

Latimer, Ryan, 
NAYS—0. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—16. 


Emerson, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
Gilbert, 


Gillett, Mass. 
Joy, 

Kitchin, Claude 
Little, 


NOT VOTING—138. 


Deemer, 
Dick, 
Dinsmore, 
Douglas, 
Edwards, 
Evans, 
Fleming, 
Fordney, 
Foss, 
Foster, Il, 
Fox, 

Gill, 


Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Grow, 
Hanbwu 
Henry, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hildebrant, 
oonte 
opkins, 
qowell, 
ughes, 
Jackson, Md. 
on Wash. 
ones, . 
Kehoe, 
Kern, 
Ketcham, 
Kleberg, 


Knox, 
Landis, 
Lassiter, 
Lawrence, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
McCall, 
McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
Maynard, 
Metcalf, 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Minor, 


Overstreet, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre, 
Pierce, 

Pou, 

Prince, 
Pugsley, 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rei 


Robertecn, La. 


Scott, 


gelby 
Shackleford, 
areas, 
Sheppard, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Sims. 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, S. W. 
Snodgrass, 
Southard, 
poeta, 
rry, 
Stark, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn, 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
White, 
Williams, Il. 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young, 
Zenor. 


Mann, 

Miller, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Sherman. 


Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
Russell, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 
Shallonbé 
shallenber, 
Shelden, _ 
Skiles, 

Smith, wy. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snook, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Storm, 

Swann, 
Talbert, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thompson, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Vandiver, 
Watson, 


Wiley, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 


So the House disagreed to the amendments of the Senate and 
to ask a conference with the Senate. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. MANN with Mr. Jett. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CANNON, 
a BaRNEY, and Mr. LIvINGsTON as conferees on the part of the 

ouse. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 7361. An act for the relief of C. W. Colehour; and 

H. R. 1517. An act for the relief of Robert Brigham. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to bills of the 
following titles: 

H. R. 7659. An act to amend section 1 of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States,’’ and for other purposes; 

H. R. 12199. An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into 
the United States; and 

H. R. 16910. An actmaking appropriation for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

S. 7285. An act authorizing, empowering, and directing the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to establish in the State of 
Florida, on the Gulf of Mexico, a station for the investigation of 
problems connected with the marine fishery interests of the 
region; and 

5. 7283. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to permit the 
Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets in 
the city of Washington,’”’ approved May 19, 1896. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
BARNES, oneof his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On March 2, 1903: 

H. R. 1027. An act granting a pension to Lavinia Cook; 

H. R. 3100. An act providing for the conveyance of Widows 
Island, Maine, to the State of Maine; 

H. R. 4178. An act for the relief of Austin A. Yates; 

H. R. 5028. An act for the relief of Francis M. Oliver; 

H. R. 15461. An act for the relief of Daniel F. Lee; 

H. R. 15520. An act to establish a standard of value and to pro- 
vide for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands; 

H. R. 15985. An act to confirm certain forest lieu selections 
made under the act approved June 4, 1897; 

H. R. 16522. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
C. Van Sickell; 

H. R. 16567. An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904; and 

H. R. 16885. An act to extend to the port of Niagara Falls, 
N. Y., the privileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing 
the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise without 
appraisement. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on the 
Post-Office appropriation bill, with the accompanying statement 
of the House conferees. 

The report was read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 169%)) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, having met, after fulland free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 6, 7, 8, 9, 17, 21, 
22, 26, 32, 33, 35, 36, and 41. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2, 4, 14, 20, 23, 24, 25, 28, 29, 34, 37, 38, 39, and 40, and agree to 
the same. 

Change sections to number consecutively. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 2, line 11, after the word “ officers,” strike out 
the following: “one at $3,500; 1 at New York, N. Y., $4,000; lL at Chicago, Il., 

000,” and insert in lieu thereof the followins: “two at $3,500: Provided, 

hat the salary of the assistant postmaster at Chicago shall be fixed at $3,500 
per annum;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 2, line 24, strike out the amount named and in- 
sert in lieu thereof ‘* $94,100;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 
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amendment as follows: Page 10, line 15, strike out the amount named and 
insert in lieu thereof the fo lowing: “one superintendent of money-order 
division, 1 superintendent of pega, 1 superintendent of mails, and 1 super- 
intendent of delivery, at $3,000 each, $24,800;" and the Senate agree to the 
same 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Page 10, line 23, strike out the amount named and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “$13,900; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 12, lines 8 and 4, strike out the amount named 
and insert ‘* $259; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 12, line 4, after the word “dollars,” strike out 
the amendment and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ of which not more 
than $190,000 shall be expended in rentals of machines: Provided, That no 
canceling machine shall rented at an annual rental exceeding the rate 
now paid by the Department: And provided further, That the Postmaster- 
General shall, whenever in his opinion it is advisable, purchase canceling 
machines, and shall report fully to the next Congress in regard to said ma- 
chines, whether they should purchased or rented, all facts connected 
therewith, and what steps ought to be taken to protect the interests of the 
Government therein; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, andagree to the same with an 
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amendment as follows: Page 14, line 13, strike out “ten” andinsert “ eight;” | 


and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 14, lines 14 and 15, strike out the amount named 
and insert “ nineteen thousand two hundred;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: e 16, line 8, strike out the amount named and in- 
sert “twenty-one thousand seven;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: Page 17, line 22, strike out in the paragraph all after | 
‘ostmaste 


the word *P, r-General” and in lieu thereof insert the following: 
“2.000: Provided, That not exceeding $200 of this amount appropriated may 
bs used for necessary traveling expenses of the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General within the District of Columbia: And provided further, That_a sum 


not exceeding $300 may be used for the purchase of city directories and books | 


of reference;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendmentof the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 23, line 24, after ‘‘ four,” strike out the paragraph 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘compensation and expenses of United 
States delegate to the Universal Postal Congress to convene at Rome, Italy, 
not to exceed $7,500;” and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 25, after line 8, strike out the matter inserted 
and insert the following: “For the employment of special counsel, to be a 
pointed by the Attorney-General, when requested by the Postmaster-General, 
and at compensation to be fixed by the ns not exceeding this 
temporary appropriation, to prosecute and defend, on behalf of the Post- 
Office Department, all suits now pending or which may hereafter arise af- 
fecting the second-class mailing privilege, $25,000;" and the Senate agree to 
same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, an 
amendment as follows: Page 25, line 9, after the word “items,” strike out the 
matter inserted and insert the following: “$1,000: Provided, t not exceed- 
ing $200 of this amount appropriated may be used for poccesary were ing ex- 

nses of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General within the trict of Co- 

umbia;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
E. F. LOUD, 
GEO. W. SMITH, 
CLAUDE A. SWANSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. E. MASON, 
BOIES PENROSE, 
A. 8. CLAY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statemerit of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
Ce R. 16900) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 3). 1904, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the effect of theaction agreed upon in the accom- 
panying conference report on each of the Senate amendments, as follows: 

The Senate made 41 amendments to the bill, producing a decrease of 
$1,840,841.40. An increase of $3,000 is made in the item of compensation to 
postmasters, $1,500 for assistant tmasters, $12,800 for superintendents of 
money-order, registry, mails, and delivery service, $90,000 for canceling ma- 


chines, $7,200 for special agents in charge of rural free-deliv service, $600 
for a vehicle for the First Assistant ee for increase 
of salaries of superintendent and assistant superintendent of Railway Mail 
Service, $25,000 for special counsel fees to defend suits in regard to 


the second-class mailing privilege, and $58.00 for claims. 
By the action of the conferees the Senate recedes from amendments in- 
volving a decrease of $1,901,641.40. 


ree to the same with an | 





By the action of the conferees the amount carried in this bill is increased | 


$71,500 above that carried in the bill at the time it passed the House. 

The effect of the action of the conferees on amendment No. 1 reduces the 
amount $3,000. F 

On amendment No. 2: An increase in the salary of the postmaster at Chi- 
cago from six to eight thousand dollars. 

Amendment No. 3 increases the salary of the assistant postmaster at Chi- 
cago from $3,000 to $3,500. 

Amendment No. 4 reduces the number of assistant postmasters at $3,000 
from 17 to 16. Amendment No. 5 corrects totals. Amendments 6, 7, 8, and 9 
the Senate recedes. The —- of ae a —— - ee a the sala- 
ries of the superintendent of money order, su ent of registry, super- 
intendent of adhe and superintendent of delivery from $2,700 to $3,000, and 
corrects the total in the amount ——— Amendment No. 11 corrects 
totals. The effect of the action of the conferees on ame t No. 12 is to 
increase the amount for canceling machines $40,000 above amount allowed 
by the House and $50,000 below. that allowed by the Senate. The action of 
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the conferees on amendment No. 13 is to limit the amount which may be 
used for rental of canceling machines to $190,000, and to provide that $9,000 
may be used in the discretion of the Postmaster-General for the purchase of 
canceling machines. 

The effect of the action of the conferees on amendment No. 14 permits the 
use of automobiles. Upon amendment No. 15 the action of the conferees is 
to reduce the number of special agents in charge of divisions from 10, as pro- 
vided by the Senate, to8. Amendment No. 16 corrects total, 

Amendment No. 17: The effect of the action of the conferees is to strike 
out the provision for the payment of tolls on toll roads. Amendment No. 18 
corrects totals. Amendment No. 19 limits the amount of money the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General may expend for traveling expenses in the city 
of Washington to < rannum. The effect of the action of the conferees 
upon amendment No. 20 is to provide $800 per annum for hire of a vehicle in 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General’s division. Upon amendments Nos. 
21 and 22 the action of the conferees increases the amount of appropriation 
for railroad mail pay to the amount carried in the bill as it the House 
and removes the limitation that no deficiency shall be created. 

The action of the conferees upon amendment No. 23 increases the salary of 
the General Superintendent of Railway-Mail Service to $4,000, and No. 24 in- 
creases the salary of the assistant general superintendent to $3,500. 

Amendment No. 25 corrects a total. 

The effect of the action of the conferees on amendment No. 26 is to strike 
out the proposed extention of vial-facility service from Newton to Fort 
Scott, Kans. Upon amendment No. 27 the effect of the action of the conferees 
is to provide [a and expenses of ee to Universal Postal Con- 
gress at Rome. The action upon amendment No. 28 provides for the manu- 
facture of books of stamps. amendment No. 29 the action of the conferees 
makes permanent law the provision relating to the indemnity of $100 for loss 
of first-class registered matter. 

The action of the conferees on amendment No. 30 allows the employment 
of special counsel to defend the Government in suits relating to second-ciass 
mail privileges, and appropriates $25,000 for such purpose. Upon amendment 
No. 31, the action of the conferees limits the expenditure of the Third Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General for pomp ag pm | in the city of Washington to 
$200. The effect upon amendments No. ‘2 and 83 is to strike out of the bill 
two private claims. Upon amendment No. 34 the effect is to strike out the 
provision relating to mailing of third and fourth class matter without affix- 
ing postage a 

The effect of the action of the conferees upon amendments 35 and 36 is to 
leave the provision in the bill as it passed the House relating to punishment 
of for interference with railway mail clerks while on duty, and 
strikes out the as of the Senate relating to the same matter. Amend- 
ments 37, 38, and 39 correct the numbers of sections. The effect of the action 
of the conferees upon amendment No. 40 is to permit the sender o! third 
and fourth class mail matter to receive personally or by order undelivered 
matter. Upon amendment No. 41 the action of the conferees strikes out 
the Senate provision relating to registration of public documents by mem- 
bers of Congress. 

E. F. LOUD 


GEO. W. SMITH, 
CLAUDE A. SWANSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, the statement just read very clearly 
sets forth everything contained in these amendments. The Sen- 
ate at this session has made very few amendments that were of 
any importance on this bill. The only amendments remaining as 
presented to the House by the conferees are some few relating to 
increase of salaries. There -is an increase of the salary of the 
postmaster at Chicago from $6,000 to $8,000; there is an increase 
of the salary of the superintendents at Chicago from $2,700 to 
$3,000; there is an increase of the salary of the General Superin- 
tendent of the Railway Mail Service from $3,500 to $4,000. 

While the House conferees did not like to assent to these in- 
creases of salary, large as the salaries now are, yet, after the ex- 
ample had been set by our great Appropriations Committee in 
increasing the salaries of some of the officers in charge of divi- 
sions in the Post-Office Department, we could not possibly stop 
it. When you have once established the principle of increasing 
to a certain amount the salary of a division superintendent, then 
you can not stop until you have gone down along the whole line. 
But I want the House to understand, and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to understand, that they first set this precedent of 
increasing the salaries of division superintendents, or gentlemen 
in charge of divisions, from $3,500 to $4,000. 

The Senate did adopt, without discussion, an amendment in re- 
lation to railroad mail pay, cutting it down something like 
$2,000,000. Then on the floor of the Senate there was put on a 
provision that there should be no deficiency created. hen we 
got into cOnference it was discovered that the amendment had not 
been peaeeny. matured, so the Senate receded. 

The bill carries about $75,000 more than when it passed the 
House. The conferees are, I think, well satisfied with the result 
of their labors. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to occupy a few 
minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. I believe I am limited to ten minutes. Mr. 
Speaker, how much time have I used? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). Four minutes; 
the gentleman has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. LOUD. I would gladly yield five minutes of my six to the 
other side if they would enter into an agreement not to call the 
roll on the final of this bill. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Wecan not do that. - 

Mr. LOUD. I yield the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SNOD- 
GRASS] one minute. ; 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I avail myself of these sixty 
seconds to inform the House that we have on the Calendar a bill 
to increase the pension of the old Mexican soldiers from $8 to $12 
amonth, A great many of us on this side of the House have been 
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working to have that bill reported; and we were rejoiced a few 
moments ago when the Chairman of the Committee on Pensions 
came over here and informed us that he expected to try to get 
that bill up. We are anxious that he should do that to-night. 

We have spent days here, Mr. Speaker, in increasing the pen- 
sions of Federal soldiers; and to that I have made no objection. | 
I believe in liberal pensions for the Federal soldiers. 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I hope the gentleman will yield me an- 
other minute, 

Mr. LOUD. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, in this Congress and the last 
we have — various bills to increase the pensions of Union 
soldiers; but we have forgotten the fact that more than half a 
century ago the Mexican soldiers rendered distinguished service 
to the country. Yet they have been discriminated against; nig- 
gardly provision for them has been made by this Government. | 
The Mexican soldier receives now a pension of only $8 a month; 
and in order to get any more he must subscribe to a pauper oath. 
As have other gentlemen, I have introduced bills both in this and 
the last Congress toremove these objectionable restrictions against | 
their drawing pensions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman give me another 
minute? 

Mr. LOUD. Ihave got to yield to my colleague on the com- 
mittee. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three and one-half minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Moon}. 

Mr. MOON. Iwill yield that to my colleague, if the gentleman 
will permit me. 

Mr.LOUD. Ihaveyielded all the time I have but half a minute. 

Mr. MOON. Will the gentleman allow me to yield to my col- 
league the time he has given me? 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not care what the gentleman does with it. 

Mr. MOON. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 


SNODGRASS]. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Now, Mr. S 


ker, we want to appeal to 





this House to-night to pass that bill. 
with you if you will pass that bill. 

Several MemBers. Without a roll call? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I do not think that gentlemen ought to 
make that kind of a condition. Wewill give you three or a dozen 
roll calls if you will pass that bill. [Laughter.] We will sit | 
with you from now until to-morrow morning. Gentlemen, I 
think this is a serious matter. I have appealed to my distin- 
guished friend from Ohio who stands before me, and I believe I 
can say for him that he is heartily in favor of this bill. These | 
old soldiers are rapidly passing to their graves, and if we ever 
expect to do anything for them that is to be of any benefit the 
time has come for us to do it. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman ask to pass it by unani- 


We will stay here all night 





mous consent? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I would be glad to ask to pass it by unani- | 
mous consent. 

Mr. LACEY. Then ask it and stop talking about it. Ask it. | 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I willask unanimous consent, | 
if I can be recognized for that purpose, to take from the Calendar 
that bill. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Atthe proper time the Chair will | 
be glad to recognize the gentleman, but not now. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And I hope we can come to an agreement 
on this proposition. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think it is the duty of 
this House to pass this bill. I believe that the old Federal sol- | 
diers are heartily in favor of this. These old Mexican soldiers | 
have not had anybody to—— 

Mr. HULL. As soon as this bill passes, ask unanimous con- | 
sent and we will pass it without any roll call. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. But, whether unanimous consent is given | 
or not, for myself I would be glad to give it. I think this bill 
should be considered. It is the duty of this House to take up 
this bill and pass it. We have spent a few hours here to-night in 
passing private bills and that time might well have been em- | 
ployed in the ge of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I will endeavor to use the half min- | 
ute in order to avoid moving the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question in reference to this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. eT 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I only wanted to ask the 
gentleman if there is any change of existing law in this bill in 

respect to the payment of-—— 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
{ Laughter. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


expired. 
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The time of the gentleman has 


I was going to ask in refer- 


ence to tollgate charges for mail carriers on rural routes. 
The question is on agreeing to 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


the conference report. 
The ae was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 


nounc 


that the ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


The House proceeded to divide. 


Mr. LOUD. 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 190, nays 2, an- 
swered ‘‘ present ’’ 14, not voting 145; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brown, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8S. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss. 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 


| Curtis, 


Dalzell, 
Darragh, 

De Armond, 
Dougherty, 


| Dovener, 


Draper, 


Burgess, 
Cassingham, 
Elliott, 


| Emerson, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 


| Adamson, 


Allen, Ky. 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Ball, Tex. 
Barney, 
Bell, 
sellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 


| Blakeney, 


Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 


| Burnett, 


Cochran, 


| Conry, 


Coombs, 
Cooney, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 


YEAS—190, 
Driscoll, Kyle, 
Dwight, Lacey, 
Eddy, Lamb, 
Esch, Lessler, 
Feely, Lester, 
Finley, Lever, 
Fitzgerald, Lewis, Pa. 
Flanagan, Lindsay, 
Fletcher, Littlefield, 
Flood, Livingston, 
Foerderer, Lloyd 
Fowler, Long, 
Gaines, Tenn. Loud, 


Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 
Green, Pa. 
Greene, Mass. 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
—— 
anbury, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 


ay, 

Hedge, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Howard, 
Hull, 

Irwin, 

Jack, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kahn, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp, 


Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McAndrews, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McLachlan, 
McLain, 
Maddox 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Miers, Ind, 
Mine Yr, 
Mondell, 
Moody, 
Moon, 
Morrell, 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
Mutchler, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Mass. 
Randell, Tex. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Richardson, Tenn, 
Robb, 


NAYS-—2. 
Russell, Sheppard. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—14. 
Foster, Vt. Mann, 
Gilbert, Miller, 
Joy. Prince, 


Kitchin, Claude 


Richardson, Ala. 


NOT VOTING—14. 


Deemer, 
Dick, 
Dinsmore, 
Douglas, 
Edwards, 
Evans, 
Fleming, 
Fordney, 

Fx SS, 
Foster, Ml. 
Fox, 

Gill, 

Gillett, Mass. 
Glass, 
Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Graham, 
Griffith, 
Grow, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hildebrant, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jett, 

Jones, Wash. 
Kehoe, 
Kern, 
Ketcham, 
Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Knox, 


Landis, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Littauer, 
Little, 
McCall, 
McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
McRae, 
Mahon, 
Mahoney, 
Maynard, 
Metcalf. 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Morgan, 
Moss, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Overstreet, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre, 
Pierce, 

Pon, 

Powers, Me. 
Pugsley, 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 

Rhea, 

Rixey, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 


I call for a division. 


Roberts, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Ryan, 

Selby. 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Sims, 

Slayden, 
Smith, Il. i 
Smith, H. C. , 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Southard, 
Sperry, 

Stark, 

Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. ¥. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N. Y, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
White, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss, 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young, 

Zenor. 


Shackleford, j 
Sherman. 


Rucker, 
Suppers, 
Scarborough, . 
Schirm, 

Scott, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Shelden, 
Skiles, 

Small, 

Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Snook, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Storm, 
Sulzer, 
Swann, 
Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
‘Thompson, 
‘Tompkins, Ohio 
Vandiver, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
Wiley, 

Wilson, 
Wooten. 
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So the conference report was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. BILLMEYER. 

Mr. Moss with Mr. ALLEN of Kensucky, for balance of evening. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate announced that that body had in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 17493) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903,and for prior years, and for other 
purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Har, Mr. ALLI- 
son, and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con- 
ference report on the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
calls up a conference report on the agricultural appropriation 
bill, which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to do away with the reading of the report, and let the statement 
be read. ; 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the con- 
ference report, and that the statement be read instead thereof. Is 
there objection? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object. 
The SPEAKER = tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
objects. The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disa ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16910) making appropri- 
ations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 3), 
1904, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
ae agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ollows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 14, 15, 18, 19, 20, 21, 
22, 34, 37, 58, 54, 62, and 74. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 16, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 20, 32, 35, 39, 
40, 43, 44, 47, 48, 40, 50, 51, 52, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 
73, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 84, and 85; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $1,248,520;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $130,000;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$37,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out of said amendment “for the establishment 
in the State of California of experiment stations,” and in lieu thereof insert 
“in cooperation with the experiment station of the State of California;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. : ; 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $35,000;"" and the 
Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, andagree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $290,000; ’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. ‘ s 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘ $674,930; * and the 
Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $312,860; *’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. E 

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and e to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $350,000; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. , 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as ae In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $170,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to theamendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as octove In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$212,480;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On 39 of the bill, in line 18, after the word 
“thousand,” strike out the words “five hundred; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 





Amendment numbered &: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an : 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $65,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 83: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 83, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $35,000;" and 


the Senate agree to the same. 
J. W. WADSWORTH, 
E. 8. HENRY, 
- JOHN 8. WILLIAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
H. C. HANSBROUGH, 
WM. B. BATE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Statement to accompany the conference report on the bill (H. BR. 16910) making 
opera Po for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June » . 


_ The bill as it passed the House carried $5,268,860. As it passed the Senate 
it carried $6,108,360, of which sum, however, $500,000 is not for the routine or 
current expenses of the De rtment, but is an ‘emergency appropriation,” 
‘to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to stamp out and eradicate foot-and- 
mouth disease and other contagious diseases of animals” should the necessit 
arise (and therefore may not used at all), and the bill provides that it 
shall not be used for any other purpose; so that the actual amount for the 
current and routine work of the Department as passed by the Senate was 
$5,608,360, and the amount carried by the bill as agreed to by your conferees 
is $5,478,160, showing, therefore, an actual increase over the amount carried 
by the bill as it passed the House of $209,300. 

The following amendments, concurred in by your conferees, show the in- 
creases: 
No. 1 adds to salary of private secretary to Secretary of Agriculture. $250 
Nos. 24 and 25 add 1 clerk, class 4, and takes out 1 clerk, c 3, from 


salary roll of Bureau of Plant Industry, making a net increase of --. 200 
No. 28 adds to Division of Vegetable Pathology -................-..--..- 20,000 
No. 3) adds to Division of Pommology ~... ...... .2.c0c cccces ccccwccocc cece 7,000 
BD. Se OD Be NE so iigs co cwenigs tone cnndectnsesnedokbsbeed 10,000 
No. 33 adds to Division of Grass and Forage Plants ................-... 5,000 
INO, 41 RGES CO DUFORE OF FOPOWG 5 on cnce oiccce cecccs ccecoc cocceqcccccces 58, 860 
ey Gey eer ee GO en oD ee wacidenn biibiuusieciadaaed 40,000 
No. 48 adds to Division of Biological Survey.-...............-..--...-..-. 5,000 
No. 49 provides for transportation of elk or other game animals pre- 

REGED ORATOR le 1,000 
No. 51 adds to the salary of the Chief of Division of Accounts --....... 250 


Nos. 56, 57, and 58 changes the Division of Statistics toa bureau and 
adds to the salary of chief thereof. .......... 2... 2.2... - eee ene e een ee 500 
No. 63 adds to the general expenses of Bureau of Statistics............ 15,000 














No. 68 adds to the general expenses of Division of Foreign Markets.. 1,000 
No. 71 adds to the general expenses of Department library -........... 2,000 
No. 75 adds to appropriations for Agricultural experiment stations... 9,000 
No. 82 adds for irrigation investigations -....... 2.2... .-2..2-<-se0eeeeee 40, 000 
Be ee OO He IE wien kcccdcdnccocucccus baksanbbesesncbute 5, 000 
RE RNR i inc itoiitna ecelidéa esta rmatendastscstttaninadeell 220, 060 
The following amendments, concurred in by your conferees, show 
the decreases: 
Wo. 11. Salaries in Wenther Bareat.....<ccccccdssccnccccecseccss 90 
TO, > En GO GENOMES FOP BOGUS . ncncn cocasc onccencncwcneccsacenes 10, 
No. &. Salaries, Bureau of Forestry . ...... ..cccccccccc ccnccs cose 720 
SN MI iad: aiiccssihtl isch inh scinttltm tithe elena ae diblnitagiuelalin 10, 760 
NGS MIDE AA cles a dhadaseeecranibebeck auatee bine ogaelbess ons teaiee 209, 300 


All other amendments (except 85) are mere corrections of totals, phrase- 
olozy, and the like, and are not material. 

Amendment numbered 8 is the “emergency appropriation * to enable the 
Secretary of Agriculiure to stamp out any contagious diseases of animals 
should emergency arise, therefore the amounts carried by the bill as agreed 
upon are as follows: 
anes WER NOI GU ona on cice cnt en ccc castes cntvab anes 
For emergency -.-.-.. edb dbdaba Udell Nbesthteseds cbidndbicwssbadakbe 


NINN oh icbth, cnindinnshdid cen dneeini besten ndbainhensedepnestsinte nants 5, 978, 160 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the statement is so full, 
and covers all the details of the bill so well, that I do not care to 
consume any time, and I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi |Mr. WrLLiaMs]. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
is recognized for five minutes, and the House will please give 
him attention while he is heard. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN]. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, a session of Congress, probably 
one of the most extraordinary ever held, is rapidly drawing to a 
close. Gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber are laboring 
to create the impression in the country that they are working 
with might and main to pass certain appropriation bills and other 
great public measures against the strenuous opposition of this side 
of the House, which they characterize as entirely indefensible. 

I call attention to the fact that long before any controversy in- 
volving the filibuster, as they call it, arose on this floor, by the 
deliberate action of the Republicans in this House and their co- 

sarceners at the other end of the Capitol, all legislation demanded 

- the American public had been throttled and rendered hopeless. 
{Applause on the Democratic ed Under the pretense of 
amending the interstate-commerce bill, defective as it was, you 
took away from it its most potent features and rendered it even 
more useless than it has been during the fifteen years in which 
you have sat here and listened session after session to appeals for 
its effective amendment. 

You also undertook to deal with the trusts, and how did you do 


$5, 478, 160 
500, 000 
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it? You placed in the Department of Commerce bill a little sec- 
tion of law about an inch long,as harmless as harmless could be, 
and then confessed its total inadequacy by rgporting by the unani- 
mous vote of the Republicans on the committee what is called 
the Littlefield trust bill, knowing that it would go to the other 
end of the Capitol and sleep the sleep that knows no waking. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

You did it because you knew that you could go to the countr 
and again pretend that for want of time you could not enact ef- 
fective trust legislation. I hold in my hand an expression of 
opinion by a reputable newspaper correspondent, a summing up 
of the situation, which I will read. You may jeer at it if you 
please. It embodies the opinions of the American people. It is 
the just censure of righteous conscience, passed upon a party 
which is evading the great public questions of the times and re- 
fusing to deal with them. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


The exhibition of brute force by the Republicans results from a fear they 
have that at an extra session of Congress they might be confronted with a 
demand for antitrust and tariff legislation. hile there is a division of sen- 
timent among the rank and file of the Republicans in Congress on the subject 
of trustsand tariff revision, the leaders are united in their determination that 
these questions shall not be fairly considered. 

Men like Speaker D. B. HENDERSON, Representative JoHN DALZELL, and 
Senator NELSON W. ALDRICH would be willing even to destroy the Admin- 
istration of their own President, if that were necessary, to preserve the pres- 
ent iniquitous tariff and to protect the trusts from serious interference. 


[Cries of ‘‘Oh”’ on the Republican side. ] 

And by the way, I may remark as I pass along that while there 
may be some resentment on this side of the Chamber, surfeit of 
not a little bad breeding on the other side makes things about 
even. The writer goes on to say: 

They mistrust the power of men of their own party to resist the popular 


demand for a corrective of the existing evils, and they aim to render abso- 
lute their own domination of the legislative organization of Congress. These 


leaders fear an extra session, as do all the Republicans, and under the cover | 


of a necessity for action on appropriation bills in order to avoid the immedi- 


ate reassembling of Congress they are arbitrarily gathering into their hands | 
a power sufficient not only to render the minority helpless, but to stifle a visi- | 


ble majority and to hold in subjection members of their own party. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
Mr. COCHRAN. Not until there is order enough for you to 
be heard. I decline to yield. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is out of order. 
Mr. TAWNEY. What are you reading from? 
Mr. COCHRAN. I am reading from the Washington corre- 


The gentleman from Minnesota 


paper, which ought to be followed by the distinguished Represent- 
ative of the East from Minnesota. 
Mr. TAWNEY. It would be if it was a Republican paper. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Ah, you would follow Republican papers, 


would you? [Loud applause on the Democratic side. } 
a ER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. I have listened with much interest to the -> 
ping of hands and to the excuses made by our friends. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.| If you are not compe- 
tent todo anything but that [clapping hands], and in perfect good 
temper, I am reminded, as illustrative of the position upon the 
part of our friends, as it seems to me, of one of Lincoln's stories— 
the first story I ever heard him tell on the stump. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is too old. 

Mr.CANNON. Hevsaid—and I think it applies to our friends— 
speaking of his opponent, that he reminded him of a mule that 
his father owned when he was a boy; and that the mule would 
bray and kick, and he never could tell whether the mule was 
braying * the kick or kicking at the bray. [Great laughter and 
applause]. 

tr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

— SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 

report. 
he question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 

ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask for a division. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 181, nays 2, 
answered ‘* present’’ 16, not voting 152; as follows: 


I yield the balance of my time to the 


YEAS—181. 
Adamson, Boreing, Burleigh, Clayton, 
Alexander, Boutell, Burleson, Connell, 
Allen, Me. Bowersock, Burton, Cooper, Tex. 
Aplin, Brandegee, Butler Cooper, Wis. 
Bankhead, Brick, Calderhead, Cromer, 
Bartholat, Bristow, Caldwell, Crumpacker, 
saresete, Brown Candler, Currier, 
tes, Burk, Pa. Cannon, Cushman, 

Kenton, Burke, 8. Dak. Cassel, Dalzell, 
Bishop, Burkett, Clark, Darragh. 











| 


De Armond, 
Dougherty, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Dwight, 
Eddy, 

Elliott, 

Esch, 

Feely, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 
Fletcher, 
Flood, 
Foerderer, 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va 


Gardner, Mich. 


Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 
Green, Pa. 
Greene, Mass. 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hay, 
ene, 

enry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 


Burgess, 
Capron, 
Cassingham, 
Cousins, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Allen, Ky. 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Ball, Tex. 
Barney, 
Beidler, 


spondence of the Baltimore Sun, a very conservative Eastern | Bel): 


Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Billmeyer, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burnett, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 
Conry, 
Coombs, 
Cooney, 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Curtis, 
Dahle, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 


Hitt, 

Holliday, 
Howard, 

Hull, 

Irwin, 

Jack, 

Jackson, Kans. 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 


Mondell, 
Moody, 
Moon, 
Morrell, 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Otjen, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 


Kitchin, Wm.W. Parker, 


pane, 
napp, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Lessler, 
Lever, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Lindsay, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
Long, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McAndrews, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McLachlan, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Miers, Ind. 


Payne, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Mass. 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Robb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Ryan, 
Scott, 
Selby, 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H. C. 


Miller, Smith, 8. W. 
NAYS-—2. 
Russell, Sheppard. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—16. 
Cowherd, Mann, 
Emerson, Minor, 
Foster, Vt. Moss, 
Joy, Olmsted, 
NOT VOTING—182. 
Deemer, Ketcham, 
Dick, Kitchin, Claude 
Dinsmore, Kleberg, 
Douglas, Knox, 
Driscoll, Landis, 
Edwards, Lassiter, 
Evans, Latimer, 
Fleming, Lawrence, 
Fordney, Lester, 
Foss, Lewis, Ga. 
Foster, Til. Littauer, 
Fowler, Little, 
Fox, Littlefield, 
Gardner, Mass. McCall, 
Gilbert, McCulloch, 
Gill, McDermott, 
Gillett, Mass. McLain, 
Glass, McRae, 
Glenn, Maddox, 
Goldfogle, Mahon, 
Graham, Mahoney, 
Griffith, Maynard, 
Grow, Metcalf, 
Heatwole, Meyer, La. 
Hemenway, Mickey, 
Henry, Miss. Morgan, 
Henry, Tex. Mutchler, 
Hildebrant, Naphen, 
Hooker, Neville, 
Hopkins, Newlands, 
Howell, Norton, 
Hughes, Overstreet, 


Jackson, Md. 
Jett, 

Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 

Ke shoe, 
Kern, 


Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre, 

Pierce, 

Pou, 

Powers, Me. 


Snodgrass, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Tate, 

Tawney, 
Thomas, N.C. 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Trimble, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 7 
Weeks, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
We ” xls, 
Wright, 
Young, 

Zenor. 


Prince, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Shackleford, 


Steele. 


Pugsley, 

Reid, 

Rhea, 

Rixey, 

Roberts, 

Robertson, La. a 
Robinson, Nebr. 

Ruppert, 

Scarborough, 

Schirm, 

Shafroth, 

Shallenberger, 

Shelden, 

Sherman, 

Skiles, 

Smith, Ky. 

Smith, Wm. Alden 

Snook, 

Spight, 

Stewart, N. J. 

Storm, 

Swann, 

Swanson, 

Talbert, 

Tayler, Ohio 

Taylor, Ala. 
= aT, 

= 1as, Iowa 
Thompson, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wiley, 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 












So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 


OVERSTREET with Mr. NEVILLE. 
HEMENWAY with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 
HILDEBRANT with Mr. MAYNARD. 
CAPRON with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
LAWRENCE with Mr. NAPHEN. 
FoRDNEY with Mr. UNDERWOOD, on this vote. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 


approved and signed bills of the following titles: 


On February 28, 1903: 

H. R. 3510. An act for the relief of the executors of James P. 
Willett, deceased, late postmaster of the District of Columbia. 

H. R. 7648. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post road; 
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H, R. 12141. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act amend- 
ing section 4708 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in 


relation to pensions to remarried widows,” 
1901; 

H. R. 15595. An act confirming and ceding jurisdiction to the 
State of Arkansas over certain lands formerly in the Fort Smith 
Reservation in said State, and asserting and retaining Federal 

* jurisdiction over certain other lands in said reservation; and 

H. R. 17052. An act to authorize the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Tennessee River at a point between Lewis Bluff, 
in Morgan County, Ala., and Guntersville, in Marshall County, 
Ala. 

On March 2, 1903: 

H. R. 16509. An act to authorize the Pearl and Leaf Rivers Rail- 
road Company to bridge Pearl River in the State of Mississippi; 

H. R. 16909. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act author- 
izing the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland River 
at or near Carthage, Tenn.,’’ approved March 2, 1901; 

H. R. 17204. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in the State of 
Arkansas; 

H. R. 6516. An act for the relief of Henry P. Montgomery, sur- 
viving executor of Granville Garnett, deceased; and 

H. R. 17088. An act to create a new division of the eastern ju- 
dicial district of Texas, and to provide for terms of court at Tex- 
arkana, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, and for other purposes: 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 6745. An act for the relief of Anthony R. Ravenscroft; 

H. R. 14050. An act to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; 

R. R. 6703. An act for the relief of George A. Rogers; 

H. R. 16136. An act granting the right of way to the Kenova 
and Big Sandy Railroad Company through the Government lands 
at Lock No. 2, Big Sandy River, and at Lock No. 8, Big Sandy 
River, both in Wayne County, W. Va.; 

H. R. 7366. An act for the relief of C. W. Colehour; 

H. R. 16842. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 17046. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 


approved March 3, 


procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for | 


other purposes; and 

H. R. 12098. An act to amend section 1 of the act of Congress 
approved May 14, 1898, entitled ‘‘Anact extending the homestead 
laws and providing for a right of way for railroads in the district 
of Alaska.”’ 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 6895. An act to authorize the promotion of Maj. William 
Crawford Gorgas, surgeon in the Army of the United States. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO PRESIDENT OF UNITED STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they presented to the President of the United 
States for his approval the following bills: 

H. R. 15186. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac J. 
Nichols; 

H. R. 15362. An act granting an increase of pension to Grace 
Harrington; 

H. R. 15422. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Mosgrove; 

H. R. 15423. An act granting an increaseof pension to Stephen 
B. Morehouse; 

H. R. 14475. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
E. Lawton: 
= > 14788. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 

. Hill; 

H. R. 7895. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Bowen; 

H. R. snag An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
B. Rouch; 

H. R. 12841. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam King; 

H. R. 13316. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Olcott; 

H. R. 16996. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bougher; 

H. R. 16696. An act granting an increase of pension to Free- 
land H. Amick; 

H. R, 16856. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Burke; 
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H. R. 16786. An act granting an increase of pension to John C, 
Sautter; 

H. R. 16787. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
G. Hanscom; 

H. R. 16785. An act granting an increase of pension to Collins 
W. Wight; 

H. R. 16754. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Hughes; 

7 o 15733. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 

. Cole; 

H. R. 15674. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
T. McPherson; 

H. R. 16351. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin 
P. Merrell; 

H. R, 16313. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Davenport alias Dexter Davis; 

H. R. 16210. An act granting an increase of pension to John C, 
Collahan; 

a 16073. An act granting an increase of persion toJohn H. 
Smith; 

H. R. 15746. An act granting an incréase of pension to Daniel 
R. Lucas; 

H. R. 15735. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Wheeler; 

H. R. 15038. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy T. 
Churchill; , 

H. R. 659. An act granting an increase of pension to Winfield 
Pierce; 

H. R. 1272. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
S. Chilcoat; 

H. R. 2987. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Rittenhouse; 

H. R. 8149. An act granting an increase of pension James B. 
Martin; 

H. R. 7488. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron C, 
Knapp; 

H. R. 3213. An act granting an increase of pension to Belle L. 
Spaulding; 

H. R. 3265. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Pensinger; 
ane . R. 3353. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 

<ehn;: 

H. R. 6724. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Stilwell; 

H. R. 8711. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Crawford; 

H. R. 9570. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Gabrian: 

H. R. 9491. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Brattain; 
on . R. 9154. An act granting an increase of pension to Lillie V. 

all; 

. -" R. 8812, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
tail; 

H. R. 8314. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

A. Kauffman; 

“ + R. sp An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

. Faught; 

H. R. 12771. An act granting a pension to William Kenny; 

H. R. 10175. An act granting a pension to Mary R. Bally, for- 
merly Mary 8. Redick; 

H. R. 13705. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ann Garrison; 

H. R. 3100. An act ese for the conveyance of Widows 
Island, Maine, to the State of Maine; 

H. R. 7864. An act to pay John F. Lawson $237.96, balance due 
him for services as United States mail carrier; 

H. R. 15461. An act for the relief of Daniel F, Lee; 

H. R. 15985. An act to confirm certain forest lieu selections 
made under the act approved June 4, 1897; 

H. R. 16885. An act to extend to the port of Niagara Falls, 
N. Y., the privileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, govern- 
ing the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise with- 
out en 

H. R. 14384. An act to establish a life-saving station at the 
mouth of the Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, in the 
State of Ohio; 

H. R. 15804, An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
— June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; s 

H. R. 16573. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across St. Francis River at or near the town of St. Francis, Ark.; 

H. R. 16970. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the year ending June 30, 1904, and 
for other purposes; 





— 
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H. R. 15243. An act to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint Kensey J. Hampton captain and quartermaster 
in the Army; ’ 

H. R. 16069. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to sell certain lands therein mentioned; and 

H. R. 16656. An act regulating the importation of breeding 
animals. 


IMMIGRATION BILL, 


Mr. SHATTUC, Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on the immigration bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up a confer- 
ence report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12199) “To regulate the 
immigration of aliens into the United States,” having met, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: ; 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 5, 9, 28, 29, 38, 
41, and 42. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,3, 4, 6,7, 8, 10,11, 12,13, 14,15, 16,17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
27, 30, 31, 82, 38, 34, 36, 36, 87, 30, 40, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50,51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58,59, 
60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, TL, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78. 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 
88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 108, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 
112, and 115, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with 
two amendments as follows: 

On page 24, line 12, after the word ‘‘ deported,” strike out the words, “and 
in all cases the burden shall be on the alien to show clearly and beyond a 
doubt that he is entitled to land.” 

On page 25, line 2, strike out the words: “Provided, That nothing in this 
section or in this act shall be construed to prevent the Secretary of the 
Treasury from arranging from time to time, and it shall be his duty so to 
arrange, in accordance with existing contracts with railroad and steamship 
lines in foreign contiguous territory, or in accordance with such contracts 
as he may enter into in the future with such or other transportation lines, 
for the examination and payment of head tax of aliens landing in ports in 
said foreign contiguous territory and destined for the United States, such 
examination to be held at such =— or places in said foreign contiguous ter- 
ritory as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate. Such examination 
shall, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Teeny. dispense with the 
necessity for further examination at United States border ports under this 
act.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11% That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: 

On page 29, line 21, after the word ‘‘and,” insert the word “if;” after the 
word “it,” strike out the word “seems” and insert the words “is proved,” 
and in line 23, after the word “came,” insert the words “‘and is so certified 
by the examining surgeon at the port of arrival;" and the Senate agree to 
the same. 


Amendment numbered 114: That the House recede from its disagreement | 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with | 


an amendment, as follows: 
On page 30, line 16, after the word “ prescribe.,” change the colon to a 
ported and strike out the words “ Provided, That no such person shall be al 
owed to enter as an immigrant; and the Senate agree to the same. 
W. B. SHATTUC, 
ROBT. ADAMS, JR., 
Managers on the part of the House. 
BOIES PENROSE, 
CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, 
H. C. LODGE, 
A. 8. CLAY, 
A. J. McLAURIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The Committee of Conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the im- 
migration of aliens into the United States submits the following statement 
of the effect of the action taken by the conferees: 

The Senateamended the bill by substituting the words ‘‘alien immigrants” 
for the word “ nger * as originally provided in the House bill. Thepro- 


vision relates to the collection of the head tax. The House conferees were of | 


the opinion that under the Senate amendment there would be no way of deter- 
mining as to who was an alien immigrant, except by the statement of 


the alien immigrant himself. The Senate recedes from this amendment | 


wherever it occurs and adopts the language of the House bill. 

The educational test prescribed by the House bill was eliminated by the 
Senate in amendment No. 10. The House conferees have agreed to this 
amendment, and the educational test has been eliminated from the bill. 

‘The Senate added two sections to the bill (amendments 114 and 115), con- 
taining what is known as the anarchist a. This embodies the most 
important features of a House bill favorably reported by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the House. The House conferees have ed to this amendment. 

The House conferees have concurred in the Senate amendment striking 
out the of the bill relating particularly to the contract-labor law, leaving 
intact the contract-labor laws heretofore enacted and now on the statute 
books, the only variation being that the words ‘offers, solicitations, or prom- 
ises,"’ were su tuted for the word “contracts.” 

The Senate amendments relating to the administrative features of the bill 
have been agreed to, and in the opinion of the conferees area great improve- 
ment over the old law. 

Amendment No. 9: The Senate struck out the word “unemplo ’ in the 
sentence, “ That skilled labor may be imported if labor of like kind unem- 
ployed can not be found in this country.’ 

he Senate recedes from this amendment. 
In amendments 28 and 29 the Senate inserted the word “ willfully” in the 
ro relating to masters and owners of vessels who shall bring into the 

nited States any alien not duly admitted by an immigrant inspector or not 
lawfully entitled to enter. The Senate recedes from this amendment, and 
wo a= opinion of the House conferees, materially increases the efficiency 
of the law. 

The Senate recedes from its amendments numbered 41 and 42, substituting 
the word “sum” for the words “ fine imposed.” 


The other amendments agreed to by the House conferees are verbal or 
formal in their character. 
W. B. SHATTUC, 


ROBERT ADAMS, Jr., 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, I want to be notified when I 
have occupied two minutes. This bill is not exactly what the 
Committee on Immigration wanted, and it is not exactly what 
the House wanted, but like all matters of legislation it is the best 
that we could get. I will say that a large majority of the amend- 
ments suggested by the Senate with the amendments agreed to 
by the conferees and put into the Senate amendments have greatly 
improved the bill. As stated by the conferees of the House, the 
educational testisleftout. Many gentlemen on the floor will regret 
that, but it could not be passed in the Senate, and soit was left out. 

I want to say that the bill is in every respect very much better 
| than the law as it stands to-day. My friend from Alabama made 
a statement to-day that we were neglecting the interests of the 
laboring man because the contract-labor part of the bill was 
stricken out by the Senate. He forgot that the bill itself pro- 
vides that all laws not inconsistent with this, if it becomes a law, 
are in force. So the old law remains in force, and it is a very 
good law in protecting the interests of labor. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The two minutes of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I will yield five minutes to 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of 
order, 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. SHATTUC. I yield five minutes to my friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Ross}. 

The SPEAKER. Now the gentleman from Texas will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. The first point that I will state is not 
the one that I intended to make when I rose. Is the action of the 
Chair in aecordance with the rules when he refuses to hear me 
on a point of order until he recognizes some other gentleman and 
then allows him to yield the floor to another? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand to whom the 
gentleman from Ohio yielded, and the Chair had the right to un- 
derstand that before the point of order was entertained. Now, 
the gentleman from Texas will please state his point of order. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. The point of order I was going to 
| state originally was that when a member on this floor [| De- 
risive and continuous laughter on the Republican side. } 

The SPEAKER (after a pause). The gentleman from Mis- 
souri is recognized for five minutes. 
| Mr. RANDELL of Texas. But, Mr. Speaker, I rose to a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas was asked to state 
his point of order and did not state it. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I was interrupted by a sound “like 
the crackling of thorns under a pot.’’ {Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is out of order, 
and the gentleman from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. ROBB. Mr. Speaker, I did not sign the report of the con- 

ferees. The bill as it will in all probability be passed is not, in 

| my judgment, improved by the Senate amendments. It is no 

| time, however, for discussing all the questions involved in these 
amendments, and I therefore desire to yield my time to the gen- 

| tleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker}. 

| Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker—— 

| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to 

four minutes. 

Mr. RUCKER. I desired very much to ask the chairman of 
the committee, always genial and pleasant, to answer a question, 
but he declined to do so. 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I tell the gentleman why? 

Mr. RUCKER. Oh, I know why, and no apologies are neces- 
| sary. I will ask the gentleman the question now. Do I under- 
stand that the conference report leaves Senate amendment No. 8 

out of the bill? 

Mr. SHATTUC. What is it? 

Mr. RUCKER. It is that part that relates to immigrants com- 
ing here. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Yes; it strikes that out, but this does not 
repeal the present labor law. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this was a 
very wise provision of the bill as it left the House, and ought to 
| be in the bill now, especially in view of the fact that some other 
language is left in which, to my mind, puts the House in an awk- 
ward attitude. I call attention to line 13, page 4, that part of the 
section which reads as follows: 

But this section shall not be held to prevent any person living in the United 


— from sending for a relative or friend who is not in the foregoing 
classes, ° 
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They struck out everything that excludes those that come under 
contract or promise or offers or solicitation or agreements to 
work, and it seems to me that that opened up the flood gates and 
permits ever foreign-born citizen or person to come here and 
practically under contract to perform labor. 

Mr.SHATTUC. But the law already excludes them. 

Mr. RUCKER. Then what was the reason of as it in in 
the first place? And if it was put in, why ought it not to stay 
there? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Because the Senators would not listen to the 

srsuasive language of your conferees. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUCKER. Does this bill modify the contract-labor law? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Not at all. 

Mr. RUCKER. Itis still in force. That was the impression 
of every member on the committee before reporting this bill. 

Mr. SHATTUC. It has been a very effective labor law. 

Mr. RUCKER. This law in no wise modifies that? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Not at all. 

Mr. RUCKER. So that under this’ bill no person will be per- 
mitted to come in under a contract of labor, or upon offers or 
solicitation for the performance of work of any kind? 

Mr. SHATTUC. No, sir. 

: ne LACEY. Does not this bill modify the law as to skilled 
abor? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Allow me to say that, as I understand 
this bill—and I have very carefully looked into this point—the 
provision that *‘ all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with this 
act are hereby repealed ’’ excludes the idea that the bill will re- 
eg any law that is not inconsistent with its provisions. There- 

ore I think the contract-labor provisions of the existing law will 
stand as perfectly as they did before the bill was brought in. 

Mr. RUCKER. Let me ask the gentleman how he explains 
this language: 

But this section shall not be held to prevent persons living in the United 


States from sending for arelative or friend who is not of the foregoing ex- 
cluded classes. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I confess that that part of the bill had 
not been called to my attention. I was looking only to see 
whether the provisions of existing law with regard to contract 
labor had been affected by this measure. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I yield the balance of my time to my col- 
league, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAms]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHattuc] has 
three minutes remaining. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to congratulate my col- 
leagues of the House as well as the country at large on the comple- 
tion of this bill. For many weeksin the first session of this Congress 
your committee sat here considering all the questions presented in 
regard to the conflicting interests of those who had something at 
stake in the passage of this bill. Owing to the change of the 
sources of immigration from the northern countries of Europe to 
those in the south, a different class of people had been coming to 
our shores. There was practically nothing standing in their way 
but a series of Treasury Department decisions, which had been 
promulgated in an effort to cure thisevil. These have been care- 
fully collated and placed in this bill. It is now in such a shape 
that it will stand as a barrier to protect our country against the 
influx of diseased persons, paupers, insane, professional beggars, 
and others who are now pouring into our ports. 

Mr. Ross rose. 

Mr. ADAMS. I can not yield. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill has been drawn in a spirit of fairness 
for all the interests concerned. The Senate has differed some- 
what from the House; but I never saw a fairer spirit of con- 
ciliation or a greater desire to complete efficient legislation than 
existed between the conferees of the two Houses. 

The bill is now submitted to the consideration of the House. 
In the judgment of the committee, after careful consideration, it 
will meet the great evils which are now pressing upon our country. 
All immigrants not desirable can be excluded under the provisions 
of this bill. 

It is true that we were obliged to leave out that portion of the 
bill providing for an educational test because the Senate con- 
ferees gave us notice that the retention of that by the House 
meant the failure of the bill. Like sensible men, dealing with 
legislation which, as we all know, is always a matter of compro- 
mise, we yielded on that point, and now report the bill for the 
consideration of the House. It is carefully guarded in those re- 
spects which were most carefully pressed upon our attention, and 
it will be utterly impossible for paupers or other objectionable 
persons now to enter our country. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ADAMS. I askleave to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House now take a recess until 
11 o'clock to-morrow morning. 
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The SPEAKER (having put the question). 


have it. 


MARCH 2, 


The ayes appear to 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask for a division. 


Mr. PAYNE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 47, 


answered “‘ present ’’ 13, not voting 157; as follows: 


Adamson, Douglas, Kleberg, Robinson, Nebr. 
Allen, Ky. Edwards, Knapp, Ruppert, 

Ball, Del. Emerson, Knox, Scarborough, 
Ball, Tex. Evans, Landis, Schirm, 
Bankhead, Fleming, Lassiter, Shafroth, 
Barney, Fletcher, Latimer, Shallenberger, 
Bell, Foss, Lawrence, Shelden, 
Bellamy, Foster, IL Lester, Skiles, 
Belmont, Fowler, Lewis, Ga. Smith, Ky. 
Billmeyer, Fox, Little, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bingham, Gaines, W. Va. ae, Snook, 
Blakeney, Gilbert, Lloyd, Sparkman, 
Bowie, Gill, Loud, Spight, 
Brantley, Gillet, N. Y, McCall, Stark, 
Breazeale, Glass, McCulloch, Stephens, Tex. 
Bromwell, Glenn, McDermott, Stewart, N. J. 
Broussard, Gordon, McLain, Storm, 
Brownlow, Graham, McRae, Sulzer, 
Brundidge, Griffith, Maddox, Swann, 

Bull, Grow, eenoner, Swanson, 
Burnett, Henry, Miss. Maynard, Talbert, 
Caldwell, Henry, Tex. Meyer, La. Tayler, Ohio 
Cochran, Hildebrant, Mickey, Taylor, Ala 
Conner, Hill, Naphen, hayer, 
Conry, Hitt, Neville, Thomas, Iowa 
Coombs, Hooker, Newlands, er 
Cooney, Hopkins, Norton, Tompkins, Ohio 
Cooper, Tex. Howard, Overstreet, Underwood, 
Cooper, Wis. Howell, Padgett, Vandiver, 
Creamer, ao Patterson, Tenn. Wachter, 
Crowley, Hull, Pearre, Watson, 
Curtis, Jackson, Md. Pierce, Weeks, 
Dahle, Jett, Pou, Wheeler, 
Davey, La. Johneon, Prince, White, 
Davidson, Jones, Wash. Pugsley Wiley, 

Davis, Fla. Kahn, Ransdeli, La. Wilson, 
Dayton, Kehoe, Reid, Wooten. 
Deemer, Kern, Rhea, 

Dick, Ketcham, Rixey, 

Dinsmore, Kitchin, Claude Robertson, La. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


NOT VOTING—157, 


YEAS—134., 
Acheson, Cushman, Joy, Reeder, 
Adams, Dalzell, Kyle, Reeves, 
Alexander, Darragh, Lacey, Roberts, 
Allen, Me. De Armond, Lessler, Scott, 
Aplin, Dougherty, Lewis, Pa. Shattuc, 
Babcock, Dovener, Littauer, Showalter, 
Bartholdt, Draper. Littlefield, Sibley, 
Bates, Driscoll, Long, Small, 
Beidler, Dwight, Loudenslager, Smith, Ml. 
mer Eddy, Lovering, Smith, Iowa 
Blackburn, Esch, McCleary, Smith, H.C, 
Boreing, Foerderer, McLachlan, Smith, 8. W. 
Boutell, Fordney, Mahon, Southard, 
Bowersock, Gardner, Mass. Marshall, Southwick, 
Brandegee, Gardner, Mich. Martin, 8 y, 
Brick, Gardner, N.J. Mercer, Steele 
Bristow, Gibson, Miller, Stevens, Minn. 
Brown, Graff, Minor, Stewart, N. Y. 
Burk, Pa. Greene, Mass. Mondell, Sulloway, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Grosvenor, Moody, Sutherland, 
Burkett, Hamilton, Morgan, Tawney, 

| Burleigh, Hanbury, Morrell, Tirrell, 

Burton, Haskins, Morris, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Butler, Haugen Mudd, Van Voorhis, 
Calderhead, Heatwole, Needham, Vreeland, 
Cannon, Hedge, Nevin, Wadsworth, 
Capron, Hemenway, Olmsted, Wagoner, 
Cassel, Henry, Conn. Otjen, Warner, 
Connell, he Palmer, Warnock, 
Corliss, Holliday, Parker, Woods, 
Cousins, Irwin, Payne, Wright, 
Cromer, Jack, » Perkins, Young. 
Crumpacker, Jenkins, Powerr, Me. 
Currier, Jones, Va. Powers, Mass. 

NAYS —47. 
Bartlett, Gaines, Tenn. McAndrews, Iby, 
Benton, Goldfogle, McClellan, Shackleford, 
Burleson, Gooch, Miers, Ind. Sheppard, 
Candler, Green, Pa. Moon, Sims, 
Clark, Griggs, Mutchler, Snodgrass, 
Clayton, Hay, Randell, Tex. Tate, 
Cowherd, Jackson, Kans. Richardson, Tenn. Thomas, N. C. 
Feely, Kitchin, Wm. W. Robb, Trimble, 
Finley, Kluttz, Robinson, Ind. Williams, Ml. 
Fitzgerald, Lamb, Rucker, Williams, Miss. 
Flanagan, Lever, Russell, Zenor. 
Flood, Lindsay, Ryan, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—138. 

Burgess, Gillett, Mass. Patterson, Pa. Wanger. 
Cassingham, Mann, Richardson, Ala. 
Elliott, Metcalf, Sherman, 
Foster, Vt. Moss, Slayden, 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


For this vote: 
Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. SuULZER. 





Na 


nee eet 


Cee ae lt eee eeniaaenaee a eee 














a ae 


= eh a EOL 


— ~ i 
—————— i na ae TT 





1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2951 





Until further notice: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. LLoyp. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded; and 
accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 46 minutes p.m.) the House was 
declared in recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 


—_———— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to the call of the House, a copy of correspondence relating 
to the recent resignation of the postmaster at Indianola—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

’ A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect recom- 
mending appropriations for certain public buildings, etc.—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and refe to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. BULL, from the Committee on Accounts, to which was 
referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 481) authorizing 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay members’ 
clerks at the rate of $125 per month, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3891); which said res- 
olution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17551) to prevent and to 
punish the misuse of the copyright privilege of the United States, 
to prevent and punish the misuse of names, signs, symbols, and 
other things concerning Government publications, and for other 
purposes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3892); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res. 80) to print 1,000 | 


extra copies of the bulletins or reports of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3893); which said concurrent resolution and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 272) providing for the 
printing of 2,000 additional copies of the annual reports of the 
American Historical Association, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3894); which said 


joint resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the | 


Whole House on the state of the Union. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res. 77) providing for | 


the printing and binding of 14,000 copies of the proceedings at 


the unveiling of the statue of the Count de Rochambeau, reported | 


the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3895) ; 
which said concurrent resolution and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res. 75) that there be 


printed and bound 4,000 copies of the Report of the Irrigation In- | 


vestigations in Utah, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3896); which said concurrent reso- 


lution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


House on the state of the Union. 
_ Healso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 232) providing for 


change of method of ating the Report on Field Operations | 


of the Bureau of Soils, Department of Agriculture, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3897); 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res. 68) that there be | 


printed 3,500 additional copies of the Annual Report of the Com- 
mission to the Five Civilized Tribes, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3898); which said con- 
current resolution and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res. 85) that there be 
printed 19,000 copies of the general summary entitled, ‘‘ Review 
of the World’s Commerce,”’ for the year 1902, etc., reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3899); 
which said concurrent resolution and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 153) to print 6,000 copies of 
various reports and documents relating to the construction of an 
isthmian canal, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3900); which said joint resolution and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
resolution of the House (H. Res. 86) providing for the printing 
of 2,000 copies of Senate Document No. 190, Fifty-sixth Congress, 
second session, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3901); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 270) pro- 
viding for the editions to be printed of the annual and special 
reports of the Librarian of Congress, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3902); which said 
joint resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 281) 
providing for the printing annually of the Report of the Director 
of the Office of Experiment Stations, Department of Agriculture, 
—— the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3903); which said joint resolution and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res. 88) 
providing for the printing of 300 copies each of the proceedings of 
the Board of Supervising Inspectors of Steamboats for the years 

| 1899, 1900, 1901, and 1902, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3904); which said concurrent reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| House on the state of the Union. 
| Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res. 67) 
| that there be printed 6,000 copies of the Report of the Director 
| of the Mint on the Production of Precious Metals for 1901; also 
8,000 additional copies of the Report of the Director of the Mint 
covering operations of mints and assay offices of the United States 
for the year ended June 30, 1902, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3905); which said concurrent 
| resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| House on the state of the Union. 
| He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| concurrent resolution of the Senate (S. C. R. 61) that 15,000 copies 
of the Woodsman’s Handbook, part 1, being Bulletin 36, Bureau 
of Forestry, United States Department of Agriculture, be printed 
and bound, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3906): which said concurrent resolution and re- 
| port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
| state of the Union. 
| Healso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate (S. C. R. 63) that there be 
printed and bound 16,500 copies of the proceedings in Congress 
upon the acceptance of the statues of Charles Carroll of Carrollton 
and John Hanson, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3907); which said concurrent resolution 
| and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
| on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate (S. C. R. 66) that there be 
printed 1,500 copies of the first volume of the new edition of the 
Senate Election Cases, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3908); which said concurrent reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 77) providing for printing 
the general index to published volumes of the diplomatic corre- 
spondence and foreign relations of the United States, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3909); which said joint resolution and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res. 
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90) providing for the printing of 239,000 United States maps, re- 
ported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 
3910); which said concurrent resolution and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 149) pro- 
viding for the reproduction of portraits to accompany eulogies of 
deceased Senators, Representatives, and Delegates, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8911); 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

He also. from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 259) providing for 
change of method of distribution of bulletins mt professional 
papers issued by the Geological Survey, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 3912); which said 
joint resolution and report were referred to the House Calender. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
<— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MICKEY: A bill (H. R. 17547) granting bounty to cer- 
tain soldiers of the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

3y Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 17548) to provide for the 
enlargement of the United States court-house and post-office at 
a ga aaa Iowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing: A bill 
(H. R. 17551) to prevent and to punish the misuse of the copy- 


Also, petition of the St. Louis Nailers’ Union, No. 3, favoring 
the repeal of the desert-land law—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Also, petition of 15 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., urging the pas- 
sage of House bill for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Paper to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to J. J. Spray—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of New York, in favor of House bill 14105, 
amending section 1754 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of Calvary Methodist Episcopal Church, of New 
York, to prohibit liquor selling in Government buildings, etc.— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of New York, asking for the passage of House bill 
14105, amendatory of section 1754, Revised Statutes, concerning 
the preference of veterans of the civil war in the civil service—to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of New York, urging the passage of House 
bill 14105, amendatory of section 1754, Revised Statutes, concern- 
ing the preference of veterans of the civil war in the civil serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of Anchor Line Division, No. 


| 217, of Bennett, Pa., Order of Railway Conductors, favoring Sen- 


right privilege of the United States, to prevent and punish the | 


misuse of names, signs,symbols, and other things concerning 
Government publications, and for other purposes—to the House 
Calendar. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 282) to reg- 
ulate the garb of diplomatic and constlar representatives of the 
United States in foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res. 482) that whenever the 
Speaker shall lay before the House any private bill with Senate 


ate bill 3560, known as the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOOCH: Sundry papers relating to the claim of J. W. 
Knox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Protests against the passage of the bill 
(H. R. 16457) to amend section 3394 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. relating to tobacco, from the following: T. C. 


| Spears, of Cripple Creek, Colo.; the Joseph Y. Peeble’s Sons 
| Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio; the H. D. Lee Mercantile Com- 


amendment or amendments, the question shall be at once taken, | 


without intervening motion or debate, on the motion to concur 
in said amendment or amendments in gross, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Memorial from the legislature of South 
ey gm to repeal the duty on lumber—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Memorial from the legisla- 
ture of South Dakota, to repeal the duty on lumber—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Memorial from legislature of 
Michigan, asking for the passage of House joint resolution 144—to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By the SPEAKER: Memoric of the legislature of Arizona, re- 
lating to the Pima and Santa Craz County bonds—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17549) granting a 
pension to J. J. Spray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 17550) for the relief cf 
J. 1. Catney—to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 17552) to incorporate the Ameri- 
can National Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France—to the 
Committee on the Library. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


pany, of Salina, Kans.; Fred G. H. Woerner, of Manayunk, Pa.; 
E. E. Martin, of Cripple Creek, Colo.; the Hichs Company, of 
Shreveport, La.; Albert R. Dunn, of Easton, Pa.; Arthur Knecht, 
of Cripple Creek, Colo.; Chas. H. Platter, president Waples-Platter 
Cigar Company, of Dallas, Tex.; F. C. Stedman & Co., of Athens, 
Ohio; W. W. Blake, of Altoona, Pa.; Kansas City Wholesale 
Grocery Company and Campbell-Redell Wholesale Grocers, of 
Kansas City, Mo.; Allen Brothers Company, of Omaha, Nebr.; 
Fort Smith Wholesale Grocery Company, of Fort Smith, Ark.; 


| National Grocer Company, of South Bend, Ind.; P. F. eee’ 


sresident Penn Tobacco Company, of Philadelphia, Pa.; the 

ibbe Company, of Hartford, Conn.; Conover & Bernhardt, of 
New Brunswick, N. J.; Sehon, Stevenson & Co., Hagen, Rat- 
cliff & Co., and Blake, Van Babber & Co., of Huntington, W. Va.; 
J. B. Stahl, J. E. Shute, Altamont Barber, and Harry J. Taylor, 
of Altoona, Pa.; Parkhurst-Davis Mercantile Company, of 
Topeka, Kans.; Charles Hewitt, C. C. Prouty Company, and 
Warfield-Pratt-Howell Company, of Des Moines, Iowa: Coleman- 
Lysaght & Blair, of Weatherford, Tex.; and Plunkett-Jarrell 
Grocer Company, of Little Rock, Ark.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Ellsworth Post, No. 20, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Hartford, Mich., in support of House 
bill 17103, relative to homestead rights to public lands—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Walter A. Ward, of Eau Claire, Mich., urging 
the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Elderton, Pa., for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Protest of Broom Makers’ Union No. 1, of 


| Milwaukee, Wis., against the passage of House bill 1864—to the 
| Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Rabbi Itzschok Elchoner | 


Lodge, No. 132, of St. Lonis, Mo., Order of B’rith Abraham, ask- 
ing for an amendment to the immigration laws—to the Commi 
tee on immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, 
Lodge, 


titions of Mount Pleasant Lodge, No. 66, and St. Louis 
o. 290, Order of Mutual Protection, in relation to second- | Retail Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, in Kansas 


By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolution of General Lander Post, No. 5, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lynn, Mass., against placing 
the statue of Gen. R. E. Lee in the United States Capitol—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Amos Long and 20 
other citizens of Lagrange County, Ind., in favor of the amend- 
ment to interstate-commerce law on liquor transportation—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolutions of the convention of the Western 


class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | City, Mo., for the extension of reciprocal trade relations with 
other countries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Roads. 
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By Mr. YOUNG: Petitions of F. J. Murphy, of the Pennsyl- 
vania Tobacco Company, and Dohan & Taitt, Philadelphia, Pa., 


relating to the passage of House bill 16457, to amend section 3394 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania Society for the Prevention 
of Cruelty to Animals, Philadelphia, Pa.., eae against the 
passage of the bill amending the law in relation to the shipment 
of live stock—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 





SENATE. 
TuESDAY, March 8, 1903. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PrettyMan, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT, 


Mr. HOAR. Icall up the conference report on the bill (S. 3653) 
for the protection of the President of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Massachusetts would let 
that matter stand until the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] 
can be in the Chamber, it would oblige him very greatly, I know. 

Mr. HOAR. I will do it, but I should like to observe that it is 
a little hard after a matter has been thoroughly discussed in the 
Senate, disposed of by a large majority, and then all the changes 
in the bill made in the House in the direction of yielding to the 
desires of the Senator from Georgia—everyone, as far as I under- 
stand it—then in the closing hours of the session to be constantly 
appealed to for further delay. But it is always very disagreeable 
to resist that sort of an appeal, and I will let the matter stand 
until the Senator from Georgia comes in. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say that I do not think it is quite fair, 
if we are to have a government in this country by a majority, to 
treat bills in that way. But I admit that there has been plenty 
of provocation upon our side of the Chamber at this session, and 
Iam in no condition to lecture anybody on the other side. So I 
will let the matter drop until the Senator from Georgia comes in. 

Mr. BAILEY. In behalf of the Senator from Georgia, I merely 
desire to say that what he wants is not delay, but an opportunity 
to discuss it. I think he has no disposition to unduly delay it. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not any right to be preaching sermons 
from this particular spot in the Chamber just now, I agree. 


STANDING AND SELECT COMMITTEES, 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask leave to submit a resolution—I know 
it is out of order—and Iask thatit may be considered at this time. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the standing and select committees of the Senate, as con- 


stituted at the end of this session, be, and they are hereby, continued until 
the next regular session of Congress or until their successors are elected. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Will that prevent the filling of one or two vacan- 
cies that may be needed to be filled at the special session? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOAR. I supposed not. 


; I merely wanted to call atten- 
tion to that fact. 


I think it would be desirable in the case of one 


or two committees, of which I am a member, to have one or two | 


vacancies, at any rate, temporarily filled. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
committees or the reorganization of committees at the special ses- 
sion, if that course is considered desirable. 

_Mr. HOAR. The resolution says ‘‘ until the next regular ses- 

sion.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Or until otherwise provided. 

Mr. HOAR, I have not any objection to the resolution. 
all right. I merely called attention to that fact. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


EASTERN RAILROAD AND BOSTON AND MAINE RAILROAD. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I submit the conference re- 
port on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. LODGE. ay I ask if that cuts off all morning business? 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. A conference report 
is entitled to receive consideration when presented. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to dispose of some morning business 
which will take but a moment. I introduced a Senate resolu- 
tion making an inquiry for certain figures in regard to a claim. 


It is 
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The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] asked that it might go 
over, supposing that it carried an appropriation. It carries no 
appropriation. It is a mere resolution of inquiry. The Senator 
from Alabama informed me subsequently that he had no objec- 
tion, and I should be glad if that resolution could be agreed to. 
It comes over from yesterday. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator knows, of course, how important 
it is to get the ee bills out of the way. However, I 
will yield if it will not take more than a moment. 

Mr. LODGE. It will take but a moment. 
coming over from yesterday that I introduced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the resolution submitted yester- 
day by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper]. 

The resolution was read and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to uire the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in examining the refund- 
ing claim of the Eastern Railroad Company of the State of Massachusetts, in 
pursuance of the act of Congress approved February 2, 191, to examine and 
report to the Senate the amounts paid as taxes by the said Eastern Railroad 
Company and the Boston and Maine Railroad in excess of the amount legall 
due, under the acts of Congress approved July 1, 182, June 9), 14864, July M4, 
1870, and amendments thereof. 

CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of 
James Frank Allee, chosen by the legislature of the State of 
Delaware a Senator from that State for the unexpired term be- 
ginning March 4, 1901; which were read and ordered to be filed. 

He also presented the credentials of Lewis HetsLer BALL, chosen 
by the legislature of the State of Delaware a Senator from that 
State for the unexpired term beginning March 4, 1899; which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the credentials of Charles W. Ful- 
ton, chosen by the legislature of the State of Oregon a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1903; which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on tht dis ecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17202) making eparoprintions 
for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1904, and for other —— having met, after full and free confer- 
poy a agreed to recommend and dorecommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4,5,7,8,10, 11,14, 
15, 19, 23, 24, 26, 27, 30, 31, 39, 42, 43, 44, 48, 51, 52, 53, 54, 57, 58,59, 63, 76,77, 80, 85, 88, 97, 98, 
99, 107, 109, 116, 117, 120, 123, 126, and 140. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 6, 9,12, 16, 17, 18,20, 21, 22, 25, 28, 29, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 40,41, 
45, 47, 49, 55, 56,61, 62, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 73, 74, 75, 78, 81, 82, 83, 84, 86, 87, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 95, 
96, 100, 101, 102, 108, 104, 105, 106, 118, 121, 122, 125, 129, 1:30, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 138, 
139, 142, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 150, and 151. 

And agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
At the end of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “ dol- 


It is a resolution 


| lars,’ insert the following: “which sum shall be expended in such manner 


and under such plans as will complete in every detail each and every object 
mentioned in this paragraph;* and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘“ $205,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$95,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $30,240; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amendmen WSs: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$45,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. a 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


t as foll 


Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: **; and 
a contract is hereby authorized to be entered into for such machinery, ap- 
pliances, and furniture, complete in every detail, for the operation of said 


mint at a total cost not exceec ing $225,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


| Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same with an smendment as follows: 


Restore the matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
Insert after the word “‘entry,” at the end of said amendment, the following: 
‘**; but this proviso shall not apply to persons embraced in article 3 of the 
treaty with China of 1894; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 71, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 11 of the matter inserted by said amendment, before the word * Pro- 
vided,” insert “*, which sum, including the amount herein appropriated 
shall be paid one-half out of the Treasury of the United States and one-half 
outof the revenuesof the District of Columbia; and after the word ‘“‘same,” 
at the end of said amendment, insert the following: “: Provided further, 


That the trustees of Howard University shall be required to supply all med- 
ical and surgical service without cost to the United States or the District of 
Columbia;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$2%,950;" and at the end of the amended 
paragraph, after the word “available,” insert the following: “, of which sum 
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not exceeding $7,000 may be used for models, but nothing in this a ria- 
tion shall be considered as initiating any change in the east front of the Capi- 
tol vd in any way committing Congress to the same; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$375,000; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘ $1,126,920; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Watertown Arsenal, Watertown, Mass.: For lavatory and water-closet 
for shops, $3,500." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$80;* and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$480;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 112, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$80; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ 5; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$80; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $4,240; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $1,500,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 1 of saidamendment, after the word “for,” insert the words: * pur- 
chase or;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘ For 
one barrack, $55,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate nu~bered 128, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro: insert ‘$640,600; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$4,902,808;"’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 141, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inse by said amendment insert the following: “In 
order to provide for the new examination authorized ah 9of the award 
of the unal of arbitration constituted by treaty of Washington, February 
29, 1892, and made by the arbitrators at Paris August 16, 1893, to be made by 
and under the direction of the Secretary of State, $20,000, to be immediately 
available;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“'Ts enable the President to cooperate through diplomatic channels with 
the Governments of Mexico, China, Japan, and other countries for the pur- 
pose set forth in the message of the President and accompanying notes sub- 
mitted to Congress January 29, 1903, and printed as Senate Document No. 119, 
second session Fifty-seventh Congress, ,000."" 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 149, and agree to the sume with an amendment as follows: 
After the name “ Mrs. Emma Cadwallader Guild” insert the following: “, to 
be placed in the Senate wing of the Capitol;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
W.B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


J.G. CANNON 
J. A. HEMEN WAY, 
THOMAS C. McRAE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had sed 
the bill (S. 4641) for the relief of Benjamin Franklin Hand- 
forth. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigration of aliens into the 
United States. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S. 5118) granting an increase of pension to Adam Stuber. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 15802) for the relief of certain homestead settlers 
in the State of Alabama; and 





A bill (H. R. 16457) to amend section 3394 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to tobacco. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1517) for the relief of Robert Brigham; and 

A bill (H. R. 8186) for the relief of John D,. Chadwick. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of General Lander Post, No. 
5, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lynn, Mass., remonstrating 
against the placing of a stutue of Gen. Robert E. Lee in the 
Capitol building; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present resolutions adopted by the legislature 
of Illinois, favoring the enactment of legislation granting to the 
States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may be 
shipped into their territory from other States. I ask that the 
resolutions may be printed in the Recorp, and referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed in 
the REcorD, as follows: 


Whereas there has passed the House of Representatives of the United 

Sate and is now pending in the Senate of the United States a bill which 

rovides— 

=. SEcTION 1. That all fermented, distilled, or other iutonienting liquors or 
liquids transported into any State or Territory or remaining therein for 
use, consumption, sale, or storage therein shall, upon arrival within the 
boundary of such State or Territory, before and after delivery, be subjected 
to the operationand effect of the laws of such State or Territory enacted in the 
exercise of its police powers, to the same extent and in the same manner as 
though such liquids or mepese had been produced in such State or rT: 
and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced therein in 
original packages or otherwise. 

“Sec. 2. That all corporations and persons engaged in interstate commerce 
shall as to any shipment or transportation of fermented, distilled, or other 
intoxicating liquors or liquids be subject to all laws and police regulations 
with reference to such liquors or a or the shipment or the transporta- 
tion thereof of the State in which the place of destination is situated, and 
shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of such liquors or liquids being in- 
troduced therein in original packages or otherwise.” 

Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Illinois, That the 
members of the United States Senate from the State of Illinois, the Hon. 
SHELBY M. CULLOM and the Hon. WILLIAM E. MAson, be requested to use 
their utmost efforts for the passage of said bill; and be it further 

Resolved, That the clerk of this house be, and is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit without delay to the Hon. SHeLBy M. CULLOM and the Hon. WILLIAM E. 
MASON copies of this resolution. 

B. H. McCANN, 


Acting Clerk of the House. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizensof Chicago, 
Eureka, Wheaton, Quincy, Galena, Prophetstown, Paris, White- 
hall, and Rockford, allin the State of Illinois, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting to the States power to deal with in- 
toxicating liquors which may be shipped into their territory from 
other States; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to promote and foster the merchant marine of the United 
States by the allowance to United States vessels of rebates on 
customs duties and tonnage dues; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Olinda, Cal., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in Government buildings; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 442, of Duns- 


| muir; of Local Union No. 161, of Fresno; of Local Union No. 67, 


of Oakland; of Local Union No. 64, of San Francisco; of Local 
Union No. 171, of San Jose, and of Local Union No. 33, of Sac- 
ramento, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State 
of California, praying for the ge of the so-called 8-hour bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Aberdeen, Seattle, and Olympia, all in the State of Wash- 
ington, praying for the enactment of legislation granting to the 
States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may .be 
shipped into their territory from other States; which ,were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Mound City, Kans., and the petition of 
J. N. Thompson and sundry other citizens of Phillips County, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in Government buildings; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also presented a 
ment of Kansas, Gran 


— of Junction Post, No. 182, Depart- 
Army of the Republic, of Junction City, 
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Kans., pra for the enactment of legislation pains @ pen- 
sion of Sines month to all soldiers who served honorab y in the 
Union Army during the war of the rebellion; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of C. D. Wood and sun other 
citizens of Belpre, Kans., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion granting to the States power to deal with intoxicating liy- 
uors which may be ship into their territory from other States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sun citizens of Ridge- 
wood, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
to the States power to deal with intoxicating liquors which may 
be ship into their territory from other States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Latah 
County, Idaho, remonstrating against the repeal of the desert- 
land law and the commutation clause of the homestead act; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of Custer Post, No. 1, De- 

artmentof Wyoming, Grand Army of the Republic, of Laramie, 

yo., praying for the enactment of legislation granting a service 

pension of $12 to all eligible Union soldiers of the civil war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of S. 8. Dillmar Post, No. 
343, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Toledo, 
Iowa, praying for the ge of a service pension bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of Phil Kearney Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, remonstrating against 
the placing of a statue of Gen. Robert E. Lee in Statuary Hall; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Iowa, praying 
for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 


whom was referred the bill (S. 1472) to ratify an agreement with 


the Yankton Sioux Indians of South Dakota, and making appro- 
priation to carry the same into effect, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. GAMBLE. In connection with the bill just reported by 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES]. I submit the views 
of the minority of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ask that 
they be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Dakota object to the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill? 

Mr. GAMBLE. We would object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar, and the views of the minority will be printed in con- 
nection with the report submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin. 


SALVADOR COSTA AND ESTATE OF WESLEY CRISLER. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the bills (S. 7446) entitled “‘A bill for the relief of Salvador 
Costa” and (S. 1395) “A bill for the relief of Wesley Crisler, deceased,’ now 
pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and 
the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And the 
said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of 
such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


CENTRAL COLLEGE AND OTHER CLAIMS. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the bills (8. 42, S. 96, S. 97, 8. 99, 8. 100, S. 101, S. 102, S. 108. 
8. 107, 8. 100, 8. 119, S. 128, 8. 129, S. 208, 8. 425, S. 687, S. 1064, S. 1071, S. 1072, S, 
1251. 8. 1277, S. 1524, S. 1525, S. 1526, S. 1527, S. 1528, 8. 1529, 8. 1530, S. 1531, S. 1532, 
8. 1583, 8. 1584, S. 15%, S. 1536, S. 1689, S. 1723, S. 1724, S. 1988, S. 2212, S. 2525, S. 
2526, S. 2527, 8. 2685, S. 2778, S. 2774, S. 8141, S. 3149, 8. 3356, S. 3454, S. 3619, S. 3623, 
S. 3695, 5. 4209, S. 4242, S. 4561, S. 4562, S. 5658, S. 5756, S. STITT, S. 5820, S. 5959, S. 
5971, S. 6235, S. 6241, 5. 6248, S. 6265, S. 6410, S. 6599, S. 6660, S. 6707, S. 6780, S. 7276, 
8. 7314, 8. 7360, 8. T7384, and S. 7394) for the relief of Central College, Cumber- 
land University, of Lebanon, Tenn.; Mary Sharp College, of Winchester, 
Tenn.; Baptist Church at Bolivar, Hardeman County, Tenn.; trustees of 

nion University, of Murfreesboro, Tenn.; trustees of McDaniel’s Chapel, 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, at Shell Mound, Marion County, Tenn.; 
Presb terian Church of Loudon County, Tenn.; Cumberland Presbyterian 
Church, at Clifton, Wayne County, Tenn.; Cumberland Lodge, Nashville, 
Tenn., Jackson College, of Columbia, Maury County, Tenn.; board of trustees 
board of trustees of Lagrange Synodical College, of Lagrange, Tenn.; 
Methodist Episcopal Church at Sau sbury, Tenn.; board of trustees of the 
Memphis Conference Female Institute, of Jackson, Tenn.; trustees of the 
Reformed Church of Seerpetars: Washington County, State of Maryland: 
Presbyterian Church of Kossuth, Miss.; University of Kansas; trustees of 
the Primitive Baptist Church of Huntsville, Madison County, Ala.; Oak 
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Bowery Church, of Cherokee County, Ala.; trustees of Gayesville Acad- 
emy, and Methodist Episco Church, of Gayesville, Cherokee County, 
Ala.; Missouri State Luna Asylum No. 1, at Fulton, Mo.; University 
of State of Missouri; trustees of St. Philip’s Church, of Atlanta, Ga.; trus- 
tees of St. Paul’s Protestant Episcopal Church at Norfolk, Va.; trustees of 
the Drummondtown Methodist E pal Church, at Drummondtown, Va.; 
trustees of Abington Protestant P Church, of Gloucester County, 
Va.; Norfolk Seamen's Friend Socie a of Norfolk, Va.; St. James Episcopal 
Church, Accomac, Va.; Shiloh Methodist Church, Fredericksburg, Va.; 
Lewinsville en Church, Bethlehem Church, Makemie svesreenien 
Church, First Baptist Church, Suffolk, Va.; trustees of the Episcopal Church 
at Dinwiddie Court-House, Dinwiddie County, Va.; trustees of Enon Bap- 
tist Church, Chesterfield County, Va.; Methodist Protestant Church, Nor- 
folk Academy, Cumberland ibyterian Church, at Mount Comfort, 
Washingtcn County, Ark.; Prairie ae Church, of Washington 


County, Ark.; vestry of Christ Episcopal Church, of Holly Springs, Miss.; 
Presbyterian Church of Huttonsville, W. Va.; Cumberland terian 
Church of Larkinsville, Ala.; Bolivar Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons, 


of Stevenson, Ala.; Cumberland Ayr bw eg Church of Pleasant Springs 
Ala.; Methodist Episcopal Church of Point Pleasant, W. Va.; trustees of 
Tuscarora Lodge, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Martinsburg, W. 
Va.; trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church at Harpers Ferry, W. Va.; 
Decatur Lodge, No. 52, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Decatur, Ala.; 
trustees of the Centenary Reformed Church, of Winchester, Va.; trustees 
of the Baptist Church of Guyandotte, W. Va.; Baptist Church at Tullahom 
Tenn.; Mount Zion Society, Winnsboro, 8S. C.; trustees of the Cumberlan 
Presbyterian Church of Athens, Limestone County, Ala.; trustees of the 
Presbyterian Church of Woodstock, Shenandoah County, Va.; trustees of the 
Presbyterian Church at Petersburg, W. Va.; St. James Episcopal Church, of, 
Rapides Parish, La.; Catholic Church of Winchester, Va.; Seamen’s Friend 
Society of Wilmington, N. C.; Episcopal Church in Selma, Ala.; trustees of 
Washington Cerne in the State of Tennessee: Plains Lodge, No. 135, Inde- 
ndent Order of Odd Fellows, of East Baton Rouge, La.; Preston Lodge, No. 

7, of Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, of Jonesville, Lee County, Va.; 
Clifton Lodge, No, 173, Free and Accepted Masons; Free and Accepted Order 
of Masons in the town of Keysville, Charlotte County, Va.; trustees of the 
Madison Female Institute; trustees of the Bloomfield Lodge, No. 57, Free 
Ancient and Accepted Masons; Trustees of the Emory Methodist Episco- 
»al Church South, and of the Methodist Episcopal Church, Washington 
District, Baltimore Conference; trustees of the Diocese of East Carolina; 
trustees of the Evangelical Lutheran Church of Strasburg, Va.; Old Thorn- 
tons Gap Baptist Church, in Rappahannock County, Va.; St. George’s Epis- 
copal Church of Pungoteague, Va.; Methodist Episcopal Church (colored), 
corner of Fifth avenue and East Second street, at Rome, Ga.; the Western 
Branch Baptist Church, Virginia; First Presbyterian Church, Dalton, Ga.; 
Plains Lodge, No. 135, Free and Accepted Masons, of East Baton Ronge, La.: 
to refer the claim of the Ursuline Nuns for compensation for the burning of 
their convent at Columbia, S. C., to the Court of Claims, and the trustees of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church South of Brandon, Miss., now pending in 
the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same are 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims in pursuance of the provisions of an 
act entitled ‘““An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Govern- 
ment of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And thesaid court shall 
proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and re- 
port to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


Mr. PETTUS subsequently said: I desire to call the attention 
of the Senator from Wyoming to the resolution which was passed 
a moment ago at his request. A number of claims named are 
referred to the Court of Claims, but the Court of Claims is not 
directed to take jurisdiction of them, and as to some of them I 
doubt very much whether the Court of Claims has jurisdiction. 

Mr. WARREN. We propose to send those claims to the Court 
of Claims under the Tucker Act. The resolution proposing to 
take them there isin the usual form. It is precisely, word for 
word, the form we have used for other claims bills sent to that 
court, and upon which they have rendered findings. 

Mr. HOAR. The general law gives them jurisdiction over such 
claims as are referred to them by either House of Congress. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. For a finding of fact. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution reported by Mr. Piatt of New York, from the 
Committee on Printing,on the 28th ultimo, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it is hereby, directed to 
prepare and have issued a special edition of the Congressional! Directory for 
the use of the special session of the Senate, should one be called, and that 
said edition be ready on the first Gar of the session, and that the same com- 
pensation be allowed for the compiling and editing of said edition as is au- 


thorized by law for the regular edition, the same to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


MESSENGER TO COMMITTEE. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution reported by Mr. Burton, from the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, on the 26th ul- 
timo, reported it without amendment; and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection 
of Game be, and is hereby, authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate,at the rate of $1,440 per annum until 
otherwise provided by law. 


BENJAMIN N. BOND. 


On motion of Mr. FOSTER of Washington, it was 


Ordered, That the qeeere accompanying Senate bill 6731; granting an in- 
njamin N. Bond, be withdrawn from the files of the 


crease of pension to 
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Senate and returned to the beneficiary, no adverse report having been made 
ereon. 


HOME FOR AGED AND INFIRM COLORED PEOPLE, 
On motion of Mr. QUARLES, it was 


Ordered, That J. L. White be authorized to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate a certain petition relating to the establishment of a home for aged 
and infirm colored persons, peo to the Senate on January 22, 1908, in 
connection with the bill H. R. 16567, no adverse report having been made 


thereon. 
WILLIAM JOHNSTON, 
On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers accompanying the bill (8.2545) granting a pen- 
sion to William Johnston be withdrawn from the files of the te ont trans- 
mitted to the beneficiary, no adverse report having been made thereon, 


WILLIAM H. ZOMBRO, 
On motion of Mr. FORAKER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers accompanying Ge bill S. 2019, first session Fifty- 
seventh Congress, granting a pension to William H. Zombro, be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate, there having been no adverse report on said bill. 


THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
On motion of Mr. LODGE, it was 
Ordered, That 1,000 copies of Senate Document No. 186, Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, second session, be printed for the use of the War Department. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 2d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3560) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to promote 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compel- 
ling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equi 
their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes an 
their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved March 2, 1895, and amended April 1, 1896; and 

An act (S. 6139) amending the civil code of Alaska, providing 
for the organization of private corporations, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 5437) to 
authorize the settlement of the accounts of officers of the Army. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mi. BAILEY. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
I may be relieved from service upon the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and that the Senator from Montana [Mr. CLarRK] may 
be substituted in my place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that he be relieved from further service upon 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and that the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. CLarkK] be appointed to his place. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 


the Committee on Enrolled Bills in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 12199) | 
“to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States” are hereby 
authorized and directed to correct the cross references by sections in said bill 
made necessary by the changed numbering of sections thereof, namely: 
Page 3, lines 2 and 3, strike out “ thirty-three’ and insert “thirty-two.” 
Page 6, line 23, strike out “five” and insert “four.” 


Page &, line 5, strike out “ five” and insert “four.” 

Page 8, line 4, strike out ‘six *’ and insert “five.” 

Page 9, line 4, strike out “six” and insert “ five.” 

Page 13, line 7, strike out “thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen” and insert 
“twelve, thirteen, and fourteen.” 

Page 13, line 14, strike out “thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen” and insert 
“twelve, thirteen, and fourteen.” 

Page 16, line 13, strike out “five and six’ and insert “ four and five.” 

Page 16, line 17, strike out ‘‘eighteen” and insert “seventeen,” 

Page 17, line 21, strike out “twenty-one” and insert “ twenty.” 

Page 18, line 5, strike out “twenty ” and insert “nineteen.” 


SETTLERS ON WISCONSIN CENTRAL RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 
Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to uest the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 11572) for the relief of cer- 
tain settlers upon Wisconsin Central Railroad and The Dalles military road 
land grants. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed at the Government Printing Office 2,000 
additional of the annual report of the Commissioner-General of Immi- 
tion for the fiscal _— ended June 30, 1902, with illustrations, said copies 

0 be delivered to the u of Immigration for distribution. 


BENJAMIN FRANKLIN HANDFORTH. 


The PRESIDENT od tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House o 
ief of Benjamin Franklin Handforth. 


Representatives to the bill (S. 4641) for the | consideration.”” Thereupon the Chair puts the qu 


The amendment of the House of Representatives was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the President is hereby authorized toappointa retiring board, which 
shall have power, notwithstanding the record and sentence of court-martial, 

ted December 7, 1887, to review the case of former Lieut. Benjamin F. 
Handforth, from h masa cadet at the ee Ao to the 
date of his dismissal from the Army, with the view of determining whether 
his present insanity existed at the time of such dismissal or is due or trace- 
able to service origin. The board l have power also to take into consid- 
eration the facts and circumstances of his present insanity in whatever bear- 
ing they ma ey have upon the subject of inquiry. In the event 
said board shall find that said insanity existed at the time of such dismissal 
or is due or traceable to service origin, the President is authorized to nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint the 
said Benjamin Franklin Handforth to the rank in the Army held b him at 
the date of his dismissal, and to retire him with such rank, the retired list 
being increased in number to that extent. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Jersey whether this officer was court-martialed? 

Mr. DRYDEN. He was court-martialed, and he was insane be- 
fore he was court-martialed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was the question of insanity one of the mat- 
ters of defense before the court? 

Mr. DRYDEN. Ithink not; but at any rate it is proposed to 
have a board appointed by the President of the United States to 
review thecase. This officer is confined now in an insane asylum, 
and it is a case where every instinct of humanity calls for relief 
from the stigma which has been placed upon him. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not antagonizing the proposition. I 
merely wished to know whether the defense of insanity was in- 
terposed before the court. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I can not say whether that was done or not. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
moves that the Senate concur in the amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HOAR. Inow call up the conference report on the bill 
(S. 8653) for the protection of the President of the United States, 
and for other ——. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report is be- 
fore the Senate. It has been read in full. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, I will read the 
rule. It is Rule XXVII: 


The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be in 
order, except when the Journal is being read or a question of order or a mo- 
tion to adjourn is pending, or while the Senate is dividing; and when re- 
ceived, the question of pi ing to the consideration of the report, if 
raised, shall be immediately put, and shall be determined without debate. 

No Senator has a right to call it up. It can only be done by a 
vote of the Senate. The Senator has the right at any time he sees 
proper to present the report, it matters not what proceeding is 


being had by the Senate, except a motion to adjourn or a question 


_ of order, or when the Senate is dividing, but as to whether it shall 


be taken up or not is a question for the Senate to decide. I have 
not heard any motion made by the Senator from Massachusetts 
to take up the conference report, at least there has been no mo- 
tion put to the Senate, so far as I have heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair differs from the 
Senator from Mississippi very decidedly. A conference report is 
authorized to be submitted as a privileged report, and the Chair 
holds that that privilege extends to that report until the question 
of consideration has been raised and determined. Theconference 
report is before the Senate. The question of consideration can 
be raised if the Senator desires to raise it. 

Mr. TELLER. How are we to raise it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is raised by moving to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the report. 

Mr. TELLER. The Chair asserts that it is in order and that 
it is before the Senate. Must we move to displace it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion—— 

Mr. HOAR. May I make one statement, that I think will sat- 
isfy my friend from Colorado? 

Mr. LLER. I will hear what the Senator wishes to say. 

Mr. HOAR. In the tice of the two Houses, as I understand 
it, the question is raised by some member rising and saying, ‘‘I raise 
the question of consideration.’”’ As I understand it, if I may say 
further, aconference report is always in order, with the exceptions 
just read. You may take a Senator off his feet in the middle of 


aspeech. That has been repeatedly settled in the House of Rep- 

resentatives, and I presume the rule is the same here, although I 
have never known it done. 

This conference report has been presented and read, and when 

it iscalled up a Senator may rise and say, ‘‘I raise the question of 

oh. 3m to the 

Senate whether the report shall now be considered. If the Senate 








1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2957 





determines not to consider it, it goes back to the table until it is 
called me see. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not—— ; 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Will the Senator from Col- 
orado yield to me for just a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. HOAR. It therefore does not at all put the Senate in the 
power of the man who has the report in charge. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I have always understood 
that the question of consideration of a conference report is raised 
just like the question of consideration of any other measure that 
is proposed to be brought before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. When a Senator wants to 
raise the question of the consideration of a bill he moves to take 
up the bill, or he asks for its consideration, and that raises the 
question of the consideration of the bill. Now, if a Senator de- 
sires to raise the question of the consideration of a conference re- 
port, it is raised by a motion to consider it or a request for unani- 
mous consent to consider it, but he who wants to have the — 
considered is the one to raise the question, and that is raised by 
a motion to consider it or by a request for unanimous consent for 
its consideration, just as in the case of any other measure brought 
before the Senate. It is not raised by one objection to it any 
more than the question of the consideration of a bill is raised by 
the objection of a Senator. No question of the consideration of 
a bill can be raised by an objection. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be allowed—— 

Mr. TELLER. J have the floor, but I yield to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. I will hear what he has 
to say. 

Mr. HOAR, After about thirty-four years’ experience here I 
have had occasion again and again to inquire into this particular 
matter. I think I shall be confirmed by every experienced 
Senator here in saying that the Senator is in error in his idea 
as to the mode of raising the question. But it all comes to the 
same thing. A conference report is privileged. The privilege 
that it has is that it may break right into anything else that is 
going on, a speech, or the consideration of any measure. It may 
break in when you can not make a motion to take up a measure, 
when a Senator is on the floor. When that is done by a Senator, 
the Senate is not delivered hand and foot over to it, because any 
Senator can raise the question of consideration. Then that ques- 
tion is put, and, without debate, the Senate settles the matter for 
itself. That is the way I understand the rule, and I think there is 
not any doubt about it. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Will the Senator yield to me 
for just a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. The presentation of reports of 
committees of conference is a privileged matter, but there is noth- 
ingin the rule which makes the consideration of such a report 
privileged. The presentation of it may be made at any time, ex- 
cept when there is a question of order or a motion to adjourn 
pending, or when the Senate is dividing, but after it is presented 
it must await its time for consideration, or he who presents it or 
any other Senator may move to have it considered. Then that 
raises the question of consideration, and that question is put to 
the Senate and decided without debate. No other reasonable con- 
struction, I am constrained to believe, could be put upon the rule 
which I have read. 

a HOAR. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me once 
more 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not going to try to force this thing on a re- 
luctant Senate. I know very well that I could not doit if I would, 
and I would not do it if I could. The matter stands in this way. 
It was thoroughly discussed in committee, if ever anything was 
discussed there. It was thoroughly debated in the Senate. It 
was passed by a large majority; and the House has made amend- 
ments in the line of the opinion of the minority, to which the 
Senate conferees have yielded. 

Under those circumstances ordinarily there would not be any 
further debate. But every Senator will consider for himself 
whether the circumstances of this case make further debate his 
duty. Ican not meddle with that. If it be disclosed that a large 
number of Senators do not want to go on and settle this question 
arn Iam not going to undertake to press it. That is the whole 
of it. 

Mr. TELLER. My inquiry, addressed to the Chair, will not be 
taken as an act of hostility to this measure. I understood from 
the statement of the Chair that the presentation of a conference 
report put it in the power of the Senator presenting it to practi- 


cally control the legislation of thisbody. Thatitisalwaysin order 
to submit a conference report nobody denies, but when it is sub- 
mitted it has no such character as I understood the Chair to indi- 
= by his reply to some Senator who asked about it being in 
order. 

I do not think that I differ very materially with the Senator 
from Massachusetts as to what has been the practice here. I 
doubt whether that is strictly within the rule. It has been the 
practice to allow a conference report to come up, and unless it 
was a case involving a good deal of controversy to proceed with- 
out much question. But I do not wish to allow it to go unchal- 
lenged that it is the right of the Senator who submitted it to call 
it up to the displacement of everything else. There is a good 
reason why a conference report, which is the act of the two bodies, 
should be presented in the way which has been suggested under 
the rule; but there is no reason why a conference report should 
be endowed with such attributes and privileges that under the 
control of one Senator it can be put before the Senate whether 
the Senate wanted it or not. 

As I understand the ruling of the Chair, it is that a conference 
report is privileged. That everyone knows, because the rule can 
not be misunderstood. Then if there is any objection to it the 
Senate must determine the question whether it shall be proceeded 
with or not. Itis only like any other proposition, it must com- 
mand a majority of the Senate or it is not before the Senate. If 
that is the a I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair never intimated 
anything different from that. Asa matter of course the major- 
ity can determine whether or not to consider the report, as it can 
determine in regard to the consideration of any other question. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not say that the Chair did so rule, but I 
think any Senator would have drawn the inference from the 
statement that it was before the Senate that the rule was as I 
think it is not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks ordinarily 
that any Senator would probably, if he did not wish a report consid- 
ered, make eu objection, and then the Senator having it in charge 
would move to proceed to its consideration, and that question 
would be determined without debate. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that is correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning 
business? 

Mr. HOAR. Is not the conference report before the Senate? 
No one has objected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the 
Senator from Massachusetts to say that he did not press it now. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I said that if a considerable number of the 
Senate did not desire it to go on, I would not insist upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report is be- 
fore the Senate, and the question is on agreeing to it. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please preserve 
order. There is too much conversation in the Chamber. There 
| is a continuous buzz. 
| Mr.BACON. I begpardon for stating that I am suffering with 
| a slight throat affection to-day, and it is very difficult for me to 

speak when there is noise in the Chamber. I desire to be heard 
|if possible, and in the effort to be heard when there is noise of 
| course my trouble is increased. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me just a 
moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. In the last days of every session I suppose we 
have the same trouble. I wish to call the attention of Senators 
to one evil that has got to be very common in the Senate. Not 
only now, but a good deal of the time during the days when we 
are not pressed as we are now, Senators will have their clerks 
| come in and consult them in a loud tone, speaking, perhaps, in front 














of a Senator who is making a speech. I have seen that done re- 
| peatedly in a tone as audible as that in which such business would 
| be conducted in a committee room. 

Now, Mr. President, in addition to that, on the back row here 
there will be from two or three to a dozen gentlemen standing 
up and discussing various questions in a public manner. Al- 
though they do not have the attention of the Chair they are 
speaking usually about as loud as the Senator who is speaking, 
and sometimes a good deal louder than some of our Senators 
speak. Senators will confer with each other, sometimes four or 
five together, in the same way. 

Now, I want to suggest that the cloakroom is exceedingly con- 
venient. If Senators must talk they can step into the cloakroom 
and say what they wish to say out of the hearing of those who do 
not care to listen to it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Perhaps the Senator from 


Colorado will allow the Chair to say that a very short time ago 
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he issued a letter calling the attention of Senators’ clerks who 
converse with Senators to that practice and undertook to prevent 
it by that letter. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I want to say that I am not 
criticising the Chair. If I have any criticism of the Chair it is 
only this: If I were the Presiding Officer, which I never have been 
and never expect to be, when three or four Senators got to making 
so much noise as to disturb other Senators I should ask the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to quietly ask them to refrain from doing so. If 
they took offense at that, I should let them take offense. I am 
sure I have committed that indiscretion myself frequently, but I 
shall not object if the Chair sends the Sergeant-at-Arms to me at 
any time, and he taps me on the shoulder and says, ‘‘ Speak lower 
or go into the cloakroom.’’ [Laughter.] 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I can not agree with the state- 
ment of facts as made by the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I do not think that this conference report 
can be said to be before the Senate in the same light and under 
the same circumstances as those in which conference reports are 
usually found. This is not a case where the Senate has carefully 
considered a proposition or a bill and where the House has also con- 
sidered the same bill, and where with minor differences between 
them there has been a conference committee, which after consid- 
eration have agreed among themselves and each presented that 
agreement to either House, in which there has been a surrender 
of one minor difference on the part of one House, and a corre- 
sponding surrender, if you please, of another minor difference on 
the part of the other House, in order that the legislative minds of 
the two bodies may be considered together. 

This is not that case, and I assert, Mr. President, and am pre- 
pared to prove by the record, that the bill which is brought in here 
as the result of a conference committee’s deliberation, which is 
sought to be passed as a conference report, is a bill which had 
never been read in the Senate until it was read as the report of 
the conference committee. 

It is a bill most far-reaching in its character, one, in the opinion 
of many of us, absolutely subversive of the fundamental princi- 
ples upon which this Government is founded. Yet I assert, and 
repeat the proposition, that the bill thus sought to be presented 
to the Senate and action demanded upon it as a conference report 


had been read from that desk until it was read as the report of 
the conference committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I suppose the effect of the re- 
port is to adopt the House bill, then? I suppose this bill—— 

Mr. BACON. Iam coming to that. I will state the facts as I 
understand them. If I amin error, of course here arethe bills in 
print. I can not misrepresent them. 

That is not all, Mr. President. Not only was the provision just 
now sought to be passed as the result of a conference report when 
it was never read in the Senate and never discussed in the Senate, 
but it is a bill which was never considered or discussed by the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate. And whenI come to a more 
detailed statement of the facts I will show how that occurred. 

One bill, Mr. President, was passed by the Senate after elabo- 
rate discussion. Another bill, purporting to be on the same sub- 
ject, and, in fact, on the same subject, was passed in the House, 
but the two bills differed most radically and materially, not only 
as to details, but in great fundamental provisions. 

Mr. President, as I said, the Senate discussed and passed a bill 
upon this subject. That bill was sent to the other House. There 
was then pending in that House a bill upon the same subject, but 
one radically differing from the Senate bill. 
bill came up for consideration the House acted upon it by strik- 
ing out all after the enacting clause and substituting of the Senate 
bill not one word or letter except the title of the bill and the en- 
acting clause. The other House then sent to the Senate what 
purported to be an amended Senate bill, but one which. as I have 
stated, in fact was an entirely new and independent bill, contain- 
ing not a line or a letter of the Senate bill except the title and the 
enacting clause. 

I will repeat, Mr. President, not only was that so, not only did 
it differ in language, but it differed upon the most fundamental 
propositions contained in the subject. It differed upon the very 

ropositions which lie at the base of the whole question. The 
ona took a position which had been laughed to scorn in this 
Senate, and sent their bill to us, embodying what the Senate had 
refused to enact or to even recognize. 

On the contrary, the Senate in its bill had distinctly condemned 
the propositions contained in the House bill. There could not 
have been two bills more diametrically opposed in principle than 
were those two bills upon the vital point in each, although they 
related to the same subject and professed to seek to accomplish 
the same end. When the other House sent the Senate bill back, 
it was not the Senate bill ee in title and the enacting clause, 
although it had the number of the Senate bill. It came in here 
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and was referred to the Judiciary Committee without being read. 
I was under the impression, and my recollection is, that the bill 
was not even read in the Committee on the Judiciary, but I am 
informed by Senators, who are members of that committee with 
myself, that I am in error as to that, and in deference to them I 
concede that my recollection is at fault in that regard. 

I concede the fact, in deference to the recollection of other Sen- 
ators, that the bill was read in the Committee on the Judiciary. 
I can not, however, be mistaken about this fact, that it was never 
considered in the Judiciary Committee. On the contrary, I my- 
self sought to have it considered; I insisted that it was the duty 
of the committee to take up that bill, and to consider it section 
by section, and see whether or not we would agree to any part of 
it, or whether we would reject the whole of it, or whether we 
would amend any part of it. . 

I can not possibly be mistaken about that fact. Nor can I be 
mistaken about the fact that the committee refused to consider 
that bill; absolutely refused to discuss it or to consider it in com- 
mittee, and said that it should go toa conference, and let the 
conference decide upon the bill. 

Am [in error, under this recitation of facts, in the statement 
that this professed report of a conference committee does not 
stand on the floor of the Senate in the same light and under the 
same circumstances in which our conference reports are usually 
found? Why is it that conference reports are given this great 
advantage when they come before the Senate? Why is it that 
they are privileged? Why is it that they are laid before the Sen- 
ate at any time without a vote of the Senate being called for? It 
is based upon the fundamental idea that they contain matter 
which has already been considered by the Senate, that there has 
been debate in the Senate, that the same thing has been consid- 
ered by the House, and that this conference report is simply a 
machinery by which the legislative minds of the two Houses can 
be brought in accord to reconcile differences. 

For this reason conference reports are given this great advan- 
tage. Is it possible that it was ever contemplated that a confer- 
ence report should present a substantially new proposition to the 
Senate which had never been considered by the Senate, and had 


never been considered by a committee of the Senate, and that a 
Senator would have a right to call it up for action in the Senate 
not only had never been considered in this Chamber, but it never | 


| 
| 





’ 


| 


even before the morning business has been called for?, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator states—in which I 
think he is quite inaccurate, but let us assume that he is accurate 


| for the purpose of all I wish to say—that a House bill diametric- 
| ally different from the Senate bill came over here as an amend- 


ment to the Senate bill and that it was not considered in the 
committee. Then, after stating that, he goes on with great ear- 
nestness to ask the Senate whether a conference report that has 
got new matter, an altogether new bill in it, ought to stand like 
ordinary conference reports. The fact is that this conference re- 
port is the Senate bill verbatim et literatim, except that it omits 
the matter about anarchists, which I understand the Senator 
favors; which the Senate, I understand, unanimously favors and 
which it has just passed in the immigration bill. All the other 


| changes from the Senate bill are changes for which the Senator 


himself contended on the floor. 

Now, it is a fact that as to the rights of conference reports, if 
any such report should have precedence it would be a report ona 
Senate bill where the House has yielded to the Senate, which is 
the case here, except that in certain particulars concessions have 
been made to the views of the minority of theSenate. Thatis the 
whole of it. 
eet BACON. I donotagree with the learned and distinguished 

nator. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will point out the error of a comma 
or a syllable in the statement I have made I should like to hear it 

Mr. BACON. I will take great pleasure in endeavoring to do 
so before I conclude, and I think I shall succeed. 

As 1 was saying at the time of the interruption, is it to be con- 
ceived that what purports to be a conference report, or the re- 

rt of a conference committee, should be given such advantages 
in this Senate that it can be summarily called up even before the 
morning business has been begun and be put upon its passage? 
Just consider it, Mr. President! A bill never read in the Senate, 
except when brought in here as a report of the committee, a bill 
never considered by the law committee of the Senate, although 
it involves one of the gravest propositions of constitutional law, 
and yet a bill which, without a vote of the Senate, can immedi- 
ately after the morning prayer and before the morning business 
is called for be called up to be passed without a word of debate. 
Is it conceivable, Mr. President? And yet I am justified in say- 
ing that that is the presentation to this Senate. 
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The learned Senator says that this bill which is sent here from 
the other House, or rather the bill which was brought here by 
the conference committee, is a Senate bill, and that it contains 
the propositions which the minority contended for when tle bill 
was before the Senate. Well, Mr. President, I shall have to read 
the bill in order to point out in what it differs, and if I can have 
the attention of the learned Senator from Massachusetts, I want 
to point out a very remarkable feature, and I desire to have not 
only the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts, but that 
of other lawyers here. 

Relative to a single feature in this conference report, or rather 
in the bill which is presented by the conference committee—for 
that is what it is—the Senate, and everyone who was here during 
the discussion, will remember this fact: The Senate proceeded 
upon the proposition and the Senate bill was based upon the 
proposition that the act of killing the President of the United 
States, or any one of the Cabinet, or any foreign ambassador, or 
any foreign minister, or the assaulting of either one of those 
officers, was a crime complete in itself without the purpose being 
to commit the crime by reason of the office of the particular offi- 
cer or for the purpose of interfering with the proper discharge 
of his duties. Senators will remember that that was the issue. 

It was contended on the part of some that if the crime was 
committed against one of these officers without reference to the 
fact of his official position, perhaps without even knowing his 
official position—if the crime was committed without reference 
to any purpose to interfere with the functions of government— 
it was a crime against the person and not a crime against the 
Government of the United States. Senators will remember 
how the debate surged around that proposition and how the Sen- 
ate took the firm position that the crime should be complete in 
the absence of any purpose relating to the official character of 
the officer and without any purpose to interfere with his official 
functions. On the contrary, the House of Representatives took 
diametrically the opposite position. The House in their bill care- 
fully limited the act which was condemned to one which was 
against the person on account of his official position or for the 
purpose of interfering with his official duties. I can not now 
elaborate this.difference, although I did do so at length when the 
bill was before the Senate. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the Senate to a most 
remarkable fact. There was a compromise between the Sen- 
ate and the House of Representatives in that regard, but in what 
way? By the Senate adopting the view of the other House? In 
part, yes. By the other House adopting the view of the Senate? 
Again, in part, yes. But not by the compromise and agreement 
in the adoption of a principle upon which they — and upon 
which they could both stand. e section of the bill reported by 
the conference committee is based upon the proposition that the 
crime is complete when committed against one official, although 
the act was not directed against him because of his official char- 
acter, and not committed for the purpose of interfering with or 
hindering him in the discharge of his official duties. 

That was to satisfy the demand of the Senate on this great 
question of fundamental principle. But as to other officials men- 
tioned in other sections of the bill reported by the conference 
committee, the requirement is that the crime shail not be complete 
when committed against the officials mentioned unless the act was 
directed against the official because of his official character or 
committed for the p or with the intent to interfere with or 
hinder him in his official duties. That was to meet the demand 
of the House. In other words, they say in one section, as to cer- 
tain officers the crime shall be complete in the killing of one 
officer or in an assault upon one officer, it makes no difference 
whether the person committing it had any reference to his official 
character or not; it makes no difference whether in the perpetra- 
tion of the crime it was done because he was an official; it makes 
no difference whether in the perpetration of the crime he de- 
signed to interfere in any manner with any official character—that 
is provided in the bill in order to recognize the principle con- 
tended for by the Senate—or any official duty, whereas in the other 
sections of the act with reference to other officers, it is provided 
that the crime is only complete in case it is perpetrated on ac- 
count of their official positions, and in case it is done for the pur- 
pose of interfering with the official functions of the officers; and 
that is provided in the bill in order to recognize the principle 
contended for by the Senate. 

TheSenate and the House are divided and diametrically opposed 
on a question of principle. The conference committee settles the 
dispute by affirming the opinion of the Senate in one section as to 
a matter of vital fundamental legal principle, and then in the 
next section affirming the opinion of the House, which is directly 
to the opposite. 

Is there any lawyer who can possibly defend the propriety of 
mixing in the same statute such contradictory and antagonistic 
provisions? Was there ever such a settlement of a difference be- 
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tween the two Houses on a matter of legal principle? The distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts says that if I would point 
out, as I understood him, any—— 

Mr. HOAR. If I may interrupt the Senator right there, I will 
repeat his statement. He says very truly that the compromise 
report makes the act an offense without the purpose to strike at 
the official in one class of cases; that is, the President of the 
United States, but requires it to be committed on account of the 
quasi official character in regard toan ambassador. That is true, 
but is it not also true that that concession, requiring the act to 
be aimed at the official character of an ambassador, is a conces- 
sion to the Senator’s view and the view for which he and those 
with whom he acted contended in the Senate? 

Mr. BACON. So far as it goes, yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, then, of what is the Senator complain- 
ing? What he considers very extraordinary in the compromise is 
just this; is it not, that there being two classes of officials, for 
both of which he contended a particular principle should apply, 
and a large majority of the Senate having been against it, the 
House have yielded to him in regard to one of them? 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is incorrect; that is not my com- 
plaint. My complaint is that while to this extent the bill is an 
improvement, that as long as the vice remains as to a single pro- 
vision, there is an insuperable obstacle to my consent to the bill. 
Is it any excuse to say that the bill is proper in one part, but that 
it must be taken as a whole because of that, even though it may 
be vicious as to another part; 

Mr. HOAR. My point is not that the Senator should be ex- 
pected to consent to the bill, but the bill has gone through all its 
stages, and the Senate has voted upon it. 

Mr. BACON, This bill never has. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, in this particular. The question is whether 
the Senate now—the Senate who are intrusted by the people of 
this country with the lawmaking power in part—having acted, 
the Senator will consent to accept the bill if it be made, as he 
thinks, a good deal better. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. BACON. I did not understand the last statement of the 
Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. The point between me and my honorable friend 
is that we differ in our views as to the functions and effect of a 
conference committee report. 

Mr. BACON. We certainly do. 

Mr. HOAR. The question was put by the Presiding Officer last 
session: ‘‘ Will you consent to this bill?’’ ‘‘ No,’ replied Mr. 
Bacon, of Georgia, ‘‘I will not because of this objection. I say 
no.”’ Then after a conference it comes over, and the Presiding 
Officer says: ‘‘ Mr. Bacon, of Georgia, will you consent to make 
that bill a good deal better?’’ ‘‘No,’’ says Mr. Bacon. That is 
the whole story. 

Mr. BACON. Well, the Senator does not state the story cor- 
rectly. On the contrary, I have refused to accept that as a cor- 
rect statement of my position. It is directly the opposite. I do 
consent to the bill being made better. This bill might be better 
in one particular; but if it is vicious in another particular, sha?l 
the objection to it be limited to that part which is improved? 
Shall there be no objection to that which is still vicious? Shall 
there be no objection to that which is still fundamentally op: 
posed, as I conceive, to the most valuable and cherished princi 
ples of this Government because, forsooth, in another section 
that objection has been removed? 

Mr. President, the Senator says that the difficulty between him 
and myself is that we differ as to the function of a conference 
report. I thoroughly agree with him in that proposition. The 
idea of the honorable Senator as to the function of a conference 
report is that one bill may be passed in the Senate, that it may 
go to the House, that the House may strike out everything after 
the -enacting clause and substitute another and altogether dif- 
ferent bill, and that it shall come back here and have all the 
rights, the honors, and privileges and preferences of a conference 
report. That is the idea of the honorable Senator as to the func- 
tion of a conference report. That is not my idea, and the Senator 
is correct in saying that we differ in our ideas as to the function 
of a conference report. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not that practically the situation a great 
many times during every session? 

Mr. BACON. It ought never to be the situation. 

Mr. SPOONER. The House passes bills, and we strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert by way of amendment, which 
is a substitute technically, but it is still regarded in modern 
practice as an amendment to the bill upon the subject which 
suits us, 
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Mr. BACON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. We send it back to the House and the House 
disagrees. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. That throws the whole subject into confer- 
ence. 

Mr. BACON. There is nothing that illustrates the evils of 
legislation by conference committees so strongly as the very case 
the Senator has put. 

Mr. SPOONER. But it is the common practice, and has been 
for twenty-five years. 

Mr. BACON. The common practice, but in the large majority 
of instances the substitution of another bill is simply for con- 
venience where there are a number of amendments. It is but 
recasting the bill, practically the same thing, but with some 
differences. But, Mr. President, if I have the time I am going to 
show the radical differences in this bill. 

How does this bill differ from the bill which we passed in the 
Senate? There is agreat part of it as it comes back from thecon- 
ference that has no possible relation or connection either with the 
bill passed by the House or with the bill approved by the Senate. 

It may be, and I believe is, that legislation by conference com- 
mittees is a necessary evil, but itis none the less an evil, anda great 
evil. It is one that I have given very much thought to as to how 
it can be corrected. I confess that I have been unable to arrive 
at any solution of thequestion. But if it isan evil,if it isa neces- 
sary evil, its scope and operation ought to be confined within 
necessary limits, and there ought to be no encouragement to the 
idea that the House may pass one bill and the Senate another bill, 


thata conference committee can get together and make an entirely | 


new bill, and then put it through in a summary manner under 
the privileges accorded to a conference report. 


The distinguished Senator is entirely in error when he seeks to | 


limit the objections to this bill to the particular thing which he 
says has been conceded in part by the House. If it had been con- 


ceded as to all the sections of the bill on this particular branch | 
of the subject by the House, of course, so far as that particular | 
objection was concerned, my mouth would have been closed. If | 
as to all the crimes specified in this bill it had been provided that | 
the crime should only be complete when the act was committed | 


on account of the official position of the officer or because of that 
official position, or with a view and intent to interfere with the 


functions of the office and with the performance of the duties of | 
the office by the officer, then that contention would have been | 


fully met. 


between the Senate and the House. The Senate contended that 
committing the act had in view the official character of the per- 
son assaulted and regardless of the question whether he intended 
in so assaulting hjm to interfere with him in his official duties. 
That is the position of the Senate. The House, on the contrary, 
took the position that the act, if not with reference to the official 
position of the party and if not with reference to his official duties, 
would be a crime against the person only and not a crime against 
the office or officer, and therefore, as this was a bill which sought 
to punish a crime against an officer, the gravamen of the crime 
must be that it was committed against him in his official character 
or for the purpose of interfering with his official functions. 
There was that sharp distinction between the two. The House 
did not yield to the Senate on the subject, nor did the Senate 
yield to the House on the subject. On the contrary, a new bill 
was brought back here, which prescribes that as to some of these 
officers and some of these acts the crime shall be complete, re- 
gardless of the question whether it had any relation to the officer, 


to his official position, or to his official acts, in that way and to | 
that extent adopting the Senate bill, but, on the contrary, pro- | 


viding that as to other officers the crime should not be complete; 
that there should be no crime at all under this bill unless it was 
directed against a man in his official character or against the dis- 
charge of his official duty. 

Here we have this hybrid; and I challenge the distinguished 
Senator, or any other who defends this bill, in all the books of all 
the libraries of all the world to find another statute of the same 
kind—a statute which shall recognize the principle of which I 
have spoken in one section as to one class of officers and in the 
same statute in other sections deny the principle and take exactly 
the opposite position as to the other officers. 
other such example in all the books, I say let one be produced. 

But, Mr. President, that is not all in this bill by a great deal. 
There are fundamental propositions in this bill which go even 
beyond that, but that is | enough. I will, of course, have to 
take up this bill to show the correctness of the contention which 
I am making. because I do not propose to leave it simply upon 
my statement. 
ticular features to which I have alluded. 
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I am going to read the bill and point out the par- 
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Mr. President, if there is one proposition which I thought was 
recognized by all true Americans as a fundamental prdposition 
upon which this Government rested and without the recognition 
of which this would not be the same Government that we always 
have regarded it, that proposition is equality before the law. I 
never expected to see the day when a man in this country could 
look me in the face and say to me that the law regarded him with 
more tender care than it did me. I never expected to see the day 
when I could look any other man in the face and feel the humilia- 
tion of having to admit that the law regarded an offense against 
his person as a greater offense than one against mine. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BACON. ith pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. Does he regard it as a violation of that principle 
to say in legislation that the United States shall care for the pro- 
tection of United States officers and the States care for the 
protection of State officers? Is that inequality before the law? 
That is all this bill does. 

Mr. BACON. I am coming to that. I want to show where 
the logic of this bill points, and I am going to read the bill offered 
by the learned and distinguished Senator himself in this Con- 
gress, extending the provisions of this bill to every officer of the 
United States Government, high and low, big and little; and 
there is no logic which stops short of that. I have here on my 
table, and Iam going to read it before I get through, the bill 
ee by the Senator from Massachusetts himself to that 
effect. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Do I understand the Senator to 
say that he thinks there ought to be no discrimination in the 
punishment for killing a man who does not hold an office and 
that for killing a man who does hold an office? 

Mr. BACON. I certainly do. Possibly the Senator did not 
understand my reply. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BACON. I say I certainly do mean to be so understood, 
if I understood the Senator from Connecticut correctly. The 


| Senator will please give me his question again. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I never yet could see—— 
Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please propound his question 
again, in order that I may be right. I donot know that I exactly 


| understood it. 
But, as I have stated to the Senate, here was this sharp division | 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I never yet could‘ see how the 


| killing of a man who held an office was not the killing of an offi- 
the crime should be complete regardless of whether the person | 


cer, and if it was the killing of an officer, I thought intent would 
be presumed; that it was an intentional killing of an officer; and it 
seems to me the Government could very well protect its officers by 


| putting a different punishment upon an assault on them—of 


course, if it is murder you could only hang the man—but in other 
cases a different punishment than that which would be put upon 
aman for killing an individual who was not an officer. I have 
always thought that. 

Mr. BACON. While I did not hear him very distinctly, I sup- 
pose from what the Senator from Connecticut has just said that 
his inquiry to me was whether I recognized or refused to recog- 
nize the propriety of a statute which would make it a greater 
crime to kill an officer of the Government than to kill a private 
individual. I say I certainly do not recognize the propriety of 
any such law. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does not the Senator recognize a distinction, 
from the national standpoint and national law, between the 
offense of killing Stephen J. Field, an individual, and that of kill- 
ing Stephen J. Field, associate justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, while in the discharge of his duty as such? 

Mr. BACON. Of course, I know what the Senator refers to. 
The decision of the Supreme Court in the Nagle case. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; independent of that. 

Mr. BACON. Whether I recognize that there is any greater 
crime-—"— 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that. 

Mr. BACON. What, then? 

Mr. SPOONER. The question is whether, from the Federal 
standpoint, the standpoint of the United States and the laws of 
Congress for the protection of officers of the United States in 
the discharge of their duty, the Senator does not recognize a dis- 
tinction between the punishment of a man for killing Stephen J. 
Field, an individual, and for the killing of Stephen J. Field, as- 
aoe justice of the United States, while in the discharge of his 
duty? . 

Mr. BACON Idonot. Mr. President, I do not recognize that 
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any man’s life before the law is worth any more than any other 
an’s life. 
wy. SPOONER. The Supreme Court does. 

Mr. BACON. I do not think it does. Do you mean in the 
Nagle case? I do not believe any such doctrine was there an- 
nounced. 

Mr. BURTON. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
interrupt him? : 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 


RIGHTS OF WAY FOR IRRIGATION PURPOSES IN HAWAII. 


Mr. BURTON. I should like to call up the bill which was 
brought up by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] yesterday. 
It has been read, and it will take no time. I desire its consid- 
eration at this time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, the 
title of which will be stated. 

Mr. BURTON. The question is on the substitute. Both the 
bill and the substitute were read. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe bill is not to be read and debated, I shall 
not object. Otherwise I will. I will object to every other 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that this bill‘will be debated to 





some extent, because I myself have some observations to make | 


upon it. 
Mr. LODGE. What is the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Hawaiian ditch bill. 

Mr. LODGE. It will be discussed. 

Mr. FORAKER. May I inquire what bill is being discussed? 

Mr. BURTON. The bill you called up yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Hawaiian ditch bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish the Senator from Kansas had allowed 
me to call it up at a time which would have suited my conven- 
ience. There was some controversy in the Senate yesterday over 
this bill, but I do not think there will be any to-day. 

I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire that I imagine 
his opposition is to the bill as it passed the House. He may not 
be aware that that bill is not before the Senate, but an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that 
if it is the Hawaiian ditch bill I have no interest in it whatever. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is what it is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
the Senator offered a substitute, House bill—— 

Mr. FORAKER. 
a moment to read, and inasmuch as this bill—— 

Mr. HOAR. Iam informed by a Senator that he proposes to 


I thought it was the other bill, for which | 





I have here a letter, which it will take only | 


House bill for the Senate bill on the Calendar. The Senate billis 
Calendar No. 3090. 

Mr. LODGE. What is the bill? 

Mr. PETTUS. A local bill for Alabama. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I will not object to it. 

Mr. PETTUS. There are some homestead settlers there—about 
a hundred of them—who got their homesteads on a railroad land 
grant. 
;, Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator say the bills are identical in 
anguage? 

Mr. PETTUS. They are in substance the same, but not in 
language. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I must object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts objects. The Chair will hold the bill on the table for the 
present. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the conference report 
on the bill (S. 3653) for the protection of the President of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the questions propounded to me 
by the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Connecti- 
cut all go to this point: Should there be laws which would make 
it a greater crime to kill an officer of the Government than to 
kill a private individual? When you boil it all down, that is the 
question: and the questions indicate that in the opinion of the 
Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from Wisconsin our 
statute books should be loaded with laws which should make it 
a greater crime to kill an officer of the Government than to killa 
private citizen. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does theSenator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. While I recognize the right and 
the duty of the Government to protect the life of every citizen, I 
think there is an additional duty on the part of the Government 
to protect its officers, for that is protection of the Government 
itself. 

Mr. BACON. That does not change the proposition I have laid 
down: That the necessary position of the Senators is that the stat- 
ute books should be loaded down—for it would take a vast num- 
ber of statutes if they were made applicable to each officer of the 
Government, unless there should be one general statute applicable 


| to all—with criminal laws making it a greater offense to commit 


debate the Hawaiian ditch bill, and that it will not go through | 


without debate, and I must therefore object. 


Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I | 


think when I read this letter there will not be a Senator in the 
Senate who will make any further opposition to the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Would it not be well for the Senator to see pri- 
vately the Senators who are objecting- 

Mr. FORAKER. I will be glad to 

Mr. HOAR. And renew the request later. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ishould like, if the Senator will allow me, 
to read this letter just now. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me, but I hope he will 
renew his request a little later, because I have been waiting on 
this matter a great while. 

Mr. FORAKER, I will do that, but I want to say to the Sen- 
ator that I did not call up the bill at this time. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
port on this bill had been concluded, and then I expected to call 
up the bill. 








HOMESTEAD SETTLERS IN ALABAMA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 15802) for the relief of certain homestead settlers in the 
State of Alabama. 

Mr. PETTUS. Senate bill 7247 ison the Calendar, No. 3090-—— 

Mr. HOAR, _I object to interfering with the existing order of 
business by anything whatever. If the Senator goes on, there 
will be half a dozen Senators with requests. I can see it in their 
eyes now. 

Mr. PETTUS. I would be very much obliged to the Senator if 
he would observe the rule which he lays down for others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will withdraw the 
House bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Did I understand the Senator from Alabama to 
ask some disposition of the House bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He did. 

Mr. HOAR. What disposition? 

Mr. PETTUS. LI intended to make a motion to substitute the 
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a crime against the person of an officer than against a private 
citizen. 

Mr. HOAR. MaylI ask the Senator whether this bill does pun- 
ish the crime against an officer with any other or greater punish- 
ment within its jurisdiction than it punishes the same crime 
against the private citizen? 

My understanding, if I may say it, is that while the question 
which the Senator puts is an interesting one, it does not arise 


here. This bill does not punish more by a hair's breadth the 


| crime against the official whom the Government protects than it 


| does the crime against a citizen. 


I intended to wait until the conference re- | 


It only says that when the crime 
is against a United States officer within its jurisdiction it shall 
be punished by the United States. That is all. 

Mr. BACON. Nevertheless, that is the proposition, that as to 
private citizens the United States will enact no law, and of course 
can not do so, while as to officials—all officials, because the prin- 
ciple is the same as to the lowest as it is to the highest, differing 
only in degree—that as to all officials of the United States Gov- 
ernment it will enact penalties which, although the acts are com- 
mitted in the same State, in the same place, are greater penalties 
than are enforced by the existing law for the same act against a 


| private individual. 


Nor, Mr. President, does this bill stop there. It makes dis- 
tinctions between officers. It does not stop at distinctions be- 
tween officers of theGovernment. It makes distinctions between 
officers of this Government and the representatives here of for- 
eign governments. It makes distinctions between the representa- 
tives of foreign governments and the citizens of this Government. 

Mr. President, if the Chief Justice of the United States is as- 
saulted in the District of Columbia,it is not so great a crime un- 
der the proposed law as if the same man in the same way assaulted 
a representative of the smallest government on earth whois here— 


| a Central American government or a West Indian government. 


Mr. President, I take that as a radical and insuperable objection 
to this proposed law. Inequality before the law in any particu- 
lar is objectionable. Inequality before the law in any particular 
is absolutely antagonistic to the fundamental principles of this 
tovernment. But inequality before the criminal law above all 
things should never be consented to. Never before have we had 
any suchlaws. Mr. President, as Iwas saying, the logic of this law 
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extends to every officer of the Government. In this particular 
instance it is limited to certain officers of the Government, but 
there is no possible reason which will sustain the law as to one 
officer which will not extend it as to another. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] recognized that 
when this Congress first began, and he introduced a bill which I 
now wish to read to the Senate. This is one of the first bills in- 
troduced in this Congress. It is Senate bill No. 3, and it was 
introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts. The Senate will 
note that at the time the Senator went to the full length which 
the logic of its position necessarily carries him and proposed a 
law which would necessarily extend to every officer of the United 
States. It is Senate bill No. 3, introduced December 4, 1901. I 
believe that was the first day of the session. If not, certainly 
it was in the first week of the session. It is entitled: 

A bill for the protection of the President of the United States, and for other 
purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatany person who shall within the limits of the United 
States, or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, willfully kill or cause 
the death of the President of the United States or any officer thereof, or who 
shall willfully cause the death of the ruler or chief magistrate of any foreign 
country, shall be punished with death. 

The Senate will mark the words. It is not simply the Presi- 
dent of the United States, but ‘‘or any officer thereof.’’ That 
intended to set apart an entirely new class in the United States. 
Every man holding a commission under the United States Gov- 
ernment, however high or however low (and there are several 
hundred thousand of them), were to be set apart and a halo put 
around the hvad of each, and he is to be set loose in the com- 
munity as a superior being, entitled to greater protection under 
the law than any other man who happens to be a private citizen, 
however more worthy that private citizen may happen to be in 
his person or in his character. 

That was in the bill introduced by the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts. I hope he will tell us, when he comes to reply, 
whether he now says that that ought to be the law. Are we to 
have a separate class in this country? Is it to be the fact that 
under the criminal law there are to be two classes—one class com- 
posed of every man who happens to hold any position under the 
Government of the United States, the other class the vast mil- 
lions of our people who are engaged in their own private affairs? 
In the one case it is a misdemeanor to assault the private citizen. 
In the other it is death to assault a man because he happens to 
hold a commission under the United States Government. 

Mr. President, am I wrong in saying that this bill, which goes 
to the fundamentals of our Government, justifies a man here in 
opposing it with all the powers God has given him? Mr. Presi- 
dent, if it ever comes to the time when a man has to feel the hu- 
miliation of which I spoke just now, when he must look in his 


neighbor’s face and recognize the fact that he has not the same | 


rotection under the law that his neighbor has, because, forsooth, 
bis neighbor has a little commission or a big commission under 
the Government, it shall not be said that I gave my consent or 
es yielded any opportunity there was to defeat so iniquitous 
a bill. 

A Senator sitting near me says to me it lays a foundation for 
an aristocracy. Where is there a government on the earth that 
has any such law? I presume that in some autocracies of olden 
times there may have been such laws. There may be still some. 
I do not know, but certainly not among the advanced nations. It 
is no more a crime to kill a peer of England than it is to kill the 
humblest citizen of England. There is no law in France which 
draws a distinction between an assault upon an official and an 
assault upon a private individual: and shall we, in this boasted 
land, be the pioneers in such legislation? 

Mr. President, I do not know whether or not anything I may 
say in this life shall be thought worthy to survive me, but if so, 
I wil! be content if one utterance of mine in this debate on this 
question shall be that by which I shall be remembered; and 
that one utterance is that there should not bein this land one law 
for one man, even though he be the President of the United States, 
and another law for another man, even though he be the lowli- 
est citizen of the Republic. Sir, liberty in its last analysis is 
equality before the law. 

But I am going on now to read this bill, which was introduced 
by the senior Senator from Massachusetts at the beginning of 
this Congress, and I repeat that I hope when he comes to reply, 
if he should see fit to say anything in reply, or deem it worthy of 
reply, he will answer whether or not he stands by this bill, 
whether the senior Senator from Massachusetts will still say, as 
he said in the introduction of this bill, that he thinks there ought 
to be one law for the private citizen and another law for a man 
who happens to hold a Federal commission. 

Now, listen to this, Senatorsin this Chamber! I have read you 
the section of the bill introduced by the learned and distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts, in which he said that anyone who 


shall kill the President of the United States or any officer of the 
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United States shall be punished withdeath. That is bad enough. 
But listen to this. Section 2 of the same bill provides: 


Sxc. 2. That any person who shall within the limits of the United States, 
or any — subject to the jurisdiction thereof, make an attempt on the life 


of the ident of the United States or any officer thereof, or who shall 
make an attempt on the life of the ruler or chief magistrate of any foreign 
country, shall be punished with death. 

And then section 3 is as follows: 

Src. 8. That any person who shall within the limits of the United Sta: 
or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, advise or counsel the killing 
of the President of the United States or any officer thereof, or shall conspire 
to accomplish the same, or who shall advise or counsel the killing of the 
ruler or chief magistrate of wd foreign country, or shall conspire to accom- 
plish the same, shall be punished by imprisonment not exceeding twenty 
years. 

Does the Senator from Massachusetts stand by that? 

Mr. MORGAN. He is standing by it in his report. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator still say, as he said in the bill 
which he introduced on the 4th day of December, 1901, that any 
man who shall commit any assault upon any officer of the Gov- 
ernment shall be punished with death? 

Mr. HOAR. r. President, if I correctly heard what the Sen- 
ator read, he did not read my bill. 

Mr. BACON. Iam reading it. Ihave it in print. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us see. 

Mr. BACON, I will read it again if the Senator desires. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot make the charge. I say as it struck my 
ears. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. If I correctly heard the Senator, he followed the 
precedent of the man who said the words ‘“‘ There is no God”’ 
were in the ry ae leaving out the previous words, ‘‘ The fool 
hath said in his heart.’’ 

Mr. BACON. Iam reading from the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not the Senator, let me ask him, under the im- 
pression that the bill provided that any person who made an at- 
tempt on the life of any officer of the Government should be 
punished by death? 

Mr. BACON. If that is not what it means I do not understand 
the English language. 

Mr. HOAR. Then let me take the bill. 

Mr. BACON. It is in the second section. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. BACON. That is exactly what it says. 

Mr. HOAR. Here is the second section. 

Mr. BACON. Right at the bottom of the page. 

Mr. HOAR. I have it. Now,I should like any Senator who 
listened to what the Senator said this bill contained to just hear 
what it does contain: 

Seco. 2. That any person who shall within the limits of the United States, 
or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, make an attempt on the life 
of the President of the United States or any officer thereof— 

The Senator said ‘* assault.”’ . 

Mr. BACON. I read it verbatim as it is there. 

Mr. HOAR. (Reading)— 
or who shall make an attempt on the life of the ruler or chief magistrate of 
any foreign country, shall be punished with death. 

Mr, BACON, That is right. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said “‘ assault,’’ if I heard him cor- 
rectly, but [presume I did not. 

Mr. BACON. When the Senator gets through I will respond 
to that. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam through. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Now, Mr. President, I read—— 

Mr. HOAR. I stand by that bill word for word. 

Mr. BACON. Now I have the Senator's position. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator read that section again? 

Mr. BACON. I will in a second. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. Iwill yield ina moment. The Senator by direct 
charge, not by implication, attributes to me a.desire to pervert 
these words. 

Mr.HOAR. Notinthe least. I said if I heard the Senator cor- 
' rectly he said so and so. Hedid notchangeitthen. I said again 
mo I did not believe that I could have heard him correctly, and 
| I do’not. 

Mr. BACON. NowI want to repeat exactly what I said before. 
I read this section word for word. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator read it again? 

Mr. HOAR. Read it again. ; 

Mr. BACON (reading): 

Src, 2. That any person who shall within the limits of the United States, 


or any place subj to the jurisdiction thereof, make an attempt on the life 
| of the President of the United States or any officer thereof, or who shall 





| make an attempt on the life of the ruler or chief magistrate of any foreign 
| country, shall be punished with death. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is that in the present bill? 
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Mr. BACON. No; but I say that bill is a logical sequence of 
the present bill—that it is a bill introduced into this Congress by 
the Senator from Massachusetts—and there is not a single princi- 


le to justify the present bill that would not also justify the bill 
F am now reading. : 

Now,I am replying to the suggestion of the Senator that I was 
endeavoring to mislead the Senate as to his words. I read that 
sentence verbatim, as I had just read it. In commenting on it I 
did use the word “ assault.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. But, in connection with that, everybody would 
know what assault I meant—an assault with intent to kill—be- 
cause I had just read the sentence. What else could I mean, in 
speaking of an assault, except an assault provided for there? 
Necessarily no Senator could have been misled by me in that 
regard. If I had attempted—— 

Mr. HOAR. I accept cheerfully the Senator’s statement of 
his purpose. The Senator will not for a moment think that I 
would wish to make any imputation on his fairness? 

Mr. BACON. I trust not. 

Mr. HOAR. But I must say that when the Senator, reading a 
piece of print, goes on to say that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts undertakes to make an assault on a United States officer 

unishable with death, I do not think he was very cautious in 
fis language; and I think the persons who heard that would be 
very likely to understand that he meant literally what he stated. 
I accept his disclaimer, of course. 

Mr. BACON. The word “assault”? in that connection could 
only refer to the particular kind of assault that was contained in 
the section which I had just read in the same breath. 

Mr. HOAR. But we do not always listen to the reading of 
print. What the Senator said was that I undertook to make an 
assault on a United States officer punishable with death, and he 
says everybody must have understood what he meant because a 
little before he had read the language of the bill. Now, I think 
the Senator was very careless, very careless. 

Mr. BACON. Iam sorry that I have to differ from the Sen- 
ator in that regard, as I am to differ from himinany other. The 
Senator is a lawyer and has argued very many more cases, I pre- 
sume, than I ever did. Most of those whom I address are law- 
yers. Any lawyer would know that when I read the sentence in 
which the words occurred ‘“‘make an attempt on the life of the 
President,’’ and then, in commenting on that very section, spoke 
of it as an assault, that I meant only an assault with intent to 
kill. Icould not have intended that anybody should understand 
anything else, and I do not think there is any carelessness in it. 

But, Mr. President, that is splitting hairs. I come back to the 
proposition, conceding it fully to be an assault with intent to kill, 
is it a correct proposition that in this country there should be a 
class of men from the highest to the lowest man against each one 
of whom there shall be the death penalty imposed in the case of 
an assault with intent to kill, whereas in all jurisdiction in this 
country such acrime is only punishable as a felony, subject to 
imprisonment? 

Now, there are some who contend, and with great force and logic, 


killing; that the intent at last isthe crime. But whether that is 
a correct view or not, it is not the view taken by the law, and 


never has been. It is true the time was when a good many things | 


which are now felonies, punishable by imprisonment, were pun- 
ished by death, in the same way that very much graver crimes 
were at the same time punished with death. But that was not 
because the law regarded the minor offense equal to the other, 
but because it regarded the minor offense as one entitled to death, 
and no greater penalty could be imposed for the greater offense. 

So it is that in this day, at least in all civilized countries, so far 
as I know, certainly in all the countries in which there are any 


systems of a jurisprudence corresponding with anything we have | 


in this country, there is a distinction under the law between the 
man who attempts to commit a crime and the man who commits 

a Whether right or wrong, the distinction exists in this coun- 
ry. 

So when it is proposed, or has been proposed, or shall in the 
future be proposed, to enact a law which will say that as to all 
the officials of the Government, from a mail carrier up, an as- 
sault with intent to kill shall be punished with death, aside from 
the fact that you have passed a law as to what does not exist un- 
der the criminal jurisdiction as an offense against the individual 
or by a private citizen, you have a law, as I said, aside from that 
in which there is a cistinction of class, class under the criminal 
law. not simply class before the civil law; class under the crimi- 
nal law by which one man walks abroad, covered by a panoply, 
and another man waiks abroad without any protection. And not 
only so. but there is to be a distinction under the criminal law 
in which the perpetrator of the crime who assaults one man is a 
greater criminal than if he assaults another man. I recognize no 





| the same equipment, the same adroitness he has there. 


such distinction, Mr. President, and I will never give my consent 
to such a law. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there such a proposition before us? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly there is in this very bill, not to the 
same extent, but this very bill selects certain officers. 

Mr. SPOONER. But they are the officers who are to succeed 
to the Presidency in a contingency. 

Mr. BACON. Not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, so far as national officers are concerned. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; that may be, but that is not the 
point I amon. The question the learned Senator asked me, while 
an entirely pertinent one tothe general subject, and he very sel- 
dom asks any other question but one that goes directly to the 
point, is not the one I am discussing. I suppose his attention was 
diverted. That is not the particular point I am on now, which is 
as to the principle upon which this law rests and the proposition 
that the logical extension of that principle is not limited to these 
officers, but embraces every officer under the Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I think there 
is a distinction. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; in degree. 

Mr. SPOONER. It seems to be an obvious principle in politics 
in the proposition to safeguard the country against an inter- 
regnum, so to speak, in the Presidential office and the punishment 
for assaults upon the great army of employees. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; in a degree the Senator is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think this bill is, as the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts says, so far as the first and second sections go, a con- 
cession upon the part of the House, and a very large one, to the 
Senate. 

Mr. BACON. But it is not so as to all the sections. The con- 
cession of principle—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I am speaking now of the punishment pro- 
vided for the murder of the President, Vice-President, or the 
officers who by law would succeed to the position. 

Mr. BACON. Does not the Senator recognize that he is taking 
me off my line of thought? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I thought I was on the Senator’s line of 
thought. 

When this bill passed the Senate the Senator objected to it 
upon the ground that aman might be punished in an unusual 
way for assaulting or for killing a Cabinet officer, one who, under 
the law, would succeed to the Presidency in a certain contin- 
gency, when his grievance was a private one and when the offi- 
cial was not involved in the discharge of official duty. I did not 
like that provision in the bill. I have not myself liked the Presi- 
dential succession law altogether. But the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts in this conference bill has guarded against that objection 
absolutely, I think. Will the Senator allow mea moment further? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER (reading): 

Sec. 2. That any person who shall, within the limits of the United States 
or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, willfully and maliciously kill 
or cause the death of any officer of the United States entitled under the Con- 
stitution and laws thereof to act as President in case of the removal, death, 


. ) VOT e | resignation, or inability of both the President and Vice-President while he is 
that assault with intent to kill is as great a crime as the actual | 


engaged in the performance of his official duties, or because of his official 
duties or character, or because of his official acts or omissions, or who by so 
killing such official shall cause such a vacancy in the office by him held ata 
time when, by the Constitution and laws of the United States, it would _be 
the duty of the person holding such office to act as President, shall suffer 
death. 

If the President should be killed, and the Secretary of State be- 
fore he could take the oath of office, he being then entitled to 
discharge the duties of that office under the Constitution and 
laws, should be assassinated, that would fall within the last pro- 
vision, it seems to me. 

Mr. BACON. If we were at the bar trying a case, I do not know 
any more dangerous antagonist that I would recognize than the 
Senator from Wisconsin; and the Senator brings to this forum 
I do not 
know of anything which is more calculated to throw some less ex- 


| perienced antagonist off his guard than when he is on a particu- 


lar line of thought to have an interruption directing his attention 
to an entirely different proposition, thereby diverting him from 
what he was then pursuing, and probably taking him at an unex- 
pected and unprepared moment on another proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I know of no 
1 an anywhere less liable to be diverted by an interruption than 
the Senator from Georgia is. If I diverted him I apologize for it. 

Mr. BACON. I am very much obliged to the Senator, and I 
will endeavor to merit his compliment by proceeding on the par- 
ticular line I was pursuing when he interrupted me. I will en- 
deavor at a later stage to take up the particular points that he has 
suggested, and which are entirely pertinent to this discussion. 
The Senator will not misunderstand me as to that. 

I was discussing this proposition. I was trying to show the 
dangerous character of this proposed legislation, that while in 
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this instance it was limited in the proposed bill to the offense 
against the President and against the members of those who were 

called his Cabinet and against foreign ambassadors and foreign 
ministers, the logic of the bill, while it might differ in degree. 
carried the law to all officers of the Government, and that partic- 
ular line of thought was in part suggested, though of course I 
had considered it before, by questions which have been asked me 
by the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRE SIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERK«Ns in the chair). The 
hour of 1 o'clock having arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 7301) to further provide for the 
safe-keeping of public moneys, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 
What has become of the pending matter? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will please state his point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the order before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order, the unfin- 
ished business is before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think that the unfinished business dis- 
places the conference report. 

The Fane OFFICER. The hour of 1 o'clock having 
arrivec 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order that the unfinished 
business does not displace the conference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What disposition will the Sen- 
ator make of the unfinished business? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the Senate proceed with the considera- 
tion of the conference report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask thatthe unfinished business may be laid 
aside temporarily to enable the conference report to be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request is made that the 
unfinished business be temporarily laid aside for the purpose of 
further considering the conference report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or until the Senator from Georgia shall have 
finished his speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Or until the Senator from 
Georgia finishes his remarks. 

Mr. TELLER. I object to its being laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado ob- 
jects to the unfinished business being laid aside. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. I should likethe ruling of the Chairas to whether 
a eee report is displaced by the unfinished business at 1 
O ClOCK, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theregular order of the Senate 
is the unfinished business. If the Senate by a majority vote or 
otherwise decide to lay it aside, that is the olan sasure of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire permission to say that I do not under- | 
stand that that rule applies to conference reports. There is an | 
express rule on the subject which I should like to have read. I 
do not wish to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. McCUMBER. What matter is now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the conference report. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Was I not recognized before the Senator 
from Massachusetts upon this matter, in asking a question? I 





asked it for the purpose of making another motion, and while I | 


am on my feet addressing the Chair I do not think it fair that the 
Senator from Massachusetts should make the motion without be- 
ing recognized by the Chair. 


Mr. HOAR. Iwas on my feet addressing the Chair when the | 


Senator from North Dakota spoke, and I did not yield. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I will leave the matter to the Chair en- | 


tirely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has made certain 
rules for its government. The Chair has no discretion but to en- 
force those rules. The motion before the Senate is, Shall the 
unfinished business be temporarily laid aside for the purpose of 
considering the conference report? 

Mr. HOAR. That was not the motion which I made. 

Mr. LODGE. The motion is to take up the conference report, 
which is not debatable. 

Mr. HOAR. My motion is to take up the conference report. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to know what the motionis. I know 


there has been something going on over there, but I do not know 


what it was. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 


setts moves that the Senate take up the conference report. The | 


uestion is on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
faa the question.] The noes appear to have it. 
HOAR Let us have the yeas and nays. 
Tho yeas and nays were not ordered. 


Mr. HOAR. May I have unanimous consent to make a state- 
ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent to make a statement to the Senate. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I said when this matter was called up that if 
there was any serious desire on the part of any considerable num- 


ber of Senators that it should not be disposed of now I would not 
press it. To that purpose I adhere. I had hoped that when the 
Senator from Georgia had completed his remarks, and possibly 
one or two other Senators had made some brief statements of 
their views, as we might as well have a vote on the measure now 

as at any time, that that would be the desire of the Senate; but I 
do not think within twenty-four hours of our final adjournment 
that I ought to press it if that proposition be not concurred in, 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me just a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Let me call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to one fact. All of this bill, so far as it is prevent- 
ive in its character in the exclusion of anarchists, was by my 
motion put upon the immigration bill as an amendment, and it 
has become a law. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, the anarchist part of it. 

Mr. BACON. That has become a law, which I consider the 
important part of the bill. I have always been in favor of it. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true. 

Mr. BACON. That much has been done by this Congress. I 
confess, so far as I am concerned, the remainder of the bill is 

| vicious to the last degree. While I shall not attempt to use any 

obstructive tactics, I shall have to debate it at length. The bill 

| has never yet been debated in the Senate. 

| Mr. HOAR. That I understand; but the Senate debated the 
bill several days some time ago, and debated the same question. 

M i; BACON. I donot mean that the Senate never debated it 
at all. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to me? 

Mr. HOAR. I want to knowif Senators anywhere on either 
side of the Chamber, if I can find out in some way, are willing to 
| have a vote taken after the Senator from Georgia gets through? 
| If they are not, I shall stop now. 
| Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield to 
| me? 
| Mr. HOAR. [I yield. 
| Mr. TELLER. If I can be accorded for a moment the privi- 
lege given to the Senator from Massachusetts, I want to say that 
| in my judgment this bill is not likely to pass. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I will stop. 


Mr. TELLER. I think there are serious objections to it, and 
I think, if the Senator will realize that, we might as well drop the 
matter now as at any time. 
Mr. HOAR. If my honorable friend will pardon me, I will ex- 
| press my conviction, as near as we can predict such a thing, that 
| it is certain to pass, but not to-day; on the Senator’s intimation I 
suppose he means to-day. 
Mr. TELLER. -I mean to-day. 
Mr, HOAR. Very weil 
Mr. TELLER. Imean this Congress, to-day and to-morrow—— 
Mr. HOAR. Then I withdraw the motion. To-day is the 
| last day. 
Mr. TELLER. Yes. 
Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts withdraws his motion. 


PURE FOOD BILL. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the unfinished business be 
| temporarily laid aside and that the Senate epeneee to the consid- 
eration of House bill 3109, the pure food bi 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 

ator from North Dakota 

| Mr. LODGE. Irisetoa point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
will state his point of order. 
| Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order that a motion can not 
| be made to eT lay aside. That must be granted by 
| unanimous conse’ 
The PRESIDIN' G OFFICER. The point of order is well taken. 
Mr. LODGE. The unfinished business must either be displaced 
| by a motion or temporarily laid aside by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can move to take 

ape bill he desires, but to temporarily lay aside is not in order. 
The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move, then. that the Senate take up House 

bill 3109, known as the pure food bill. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from North Dakota 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 
3109, known as the pure food bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from North Dakota allow 
me to make a statement pending that motion? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It seems tome thatthe bill the Senator asks 
to be heard on is one that it is acknowledged can not possibly pass 
the Senate—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that this 
debate is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the motion of the Senator from North 
Dakota will be voted down. 

Mr. TELLER. If this debate is proceeding by unanimous con- 
sent, what is before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motionof the Senator from 
North Dakota that the Senate take up for consideration the bill 
known as the *‘ pure food bill.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would withhold that just 
long enough to allow me to make an inquiry which I think may 
facilitate the transaction of the business in the Senate and our 
convenience. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know of the Senator who has 
the bill in charge which we have been debating for a day or two 
whether he intends to continue to press that bill or not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I tried to get the Senator from North Dakota 
to yield to me to make a statement in that connection. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will yield to the Senator to make a state- 
ment in that connection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I failed to get his consent. It certainly is not 
my purpose to keep the bill before the Senate at any great length 
or for the purpose of preventing other public business from being 
transacted. After the notices that were served last night pub- 
licly I was satisfied the bill could not pass at this session. I 
should like to keep it before the Senate until I can make, myself, 
a short statement in regard to it and possibly there may be some 
other Senators who will desire to be heard. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say that I should like to make a short 
statement if the bill gets before the Senate, not with a view of 
passing it or defeating it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink the Senatorin charge of the bill should 
be given that much consideration, and I hope no motion will be 
made at this moment to displace it. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent to make a statement. 
I have waited all the morning on account of the Philippine tariff 
bill. In fact, I have waited for many days to call up that bill, 
and I want to make a motion to take it up and bring it before the 
Senate. I wish it to be understood that if any other motion is 
made I shall be forced to antagonize it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARMACK, Does the Senator from Massachusetts make 
that motion now? 

Mr. LODGE. No; the Senator from North Dakota has made 
a motion which cuts me off. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that perhaps it would be better to dispose of the request 


made by the Senator from Rhode Island, which is an exceedingly | 
reasonable one, and I do not know that anyone will object to it, | 


and after that matter is disposed of. 





Mr. LODGE. I do not object to the request of the Senator | 


from Rhode Island at all. I merely wish to say that I shall be 
obliged at the earliest possible moment to move the Philippine 
tariff bill, and therefore, of course, I must oppose the taking up 
of any other bill, 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, I wish to 
make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent to make a statement to the Senate. The 
Chair hears no objection. 


Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Last night, in my liberality, | 


I yielded the fioor several timos, and I yielded it to the Senator from 
Texas just at the time the Senator from Rhode Island had asked 
me a question which I construed to mean a desire on his part that 
I should present to the Senate a dissertation on facts. Iwas pre- 


pared to present them to the Senate, but before I regained the | 


floor the Senate adjourned on the motion of the Senator from 


Rhode Island. I had no opportunity then to present the views I | 


had on the bill, and I want to say that it was not because I was 
aneereneh at all by the question of the Senator from Rhode 
sland. 

Mr. QUAY. I also ask unanimous consent. I venture, Mr. 
President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent to make a stateraent. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. QUAY. I venture in all humility of spirit to make a 
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suggestion which I think will clarify the situation. It is this: 
That at 2 o’clock to-day the Senate shall proceed to vote upon 
what is known as the omnibus statehood bill [laughter], with the 
amendments now pending or then to be offered, and without 
further debate; that after the vote upon the omnibus statehood 
bill is concluded the Senate shall proceed to vote upon the finan- 
cial bill being pushed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] under the same conditions; that afterwards the Senate 
shall proceed to vote upon the conference report submitted by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]; that afterwards 
the Senate shall take up the Philippine tariff bill suggested by 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] and proceed 
to its discussion, and when that is disposed of that the Senate 
shall take up the pure food bill of the Senator from North Dakota. 
That is an order of business which ought to be satisfactory to 
the entire Senate and which would probably occupy the remain- 
der of this session of Congress. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest to 
the Senator from Pennsylvania that he divide his different re- 
quests. 

Mr. QUAY. I trust the Chair will withdraw that suggestion. 
I have heard no objection to the proposition as yet. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator again state his proposition? 
My attention was directed elsewhere for the moment. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I decline to restate the propo- 
sition, ; 

Mr. LODGE. Did it contain the Philippine tariff bill? 

Mr. QUAY. It included the-consideration of that bill. 

Mr. CARMACK. Did it include the Littlefield antitrust bill? 

Mr. QUAY. It did not; but I will add that if the Senator 
desires. I pause, Mr. President, for a reply to my request. I 
hear no objection. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I suppose that proposition is not debatable, 
except by unanimous consent. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not debatable, the Chair 
will say. 

Mr. FORAKER. With the permission of the Senate, I rise to 
express the hope that the proposition made by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will be accepted. I think it will be little short of 
a public calamity if we adjourn without passing some of the 
measures which are involved in that proposition. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio is pro- 
ceeding, as the Chair understands, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam not referring in that connection to the 
statehood bill. I have supported that bill earnestly and with a 
conscientious conviction of duty, and I want to continue to support 
it,and I should be glad to vote for it: but some of the other bills I 
have mentioned, if the Senator heard what I have said. are bills of 
far-reaching consequence to the American peo} [ feel that if 


this Congress shall take a vacation of nine months without acting 
on the Philippine tariff bill, after two messag<s of the President, 
transmitting to us the cable statements from Governor Taft as to 
the conditions in the Philippine Islands, we shall have fallen 


short of a most serious public duty. I can not get the consent 
of my mind, Mr. President, to refuse consideration to such meas- 
ures except under compulsion. 

| Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, do I understand that unanimous 
| consent is given to my request? I shall be glad to have the ques- 
| tion put to the Senate. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi? 

| Mr. FORAKER. I only wish to say another word, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I have asked unanimous consent that I might say it. 
Mr. QUAY. I thought the Seriator had concluded his remarks. 
Mr. FORAKER. Ido not want to speak in or trespass upon 
| the time of another Senator or in violation of the rules. I ask 
unanimous consent to say a word further. 

Mr. McCUMBER. [I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Isnotmy motion pending before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
| North Dakota is before the Senate, and the discussion has been 
continued by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I have not fin- 
ished my remarks, and by unanimous consent I will say another 
word. 

I feel the same way about the Aldrich bill. I know other Sena- 
tors here do not agree with me as to that measure, but if we can 
put them together we can do some business. In advancing this 
proposition we are not asking anybody to vote in any way which 
we particularly may favor, but we are asking that the Senate 
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may haveavote. If they do not want to adopt the omnibus state- 
hood bill, they can vote ‘‘no.”’ If they do not want the Aldrich 
bill passed, they can vote ‘‘no.”’ If they do not want the Philip- 
pine tariff bill to pass, they can vote ‘‘no.’’ But it seeme to me 
the Senate of the United States ought to be able to do business, 
and especially when there is such important business to be done 
as this. 

I want to take advantage of this opportunity to add one other 
word that I did not speak when the subject was under discussion 
before the Senate a few days ago in regard to cloture, and that 
is this: I hope the Senate of the United States will in the early 
future adopt some kind of reasonable cloture rule in order that 
we may have honest, sincere, full, and genuine debate when prop- 
ositions are presented here. 

Mr. TELLER. I rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. TELLER. It is whether a Senator can ask permission for 
the consideration of half a dozen bills at the same time; whether 
he must not ask for their consideration seriatim, and take the 
question, for instance, on the first bill—the statehood bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no limit to any request 
a Senator may make. It depends on Senators whether the request 
can be divided. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, is that an omnibus request? 
[Laughter. ] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the ques- 


tion before the Senate. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, just one word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent to speak, as debate is not in order. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. A few days ago, when the 
President pro tempore was in the chair, he ruled that a request of 
this kind could be divided. I did not then believe that the ruling 
was correct; but if that was the ruling at that time, the rulings 
ought to be uniform; it is now a precedent that is established; 
and there was no appeal from that ruling of the Chair, which was 
made on a request made by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ee , and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH] asked 
that the question be divided, and the Chair did divide the ques- 
tion. The Senator from Pennsylvania will remember that that 
ws ore of the Chairthereon. I ask that this question may 

ivided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Mississippithat every authority upon parliamentary 
law agrees that when a question is subject to division any mem- 
ber of the body can have it divided and have aseparate vote upon 
the various questions. 

Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order now that further de- 
bate is out of order on the a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question is on the motion 
of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBrr]. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I would ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts not to oppose my making a very short statement, inasmuch 
as I have yielded to everyone else to make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
North Dakota is not debatable. The motion is that the Senate 

oy to the consideration of the bill known as the “ pure food 
i J ” 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am asking unanimous consent that I may 
be permitted to make a very brief statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that he may be permitted to make a brief 

statement. Is there objection? 

- Mr. QUAY. I shall Love no objection if the Senator will par- 
don me for one moment. I merely desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from North Dakota to the fact that the measure which 
he is promoting is included in the request I made for unanimous 
consent. . 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that, but Iam quite certain 
that unanimous consent will not be given that the bills named 
shall be voted upon without further argument. 

Mr. QUAY. I have heard no objection to the request. 

Mr. FORAKER. There has been no objection as yet to the 
unanimous consent asked for by the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
I suggest to the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. NELSON. The proposition of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has not yet been submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Because it was not in order. 
At the time the Senator from North Dakota had the floor and 
made a motion which was not debatable. By unanimous con- 
sent, other Senators have een to discuss various questions. 
The question now before the Senate is, Shall the Senator from 
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North Dakota have unanimous consent to make a statement in 
relation to the bill in his charge? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I desire to say that this bill 
was reported from the Committee on Manufactures on April 2, 
1902; that it has been at the head of the Calendar almost ever 
since that date; that it has not had a hearing; that it has given 
way to every other possible matter; and it seems to me, consider- 
ing its importance, the general demand of the public for a pure 
food law, and the simplicity of the law that is now being pro- 
posed, that the bill ought to be considered at this time, and that 
we should have a vote upon it. 

Mr. President, all I want to say is that I want an honest con- 
sideration. The bill has been before the Senate during this en- 
tire Congress; it has been reported almost a year, and now I only 
ask a vote on the subject-matter therein contained. I ask fora 
vote on the motion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is on the motion of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
McCuMBER] that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill known as the pure-food bill. 

Mr. LODGE. On that motion, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I rise to a parliamentary question. Has 
the unfinished business, known as the Aldrich financial bill, yet 
been laid aside? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The effect of taking up the pure food bill, 
then, will be to displace that bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would displace that bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Before the vote is taken, Mr. President, I 
suggest the want of a quorum, so that all Senators may be 
present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Daniel, Hoar, . Pettus, 
Alger, Dietrich, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn 
Bacon, Dillingham, Kean, latt, N. Y 
Bard, Dolliver, Kearns, Pritchard, 
Bate, Dryden, Kittredge, uarles, 
ITy, Dubois, Lodge, MUAY , 
Beveridge, Elkins, McCumber, immons, 
Blackburn, Fairbanks, McEnery, Simon, 
Burnham, Foraker. McLaurin, Miss. Spooner, 
Burrows, Foster, La. Mallory, Stewart, 
Burton, Foster, Wash. Martin, Taliaferro, 
Carmack, ate Mason, Teller, 
Clark, Mont. Gallinger, Morgan, Tillman, 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble, Nelson, Warren, 
te nna, Patterson, Wetmore. 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Penrose, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Perkins, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-six Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. There is a quorum present. The ques- 
tion is on the motion made by the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. McCuMBER], that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
what is known as the pure food bill, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. ee: 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). have a general 
pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins], but I will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hau] and vote. I 
vote *‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANrEL]. As I 
do not observe that Senator present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name wascalled). I havea general pair 
with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I transfer 
that pair to the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas], 
and vote. I vote *‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scott], who is 
absent. I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
ask to withdraw my vote, Mr. President, as I am paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas], who is absent from the 
Chamber because of a death in his family. 

Mr. NELSON. I will say to the Senator that I transferred my 
pair with the Senator from Missouri |Mr. Vest] to the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas]; so that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky can vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under that arrangement, I will let my 
vote stand. 

Mr. TURNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
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desire to inquire if the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] has 


voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
he has not voted. 

Mr. TURNER. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (after having voted in the affirmative). I de- 
sire to inquire if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
he has not. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I understand that the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. gm is paired with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CULBERSON}. ith the consent of the Senator from Wis- 
consin, I propose to transfer my pair, so that the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. Scott] will stand paired with the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. Under that arrangement I will 
vote. I vote ‘*‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to inquire if the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. BarLry] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed he has 


not. 
Mr. ELKINS. Iam paired with that Senator, and will there- 
fore withhold my vote. 





Mr. SIMMONS. I desire toinquire whether the junior Senator | 
from Minnesota |[Mr. CLAPP] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. ° 


that Senator. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from | 


Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Bacon, Clay, McEnery, Pettus, 
Bard, Daniel, McLaurin, Miss. Quay, 
Bate, Foster, La. Martin, Simon, 
Berry, Gamble, Morgan, Taliaferro, 
Blackburn, Heitfeld, Patterson, Teller, 
Burton, eee Penrose, Tillman, 
Clark, Mont, McCumber, Perkins, Wellington. 

NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Depew, Frye, Lodge, 
Alger, Dietrich, Gellinger, Nelson, 
Beveridge, Dillingham, Hanna, Platt, Conn, 
Burnham, Dolliver, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
Carmack, Dryden, Jones, Ark. ing 
Clark, Wyo Fairbanks, Jones, Ney. mer, 
Cullom, Foraker, Kean, Stewart, 
Deboe, Foster, Wash. Kearns, Wetmore. 

NOT VOTING—28. 

Allison, Elkins, McLaurin, 8. OC. Proctor, 
Bailey, Gibson, Mallory, Rawlins, 
Burrows, Hale, Mason, Scott, 
Clapp, Hansbrough, Millard Simmons, 
Cockrell, Harris, Mitchell, Turner, 
Culberson, Hawley, ey: Vest, 
Dubois, McComas, Pritchard, Warren. 


So the Senate refused to consider the bill. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing | 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the | 
bill (H. R. 17202) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- | 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill | 
(S. 7425) authorizing and empowering the Secretary of War to 
locate a right of way for and granting the same and a right to | 
operate and maintain a line of railroad through the Vancouver 
Barracks and military reservation, in the State of Washington, 
to the Northern Pacific Railway Company. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The —— further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro eee 
A bill (8.4641) for the relief of Benjamin Franklin Handforth; 
A bill (8. 5118) granting an increase of pension to Adam Stuber; 
A bill (H. R. 16910) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904; and 
A bill (H. R. 16990) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 
1904, and for other purposes. 


LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Select Committee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, covering a state 
ment showing the receipts and disbursements of the Louisiana Purchase 
Exposition Company for the month of January, 1903, furnished by the Loui- 
siana Purchase = es Commission in pursuance of section 11 of the “Act 
to provide for celebrating the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of 
the Louisiana Territory,” etc., approved March 3, 1901. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

WHITE Hovse, March 8, 1908. 


COURTS-MARTIAL IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 23d ultimo, certain information in regard to 


| courts-martial in the Philippine Islands in consequence of instruc- 


tions communicated to General Chaffee by the Secretary of War, 
and also the action had thereon by the President or Secretary of 


| War, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 


the Committee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed. 
DISTRICT EXCISE 80ARD. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 


| munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
| transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of the operations of the 


excise board of the District of Columbia for the license year ended 


. : .., | October 31, 1902; which, with tl Cc anying ps S, Was re- 
Mr. SIMMONS. ThenI withhold my vote, as I am paired with | woe Set Beeps pa tant enygame fia saat 


ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ELMER E. FORSHAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Civil Service Commission, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 25th ultimo, a 
statement of the charges and evidence on account of which Elmer 
E. Forshay was dismissed from the surveyor-general’s office of 
Idaho. The Chair calls the attention of the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Dupois] to the communication. What disposition does the 
Senator desire to have made of it? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I ask that the communication 
from the Civil Service Commission may be printed as a Senate 
document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the communication will be printed as a Senate document and lie 
on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. I rise to a question of order. It seems to me 
that the report called for by the Senate from the Civil Service 
Commission should not be designated as a Senate document. It 
should be printed and lie on the table or go to a committee, but 
it is not technically a Senate document. We have not been in 
the habit of entitling the reports from bureaus or departments in 
that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposes it will an- 
swer _ purpose of the Senator from Idaho to have the report 
printed. 

Mr. DUBOIS. My object, of course, now is to decide, after 
reading it over, what further action I shall ask either a commit- 
tee of the Senate or the Senate itself to take on the report. So 
the printing of it subserves my purpose for the present at any rate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will then be printed and lie 
on the table. 


M’CLURE & WILLBANKS. 


Mr. KEAN. Iask unanimous consent to make a report at this 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to receivy- 
ing the report? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11340) for the relief of McClure & 
Willbanks, to report it without amendment. It is a small bill. 
The Senator from Georgia is very much interested in it, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be tempo- 
rarily laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill named by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there a report with that bill? 

Mr. CLAY. I will state to the Senator that there is a report. 

Mr. SPOONER. From what committee? 

Mr. CLAY. The Committee on Claims. The Senator from 
New Jersey has just reported it. 
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Mr. KEAN. There is no written Senate report with the bill, 
but there is a House report. 

Mr. BACON. Ican explain the bill to the Senator if he wishes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I feel constrained to object to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the foundation of the claim? 

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island objects to the consideration of the bill, and it goes to the 
Calendar. 

REVISED STATUTES RELATING TO TOBACCO. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a House bill. 
A bill (H. R. 16457) to amend section 3394 of 





The SECRETARY. 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to tobacco. 
Mr. QUAY. I desire, under Rule XIV, to object to the second 
reading of the bill to-day. 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the right of the Senator 
to object. 
SAFE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I feel constrained to insist 
upon the regular order. I do not intend to keep the pending 
business before the Senate for any great length of time. I should 
like to finish what I have to say in regard to it, and then the 
Senate may, so far as I am concerned, go on with the considera- 
tion of other subjects. There will be ample time for all unani- 
mous consents later during the day. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (8S. 7301) to further provide for the safe- 
keeping of public money, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, I had the 
floor when this bill was up last, and I agreed to yield the floor to 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and after he gets 
through I will be perfectly delighted to yield the floor to the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not asking the Senator from Missis- 
sippi to yield to me. When the Senator is through with his 
speech I will submit some remarks in my own time. 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield to the Senator from Rhode Island 


now. 
Mr. ALDRICH. No; I will take my own time. 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator can have all the time he wants. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let the Senator go ahead. 
Mr. TELLER. You go ahead. 
Mr. ALDRICH. No; you go ahead. 
Mr. TELLER. I prefer that the Senator should make his 


speech first. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator is going to speak on another 
subject, perhaps I had better go on now. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator had better go on, as per- 
haps I may branch off. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to have it understood that I am enti- 
tied to the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land is recognized. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In my own right? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In his own right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I desire, before this bill passes 
from the attention of the Senate, to say a few words in answer to 
some of the criticisms which have been made upon it by Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber. 

I must confess that I have been greatly surprised at their atti- 
tude on this question. The vehement and zealous denunciations 
of national banks which were indulged in by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Berry] and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] recalled the period of the war and the years which 
immediately succeeded it. Then the Democratic party based its 
principal claim for popular support on its opposition to capital, 
opposition to banks, and opposition to business men and methods 
generally. 

I supposed that that day had passed, and I had hoped that new 
policies and new methods under the leadership of new men were 
to mark a new era in Democratic history. 

The national banking system, with the approval of nine-tenths 
of the people of the United States, will remain in existence, and 
thank Heaven it is beyond the power of those two Senators to 
destroy it. It is not here by their grace or by the grace of the 

rty they represent. Itis here because the people of this country 

lieve in its wisdom and its beneficence. 

The Senators say they object to the pending bill because in 
their opinion it gives to the national banks some new rights and 
new privileges. I deny that. There is nothing in this bill, not 
a word, not a syllable, that gives to any national bank any new 
privilege. In fact, it restricts and lessens, as the Senator from 
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cae [Mr. TELLER] well knows, the privileges already en- 


joyed. 

This bill, as I stated in the opening of this discussion, has a 
simple purpose. It is to relieve the business of the country from 
Government interference in the way of arbitrary monetary con- 
traction at times when that interference is sure to bring about 
injurious results. 

There is not one word contained in the bill that is susceptible 
of the construction given it by opposing Senators. It does not 
propose to change the currency or the banking system of the 
country. It does not even raise a question as to whether the 
policy of depositing public moneys in national banks is a wise 
one. The custom of the Government from Mr. Jefferson’s time 
to this moment has been to deposit public moneys in banks. 
This policy has been ehvocnted, by Republicans, Whigs, and 
Seon of authority and standing at all times throughout our 

istory. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] alluded to Andrew 
Jackson and to his fight against the national bank. What was 
this contest? It wasa fight against a single central national bank 
and in favor of the banks scattered throughout the United States. 
He insisted, as Mr. Jefferson had and as nearly all known Demo- 
crats have from the beginning of our existence as a Government, 
that the public money should be deposited in banks and not 
locked upin the Treasury. Conceding that banks should be used, 
of course it follows that deposits should be safeguarded in every 
possible way. It is no new policy which we are seeking to in- 
augurate. It is simply to throw additional safeguards around 
the policy that has commended itself to every Administration 
from Washington’s to Roosevelt's. 

There never has been a time since 1864, when the national banks 
were first created, down to the present moment that there have 
not been large Government deposits in these banks. These were 
increased notably by Mr. Fairchild, when he was Secretary of 
the Treasury under Mr. Cleveland. His action in that respect 
was approved by the President. The policy was publicly an- 
nounced, and it received the approval of both parties in both 
Houses of Congress. I repeat there is nothing new in the idea 
of depositing public money in national banks, but we suggest cer- 
tain changes that we believe in the interest of the Government. 

By the provisions of the pending bill, for the first time it is 
proposed that the United States shall have a lien upon the assets 
of the bank as additional security. By this bill we propose for the 
first time that the banks having these deposits shall pay for the 
use of the public money. Both of those propositions are objected 
to strenuously by Senators on the other side. They are willing 
by their action to maintain existing conditions. 

In addition to their general and miscellaneous attacks upon 
national banks, the Senator from Colorado and several other 
Senators have criticised the dominant party for the existence of a 
large surplus and to the bad policy, as they term it, of keeping a 
large amount of money in the Treasury which ought to be used, 
they claim, for the payment of the public debt or for some other 
public purpose. 

The Senators confuse a surplus of revenues with a surplus in 
the Treasury. The Senator from Colorado stated that the surplus 
in the Treasury—I refer to his first statement, which was used in 
the discussion last night three or four times—that the surplus in 
the Treasury was $440,000,000, as I understood him. This amount 
must, of course, include the one hundred and fifty million which 
is sacredly pledged by the action of Congress to the redemption 
of United States notes and other sums not properly included. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will do me the justice to 
say that I made it as clear as possible that that was a part of the 
four hundred million. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I supposed. The Senator from 
Colorado, I suppose, will agree with ne that the actual surplus, 
as shown by the Treasury's statement of yesterday or the day be- 
fore, is approximately $72,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not agree to that. There are seventy 
odd million dollars besides what is in national banks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iunderstand. Iam speaking about what is 
in the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. Actually in the Treasury there are seventy- 
five or seventy-eight millions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Seventy-two millions. It is said—and Iam 
not disposed to dispute that—that the amount of deposits in the 
national banks is in the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. That it should be treated as if it were in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the actual surplus, outside of the na- 
tional bank deposit, is approximately $72,000,000. Included in 


that surplus is a certain amount of minor coin, another amount 
of subsidiary coin, and another amount of silver bullion, which, 
of course, are not available for the payment of the debts of the 
Government or for the ordinary disbursements of the Treasury. 
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These amounts aggregate $10,000,000, and if they are taken from 
the surplus in the Treasury it leaves a net surplus of approxi- 
mately $62,000,000. f ; 

I do not think any Senator who is at all conversant with the 
working of the Treasury Department will say that $62,000,000 is 


an excessive sum to be used as a current balance for the public 
business. It has always been admitted here and elsewhere, I 
think, that at least $50,000,000 was necessary for that purpose. 

So there is no such surplus in the Treasury as Senators have 
spoken of, and there is no possibility, if the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. TELLER] is correct in the statement which he made last 
night, that that surplus will be considerably increased. In fact, 
if the Senator is correct in his statement as to the effect of pend- 
ing legislation—of payments under the canal treaty; of the re- 
duction of the revenue growing out of the ratification of the 
Cuban treaty—we are quite likely to have a deficiency and to have 
the surplus reduced within the next fiscal year instead of having 
it increased. 

The Senator from Colorado not only includes in his estimate of 
the surplus the $150,000,000 of gold reserve held against United 
States notes, but he proposes by an amendment which is pending to | 
this bill to pay that out—or at least one hundred and forty millions 
of it—for the ordinary expenses of the Government. This gold 
reserve is held under a sacred pledge for the redemption of United 
States notes. It is the base upon which the policy of maintain- 
ing the gold standard in the United States rests. Its removal or | 
its destruction or its lessening would, in my judgment, be an act | 
of absolute bad faith toward the people of the United States. 

I do not believe that the Senator from Colorado can get a half a 
dozen votes for his a, even in this body. If thereis one 
| 





thing which is settled beyond recall, it is the inviolable mainte- 
nance of the gold standard. This standard would be imperiled 
immediately by the adoption of the Senator's amendment. I feel | 
sure, however, that it will not be adopted. It will be noticed | 
that the attempt made in connection with this bill to show that | 
we have a large surplus in the Treasury which might be depos- | 
ited in national banks under its operations is not true. This bill 

is not intended to increase deposits in national banks. It would | 
not have that effect. 

In this connection I desire, in answer to suggestions which have | 
been made on the other side of the Chamber as to the feeling of | 
the national banks of the country in regard to this measure, to 
repeat what I said last night, that the only bank in New York | 
which has written me in regard to it has protested against it. | 
The banks in Chicago and St. Paul and other cities hold similar | 
views in regard to this measure. Why? Because, as they say, if | 
this bill passes, it will not be as profitable for national banks to 
hold deposits of public money. 

I should like to suggest to managers of banks whether they | 
think it is the primary duty of Congress to make it profitable for | 
national banks to hold Government deposits? I submit that it is 
not. Our first duty is to the Government of the United States 
and the Treasury of the United States and the interests of the | 

ple of the United States; and if our legislation is in the right 
direction and conservative and safe, the national banks of the 
United States have no right to say to us, ‘‘ You must defeat this 
measure unless you amend it so as to make it profitable for us to | 
hold deposits of public money.”’ 

One of the Senators who addressed the Senate last night talked | 
about $600,000,000 to be deposited in national banks. I think the | 
Senator from Colorado himself indulged more or less in the sug- 
gestion that we might add a hundred and fifty millions to the | 
present deposits. It is absolutely impossible, unless the policy of | 
the Republican party is to be changed, that the deposits shall be | 
largely ieasenael. We have as a party in this Congress reduced | 
the public revenue $100,000,000. We are bound by every tradi- | 
tion, by every platform utterance, by every consideration of duty | 
to the country, whenever.the national revenues are excessive, to | 
reduce them, and we shall never be found, in my belief, recreant | 
to that trust. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Does not the Senator from Rhode Island be- 
lieve that the surplus this year will be at least $50,000,000? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I believe that, unless some of the sugges- 
tions which the Senator from Colorado made yesterday should 
prove to be correct, we are likely to have a surplus in the pres- 
ent year of $50,000,000. If that should be true, as I said to the 
Senator two or three days ago, it will be the duty of Congress in 
its approaching session to reduce the revenue so that there will 
be no surplus. SolI say that there is no probability—I will go 
further and say that in my judgment there is no possibility—that 
the Government deposits in national banks will be increased to 
= considerable extent over the present amount. 

_Our purpose in this bill is not to increase the deposits. It is to 
give to the Secretary of the Treasury the same control over the 
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customs receipts that he now has by law over the internal-revenue 
receipts, and to insure that the money collected from customs 
receipts, especially in times when there is a great excess of re- 
ceipts over expenditures, shall be promptly and efficaciously 
returned to the channels of trade instead of being locked up in 
the Treasury of the United States. That is one of the main pur- 
poses of this bill, and the Senator from Colorado knows that as 
wellasIdo. It is not to increase deposits in national banks. It 
is not to give the national banks a single privilege that they do 
not now have. It is to take away from them the right to hold 
the deposits of public money without paying anything for the 
use of it. 

It has another purpose, of course, and that is to allow the banks 
to deposit other kinds of securities. Why is this? For two or 
three reasons. First, because the additional use of United States 
bonds for this purpose has raised the price of these bonds so high 


that it has prevented their use as a basis for currency. I am 
speaking now of my own judgment with respect tothis. Second, 


because it gives the banks in localities throughout the country, 
where they can not in the nature of things afford to hold Gov- 
ernment bonds for security, achance to use their local securities. 

It would allow the people of Colorado or the people of Arkansas 


| or any of the monetary centers of the West to use other securities 


than United States bonds to secure deposits of public moneys. 


| Is there any Senator here who will not say that the bill in that 


respect is absolutely safeguarded or that the Government of the 
United States or the Treasury of the United States is liable, if 
I 
venture to say there is no Senator who will make that suggestion. 
There is nothing whatever in it. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] and certain other 
Senators have contended that our proposition to charge the banks 
something for the use of this money would in some way change 
the legal status of the deposits in the national banks. “an any 
Senator seriously contend that a deposit payable on call, ; ayable 
on demand, is changed in its nature because the party who re- 
ceives the deposit pays something for the use of the money while 
it is on deposit? By express terms this money is always under 
the control of the Treasurer of the United States. It is payable 
on his demand. 

The Secretary of the Treasury can, in case of failure to pay, sell 
the securities, which are ample; and in case they should not prove 
to be ample, he has, under the pending bill, a lien on the assets of 
the bank for the balance. It is an ordinary business transaction, 
such asevery State and city in the United States, I venture to say, 
without exception, engages in the management of their own fiscal 
affairs. There is nothing unusual or untried in it. 

If the Senator from Arkansas had $100,000 for which he had no 
use, and wanted to deposit it in a bank in Little Rock or some- 
where else in Arkansas, he would be very glad to deposit it on the 
terms which this bill establishes in regard to the deposit of pub- 
lic moneys of the United States. I am sure he would ask for no 
better security. He might possibly try to get a higher rate of in- 
terest, that is all. It is an ordinary, plain business transaction 
between the Government and the banks in continuance of the 
policy which has been universally acquiesced in. 

This bill involves no political question whatever. It ought 
never to have been discussed upon any partisan basis. It is, I re- 
peat, an attempt to loosen the rigidity of a system whose results 
have been in the past and inevitably will be in the future to lock 
up, by Government machinery, at a critical time and in a dan- 
gerous manner the money which belongs to the people and which 
should be in circulation for their benefit. It is this purpose and 
this object which you gentlemen defeat by the methods you have 
adopted. 

There are two provisions in this bill more important than all the 
others,in my judgment. They must be adopted sooner or later if 
the Government is not to continue to depress and destroy business 
by its own agencies. One is the provision of the third section, by 
which national-bank notes, when they go into the Treasury, shall 
be paid out in the current business of the Government and not 
hurried on through the redemption bureau to destruction. This 
process of redemption and destruction inevitably goes on more 
rapidly when the business of the country is depressed. 

If a bank in Chicago or in New York has national-bank notes at 
such a time which they can not use as a part of their reserve, they 
necessarily and naturally hurry those notes into the Treasury of 
the United States for redemption, because they are sure to get for 
them reserve money which they can use. The result is that in 
times of depression, like those I mentioned, such as we had in the 
months of October, November, and December of the past year, 
this process of abstracting money from the people, from circula- 
tion, and forcing it into retirement goes on with rapid and de- 
structive force. This should be remedied. 

I have often listened, in this Chamber and in the other, to the 
statements of Democrats vehemently denouncing the evils sure to 
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flow from a contracting currency. They have taunted Repub- 
licans at times, as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAauRIN] 
did last night, with favoring a policy of contraction. The men 
upon the other side of the Chamber who are listening to me have, 
in this Chamber, under the leadership of the Senator from Colo- 
rado and his associates, frequently called our attention to the de- 
structive results of such a policy, and yet they insist that no remedy 
shall be applied to a contraction which is brought about by Gov- 
ernment action and at a time when it is most dangerous and de- 
structive in its results. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inamoment. We appeal to you that by the 
use of methods which can not be criticised and in a business- 
like way you shall give the Secretary of the Treasury authority 
to stop this process of contraction and to provide means of expan- 
sion when it is absolutely and imperatively needed for the busi- 
ness of the country. Yet you say, ‘‘ No; we will talk the bill to 
death for political effect.’’ Iam willing tomeetthatissue. Next 
fall, if what I fear may result shall result, the people of this coun- 
try, whose business has been injured and whose prosperity has 
been destroyed, will be able to place the responsibility squarely 
upon the men, the small knot of men in this Chamber, who have 
deliberately, with malice aforethought, murdered this bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island a question for information. It is whether or not he con- 
strues this bill to prevent the national banks from sending in their 
notes for redemption? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the notes are sent in for redemption 
and they are redeemed under the provisions of his bill, can the 
Treasury reissue the redeemed notes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They do not reissue them atall. That is not 
the question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Treasury is simply to pay them out. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I understood the Senator from Rhode 
Island to say—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not necessary to reissue them. They 
are in the hands of the Treasury. They simply pay them out 
instead of canceling them. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I understood the Senator to say that one 
of the charges against the opponents of his bill is that our oppo- 
sition tended to contract the currency, because under the present 
system the national banks under certain contingencies send in 

eir bills for redemption. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They do not send in their own bills for re- 
demption. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I understood that they sent in the old 
bills for redemption. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; they never send in their own bills for 
redemption. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to know whether I understand the 
Senator aright or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. They never send in their own bills for 
redemption. This bill proposes to adopt the same policy, as the 
Senator from Colorado must know, that Congress has adopted in 
relation to the silver certificates. Suppose that all the silver cer- 


tificates taken in in the ordinary course of business of the country | 


and presented to the Treasury should be canceled and destroyed. 
What would happen? You would have an absolute and rapid 


contraction of thecurrency. Congress has provided very properly | 


and very wisely, I think, that when these notes are received and 


redeemed they shall be reissued, and they are paid out by the | 


Treasury in the ordinary course of business. 

Now, this bill applies the same rule to national-bank notes and 
enables the Department to return them to business channels to 
vivify the circulation and the business of the county by an en- 
tirely natural and by an entirely safe process. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Does the Senator from Rhode Island con- | purpose by your action on yesterday you have defeated, and I 


tend that national-bank notes when at present received by the 
Government in the usual and ordinary course of business are de- 
stroyed and not gx out again by the Government in any way? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are not destroyed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. They are not destroyed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course not. 

Mr. PATTERSON. They are really kept in circulation? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Some of them are. But the great mass that 
are sent by other banks to the Treasury for redemption—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I am talking about. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Government receives a great many 
national-bank notes in the usual and ordinary course of business 
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not simply for redemption. That class of bank notes is paid out 
again. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Asamatter of fact, thatis not so. The notes 
that are received for internal-revenue receipts in different parts 
of the country are deposited in a United States depository and 
the money is transferred by check and not by the use of money. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is right. So the money is kept in 
circulation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not talking about that money at all. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And I understand that the provision o 
the Senator’s bill relates to money received in the usual and ordi- 
ba course of business. 

r. ALDRICH. No; it does not. It goes further than that. 
It refers to all the money that is received in the Treasury, as the 
Senator will see if he will look at the bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I mean section 3, upon which the Senator 
was placing so much stress a while ago. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly what I now refer to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have acopy of the bill, and I think I can 
demonstrate very clearly that that is the money section 3 refers to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will read the section, it will 
not need any explanation of the results and the effect. I think 
the Senator can not have read the bill. 

Now, Mr. President, there is throughout the United States—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask the Senator to yield just one moment 
to see whether he is correct or I am correct upon that proposi- 
tion. 

Section 8 provides: 

That section 8 of the act approved June 20, 1874, entitled “‘An act fixing the 
amount of United States notes, providing for a redistribution of the national- 
bankcurrency, and for other pur .”’ be, and the same is hereby, amended 
by adding at the end thereof the so proviso: 

“Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, re- 
tain in the general fund of the Treasury national-bank notes received in the 
ordinary course of business or presen to the Treasurer of the United 
States as hereinbefore provided, and pay out such of them as may be fit for 


circulation for any of the obligations of the Government, excepting only the 
principal and interest of the public debt.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. What does the Senator understand to be the 
meaning of the words ‘*‘ presented to the Treasurer of the United 
States as hereinbefore provided? ”’ 

Mr. PATTERSON. I understand that the meaning of the sec- 
tion 3 is just what it says. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What do those words mean? 

Mr. PATTERSON. That there shall be retained in the general 
Treasury national-bank notes arising in the ordinary course of 
business. 


Mr. ALDRICH. “Or presented.”’ 
Mr. PATTERSON. “Or presented to the Treasurer of the 
United States.”’ There is not a word said about redemption. He 


is to pay them out again if fit for circulation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator had read the section without 
this amendment, he would have seen that the only presentation at 
the Treasury is for the purpose of redemption. All these notes 
so presented can be retained in the Treasury or paid out as other 
money. The Senator from Colorado has not carefully studied 
these provisions of the bill evidently. 

Now, another word. There is undoubtedly in business circles 
a widespread apprehension of financial disaster or trouble in the 
future. It was hoped and believed that this bill, which takes a 
very short step in the direction of relief, would have prevented 
disaster. Its destruction by your action, as sure as the sun will 
rise to-morrow morning, will impair confidence in business cir- 
cles. It will arrest that development which is just as necessary 
for the States of the Senators from Colorado and Idaho as it is for 


| any section of the country. 








In your communities capital and confidence are necessary if 
you expect to develop your magnificent resources. It is necessary 
for all sections and all interests that the Government should not 
longer be permitted by an arbitrary process of contraction to 
bring about commercial and financial disaster. 

It was to secure relief from this danger that I have appealed to 
you Democrats to allow this bill to pass. It was this purpose 
which led to the preparation and introduction of the bill, his 


only ask that 
The people of 
your action. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, a few plain facts plainly stated 
will show that all of the denunciation by the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] against those who did not see fit to 
vote for this bill is entirely uncalled for and undeserved. The 
Senator says that it was the purpose of this bill to prevent finan- 


ou take the full responsibility for that defeat. 
e country will certainly hold you responsible for 


| cial disaster, and he intimates that we are in danger of that, and 


that we will be responsible for it by declining to vote for the bill. 
The Government of the United States has collected about $33,- 


000,000, or a little over that sum, in eight months, more than its 
need, or it is collecting about four an 


a half million dollars a 
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onth more than it needs for its current e . Three hun- 
dred and forty-six million dollars, in round numbers, has been 
the expense for the present fiscal year. We have collected $379,- 
000,000, or about $33,000,000 and something more than the ex- 

nses of the Government. We have collected of customs du- 
ties $196,000,000 and from internal revenue $154,000,000. 

Now, Mr. President, if we were collecting more than the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government from customs dues there would 
be some propriety in the claim of the Senator from Rhode Island 
that there is danger that the failure of this bill will create a sur- 
plus and a lock up of money in the Treasury to the extent of a 
contraction of the currency. If the Secretary of the Treasury de- 
sires, he can put every cent of that surplus of $33,000,000 accrued 
in the last eight months into the banks of this country under the 
existing law. He has the right to put every dollar of the internal 
revenue, if he can spare it, into the banks. He is then compelled 
to draw for current expenses upon that fund to the extent of 
about $120,000,000. In other words, the customs duties do not 
sustain the Government in its normal expenses by $120,000,000 a 


year. 
- Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not know whether the Senator was in 
the Chamber when I made the statement which I made in the 
beginning of this discussion. It was that at certain times of the 
year, especially in the fall, when the receipts of customs range 
from one to three, four, or five million dollars, it was absolutely 
necessary for the Secretary of the Treasury under existing law 
to take that money and deposit it in the subtreasuries and lock it 
up where it could not be reached. It is not that in the long run, 
with the general balances of revenues and receipts, he might not 
be able, ibly, to use the internal-revenue receipts and deposit in 
national banks an amount which would be equal to the surplus, 
but he can not do that at the time and in the manner which is 
necessary to preserve the public credit. 

Mr. TELLER. The internal-revenue collections are now com- 
ing in at a rate of about $1,000,000 aday. I donot care when the 
time is nor what the time is, there is not a time when out of the 
daily income of the Government the Government can not pay 
the daily expenses without taking part of that money, as the cus- 
toms dues do not produce enough. So if the Secretary of the 
Treasury can not take it out at that ticular time when needed, 
he will always have some on hand that he can take out. If the 
Secretary sees fit to distinguish at all times in his accounts the 
moneys collected by customs dues and those collected by internal 
revenue, he can put the money into circulation by putting in the 
banks some part of the internal revenue collected whenever he 
sees fit,and consuming the money received from customs dues. 

The claim that has been made on this floor that the money 
must go into the banks before it goes into the Treasury is not 
true in law or in fact. The money goes into the Treasury, and 
it then goes into the banks, and in the eye of the law it is still in 
the Treasury when it is in the national banks, and it is subject to 
the control of the Government at any hour. 

There has not been any demand for this bill. It was brought 
here in the last session of this Congress. It was brought here in | 
the last month of the session, and to-day when you are discussing | 
this bill you are discussing a Senate bill that would have no more | 
hopes, when it reaches the other House, of passing than it has of | 
passing the Senate now. 

The claim that the business interests of the country are de- | 
manding this bill is not sustained as a question of fact. I have | 
not seen or heard of any considerable demand for this measure, | 
nor do I believe that the public interest will suffer in the slight- 
est degree by a failure to pass it. While I have not felt myself 
justified to pursue the course that some of my associates thought 
was proper and desirable and demanded, I have been willing that 
the friends of the bill should vote for it. Yet I will take my part 
in the responsibility without any hesitation, if the fact that I 
refused to vote for it defeats the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not want to interrupt the Senator—— | 

_Mr. TELLER, You can interrupt me with any proper ques- | 


on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But when the Senator gets through with the | 
discussion of this bill I will then yield the bill to any other public 
business so far asIcan. Ifthe Senator wants to make a speech, 
as he intimated, upon the Philippine question—— 

Mr. TELLER. I think I will make some remarks on this bill | 
now, since the Senator has arraigned us for not looking at it | 
through his glasses, and I may take advantage of the occasion, 
while Iam on my feet, to make some other remarks, according to 
the custom of the Senate. 

_ Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator does not think I was try- 

ing to escape the range of his discussion. 
_Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator knows I would care very | 

little if he tries to limit discussion; and if he believes that he can 


drive me off the floor by any suggestion of that kind when I want 
to make a speech, he is mistaken. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island charges that on 
this side of the Chamber there has been obstruction and opposi- 
tion and that there is a general opposition to banks. I believe I 
did hear one Senator on this side of the Chamber say that he was 
opposed to the national-bank system. That is not an indication 
that everybody else on this side is so opposed, because I can find 
on the other side of the Chamber Senators who are not in love 
with this national-bank system. For myself I believe the present 
bank system needs some revision, but on the whole it is a great 
deal better, as I said the other day, than anything that is prom- 
ised by the reformers, at least those who have been tinkering 
with this business and proposing to handle it for the last five years. 

SENATORS FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I wish to announce the fact that 
the two Senators-elect from the State of Delaware are present 
prepared to take the oath of office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senators-elect from the 
State of Delaware will present themselves at the desk, the Chair 
will administer the oath of office. 

Mr. Ball and Mr. Allee were escorted to the Vice-President’s 
desk by Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. Hanna, respectively, and the oath 
prescribed by law having been administered to them, they took 
their seats in the Senate. 


SAFE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 7301) to further provide for the safe-keeping 
of public moneys, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. DIETRICH. By request of the War Department, I ask for 
the adoption of the following resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall be obliged to object to the introduction 
by unanimous consent at this time, because I want to move to take 
up the Philippine tariff bill when the Senator from Colorado shall 
have concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator, if I may be allowed a 
moment, that when I get through he can move to take up that 
bill, but I want to assure him that there is no more possibility of 
passing that bill than there is of passing this measure. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I want to say a few words on 
the Aldrich bill. I will follow the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the resolution 
which he sends to the desk. 

Mr. LODGE. I must object to the introduction of all business 
until I can have an opportunity to move to take up the Philippine 
tariff bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to appeal to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts not to object to the two bills that we considered yester- 
day and which are reported to the Senate and are now in the 
Senate open to amendment, and which can be disposed of in a few 
moments. 

Mr. LODGE. There will be time enough to take up these bills 
by unanimousconsent. The Philippine tariff bill has been before 
the Senate—it is a House bill—since the beginning of the session. 
It is a billof great importance. I wish to bring it squarely before 
the Senate, and then if it is to be beaten and not allowed to be 
passed at this session I want to have that known, and the respon- 
sibility may rest where it belongs. I think I have a right, in 
view of the importance of the bill, to have that done. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President——— 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CARMACK. I want to say that. so far as lam concerned, 
I hope a vote can be reached on the Philippine tariff bill. I hope 
that the Senate will have the opportunity, after a fair debate, to 
havea vote on that bill. There are a great many amendments to 
the bill. Indeed, I have one myself which I wish to present, and it 
probably will lead to some discussion. It is very late in the ses- 
sion to pass a bill of that sort. Still, I should like to have a vote 
upon that bill at this session of Congress. I think we ought to 
vote on it. But I want to say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I wish to submit a few remarks in respect to this bill after 
the Senator from Colorado has concluded, if I can have an op- 
portunity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will proceed. 

Senators will resume their seats and stop conversation in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not find any fault with the little demon- 
stration that has been made on the floor of the Senate; I think it 


The Senator from Colorado 
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is a subject of congratulation. I think Senators are excusable, 
perhaps, for making some noise. A State which has had no rep- 
resentation on this floor for years succeeds in sending its repre- 
sentatives here under conditions that I think are much more 
favorable than we had any reason to hope would come from that 
State, and I felt like the gallery did with the two new Senators 
walking down the aisle—I felt like clapping my hands. Soif 
they make a little more noise, 1am not going to complain about 
it. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. } 

The PRESIDENT protempore. But it must not be continued. 

Mr. TELLER. I simply want to congratulate the Senate that 
Delaware is at last represented in this body. Although the two 


new Senators do not belong to the political party I do, yet I am | 


delighted to see that State, one of the original thirteen, have its 
representatives again on this floor. 


obstructing legislation and are opposed to everything, including 


point. This side of the Chamber has been making an effort for 


the last three months, or nearly, tosecure aconstitutional privilege 


to the citizens of the United States who have gone from the 


various States in the Union and made their homes in the great | 


West, or have been born there, or have come from other sections 
of the world and secured to themselves the rights of American 
citizenship, which is never complete and never perfect until the 


citizen of a State, and that can discharge every function that be-. 


longs to a citizen of the United States, including that of assisting 
in the election of a President of the United States and, through 
his legislature, Senators for this body. He must be able through 
his representatives to take part in national affairs. 

It comes with a bad grace from the Senator from Rhode Island 
to talk about obstruction in this Chamber; and it comes with an 
exceedingly bad grace from him or anyone on that side of the 
Chamber, who has been filibustering for weeks against allowing 
these three Territories to come into the Union as States under the 
Constitution, as they have a right to come. 

We have listened to the dreary reading and the dreary speeches 
made on this floor, with no pretense whatever that they were for 
the purpose of enlightening us, but for the express and avowed 
purpose of preventing a vote upon the statehood bill. Itwas not 
attempted to be concealed, and if the attempt had been made it 
could not have deceived the smallest infant in the country. be- 
cause it is so apparent when a Senator takes the floor and repeats 


his speech for nearly ten days that he is doing it for the purpose | 


of delay. 
Not only that, Mr. President, but nearly a million of American 


citizens, many of them born to that privilege, have been traduced | 


and slandered here as in a quarter of a century of public life I 
have never heard any class of people, whether born on this soil 
or in any other land, abused and slandered. 

We have been told that away out there on the frontier there 
are nearly a million men who are not to have citizenship under 
this Government and who are incapable of self-government. 
There was not a man on the other side of the Chamber who ut- 
tered that slander who did not know that it was a slander when 
he uttered it. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] says to me that is 
not fair. It is, Mr. President, for either it indicated an ignorance 
of the condition there or a failure to tell the truth about it. 
million of men, I say, are as capable of self-government and as 


in the State of Connecticut. 
times of war and in times of peace; I have come in contact with 
them in all the phases of business, social, and political life. 


something of the people of other New England States—that they 


are as capable of self-government, of maintaining peace and | 


order, of protecting the rights of individuals and of property as 
are the New England people or the New York people or any other 
class of American citizens. 

Mr. President, 1 was not born on the frontier. As I say, I 
know something of New England. I came, at least on one side of 
my family, from New England; i had a New England mother. I 


there is a great foreign population there, exercising the privileges 


of American citizenship, as they ought to do, who are not the | 


equals of a considerable number of people of that great section of 
the country which knocked at your door all of this session, and 
some of whom have been knocking at your door for more than a 
half century—a people, at least those in New Mexico, who are 
exercising the rights of self-government, who are denied the 
fullest and completest rights of American citizenship, to be 
citizens of a State, and to partcipate in the national affairs of 
this great nation. 

Mr. President, they have contributed to its wealth; they have 
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| Mexico sent 6,567 men into the American Army. 
| had but a short time before come from under Mexican control 
| and were a conquered people, and yet when the call came, they 





| ered? *’ 
Mr. President, for almost a half century I have come in con- | 
tact with these people; I have come in contact with them in 


I say | 
now—and I know something of the people of Connecticut; I know | 


| gods, following in the paths of filibusterers. 
know that there is ignorance and vice in New England; I know | 
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contributed to its glory. When the war of the rebellion came on 
and when the Government called for troops, the people of New 
Many of them 


responded with alacrity. Since 1865 those men who then carried 
your flag and fought your battles have been begging for the priv- 
ilege of calling themselves citizens of the United States in the 
fullest and best sense of that term, and the majority on that side of 
the Chamber have kept those men out, because you knew we had 
a majority for their admission. They have delayed day after day 
the current business of this session, postponed bills of impor- 
tance, and when you had completed your work and proved to this 
Senate asd to the world that you did not mean to let those Terri- 


| tories become States, then you press upon us these measures, 
Now, Mr. President, the charge that is made that we have been | 


which ought to have been considered months and months ago, 


| and complain if we do not accept your version of them, if we do 
the general business of the country, is not correct from any stand- | 


not take what you say we ought to take, and take it upon your 
suggestion. 

Then we hear, as we heard last night, not only on this floor, but 
in the cloakrooms and elsewhere, that this opposition to a bill 
that has been here but a few days, a mere matter of policy, was 


| such that it would bring acloture rule tothis Senate. Very well; 


if we had had a cloture at the commencement of this session, we 
should have had three more States in the Union. It may be, Mr. 
President, that we will get a cloture rule; but when we do we 
shall get justice for the people of those Territories, Which has 
been denied by Congress year after year and emphasized by the 
Republican majority of this Congress. 

You have belied your party platform and your party profes- 
sions. Itis pertinent nd proper to inquire why you have done 
that. You said you were doing it because you did not think the 
inhabitants of those Territories were fit for self-government. I 
have said you were not doing it for that reason; that you were do- 
ing it because you did not want those Territories admitted under 
any condition nor at any time. Has it become the policy of the 
Republican party that no more States are to be admitted; that 
Territories are to always remain in that condition? 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Dlinois? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator must remember that all the Repub- 
licans were not opposed to the statehood measure. There were 
quite a number of us on this side of the Chamber, who like to 
designate ourselves as the best thought, who were not opposed to 
the statehood measure. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that is true, and to some ex- 
tent we heard from those friends of admission on that side of the 
Chamber, but not to any large extent. We did not hear any very 
loud clamor for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. We did not hear much from your side. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Wisconsin says he did not 
hear much from this side. No, Mr. President, he did not. We 
knew that the purpose of the opposition was to delay this bill un- 
til it was too late to pass it, just as they have dome. You have 
accomplished your purpose. You reached the point that you 


| started for when you could say to us, ‘‘ Will you longer persist in 
That | 


this useless effort to secure the admission of those States at the 


| expense of every great interest, the appropriation bills and all 
much entitled to self-government as the nearly million of people | 


those important matters which ought to be taken up and consid- 
Then a majority in this Chamber were compelled, in the 
interest of the public business, to surrender to the minority. 

Mr. MASON. I want tocall the attention of the Senator to the 
fact that while he did not hear any loud debate—and in that other 
Senators will bear me out—it was the policy of the friends of the 
statehood bill to permit the filibusterers to do all the talking and 
we were to keep silent and vote. 

Mr. TELLER. So it was on our side, 

Mr. MASON. I want the Senator to understand that because 
we did not make loud speeches is no evidence that we have be- 
trayed our trust or broken our platform promises; but the best 
thought on this side of the Chamber was considerably shocked 
when we found that the majority had gone off worshiping strange 
I realize the situa- 
tion we are now in, and I hope the Senator will excuse me for 
interrupting him. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Illinois is correct, and yet the 
majority on that side of the Chamber engaged in what is now 
cenounced as a very un-Senatorial proceeding. ‘ 

Mr. President, I have reached the point where I want to inquire 
as to the reason of the opposition to the admission into the Union as 
States of the people in these Western Territories. I listened to the 
long speech, against the bill, of the Senator from Vermont { Mr. 
DuLLINGHAM], who had made a brief tour through that country, 
and when you have simmered it down, when you get at the meat 
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of it, the principal objection he made was the vast distance be- 


tween one place and another. He said that “‘we stopped at a 
certain place, and when we got there we had to go 80 miles to an- 
other place.” I can understand how that might have affected 
the Senator from Vermont, because if he had gone 80 miles from 
his residence in Vermont in any direction he would have gotten 
into some other bailiwick, gotten intosome other State. He would 
not have been at home. But in that great section of the country 
we have States that are bigger than all New England. This Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico has almost twice as much area as all of 
New England, with her twelve Senators on this floor. New Mexico 
may not have the population of New England, but it has a popu- 
lation greater than that of the States of some of the Senators who 
sit on this floor. ; ; 

You may take the Territory of Oklahoma. That Territory is 
to be kept outof the Union. Does anybody know when Oklahoma 
is to be admitted as a State? I wish somebody would tell me. It 
may be, Mr. President, at the next Congress the effort will be 
made; but I suppose the same obstructive tactics will be adopted 
then that have been adopted here during this session. 

We have a great Territory up in the Northwest called Alaska. 
The condition there for many years has been absolutely disgrace- 
ful to this nation. We have been unable to secure for the peo- 
ple up there such a government as they are entitled to have. I 
am not now speaking of the Indians, but I am speaking of the 
men who have gone to Alaska from their New England homes or 
their New York homes or their Western homes to settle up that 
country and to develop its great wealth. 

Alaska has been pouring into the Treasury of the nation and 
into the lap of commerce a quantity of gold so vast thatif the 
same thing had occurred a hundred years ago it would have 
changed the entire character of the commerce of mankind. It 
has had itsinfluence upon the world, and there are vast quantities 
of gold up there yet to be extracted, and there isa place for homes, 
not in a climate as genial as that of Colorado, or New Mexico, or 
Arizona, or Oklahoma, or Iowa, or Dlinois, but there is room for a 
million Americans to practice agriculture, as well as can be done 
in Denmark and Norway. 

Mr. President, the best information that can be got from that 
country is that they have great valleys there, bigger than all 
New England, and every acre in those valleysis agricultural land. 
If the winters are long, they are mild, and though the summers 
are short, they are bright; and people can live there and raise 
wheat, oats, barley, and cattle, and yet we have denied to those 
people a decent government. They sent down here a representa- 
tive who is here now, a gentleman who has begged to have some 
legislation enacted that would give those people a Delegate on the 
floor of the House of Representatives, such as for a hundred years 
always has been given to the frontiersmen who were not sufficient 
in numbers to become a State—that was denied to them by this 
Congress, and it was denied to them because it was said, ‘‘ We do 
not intend to do anything with Alaska which will ever indicate 
that she may ever become a State.’’ 

Why are you afraid to make Alaska a State? Why are you 
afraid to make New Mexico a State? Why are you afraid to 
make a State of Oklahoma with its half million of free-born 
Americans? Do you think that they will send here tothis Cham- 
ber men that ought not to come here? You do not know the 
people of that section if you anticipate that. It would not be 
possible for any wealthy man to hold up that section of the 
country and buy a seat in this Senate; orif he should fail, then to 
hold the State in such a condition that it has no representative here 
for years. The chances areahundred to one that when they send 
their Representatives to this body and to the House of Representa- 
tives they will select men born east of the Allegheny Mountains; 
or if they were born west of them, will be found to be the peers 
in everything that goes to make American manhood of the men 


who come from any other section of this our common country. | 
I have heard the inquiry put again and again: Why is it that | 


these Territories are not admitted into the Union? Why is it that 
the Republican party, by a majority in this Chamber, belies its 
last platform and its 
I am not going to read them, forthey have been read here. Why 
is it? Itis because you are afraid of the power of the West in this 
body. That is the plain English of it. The man is a fool who 
has sat here during this session and does not know it, and he is a 
coward if he knows it and is not willing to declare it. You are 
afraid of that power. 

I heard in this Chamber a distinguished Senator from a great 
State declare that the inequality of representation in this body 
was getting so burdensome by the admission of Western States— 
he did not say that he would justify revolution, but he said if it 
was continued there would be a revolution. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator allow me to make a statement 
in that connection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Depew in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 


platforms made many, many years ago? | 





| all times. 


Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. QUAY. I merely rose to request the Senator from Colo- 
rado to exclude Pennsylvania from his remarks as to the Eastern 
States being afraid of the West. We in Pennsylvania are not 
afraid of the West. The greatest American and Republican State 
in the Union fears not the West nor any section and has welcomed 
every new State to the Union as she would welcome Oklahoma, 
New Mexico, and Arizona. 

Mr. TELLER. The second greatest State in the Union has had 
representatives on this floor who have stood every hour for the 
admission of these Territories. The Senator who has just taken 
his seat has risen late and early and urged upon this Senate, with 
a zeal that I have rarely seen manifested in any interest, that we 
should be permitted to vote on the question of the admission of 
these Territories as States. 

Mr. GALLINGER rose. 

Mr. TELLER. I will come to the Senator from New England 
ina minute. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope the Senator from Colorado will 
permit me. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wanted to say that one of the things 
that I have been somewhat proud of has been that during twelve 
years’ service here I have voted with the great West on almost 
every question that has concerned that part of the country. I 
think there has not been an exception to that rule in all great 
matters; and one of the greatest compliments that ever was paid 
to me was at a gathering in a Western State, when I was denom- 
inated an Eastern man with Western ideas. I hoped the Senator 
would not overlook me entirely in his characterization of New 
England. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, Iam glad to have given the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire an opportunity to say what he has said, 
but I was just coming to the very astonishing fact that of the 
twelve New England Senators representing small States, only one 
man could be found who wasin favor of the admission of these Ter- 
ritories; and I was about to remark that this contest had been car- 
ried on practically by New Englanders and by the smaller States. 
So I think that perhaps not only is there some fear in the great 
States that they may be outvoted in this body by the number of 
small States, but Iam inclined to think that our New England 
friends feel that in the course of time New England may lose the 
supremacy that she has had in this body. Her twelve Senators 
will be insignificant in number compared with a membership in 
the Senate of 96. 

But I want to say that after long service in this body and in an 
office that brought me in contact with New England people, they 
are the most forceful men on the continent, and I want to tell 
them that every one of our Western States is full of their best 
young men, and old men, too, for that matter. In the State 
that lin part represent on this floor New England has a great 
contingent. Since we became a State thereis not a New England 
State that has not furnished us some officials. 

I came into this Senate twenty-six years ago last December. 
New England had then, as it has now, a comparatively small 
population—less than that of Pennsylvania, very much less than 
that of the State of New York, and very little more than the State 
of Dlinois. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MASON. As the Senator knows,I am in charge of a very 
meritorious bill which I should like the Senate to take up. It is 
a bill in which the Senator from Maryland {[Mr. McComas} is in- 
terested, and with the permission of the Senator from Colorado I 
should like to call it up. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I renew my statement that I 
shall object to all other business until the Senator from Colorado 
has concluded, and then I desire to make my motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the Philippine tariff bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I came here at the close of the second session 
of the Forty-fourth Congress. There is not now a man on this 
floor from New England who was here then, so what I say will 
not be attributed to any desire to flatter anybody, but to state 
a plain fact. New England was in absolute control of this body, 
not because of the number of its representatives, for it only had 
12 Senators here, but largely because they were entitled to the 
control which men of such character will get everyw Lere and at 
Their States were small, their population small, but 
their wealth in comparison with the great wealth of the country 
was insignificant, and yet they made themselves felt in all leg- 
islation as no other 12 men ever did in this body. Other States 
had great men here who exercised great influence and control, 
but New England then, as now, was practically a solid phalanx 
for everything that struck New England as the proper thing to 
do, whether it was right or whether it was wrong. New England 
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was then pretty generally voting solidly in one direction, and 
they accomplished much. 

New England has no reason to be afraid of the West. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania tells us that the great State of Penn- 


sylvania is not afraid of the West. Iam afraid that can not be 
said of the great State in which I was born and educated and 
which I did not leave for the West until I was a man full grown 
and prepared for the duties of life; because I have heard from 
that State a threat of revolution, a threat to destroy that consti- 
tutional safeguard which the fathers of the Republic put around 
all the smaller States. 

I was somewhat irritated when I heard that coming from the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Depew]. I had a different feeling 
when, inside of the closed doors, I heard a Senator from another 
State, and a State far east of the Alleghenies, utter the same 
threat or the same prophecy. In the one case I felt that it was 
probably a thoughtless expression perhaps, and yet I felt that it 
deserved rebuke; and in my feeble way I attempted, at least, to 

ut in my protest against a suggestion of that kind; but when I 
coat it a second time from an Eastern Senator, I made up my 
mind that this virus had poisoned the hearts and heads of some 
of our New England and Eastern friends; that there is danger 
that this idea that the State of New York, with her seven and 
a half million people, is entitled to greater power in this Senate 
than the States having less than half a million people, and yet 
are here by virtue of the Constitution of the Uni 
the very theory upon which this Government was ordained and 
upon which it can only be maintained, which is that the States 
are sovereign, except so far as they have laid down their sover- 
eignty for the = good, and that the maintenance of the 
equality of the States is essential to the maintenance of a repub- 
lican form of government on this continent. 

What would be the condition if you gave to New York in this 
Senate a vote corresponding to her population? The Senators who 
sit here from New Hampshire and Vermont would find that there 
were 20 Senators sitting here from New York, each of those Sen- 
ators casting an equal vote with them; and what would then be- 
come of the theory that this Senate represents the States in their 
sovereignty? 

We have been told again and again that this principle is so es- 
sential and so important to the American people and to the pres- 
ervation of American institutions that we must continue to elect 
our Senators by the legislature, and if we attempt to elect them 
by the popular vote of the State they will cease in some degree to 
represent the sovereignty of the State. I do not believe anybody 
who talks about the inequality of the States and who makes a 
threat here that that time will come when the States on this floor 
will not be equal in representation have considered what that 
means. We say that every American citizen, when their num- 
bers in a community are sufficient, shall take part in all the af- 
fairs of this Government and have a right to have Senators sit in 
this Chamber, and because we assert that Senators say we will 
have a revolution. When you deny the constitutional right of 
small States you wipe out the State lines, and you can only do it 
by war, and if you think that the people of the great West, 
whether they be great or small in numbers, will submit to that 
you do not know where they were born or from whence they 
came or what they have been educated to believe. This destruc- 
tion of the equality of States means war, bloody war, Mr. Presi- 
dent. We are not afraid of that. Wedo not believe there is 
any general sentiment of that character in the United States; but 
I say itis beneath the dignity of this body for any man to utter 
here a thought in that direction. 

Mr. President, the great West has not yet the population of the 
congested East, but we have opened these great States for the 
New Englander and the New Yorker and the Pennsylvanian to 
come there and make his home, if he sees fit. Who are the peo- 

le of the West? Whoare the people of the State of Colorado? 

here do they come from? We have a population containing 
more people born on the American soil in proportion to our popula- 
tion than any of your Eastern States. We have made a home for 
the best thought, as the Senator from Illinois says, of the people 
of every State of the Union. What you can findin Celsinlieaen 
can find in every other State of the West, and you can find it in 
New Mexicoand Arizona—perhaps not in so great a degree there, 
from the fact that in that section of the country there were some 
native inhabitants who were denied the privileges and the oppor- 
tunities which the people born on the Atlantic coast possess. 
And yet, Mr. President, after the debate, the dreary debate, the 
delaying debate on this floor for weeks and weeks, Senators on 
the other side tell us: ‘‘ If you persist in your efforts to defeat bad 
measures, you will have cloture.’’ Mr. President, most of the 
time I have been in this body I have been in it as a member of 
the dominant party. I am now, as I have ever been, an advocate 
of the freest ible discussion in this body. I know you can 


not make a cloture rule and apply it here which will not practi- 
cally destroy the high character of this body. 


States; by 


I alluded in the Senate—perhaps it was in executive session, and 
I ought not to refer to it—to the fact that I have been one of 
those who believe that of all the wise things our ancestors did 
the wisest in connection with this great Union of ours was when 
they provided this body, and provided it upon the ground and in 
the manner they did. This Government could not have been 
organized except by the concession of the smaller States. Rhode 
Island, with its sixty-odd thousand people, was not going to sur- 
render to Virginia, with her 700,000. New York, with her 800,000 
or thereabouts, would not surrender to Virginia, with her 700,000. 
Virginia was the great State, the populous State,then. The New 
England States and New York were comparatively small in their 
population, and when it was attempted to organize the Govern- 
ment after the war with these different States taking part, it was 
provided carefully that no State should have exceeding seven 
members in Congress, and no State should have less than two. 
Why? New York feared the undue influence of Virginia. Rhode 
Island feared the undue influence of the great population of New 
York. I have here, and shall present it if I can lay my hands 
upon it,a table giving the population at that time. [After a 

use.] I can do it by the census reports. 

Mr. LODGE. It is in the manual. I was going to ask the 
Senator if he was not mistaken, and I find that he was. Virginia 
was the largest State. Pennsylvania was next, with 434,373, and 
Massachusetts next with 378,787. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, Massachusetts was greater than New 
York. Lagree to that. Iremember it now. I stated the Arti- 
cles of the Confederation correctly, I think, although I stated 
them from memory when I said they provided that there should 
be not less than two nor more than seven members. Virginia 
was the greatest State in population; then came Pennsylvania; 
then came Massachusetts, and then came New York. I have the 
list here somewhere. I have mislaidit. I can read it from this 
volume. [A pause.] I find I can not give it from this; but I 
have a memorandum showing the population at the time of the 
organization of the Confederacy, but I can not put my hand on 
it. I will call attention to the fact that in 1790, soon after the 
adoption of the Constitution, the North Atlantic States, consist- 
ing then of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, New Jersey, and Penn- 
sylvania, had a total population of a little less than 2,000,000. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] hands me 
the manual showing the dates of the ratification of the Constitu- 
tion by the thirteen original States, their population, and area. 
have the same thing, but I have mislaid it. When Istarted I did 
not expect to talk on this question or to discuss it. 

When Delaware ratified the Constitution she had 59,096 people; 
Pennsylvania had 434,373; New Jersey had 184,139; Georgia had 
82,548; Connecticut, 238,141; Massachusetts, 378,787; Maryland 
had 319,728; South Carolina, 249,073; New Hampshire, 141,899; 
while Virginia had 747,610. New York had 340,120 and North 
Carolina 393,751. It will be seen that New York had less popu- 
lation than North Carolina at the time the Constitution was 
adopted, or at the time it was ratified, which was shortly after- 
wards. It was practically the adoption of it iumteodiadaty after 
the convention adjourned. Rhode Island had 68,825; Vermont, 
when she was admitted to the Union, had 85,539. I wish to call 
the attention of the junior Senator from Vermont to the fact that 
85,539 was considered ample to take the State of Vermont into 
the Union, although she had an area of 9,565 square miles. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Does the Senator from Colorado over- 
look the fact of Vermont’s service in the Revolution, and that 
while she was not one of the thirteen colonies, her place in the 
number of States that achieved their independence was substan- 
tially the same as that of the others? 

Mr. TELLER. I have not overlooked that. I want to state 
to the Senator from Vermont that I am one of the thousands and 
tens of thousands in the West who claim a Vermont ancestry. 
No, Mr. President, I am not likely to overlook the services of 
Vermont. Who forgets Ethan Allen and the Green Mountain 
boys who ever read anything in the Revolutionary history of this 
country? But, if I been likely to forget that, I have seen too 
many Vermonters in my forty years in the West. 

The other day I had occasion to pick up the Directory of some 
years ago, as long ago as when I first came into the Senate, and I 
found in the list of Congressmen from the great West that this 
one and that one and the other had been born in the State of Ver- 
mont. Sometimes it a red that half the delegation from some 
of the Western States birthin the State of Vermont. If they 
did not boast of birth in Vermont, they could frequently boast of 
: nee which came from there or from some other Eastern 

If anybody think that because we live in the extreme West we 
have not high regard for the people in the East, amongst whom 
our fathers and mothers were born, bred, and lived, he is mis- 
taken. I have as much attachment for the people of the State of 
New York, where, as I said before, I was born and educated, as I 
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le in the world, and I have for Massachusetts 
ew England States the same regard, because 
everywhere in that country I can find relatives, people of my own 


have for any 
and for all the 


blood. And that is the difference between youandus. Youthink, 
because your sons have gone West, you can deny to them the 
rights they would exact and maintain, if Sours by force of 
arms if they remained in the East. No New England man or New 
York man has ever lessened his manhood by going West. He 
has come in contact with the conflicts and activities of life, which, 
if they have not made him better, have not made him weaker or 
more cowardly, 

When the great war came on, among the men who carried the 
flag from the West and the Northwest there were hundreds and 
thousands of men born east of the Allegheny Mountains, and we 
put into the field more men in proportion to our population than 
even the great States of the East did, with all its wealth, and on 
every battlefield the flower of the West maintained the reputa- 
tion of American citizens for courage and devotion to duty. 

Mr. President, numbers do not always make merit. I remem- 
ber the old fable about the fox and the lion. The fox boasted 
and said she had a number of whelps, and she said to the lion, 
‘*You have only one.’’ The lion replied, ‘‘ But that is alion.”’ 

Numbers do not always count. In forming States you must 
have some reference to numbers. Why? Because if the number 
is too small, the people will not be able to bear the burden of state- 
hood. Do any of you dare to say here that you do not believe 
Arizona, New Mexico, or Oklahoma can properly perform the 
duties of statehood by reason of lack of means? Oh, no; you will 
not say that, but you did say an infinitely meaner thing when 
you said they did not have the character out of which to make 
States. 

Mr. President, I have listened to a great many speeches made 
in the Senate, and sometimes I have felt hurt at the methods pur- 
sued for the purpose of securing results, but I have never in my 
public service felt so outraged as I felt at the traducing and slan- 
dering of the people of these three Territories who are demanding 
statehood at our hands. They will be States some day in spite of 
the fear that there may be a preponderance of votes in this body 
against some other section of country. Youcan not keep them 
out always. You may belie your platforms and you may refuse 
to do your duty, but ultimately and not very far ahead in the 
future these people will be given the full rights of American citi- 
zens, and why should they not? 

Senators have been talking about the poverty of those Terri- 
tories. I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
Arizona has in twenty years mined and put into circulation $34,- 
000,000 of gold and $62,000,000 of silver, or practically $100,000 ,000. 
New Mexico, not professing to be a mining State, but an agricul- 
tural State, has put into circulation $29,000,000 of silver and $12,- 
000,000 of gold. Where has come the great metallic wealth of 
this country? Ithascome from west of the Allegheny Mountains; 
yea, west of the Missouri. It has come from the a Moun- 
tains and the mountain region and the new States of the great 
West and Northwest. Since 1848 the United States has produced 
two thousand three hundred and sixty millions of gold, and all 
but twenty-four millions of that came from the region of country 
denominated the extreme West. In addition to that, we have pro- 
duced and sent out one thousand six hundred and fifty millions 
of silver. Ihave taken these figures from the Government re- 
ports. 

Mr. President, I want to say in conclusion that if the Senators 
who have justified themselves in their long opposition to the 
statehood bill are satisfied, I can not blame them, and I bring no 
accusation whatever against them. As I said here before, while 
the unwritten law of the Senate is that the majority shall be al- 
lowed to vote when it is ready, after fair debate, yet there will 
doubtless be times when the judgment of a Senator will lead him 
to go beyond that. But I want to say that if you are justified 
under these conditions in keeping those people out, you need not 
complain if we think that under conditions of another character 
we are justified in insisting that a financial bill that comes here 
or a revenue bill or any other bill shall have the attention of the 
Senate more than can accorded to it in the hurry incident to 
the last days of an expiring Congress. 

Mr. President, I said—and I want to repeat it before I sit down— 
that this bill is probably dead. The bill with which it is proposed 
to follow it will meet the same fate, as a matter of course and a 
matter of right. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would it not facilitate 
be a good thing generally if the Senators on 
lock, ve the 


ublic business and 
e other side would 
endar and make a list of the measures we may 


pass 
Mr. TELLER. We have not had any chance to do that. 








Mr. SPOONER. On every bill that comes up, we are notified 
by somebody that it can not pass. 

Mr. TELLER. We have not had any chance to do that. We 
do not take charge of the Calendar. But it would expedite things 
if the Senator and his associates would bring before the Senate in 
the concluding days and hours measures that we had considered 
before and had an opportunity to pass or an opportunity to dis- 
cuss. I think if you Toten the statehood bill in now the Senate is 
sufficiently instructed upon it to vote. But you say, ‘“‘ We will 
not allow it to pass;’? and when we say that an insignificant 
measure of no particular importance can not pass, then you say, 
‘*Oh, that is filibustering.’’ How did you get the divine right to 
filibuster? Where did you get it? Is it because you are in the 
majority? 

Mr. SPOONER. I got it some years ago, when the Senator 
from Colorado and some Senators on the other side filibustered. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I understood the Senator from 
Wisconsin to say that whenever a bill was brought up some Sen- 
ator on this side refused to let it be passed. I should like for the 
Senator to specify any Senator on the Democratic side who re- 
fused to permit a vote or did anything to prevent a vote on the 
statehood bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. The trouble with the Senator from Missis- 
sippi — that he did not understand what I said; andI excuse him 

or that. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not care to further discuss 
this question. ButI felt inclined at least to say that those who 
had been filibustering for weeks should not throw any brickbats 
at us, who have not been filibustering at least more than a few 
hours if at all. When the Senator says that there are measures I 
objected to, that is true, but there is a measure here that we have 
made every effort to get up. There is a bill which came to us 
from the other body and went to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
As I am not a member of that committee I can say that it is 
one well ae to deal with this great question, and I recog- 
nize myself that this trust question is one of the greatest questions 
which has ever been presented to the American people. 

I am not one of those who think it can be lightly dealt with. 
I am not one of those who think that there are not grave dangers 
in any effort we may make to control these great combinations 
and organizations. I think by the wit of man we might get some- 
thing by which we can minimize their evil influence, if evil influ- 
ence they have, as I think they have, by some measure, and not 
injure and destroy the beneficial influences that come from these 
great organizations. 

But, Mr. President, twice we have endeavored to supplant one 
of these inconsequential and absolutely worthless bills, you might 
say, compared with the great question involved in that bill, after 
it had the careful attention of the Senate Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, after they had reported it here with amendments, and 
when we attempted to get it up we were met with almost a solid 
Republican party that the bill was not to be considered. 

Mr. President, why is that? If there could be any excuse for 
it at all, and none has been given, it is because you think there is 
not time to deal with this great question. That is what we think, 
when we say to you that certain measures in the last expiring 
hours of Congress can not receive sufficient consideration to bring 
them to a vote, because there is not time, whether it be the finan- 
cial bill fathered by the Senator from Rhode Island, or the Philip- 
pine tariff bill fathered by the junior Senator from Massachusetts, 
it does not make any difference. There is not time to consider 
either one of them. But here is a bill that has had, as Brother 
Mason said, the best thought of the House, because it got prac- 
tically, I believe, the votes of all of that body. It has had the 
best thought of the Senate Judiciary Committee. I do not know 
whether it was a unanimous report or not, but I know that it 
brought with it the chairman’s approval, and that ought to weigh 
much in this body. 

Now, Mr. President, we could take that bill up in the expiring 
hours, and if we were not able to get through with it we could at 
least show to the people a determination to deal with it in a con- 
servative and careful manner. 

Mr. President, there has been no subject in the public eye for 
many years that has attracted so much attention as the question 
of the management of trusts. It has brought to it the very best 
thought of the best minds of this country and the best efforts of 
the best men in it, whether it be in the House or in the Senate or 
out of both. The President of the United States has considered 
it great enough and important enough, as he has traversed this 
country, to make speeches on it from one end to the other, and 
he has addressed great crowds of people. I have on my desk a 
8 h he recently made on this subject in which he promised to 
the American people that there should be legislation practically 
on this subject. Ido not hold him responsible for its failure. I 
think he has done all that he ought to do, and I am sometimes 
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niet he has done more than he ought to do to secure that 
ena, 

But I do say, Mr. President, that if the Republican party, as a 
party, want to deal with these trusts, they have had two years 
to do it, and they have failed to do it, or if they have done it they 
have failed at the last expiring hours to enact this measure into 
a law. 

That is presented to us as a proper measure; and as it had the 
support of every Republican except two or three in the House, 
and all the Democrats except about an equal number, it comes 
here accredited in such a way that it ought to have at least the 
right to come up and be considered; and that has been denied it 
by the Republican majority in the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, I hope we shall hear less hereafter of ob- 
struction on this side of the Chamber. Wemay not let you pick 
out all the bills you want to pass, but if you will take bills of 
great interest like that measure, you will find us with you, and 
we will do what we can, if it is not now perfect, to make it per- 
fect, and no one on this side of the Chamber will offer any obstruc- 
tion to it. That is what you are afraid of, and why you do not 
take it up is because of the fear that we will not obstruct it on 


The tables referred to are as follows: 
Area of Territories as compared with New England States. 
Square miles. 









TIRIIIIIL <cinth one ingen napianimnateitsinamacaianiiniaihs ot tina ndings 113, 020 
Indian Territory................ --- 41,400 
NT OD 5 nd skcinbaddidi both ahiwtidbioDtwaline Sebibencbiedbeenmiaeial 122, 580 
SI dannii snitiniinbitiyedbintditaiahlh abbas tiltints hintiaten dienes daiedialtniameniates 89, 080 

BOO o cidutrasdsntbbepsudisichidiblisgassescubencechessnasanbabiienane "906, 080 
CRemRGERO, «cunnncccsnntenidsshdunpennininincmutnianinttindis wen ebiete nema ~~ 4,990 
TTI. oncnnndninnsathunninemmneonarghtbnatinadnbeatomiaigusénnttdam 83, 040 
I Se A RR PO PORE Ft it 8,315 
ST EIRID cnn wcenbcmeniniveton pidbibeesebanithbeaknabaupldeaaie 9, 305 
SGN RUITIIIID cl acrenninsiintonsupnialtiiiatteatibaniitet nhieu iittala aes 1,250 
TEE cucosecstnbirabinennericeintnh teen ncadasien teemebanaiieninee tebiemnctdeneaain 9, 565 

teal: Cigna nat sii titeis bis tncincniivbihiecnitttaatinacishttincaiea ical 66, 465 


Hence it will be seen that New Mexico contains 8,945 ogee miles more 
than all the New England States with New York combinec 

And Arizona, with her 113,020 square miles, has 1,340 more square miles 
than all the New England States and Pennsylvania combined. 

And that the four Territories—Arizona, Indian Territory, Oklahoma, and 
New Mexico—containing 305,030 square miles, are larger than the thirteen 
original States in the Union by 7,400 square mation. 


Statement showing increase in Fie Jrom 1850 to 1900. 











this side, and you dare not do it on your side. | 
Mr. President, I am going toleave the floor tothe Senator from State or Territory. | 1850. | = 1870. 1880. 1890, 1900. 
West Virginia [Mr. ELxkins]. — —_|-—_——_ fa —_——- - 
aes CC SS Se eee = 9, 658 40, 440 69,620 | 122,931 
APPENDIX. ss New Mexico......... 61,547 93, 516 | 91,874 | 119,565 153,568 195, 310 
In Senate, Tuesday, March 8, 1908. Cub poco [STITT] engatns | Bos" o00 
SAPE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEY. New Hampshire ....| 317,976 | 326,073 | 318,300 | 846,991 376, 530 411, 588 
= 6, ~ oO . or . o2 Ae 
Mr. Te.uER. Mr. President, I wish to ask unanimous consent to add to oe aaene rene nang Mr, - chee ae? Hy oo aa ane een 
some remarks I made to-day tables which I prepared and which I omitted to | Gonnecticut _........| 870.792 | 400/147 S37, 4 622,700 | 746'258 | 908! 420 
put ee I will put them at the end my of remarks. They are statistics of | I Rie ti ad | 583,169 | 62 23° 279 326, O15 648. 936 . 661, 086 604, 466 
population, etc. a te on ny ly woo" 5 
The PrestpENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks unani- Massachusetts. --.... 904, 514 (hs 231, 066 i 457, 351 jt 788, 08 " 2, 238, 943 [2, 805, 346 
mous consent that certain statistics, etc., may be inserted by him in his _ 
speech of to-day. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. a sis and other persons. 
Increase in population, with per cent of increase, from 1850 to 1900. 
1860 to 1870, 1870 to 1880. 1880 to 1800. | — 1890 to 1900. 


State or Territory. 


1850 to 1860. 





| Number. |Per cent. Number. IPer cent. 





DO IA .ciiiricssencinniitpaliitillsindichaiinilitdibaaiiniiiiaiaitati a tabcipinntialicaimiit natl EE A aleninit minis 30, 782 818.7 19, 180 47.4 40, 68 
New Mexico 969 5L.9 a1, 642 | 1.8 27,691 80.1 4, 028 28.5 087, 854 24.6 
I ae ee Ce ners scoliatall-«cevserp Nicest cldiitibis «okt bccn Conaiamck dadick tal ONE, oeiedt 820, 407 618.2 
Connecticut 89,355 24.1 97, 207 | 16.8 85, 246 15.9 123,558 19.8 162, 162 21.7 
SONI i cneal dnl nctintihbtiialidibbishinmnenii 8, 097 2.5 a7,773 a2.4 28, 691 9 29, 539 8.5 85,058 9.3 
tae 27,075 18.4 42,7338 24.5 59,178 27.2 68, 975 24.9 83,050 24 
aneeshatti ese, Pac ME ARS 978 8 15, 453 | 4.9 1, 735 5 136 01 11,219 8.4 
Dee 90 hipn ch daa S daiis aciacon unicirenie Dachibiedustrotinnda 45,110 7.7 1, 364 | 2 22, 021 8.5 12, 150 1.9 83,380 5 
Rs ccd tiacinasbtimdatannimnaitinsd Dadieeete 236, 552 23.8 226, 285 18.4 825, 734 22.4 455, 858 25.6 566, 408 25.3 





a Decrease. 


No other Territory at the time of admission into the Union contained so 
large a population as did Wisconsin at the time of her admission, and all of 
such Territories, with the exception of Wisconsin, contained less population 
than New Mexico. The following table shows the ratio of representation and 
the population at date of admission of all the States admitted i into the Union: 











| \Repre-|_ (Rate per NWamber 
| Date| senta- |Popula- Popula-| cent of of Repre- Number 

















ofad-| tive jtion by| tion j|increase| senta- of Repre- 
State. ratio pre- when | during | tivesat | senta- 
mis-\on pre-| vious | admit-| decade | time of | tives 
sion. | vious | census.| ted. jofadmis-| admis- | now. 
census. | gion, sion. 
| 
Vermont ........ 1791 | 33,000 | 85,425 | 85, 425 | 80 2 2 
Kentucky ....... | 1792 | 33,000 | G1,247 | 73,677 Be Bsa eansae leiliet ecliecnhs 
Tennessee ....... 1796 | 33,000 | 82,274) 67,000) 19 [ooo 
SNS 35. chin eel 1802 | $3,000] 2,985 | 45,005; 408 |-..........|.-........ 
Louisiana ....... | 182 i. 35, 000 41, 896 76,556 | Dn Duets deuanneitin 
I i ci aie 1816 | 85,000 | 24,520 63, 897 | 500 2 13 
Mississippi ...... 1817 | 35,000 | op oc, | oe ry6 
aisha ie dah | 1819 | 35,000 i 23, 204 | 15, 512 408 | ---.--+---|---------- 
OS a | 1818 | 85,000 | 12,282 34, G20 350 2 22 
Maine __.........| 1820 | 35,000 | 228,705 | 298, 269 | 3 ~ 4 
Missouri......... | 1821 | 40,000 | 56,385 | 66,557 111 2 5 
Arkansas.......- 1835 | 47,700 | 25,812 | 52,240 | TR ho coctewseclicdewdcabe 
Michigan .......- 1837 | 47,700 | 31,659 | 65,000 | i Dhl ne Nile aia 
ROR EE « ocnnn cos: 1845 | 70,680 | 28,760) 64,000 
Texas. | 1845 | 70,680 |.......-. | 148.000 
OR sit ced 1846 | 70,680 | 43,112 78,819 | 
Wisconsin -...... 1848 | 70,680 30,945 | 180,000 | 
California ......- % 597 | 92, 597 | 
Minnesota -.....- TT | 120,000 | 
EEE wkcisccouta ' | §&0,000 
Kansas ..........| 107,208 
West Virginia - ..--.| 30,000 
Nevada.......... $ “857°| 40/000 | ; 
Nebraska ....... | 1867 (127,881 | 28,841 | 100,000 | 822 1 6 
Colorado ........| 1876 131,425 | 39,864 | 100,000) 388 1 3 
South Dakota ...| 1889 |.....-... 98,268 | 325,808 | I ileal eet le ale 
North Dakota. ..| 1889 |._-_-- 96,009 | 182,719} 234.6 |.......... Reta 
Montana -......- 1889 |........ | $9,159 | 156,086 UB eiennndibvnts rarer 
Washington..... ,.  OO—aeEE 75, 116 | 186,393 AE linencutsindadlsmenaieiieiin 
I td ante 8 a 82,610 | 84,385 = <A ag esac 
Wyomin, .......| 1890 |.......- 20,789 | 60,705 SE “Dp ccnedpitheutioes cass 
weneeeesnenee| 1896 Ee 207,905 | 241,000 Ricki Mah ccaceine 


b Exclusive of persons on Indian reservations. 








Production of gold and silver in Arizona and New Mexico from 1882 to 1901, 


























inclusive. 
ARIZONA. 
Year. Gold. Silver. 

a ac tilien eile ett sees ae Pa Fs $1,085,000 | $7,500,000 
a ie os ie 2a 8 950, 000 5, 200, 000 
a a 930, 000 4, 500, 000 
ing Ai a a a ti 880, 000 8) 800.000 
SIA coi beh bb. tcls cule insak nis dak ordednhe aednededl dane alates aaa 1,110,000 8, 400, 000 
eee uae Ne eg eee AEE ee oe eee 830, 000 8, 800, 000 
37 8, 000, 000 

SSt 1, 939, 398 

ROM 7.7 oe’ eo 

‘ 1,913,535 

Sun , 002, 255 
80 1, 

t % 

; 2, 473, 

: 2,895, 2, 806, 0382 
NI tlidcihessninsk salen aidasctechowedtive vacen eaeiiess aderionah talentless cite 2, 465, 100 2" 904, 954 
i al ala hl in ial a ee | 2.566, 100 2, 040, 630 
Ne ae ee ee ae 4, 193, 400 8, 872,970 
BE ossnn kits mihnittetipliaiiebsinaiha baSbccdnnianienadakaesen inane 4,083, 000 8,638; 234 

Detalc ciccickcactacbs-ciounias Caniipidctdedd abba lAibecnsas ARMIES 0,007,001 
T« ~ ‘Total for Arizona, gold and silver, $96, 50,5 376, fs 
NEW MEXICO. 

Year. _ Gold. Silver. 
ae a eae $150,000 | $1,800,000 
a a ae a ae 280, 2, 845, 000 
ee eo eo ie ee ee 300,000 | — 8,000,000 
oe ae 800, 000 8,000, 000 
a a Bre 400, 000 2, 300, 000 
a ala a A ee 500, 000 2, 300,000 
Ss A ee ee ee eae en ee 602, 1, 200, 000 
BD ccc wocvabtbnhiwbeteadks bubeckseues cae ales dees 1,000, 1, 461, 010 
SIU: xniasildtedalinhshith ileualsitiaiad dala Diddasin Stace aaameal 850,000 | 1,680, 808 








1903. 





Production of gold and silver in Arizona and New Mexico, etc.—Continued. 
NEW MEXICO—continued. 

















Year. | Gold. Silver. 

SOE, on ivvddn bial, 3c SARA AE RA | 905,000 | $1,713,131 
NOOR. ciatiee baad taind idclim nc cuctbchiinddbcnidicehidadedebuiiens | “950,000 | “1,521,390 
1808. .--- -- 20 nn nn eens ene nnn nen cone enon ene ceenee eee eene 913, 100 592, 679 
a ads alae eemmntene 567, 751 817,368 
VEOG. . ono c cece ecw cccccwccnnecenes ccs cccccceees cocces coee 492, 200 898, 320 
SOE 552d ok phibek eatin dedld abietelipphitabeabiltbdes 475, 800 889, 277 
a se ane nesaenieniodl 856, 500 697,535 
1808... ncn cn necn cocececncemeenne cccc esse ccecesesecesscss 539,000 549, 883 
WG i N\: 2a) nk! bits Soe oc uvbahenan pesostpeerabesusenessy 584, 100 650, 731 
A aR LT RET ER RE RAR LE RE PENT. | 39" gon 561,519 
chin ninick nthe tbasep bain opeeiie tinwwteiseodume | 688, 400 728, 436 

ORB 5 ots Res oid ick ted ccbiensd stats | 12,186,751 | 29,207,087 

| 


Total gold and silver for New | Mexico, $41,303,838. , 
Total gold and silver for the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona for 
the last twenty years, $137,944,214. 


Product of gold and silver in the United States from 1848 to 1901. 


The gold and silver mined in the United States has mainly come from the 
Rocky Mountain region. Some has come from Alaska. 











Year. | Gold. | Silver 
| 
$10, 000, 000 $50,000 | 
40, 000, 000 50, 000 
50, 000, 000 50,000 
55, 000, 000 50, 000 
60, 000, 000 50, 000 
65, 000, 000 50, 000 
60,000, 000 50,000 
55, 000, 000 50, 000 
55, 000, 000 50, 000 
55, 000, 000 50, 000 
50,000, 000 500, 000 
50, 000, 000 100, 000 
46, 000, 000 150, 000 | 
43, 000, 000 2,000, 000 
39, 200,000 4,500,000 
40, 000, 000 8, 500, 000 
46, 100, 000 11, 000,000 
53, 225, 000 11, 250, 000 
58, 500, 000 10, 000, 000 
51, 725, 000 13, 500, 000 
48, 000, 000 12,000,000 
49, 500, 000 12, 000, 000 
50,000, 000 16, 000, 000 
43, 500, 000 23, 000, 000 
36, 000, 000 28, 750, 000 
36, 000, 000 35, 750, 000 
33, 500, 000 37,300,000 
83, 400, 000 31, 700,000 | 
39, 900, 000 88, 800, 000 
46, 900, 000 38, 800, 000 
51, 200, 000 45, 200, 000 
38, 900, 000 40, 800, 000 
36, 000, 000 39, 200, 000 
34, 700, 000 43, 000, 000 
82,500, 000 46,800, 000 
80, 000, 000 46, 200, 000 
30, 800, 000 48, 800, 000 
31, 800, 000 51, 600,000 
35, 000, 000 51,000, 000 
33, 000, 000 53,350,000 | 
33, 175, 000 59, 195, 000 
82, 800, 000 64, 646,000 
82, 850, 000 70, 465,000 | 
33, 175, 000 75, 417,000 
33, 000, 000 82, 101, 000 
35, 955, 000 77,576, 000 
39,500, 000 64, 000,000 


57,863,000 69, 637, 000 
64, 463, 000 70, 384, 000 
71, 255, 000 71, 498, 000 
79,171,000 74, 533, 495 








"The value of the entire production previous to 1848, prior to the acquisi- 
tion of Mexican territory, was $24,437,00C in gold and $400,000 of silver. Total 
gold and silver since 1848 amounts to $3,993,007 ,000. 


PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


Mr. ELKINS, Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 15702) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for 
other pu s,’’ approved March 8, 1902, 

Mr. TELLER. Can the Senator do that when I had the floor 
and yielded to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. LODGE. The floor can not be yielded by one Senator to 
another when he gets through. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not expect to do that, but the Senator 
from West Virginia gave notice that he expected to take the floor 
on the conclusion of my remarks. . 

Mr. LODGE. I only want to get the bill up. I have no desire 
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to cut off the Senator from West Virginia. 
speech on the Philippine tariff bill. 

Mr. ELKINS. I will only take a few minutes, if the Senator 
will allow me. 

Mr. LODGE. Let me get up the Philippine tariff bill. 
been here all day for that purpose. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I wish to make an inquiry. 
If the bill before the Senate is to be abandoned, I want to abandon 
my purpose tospeak onit. If not, I wish to hold the floor, because 
I am entitled to the floor while the bill is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the motion made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts is agreed to, the pending bill is dis- 
placed as the unfinished business. 

Mr. LODGE. My motion will displace the pending bill, andit 


He 


can make his 


I have 


| is my intention to displace it. 


Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I well understood that the 


| motion of the Senator from Massachusetts would displace the bill, 








but I wanted to know whether there would be any further dis- 
cussion on the bill which has been under consideration. 
Mr. LODGE. Iunderstood from the Senator from Rhode Island 
that there would not be. He sent me a message to that effect. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves 
Mr. ELKINS. I shall want to debate the motion. 
Mr. LODGE. The Senator can not debate the motion. 





It is 


| not debatable. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
Senator from West Virginia when the motion is determined. 

Mr. ELKINS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 15702) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act temporarily 
to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved March 8, 1902. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Philippines with amendments. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, the bill which has just been 
under consideration is to my mind a most righteous one, and I 
regret exceedingly in the public interest that it has failed. I re- 
gard the failure of the bill as a calamity to the country. Indeed, 
I fear before the year closes the failure to pass it will prove most 
disastrous to the business and financial interests of the country. 

Next fall we will be visited with the usual stringency in the 
money market and business will not know where to turn its head 
to find relief, except to the Treasury, where the people’s money, 
which should be in circulation, will be locked up. This bill af- 
forded the ways and means to avoid the recurring difficulties in 
the financial world. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I rise to an inquiry. The 
Senator is not talking about the bill under consideration. I un- 
derstand him to be addressing himself to the currency bill. 

Mr. ELKINS. Iam coming to the Philippine tariff bill. To 


confine a Senator strictly to the question under discussion would 
be against the traditions of the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. The currency bill, I understand, is not any 
longer under consideration. 

Mr. ELKINS. If the Senator will indulge me I will very soon 


| reach in my remarks the Philippine bill. 


Mr. FORAKER. What I want to say is that it is getting late 
in the day, and this is the last day of the session. Almost every 
Senator here has business in his charge which he wants to bring 
before the Senate. I rose forthe purpose of appealing to Senators 
to remember that, and let us from this time on try to accommo- 
date each other, and where there is no bill before the Senate let 


| us not discuss one, but address ourselves to the business under con- 
| sideration. 
| tract his remarks unless they are addressed to the bill under 


I hope the Senator from West Virginia will not pro- 


consideration. 

Mr. ELKINS. Iam obliged tothe Senator from Ohio. I have 
not spoken for two or three days, and I think I have listened to 
him quite often with pleasure, as I always do. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to say in answer to that, and the rec- 
ords of this body will bear me out, that I have not spoken at ail. 
I have risen a number of times, because I had bills in charge 
about which I had to say something, but I do not think I have 
occupied the time of the Chamber three minutes at any one time 
during the last week, and then I have taken that much time only 
because I was interrupted. 

Mr. ELKINS. I was stating my conception of the disaster that 
would follow the failure of the passage of the currency bill. [t 
seems to me that no Senator should be opposed to some method 
by which the money locked up in the Treasury, from $100,000,000 to 
$150,000,000 and sometimes $200,000,000, should not remain there 
and be taken from the channels of commerce and circulation, 
where it is most needed. This bill will restore to the people for 
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their use in business the money that belongs to them and which | ponents to plague and confuse us. This will not be the last of 
was taken from them by taxation. this precedent. It mars the history of a great _— and dwarfs 


Mr. President, this bill must fail, not somuch because Senators | it. Badness begets badness, even in politics. is filibustering, 
are opposed to it, but because the statehood bill favored by a ma- | this unholy precedent, the first-in our history after forty years, 
jority of the Senate has been defeated by filibustering. was left to 38 Republicans of this Senate toestablish. Mr. Presi- 

Next in importance to this bill is the Philippine tariff bill, urged | dent, I feel obliged to make this statement in behalf of the ma- 
by the President of the United States, I believe, in two messages | jority of the Senate; and I am not ashamed to be with Democrats 
on behalf of the Filipinos, who are now suffering great depression | when they are attempting to help us keep pledges we made as 
in trade and business for the want of sucha bill. According to | a party in national convention and bring into this Union great 
the notice given from the other side of this Chamber, it must fail | States and to give people liberty and full citizenship that has 
also, and largely because a majority of the Senate was not allowed | been denied them for so many long years. 

a vote on the statehood bill. The Philippine tariff bill, brought Mr. President, I make these few remarks that history may be 
forward just now by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], | written just as it happened and just as it occurred, and in justice 
is not only urged upon the attention of Congress by the President, | to 16 Republican Senators who have tried to keep the pledged 
who earnestly favors it, but by the governor-general of the Phil- | faith of their party and have for twelve weeks set their faces 
ippines, Judge Taft, and alongside these two bills, most important | against filibustering and adhered to the traditions of their party. 
bills, lie buried two important treaties and other measures of The majority of a Republican Senate is responsible for these 
great public interest. disasters that have overtaken the Republican party in the closing 

Mr. President, there is a reason for all this. To what source | hours of this Senate and for the failure of the currency and other 
can we trace the failure of this most important legislation? The | bills. A broader and wiser leadership would early in the session 
Republican party is in power and primarily is responsible for all | have brought the Republican party to a better understanding be- 
legislation in this Congress and it will be held responsible by the | tween its members. There was a chance of a just and honorable 
country. I regret to state that in my judgment the Republican | compromise, but the Senator in charge of the bill turned a deaf 
party is responsible for this condition of affairs, which is so un- | ear to all advances in this direction. 
fortunate for it and for the country at this time. Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, no one can regret more than I 

It will be remembered, last June unanimous consent was given | the bringing up of the pending Philippine tariff bill on this the 
to bring > in the Senate on the third day of this session the | last day of the session. A bill for the reduction of the Philippine 
statehood bill for consideration—but not to be talked or filibus- | tariff was considered in the last session of Congress for no less 
tered to death. The understanding was in the mind of every | than five weeks. The subject is thoroughly understood. There 
Senator that the bill would, after fair discussion, be voted; no | is no room for any great amount of discussion, for the bill simply 
one dreamed that an effort would be made to avoid a vote and | provides for a further reduction of the duties on Philippine prod- 
kill it in this way. Early in the beginning of this session a ma- | ucts coming into this country. 
jority of the Republican members of the Senate determined to Now, Mr. President, we are responsible for those islands. 
defeat the statehood bill, and to this end adopted a programme | Owing to war, to cattle pestilence, to cholera, and to other afilic- 
which involved, first, a violation of the pledges made in the plat- | tions not caused by man, the condition in those islands is bad in 
form of their party in three national conventions binding the | the extreme. All we can do is to try and revive business and give 
party to admit the Territories of Oklahoma, New Mexico, and | the people a chance at pr rity. In the vast volume of the im- 
Arizona as States into the Union. ports of the United States the small amount of increase in sugar 

Mr. President, this was a great mistake and a great wrong. | and tobacco that would come by the passage of this bill would go 
One that will come up to plague us hereafter. A political party | unnoticed. But, small as it is to us, it may mean life or death to 
can no more afford to violate its promises and pledges than an | hundreds of those people. We have given them $3,000,000 in the 
individual. But one mistake always leads to another. In order | sundry civil appropriation bill to restock their farms and help 
to sustain and maintain this violation of pledges made in their | them buy cattle and start again; but the greatest charity, the lar- 
nutional conventions a filibuster was organized by a majority of | gest humanity, that we can show to them is to open the channels 
Republican Senators to defeat the statehood bill voted for by | for reviving business. 
every Republican in the House. This filibuster was carried on The currency bill which has passed and become a law will do 
successfully for fourteen weeks against the majority of the Sen- | much in that direction. This bill will supplement that work. I 
ate. I regret to say it is the first time in the history of the Re- | believe that it is a great measure of humanity to those people. It 

ublican party in the Senate under any leadership that the | is on that ground that I ask the Senate to vote upon it. The bill 
Repubiions party resorted to filibustering. We always left that | has been here since the beginning of the session. Everyone knows 
for the Democratic party. It will always stand to the credit of | its contents; one single page expresses it. It is a mere amend- 
16 Republican Senators that they kept the pledges of their party | ment to the existing law, that was discussed for five weeks, reduc- 
in national convention, favored the statehood bill, and refused to | ing the duties on sugar and tobacco from 75 per cent of the Ding- 
join in filibustering. ley rates to 50 per cent of the Dingley rates and making other 

Mr. President, it was this filibuster and defeat of the bill of the | Philippine products free. 
majority of the Senate that has led to the death of the important Mr. President, I have no desire and no intention of discussing 
bills I have mentioned, and the Republicans can not avoid this | the bill at this time in these closing hours, but I do ask that we 
responsibility. It rests upon them and upon noone else. Atany | may have a vote upon it. It is in no interest of any class of 
hour or day the Republicans of the Senate by allowing a vote on | American citizens. It is in the interest simply of those distant 
the statehood bill could have insured the passage of all these | people whose fate has been committed to our hands. 
measures. They held the key that could have unlocked the door | I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will be willing to vote 
and freed us from all difficulties. upon it. It is a House bill. 

The organization of this filibustering movement, which is an| Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

offensive term I know, was begun and inspired largely by two Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
States—Maine and Rhode Island, both States; I mean the Mr. CLAY. I want to catch exactly the rt of the bill. 
Senators for these States, one a distinguished leader on this floor, 
who had charge of the currency bill that is so near his heart, and 
now about dead; had he looked a little further into the future he 
might have seen the death of his bill when he was the 
grave of this statehood bill so assiduously day and night on this 
floor. We owe this unfortunate situation ore the small 
States, and chiefly to two Senators of great ability and long 
service in the Senate. 

Every time there was a eful of dirt put on top of the 
statehood bill there was another put on the Aldrich , on the 
Philippine bill, and on the treaties, and this is the result Repub- 
licans have brought about by not keeping the p of their 
emg: ng in national convention, by resorting to filibustering 

or the first time in the history of the party and against all the 
traditions of Republicans in the Senate. This is a bad precedent 
ra Ce Ni gy gn pn se voy “sant pe e Senate 
for bowing to e will of the majority after full, free, and ample 


a 
I have not read it. I understand the —— dari is 75 per cent 
of the Dingley rate between the Philippine Islands and the 
United States. 

Mr. LODGE. It is. 

Mr. CLAY. And this bill proposes to reduce the tariff to 50 
per cent on sugar and tobacco and to make other articles free? 

Mr. LODGE. That is correct. 

Mr. CLAY. | I shall vote in favor of it myself. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARMACK, Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to offer an amendment to the bill and 
to have it read. ; 

a LODGE. I suppose the committee amendments are first in 

order. 

Mr. CARMACK. Very well. 

Mr. LODGE. The committee amendments, I will say to the 
Senator from Tennessee, have not yet been voted upon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee will lie on the table until it is in order to be offered. 


on. 

I feel humiliated that the great Republican party has found it 
necessary to establish this precedent, not only because it is bad in 
itself, but because it will forever stand and cited by our op- 


re ee ee 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I am opposed to this meas- 


ure. In what I say I speak only for myself, but I hope to convince 
at least some Senators that my objections are su tial and 
ought not to be lightly pee over. I hope toconvince the Senate 
that this is a bill which requires a ter measure of discussion 
than can possibly be given to it in these the closing hours of the 
session, and that there are sagen yen corn to the agricultural 
section of the country that are y menaced by the measure 
should it become a law. 
NOT A HIGH PROTECTIONIST. 

Mr. President, I am not a high protectionist; I favor a revision 
and a reduction of the tariff, but I stand opposed to being used 
either by a trust or any combination of speculators under the 
plea of humanity for their selfish purposes. I am not willing, at 
their command, to place the products of some particular Ameri- 
can industry upon the free list or to cs reduce the duties 
upon it when the motive is not that of humanity nor a desire to 
bring relief to any suffering people. But Iam especially pene 
to doing so when the motive is to fill their already overflowing 
coffers, while they imperil an industry of unusual importance to 
the agriculturists of this country. 

Mr. President, I do not question the motives of the President; 
I do not question the motives of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and as to Senators generally upon the other side I do not question 
their motives, but they have in two instances made an attack 
upon two products oe to the agricultural section of our 
country—upon the to and sugar industries. 

THE TOBACCO INDUSTRY. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator is surely aware that 
the tobacco industry is one of the largest industries in New 
England. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam aware that Connecticut raises some 
tobacco. 

Mr. LODGE. And all through the Connecticut River Valley 
in Massachusetts. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Why, Mr. President, the agricultural in- 
dustries of all New England are a mere bagatelle as compared 
with the agricultural industries of one of the great Western 
States. 

Mr. LODGE. They are probably a mere bagatelle as compared 
with the great resources of Colorado, but they mean something 
to us. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is true; but whether the great agri- 
cultural interests of New England mean anything to New England 
statesmen or not, there is one thing discoverable, that their pe- 
culiar talent and energy have all been directed to the protection 
of manufacturing industries, which are largely peculiar to the 
eastern section of the country, and they are quite indifferent, as 
a rule, whether the farmer is seriously injured or not. They are 
willing, perhaps, that the small agricultural productions of their 
section ma 


greater moment to the people of the section in which they live. 

7 SUGAR AND TOBACCO ATTACKED. 

Mr. President, as I was suggesting, these two particular indus- 
tries have been selected upon two occasions during this session for 
special attack. The claim is that the only relief that can be 
brought to Cuba is through the lessening of the tariff upon sugar 
and tobacco, and the only relief that can be brought to the Philip- 
pines is through the lessening of the tariff upon sugar and to- 
bacco, directly affecting the planters of the South and the farmers 
of the West, when these gentlemen know that there is not a material 
indastry of their own section molested by these efforts to remove 


whatever protection the tariff affords to the sugar of the Great | 


est. 

I say it is peculiar; and yet it is not peculiar when we consider 
the general attitude assumed by the Republican party toward the 
agricultural interests of the country whenever they are in any- 
wise in conflict with the manufacturing industries. 

SUFFERING IN THE PHILIPPINES. 

I am willing to admit that there is serious suffering in the Phil- 
ippine Islands, and also that the United States is more responsible 
for this suffering than any other country. There is rinderpest 
among their cattle, and I call attention to the fact that the condi- 
tion in which the Philippine Islands now are is more directly the 


result of our war of conquest and subjugation, and that you could | 


hardly expect any other condition to follow the grave wrongs we 
pa against persons and property in those islands. Their 
and has been laid waste; their best men have been slaughtered; 
famine and pestilence stalk throughout the islands. It is not to 
be wouligeh es that there is famine and other sufferings in the 
islands and that it will require outside help to give their people 
at least a portion of the relief they are entitled to receive. 
This country owes it to the Philippine Islands, by reason of the 
part it has played in their affairs, to give them succor; but I sub- 


suffer with those that are menaced in the great | 
West and the South for the benefit of those interests that are of far 


| and the United States. 





mit, Mr. President, that the method selected in this measure will 
not bring them the relief of which they stand in need. The plan 
suggested will, so far as results are concerned, yield nothing, and 
when the real facts ate understood I do not see how those who 
advocate this measure upon the score of humanity can look each 
other in the face without smiling. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Colorado has been telling 
us how on two occasions we have singled out two American in- 
dustries for attack—the sugar and tobacco industries. I call the 
Senator’s attention to the fact that instead of those industries 
being singled out for attack, as he indicates, in this bill they have 
been singled out for favor, to which I am opposed. This bill 
provides, as amended by the Senate committee, for absolute free 
trade between the United States and the Philippine Islands for 
every product coming from there here except only sugar and to- 
bacco, and upon those two products 50 per cent of the Dingley 
rates are, according to the committee amendment, to be imposed, 
to which I am opposed, for I think it ought to be only 25 per cent 
at the utmost, as provided by the other House. So that the Sena- 
tor’s contention, it seems to me, is not warranted in view of the 
provision of the bill which he is discussing, for, instead of singling 
out and discriminating against those articles, they are singled out 
and sopenene favored, and I do not know why they should be 
favored. 

FREE TRADE IN SUGAR. 


Mr. PATTERSON. If the Senator will content his soul in pa- 
tience, it will not be many years until he will have absolute free 
trade if you commence the work now through this bill. I want 
to point out to the Senator from Ohio what that means to one or 
two great and growing industries of the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will excuse me for interrupt- 
ing him, for there is no time at this stage of the session for or- 
derly debate and long protracted speeches, one following after 
another; if it were so, I would not interrupt him; but I want to 
say to the Senator there, that there is no terror to me in the sug- 
gestion that there will be free trade between the Philippine 
Islands and the United States, for, while I am a protectionist as 
between this country and foreign countries, I believe that we 
ought to have absolute free trade between this country and all 
the possessions of this country, including the Philippine Islands. 
I would not assent to the imposition of one iota of tariff duties on 
productions coming from the Philippine Islands to the United 
States, except only for the purpose of revenue. They need reve- 
nue to support their government; they must have it; and in that 
way it can be more lightly, and without burden, raised. 

That is the reason I am in favor of the bill as it passed the 
House of Representatives. Otherwise I should insist on absolute 
free trade, as we now.have it between Porto Rico and the United 
States. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, there are only two articles 
produced in the Philippine Islands that in any wise come in com- 


| petition with the products of the State of Ohio; indeed, there are 
| none to any material extent. 


Mr. FORAKER. The Senator forgets that tobacco is a very 


| large industry in the State of Ohio, and I think if the Senator 


will consult the statistics he will want to withdraw that remark. 
WILL BRING NO RELIEF. 


Mr. PATTERSON. No; I would not withdraw it, because the 
production of tobacco is so infinitesimal as compared with the 
other protected industries of Ohio that the destruction of to- 
bacco in Ohio would not appall the Senator from that State for a 
single moment. Therefore, there being little or no conflict be- 
tween the products of the Philippine Islands and the products of 
the State of the Senator from Ohio, I can well understand how he 
is quite willing to have absolute free trade between those islands 
So it is with the Senators from the New 
England and Middle Western States. I stand here representing 


| at least one State in this Union, surrounded by other States that 


are deeply interested in this item of sugar, and until there shall 
be a revision of the tariff that will take into view every item upon 
it, making an equitable reduction all along the line, I shall oppose 
interfering in any degree with the duties upon the particular in- 
dustry I am here defending. 

But let us see what relief this bill is to bring to the Philippine 
Islands. Why, Mr. President, the largest amount of sugar that 
was imported into the United Statesin any year during the last ten, 
was 145,000,000 pounds; and if the relief which the Senator from 
Massachusetts is seeking, upon the basis that, next year or the 
year after, this same amount will be imported, it will amount to 
a fraction of but a little over $750,000, a mere bagatelle—a mere 
mite toward relieving the distress in the islands, and when these 





2980 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Marcu 38. 





figures are considered, the utter fallacy of the arguments of those 
who are insisting upon this bill, will be clearly seen. 

In 1900 there were but 50,000,000 pounds of sugar imported 
from the Philippine Islands to the United ‘States, and if this bill 
shall pass, upon the basis of the importation of two years ago, 
there would be relief to the extent of but $250,600. In 1900 there 
were 5,000,000 pounds of sugar imported, and if you determine 
the benefits to the Filipinos upon the basis of the importation of 
1900 it would amount to the magnificent sum of $25,000. 

WILL DESTROY AMERICAN SUGAR INDUSTRY. 


Mr. President, let me suggest why it is that we are opposed to 
this bill. Itemeans, as suggested by the Senator from Ohio, not 
many years hence absolute free tradein every item of the products 
of the Philippine Is!ands between those islands and the United 
States. Let metakethe item of sugar. There are Senators inter- 
ested in the beet-sugar product of their own States. I ask them 
to weigh well the figures. The documents on file in the depart- 
ments disclose this fact, that sugar can be produced in the Philip- 
pine Islands at a fraction over 62 cents per 100 pounds. 

The beet-sugar raiser receives $2 per 100 pounds for the sugar 
that is in the beet that he sells to the sugar maker. Then the 
first cost of sugar, considering the simple process of extracting it 
from the cane in the Philippine Islands, is 62 cents per 100 pounds, 
as against $2 per 100 pounds in the United States. When you 
add to the cost of the production of sugar in the United States 
the cost of transportation, of storage and insurance, the cost of 
American sugar on the market in this country is more than 3 
cents a pound. Add everything to the cost of sugar in the Phil- 
ippine Islands, and it will be laid down in the United States, in- 
cluding the custom duties to be levied under this measure, at less 
than $2 per 100 pounds. 

8,000,000 ACRES SUGAR LANDS IN PHILIPPINES. 


The Senator from Massachusetts declares that there will be 
little or no sugar introduced into this country from the Philippine 
Islands. If that is true, then there is little or no relief in this 
bill for the people of the Philippine Islands. That fact stands 
confessed by the very claim of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

3ut here is the significant fact in connection with sugar raising 
in the Philippine Islands: Governor Luke Wright, in the room of 
the Committee on the Philippines, admitted that there were from 
4,000,000 to 6,000,000 acres of sugar lands in the Philippine Islands. 
It is also admitted that the productiveness of these Philippine 
lands is at.least double that of the lands of this country. With 
the cost of sugar as I have suggested; with a law already upon 
the statute books that enables corporations to obtain title to Phil- 
ippine lands by the hundreds of thousands of acres, I maintain 
that within less than ten years the sugar industry of the United 
States will be swept out of existence and the sugar raised in the 
Philippine Islands take its place. 

I had a conversation with an expert upon both Philippine lands 
and sugar. He visited the Philippines for the express purpose of 
examining the possibilities of sugar produttion in that country. 
He asserts that there are 8,000,000 acres of land in the Philippine 
Is!ands well adapted for sugar culture, and that those lands are 
much better sugar lands than the best in the United States. If 
one-quarter of those lands is used for the raising of sugar cane, 
they will produce annually twice as much sugar as is annually 
consumed in the United States. The United States consumes 
about two and a half milliontons. If you cultivate but 3,000,000 
acres of Philippine land with sugar cane, there will be a produc- 
tion of 6,000,000 tons of sugar annually at the very lowest esti- 
mate. 

LAND AND SUGAR SYNDICATES ORGANIZED. 


So, I say, with the lands of the Philippine Islands open to spec- 
ulators, with corporations and syndicates already organized and 
being organized to get psssession of those lands, with the eyes of 
the sugar trust fastened upon them, intending, as it does, to de- 
vote them principally to the cultivation of sugar, with the cost of 
this sugar, transportation, and duty added at the ports of the 
UDuited States less than two-thirds that of American-raised sugar, 
it must be apparent what the outcome of the contest will be. It 
means the absolute, unqualified destruction of the American su- 
gar industry. Whatever else may be considered, the dear labor 
of the United States can not compete with the cheap labor of the 
Philippine Islands. 

These islands have more than 10,000 miles of seacoast line 
within 600 miles of the Empire of China. It is utterly impossible 
to prevent the flooding of the islands with the Chinese cooly who 
will work for 30 or 40 cents a day in Filipino money. Compare 
the cost and amount of sugar that can be raised in those islands 
with the cost and amount of sugar that is produced in the United 
States under present conditions, and when the one comes in con- 
flict with the other, under the fostering tection of this meas- 
ure, there is no question but that the erican industry must 
go to the wall and the Filipino industry take its place. 


a EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEeeeeeeen 


A HOTHOUSE FOR CHEAP LABOR. 

This question of the relations of the Philippines with the United 
States reaches far beyond the question of the productions of their 
soil. The Supreme Court of the United States has declared that 
they are *‘ territory appurtenant.’’ I do not knowprecisely what 
that means except that it is territory subject absolutely to the will 
of Congress or that of the Commission in control. 

It will not be long, with free intercourse between the islands 
and the United States, the unrestricted right to come and go at 
will, before you will find ships traversing the ocean between 
those islands and the Pacific coast coming back loaded to the 
guards with cheap labor to take possession of the factories of the 
country, both in New England and in the West, and to take the 
place of section hands upon the lines of our great transcontinental 
railroads. Absolute and free intercourse between the Philippine 
Islands and the United States means more labor troubles than the 
American mind has been able to conceive, for with the right of 
free intercourse firmly established there is nothing to prevent as 
great an influx of cheap labor from the Philippines as the em- 
ploying interests may desire. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ishould like to ask the honorable Senator, 
who is apprehensive of cheap labor being imported from the 
Philippine Islands, where that cheap labor would come from, 
since one of the greatest problems now pressing in the Philippines 
is to get adequate labor? The Senator, who is a well-informed 
member of the Committee on the Philippines, knows that the 
Philippine laborer could not and would not for a moment compete 
with any labor that we have in this country upon the railroads. 
Whence, then, does he anticipate this flood of cheap labor would 
come? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not agree with the Senator from In- 
diana in his proposition to its full extent. The problem in the 
Philippine Islands is not cheap common labor; it is cheap expert 
labor. The claim that was made before the Committee on the 
Philippines was that the labor that was needed in the cities, the 
labor of artisans, the labor that is skilled, had to be brought into 
the islands to a very large extent, and it was upon that plea that 
the claim for Chinese labor was based. 

But as to ordinary labor, labor at the mill, at the loom, labor in 
the cigar factory, labor in the field, there was no claim that the 
labor of the islands was not ample in quantity and quite skillful 
enough to meet all the demands that might be made upon it. It 
was admitted that the Filipino is peculiarly skillful in light handi- 
craft of every kind, good writers, could readily handle delicate 
and intricate machinery, but he was not well fitted for the rongher 
skilled labor of the world. He works fora pitiful sum per diem, 
living upon a ration upon which a white man would starve. I 
can well anticipate the time when the greed that permeates every 
industry, left untrammeled, will, when it comes to labor, seek 
through the agency of free intercourse between the United States 
and the Philippine Islands, the large abundance of very cheap 
and skilled labor that is there for the industries peculiar to cer- 
tain sections of the country. 

SENATORS WILL BE HELD RESPONSIBLE. 


It is for that reason I am opposed to any further interference 
with the existing tariff upon sugar. I see the day, not far dis- 
tant, when the beet-sugar industry of the West and the cane- 
sugar industry of the South will pass away, and if Senators from 
the South can sit idly by while the tobacco interests of their 
States are threatened in like manner, that is a matter of their 
concern and not of mine; but I warn them that the time will 
come, not many years hence, when any lack of interest in tbis, 
to them, all-important question will rise up to haunt them and 
accuse them of dereliction in their duty to their constituencies. 
If the Philippine Islands were in truth and in fact a constituent 
part of the United States, then no matter how the industries 
in which my constituents are interested might suffer, I would 
feel cempelled to remain silent while free intercourse and free 
trade were being established; but we all understand they are not 
a constituent part of the United States and will not be at any fu- 
ture time. 

They have no interest in the Constitution, because it affords 
them no protection. They have no voice in the making of the 
laws that control them. They are at the will of Congress—their 
lives, their ore. their labor, and their future. It is while 
they are in this condition, while Congress may legislate as it will 
to omy | through them an American industry, that I take the 
position I do. 


DISCUSSED UNDER OTHER CONDITIONS. 

Mr. President, the chairman of the Committee on the Philip- 
pines suggested that this question was discussed in the Philippine 
Committee and upon the floor of this Chamber at the last session 
of Congress. It was in part, but at that time the members of the 
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Republican party were asserting upon every occasion that their 
was to hold the Philippine Islands only until the Filipinos 


on fit. for self-government. They would not indicate whether 
in their opinion that time would come in five years or ten. But 
their attitude indicated that it would be at some reasonable time 
in the future. The Republican party, so far as its Senators and 
other leaders are concerned, has advanced a step since then. 
The Senator from Ohio | Mr. FoRAKER] only the other day boldly 
declared that while he had not changed his attitude so far as 
theory was concerned he was satisfied that the day when the Fili- 
pinos would be fit for self-government was so far in the future 
that it was not worth while taking that factor into consideration. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Colorado is well aware 
that I made that statement at the last session of Congress, and 
that I made that same statement precisely in the speech I had the 
honor to make in this Chamber upon the ratification of the treaty 
of peace. I said in all those speeches, and I have said whenever 
I have had occasion to say it, that the time when our obligations 
will be all discharged, and when the Filipinos will have developed 
a capacity of self-government, if they ever do, is necessarily so 
far in the future, and so indefinite as to point of time, that it is 
useless now to consider it one way or the other, and that we must 
govern ourselves upon the theory that we were there charged 
with a responsibility which it was our duty to take care of. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwill not take issue with the statement 
of the Senator from Ohio as to what he has said upon former oc- 
casions. I was of the opinion that his former statements were 
not so broad; that he was willing to allow the impression to be 
conveyed which other Republican Senators did convey, that it 
would not be a very long time before this capacity for self- 
government would be developed; that the then pending legisla- 
tion for the Filipinos was temporary as to time, and that in all 
human probability within our lifetime the Filipino people would 
be free and independent, with a government of their own pro- 
tected by us from interference by outside nations, as are the people 
of Cuba now. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I know the Senator from Colorado would 
not intentionally misstate the position of this side or of any Sen- 
ator upon it. Ithink the Senator, upon reflection, will agree with 
me that this side generally agreed with Governor Taft, who tes- 
tified before our committee that that condition was a question for 
generations. 

; = PATTERSON. I can not agree with the Senator from 
ndiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then the Senator should look at the testi- 
mony taken by our committee. 

P Mr. PATTERSON, Perhaps the Senator will produce the tes- 
imony. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; it is in the printed volume. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have no recollection of any such state- 
ment by Governor Taft, but there is one thing which this discus- 
sion has served to demonstrate, and that is so far as the attitude 
of the Republican party to-day is concerned, whatever its attitude 
was six months ago, the independence of the Filipinos is not now | 
contemplated as a possibility of the future. From this time for- | 
ward we must regard the Philippine Islands as a part of the | 
United States as indissoluble from our country as is any one State 
from the Union. 

PHILIPPINES TO BE PERMANENTLY HELD. 

It is well enough for the people of the country to understand | 
that and to understand also that the islands are to be held as ter- | 
ritories appurtenant, not territories within and under the Con- | 
stitution, and that they are to be the plaything of Congress, to be | 
legislated for just as the needs and the necessities and the whims | 
of the Congress of the United States may determine. 

Mr. President, then in behalf of the sugar-raising industry of 
the United States, of the beet-sugar farmers of Michigan, and 
Minnesota, and Wisconsin, and Kansas, and Nebraska, and Cali- 
fornia, and Washington, as well as of my own State, if their Sena- 
tors will not stand up to protect them, I enter my protest against | 
this entering wedge of the law that must ultimately result in the 
destruction of one of the great agricultural industries of those 
States. With lands almost unlimited in quantity and of immense | 

roductiveness, with labor not one-third the cost of labor in the 

nited States, with a cost of transportation but little over 15 
cents a hundred pounds—sugar being brought from the Philippine | 











Islands in fast sailing vessels as ballast—if Senators from sugar 
States can not see what is in the future for the sugar-beet raisers 


| not to me how that may be. 


of their States, then I think their constituencies will see when 
this question is understood, and they must abide the consequences. 

I desire to say to the Senator from Massachusetts that regard- 
ing this question as of such-great moment I can see every reason 
why there should be fuller and freer discussion than it is possible 
to give to it during the few hours remaining of this session. 

ORDER FOR RECESS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate take a recess from 6 
until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me make a suggestion tothe Senator. It 
is already late inthe day. There isa great deal of legislative busi- 
ness which we have been unable to get before the Senate. Would 
not an hour for the recess be enough—say from 6 until7? Wecan 
go down to the restaurant and get a cup of coffee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I fear it would not be long enough. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Iowa, that the Senate at 6 o’clock take a recess until 8 o’clock this 
evening. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 15702) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved March 8, 1902. 

Mr. BACON obtained the floor. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
been recognized. 

Mr. MASON. Willthe Senator from Georgia permit me to ask 
unanimous consent to call upa very short bill? The Senator from 
Maryland—— 

Mr. LODGE. I shall have to object, as I said before. 
to get action on the pending bill. 

Mr. MASON. I hope—— 

Mr. LODGE. [If I let in one I can not refuse others. 

Mr. MASON. I want to make astatement to the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Even if I yielded it would do no good if the 
Senator from Massachusetts objects to the consideration of the 


The Senator from Georgia has 


I want 


bill. 

Mr. MASON. I should like to make a statement, if the Senator 
will allow me. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will have an opportunity later to 
pass the bill. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator from Maryland was called away by 
reason of a death in his family, and I promised to call up the bill 
if I could. It is a matter where a man 

Mr. BACON. It will be useless for me to yield, with the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Massachusetts to the present consid- 
eration of the bill. So I will proceed. 

Mr. MASON. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 





| PATTERSON] appeals to Senators who represent States in which 


there is sugar production. In the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent there is some sugar production. It is ex- 
pected that there will be a greatdeal more. In the next montha 
sugar convention is to be held in my State under the auspices, if 
I may so say, of the Department of Agriculture. But it matters 
I think that the Government of the 
United States is under the highest moral obligation to pass this 
bill. Ithink we should go much further than this bill goes. I 
think we should entirely lose sight of the mere question of per- 
sonal interest, if I am correct in the view as to our moral obliga- 
tions in this matter. The question presented is not like the ques- 
tion presented as to intercourse between this country and a 
foreign country, or even a quasi-foreign country, such as Cuba 
may be, but it is a question which rests upon very much more 
serious considerations. 

Now, of course, it is unnecessary for me to say that I have been 
utterly opposed to the acquisition of the Philippine Islands. I 
have been utterly opposed to the retention of the Philippine Is- 
lands. I would be glad now to see some way in which those 
people might be left to themselves, under such care as might be 
necessary to protect them against present evils from outside 
sources. But I must look at conditions as they exist. In spite 
of the fact that those who have with myself objected to the ac- 
quisition of the Philippine Islands have been disappointed in our 
efforts to prevent the retention of the islands, the fact exists that 
we have retained them, and they are to-day absolutely subject to 
our control and to our dominion and are absolutely dependent 
upon what we may do for them in the way of trade relations with 
ourselves and with other countries. 

Mr. President, while I do not share the apprehensions of the 
distinguished Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parrerson] as to the 
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threatened production of sugar in the Philippine Islands and 
the threatened competition of sugar grown in the Philippine 
Islands with sugar produced in this country, for reasons which I 
may mention a little later, yet if I did share such apprehensions, 
appreciating as I do the condition of that people—not simply 


from what we have heard, but from what I myself have seen— 
I would still say that now is the time when we should extend the 
hand of relief to a desolate people, because that is what they are. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. ident—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Geor- 
gia yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BACON. Ido. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Does the Senator from Georgia know 
what the extent of relief will be through this bill? I will state 
to him that taking the very highest importation of sugar from 
the Philippines in any one year of the past ten years as the index 
it would amount every year to $750,000, and ing the lowest it 
would amount to $25,000. 

. Mr. CARMACK. That is an index that it would not do much 
arm. 

Mr. BACON. That is what I was about to say. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is not to-day, but the future. We are 
guarding against an inroad upon our industry, and we must look 
to the future, and not confine ourselves to a single year. 

Mr. BACON. The inquiry suggested by the Senator from 
Colorado would, so far as present conditions are concerned, indi- 
cate that there would be no special injury resulting to the indus- 
try of this country from competition in that particular industry 
in the Philippine Islands. I want to say tothe Senator that what 
appears to be a very small amount here is a very large amount 
there, and possibly if it is limited to the very amount as we 
consider it, as stated by him, that amount of itself, in the low 
scale of living that those — have, amounts to a great deal. 

But it is not limited entirely to sugar. Of course it extends to 
tobacco, and all other articles are free. Now, that fact is a mat- 
ter of objection to some Senators. They say that all other things 
are free. Iam not going to discuss details, and I am not going 
to take much time. I am simply going to present one thought 
which I have. 

There is no doubt about the fact that that country has been 
utterly desolated. We know that fact from the reports which we 
have, and I have had occular demonstration of the fact. We 
have had it stated here that by reason of the ravages of war and 
the rinderpest the working animal of that country has been de- 
stroyed, and it has been spoken of as a comparatively recent 
event. Ican say from personal knowledge that two years ago, 
or nearly two years ago, the statement was made then, as it is 
now, that 90 per cent of the caraboa had been destroyed. It is 
not a recent matter, but it was so two years ago. It is the only 
work animal that can be used in that country by reason of the 
climate, and it could not be used in that country were it not for 
the fact that it can immerse itself in water every two hours, and 
in that way prepare itself for renewed work. 

The food crops have been destroyed. Their little villages have 
been destroyed. Their farms have been broken up. Their peo- 
ple have been scattered. Hundreds of thousands of them have 
died or have been killed. If to-day there is on earth a spot of 
utter want and desolation it is the Philippine Islands. I make no 
criticism of anybody in this connection, certainly not at this time, 
for any responsibility for that. I am speaking of an existing con- 
dition. I am not making any imputation or casting any reflec- 
tion upon any agency by which this condition was brought about. 
But, nevertheless, it is an existing condition among a people ab- 
solutely dependent upon us. 

I believe as a matter of law it is our duty to extend free trade 
to those people. I believe there should be free trade between 
those islands and this country. However, I will not stop to dis- 
cuss that. But as a matter of simple justice, ought they not to 
have it? Iam not only prepared to vote for this bill, but I am 
prepared to go further and say that they shall have all the ad- 
vantages they can enjoy by reason of unrestricted commerce be- 
tween that country and ours. 

Mr. President, the learned Senator from Colorado speaks about 
the vast production that is going to come from those islands. 
There is no man within the sound of “ voice who will ever live 
to see it, unless we should turn the fi of Chinese immigration 
upon those islands. It is an impossibility. The Senator talks 
about skilled labor. I do not know what may have been said 
before his committee, but if you will go to that country you will 
find in the shops, in the saddle shops, in the harness shops, in the 
cigar shops and cigarette shops, and in all such places, skilled 
Filipino labor. There is not where the great difficulty is to be 
found. The Filipino will never be an active laborer outside of 
those small industries. When it comes to agriculture, he limits 


Wages are no temptation to him. He wants a that which 
will supply the necessaries of life, and the time will never come 
within this generation or within the life of any man now living 
when there will be such an active agricultural industry in those 
islands as will make any production that will threaten the indus. 
tries of this country. 

However, as I have said, I am not going to discuss those ques- 
tions. I wish to put the action in this matter upon the high 
ground, without casting reflections upon anybody, that without 
their agency and against their will they have been brought under 
our subjection. It is afact that they are in a condition of utter 
want and desolation, and itis a further fact that the condition we 
are seeking to meet is a present condition and should not be put 
aside by the simple suggestion as to what may be the condition 
in the future. If in future the condition shall change, then, if 
necessary and proper, we can make a change to meet it; but what 
shall be done now? Does the fact that these people are starv- 


ing—— 

we PATTERSON. Let me ask the Senator from Georgia a 

question. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. PATTERSON. ill the reduction of the tariff on sugar 
or tobacco give a single Filipino a carabao now or next year? 
The thing to do, if you want to give them relief, and Iam in cor 
of it, is to give them $10,000,000 from the United States and have 
it expended by the Commission for the purpose of buying cara- 
baos now, and giving those to them, so that they will get present 
relief. This bill does not bring present relief. It is all for the 
future, and for the benefit of speculators in the future. 

Mr. BACON. The very earnest contention of the Senator, if 
correct, of course would comparatively close the argument, but I 
differ with him as to that statement. It is not necessary as the 
result of this particular piece of legislation that there should be 
money put into their hands to buy carabaos, but no one can possi- 
bly dispute the proposition that every advantage which we give 
to them in the way of trade is a stimulus pro tanto in the way of 
production, and that every advantage in the way of production 
assists to put bread in the mouth of the hungry. It is with that 
view—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If I may interrupt the Senator, I wish to 
make a statement in answer to the remarks of the Senator from 
Colorado. To give to the people of the Philippine Islands a mar- 
ket will make valuable their possessions in the Philippine Islands, 
on which they can raise money, which they can not now, because 
they have no markets, and therefore no values, and thus they can 
relieve themselves. Ten million dollars would be soon spent, and 
but little good to a great people like this would be felt; but if you 
give them a market fee make valuable all their possessions, and 
they can take care of themselves. That is all they need. 

r.PATTERSON. May Iask the Senator from Ohioa question? 
Re PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. PATTERSON. ask the Senator whether or not when 
you give them a market in the articles that we produce to the ex- 
tent that you give them a market, are we not replacing the pro- 
duction of our own people? 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator has been insisting that all they 
would send here would be of very little value or but little in 
amount. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Ohio a s with me. 

Mr. FORAKER. No. Ithink but little would come next year 
or the next year, but year by year the importation to this country 
from the Philippine Islands would grow, and in the course of time 
they would no Seok become of considerable magnitude. If they 
should ever threaten our industries, the people, as the Senator 
from Georgia has suggested, who would then be legislating for 
this country could deal with that question in a way that would be 
just. Buton that point Ihavenofear. Except only for revenue, 

would no more think of putting a tariff between the United 
States and the Philippine Islands than I would of putting a tariff 
between Colorado and Ohio or Georgia. They are ours and should 
be so treated. ; 

Mr. BACON. I am delighted to hear the Senator from Ohio 
say that. I think that is the condition to which we should come. 
— is the proposition I should like to see made the basis of action 


ere. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President-— . 
— PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yie 
Mr. BACON. With cee. . 
Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Ohio practically admits 


himself to such work as is necessary to supply the common wants | my contention. He says it will not bring much relief now, but it 
of life, and when he gets them he is happy and wants no more. ' is a relief that will come in the future. 
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Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Inonemoment. Wait until I get through. 

Mr. FORAKER. But the Senator has gone off—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Year by year the production of the islands 
will increase, the trade and the revenue will increase, and it is in 
the future that the relief is to come, and not in the present. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. One moment. So far as absolute free 
trade is concerned between the islands, whenever the Senator 
from Ohio and his party by legislation will secure the relations 
between the Philippine Islands and the United States that exist 
between the United States and o Territories, then under 
the Constitution the mouths of all objectors are closed. But you 
hold them as a conquered province and you rule them at will, and 
you legislate for them to suit the interests of greed at home under 
the pretense of relieving the necessities of those abroad. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Colorado want them 
brought in the same relation with the United States that the 
Territories occupy? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Colorado does not want 
them brought into it, but the party of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin can bring themin. They should not occupy this extraordi- 
nary and unusual relation. They should either be in the Union 
or they should be an independent people, making their own laws 
and working out their own destiny. I am in favor of the latter 
attitude and condition for the people of the Philippine Islands, 
and I do not want to hold them as a constant menace to many of 
the industries as well as to the civilization of the United States. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. CARMACK. I simply want to make a request, as I do not 
expect to get into this debate, as I intended, to have some matter 
printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I am 
about to conclude, and he can resume the floor on that question 
and in his own time. It would come in better then. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to continue the debate longer. I 
quite agree with the Senator from Colorado as to the wish I have 
relative to the relations of these islands with the United States. 
But that is not the question here. When the matter was before 
the Senate in a former session as to whether or not there should 
be a concession in the tariff rates, it will be remembered that 
some Senators declined to vote for that measure upon the ground 
that these oe were entitled to free trade, and that to vote any 
tariff at all was a violation of their view of constitutional obliga- 
tion. I believe that under the law they are entitled to free trade. 
I say that subject, of course, to the superior judgment of five out 
of nine of the judges of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

But, Mr, President, this is, as I have said before, an existing 
condition, As I am not able to give them free trade, as I am not 
able to give them the best I wish that they might have, I will 
give them the best I am able, and therefore Iam prepared to vote 
for whatever reduction it may be put in my power to vote for. 

Now, Mr. President, one other word. It does seem to me that 
here are eight or ten million — It is not a small question. 
I do not claim this as any special matter of prescience, but more 
than a year ago I wrote and published articles which anticipated 
this very condition of affairs. Iwassatisfied thata country which 
had been desolated and swept by war as they had been, with every- 
thing destroyed which was necessary to administer to their every- 
day comforts, could not be a prosperous people, and while there 
were fictitious conditions then which gave a fictitious appearance 
of prosperity, the time was near at hand which has now come, 
oat Mr. President, when it has come with this vast multitude of 
starving people are we to let the present Congress adjourn with- 
out action upon the subject? 

I say, Mr. President, that the highest moral obligation is upon 
us, not only to afford this relief, but to give them the —— 
to advance and to do what they may wish to avoid such an emer- 
gency in the future. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia 
what he understands to be the operation of this bill. Is this 


relief of the tariff on other products and the 50 per cent on tobacco 
and sugar likely, in his judgment, to make for a year or two any 
increased trade which will benefit that people in their distress? 

Mr. BACON. I think that anything which will give any stimu- 
lus to their industry will help that people. 


Mr. HOAR. They are starving, they are without animals, 
they are without the means of cultivating their land, and now we 
say to them, if I understood the Senator from Ohio correctly, it 
will only be a few thousand dollars a year that it will increase 
their product for the present, and the Senator from Colorado said 
he thought so. What operation is the taking off of the United 
States tariff to have during the time when a man wants to bry 
—- animals and wants to get some food to put in his 
mou 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HOAR. Will it save one human being from the agonies 
of hunger? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Massachusetts will pardon 
me, there must be no misunderstanding on the question of the 
relation of draft animals to the work of the Philippine Islands. 
Of course the draft animals there play a very important part, 
but they do not play all the part in the agricultural industry of 
the country by any means, and not near so great a relation as 
draft animals bear in this country, owing to the fact that a larger 
proportion of the agricultural industry of that country is carried 
on by hand work. 

At the same time there isa necessity and importance, of course, 
for these draft animals; but anything which stimulates the agri- 
cultural industry of that country, which gives them better prices, 
enables them to employ these poor people, and each man who is 
employed gives something to somebody else who has business re- 
lations with him. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all true, of course, but I am inquiring 
about the aoe relief formen who are starving. I do not un- 
derstand that there is any stock of sugar or stock of tobacco or 
stock of anything else accumulated there now to be let loose or 
sold at once if we pass this bill. The Senator from Ohio, I think, 
said—somebody did in the debate—that it would be an improve- 
ment this year, a larger improvement next year, and larger the 
next. Itis a permanent tariff _—_ now entered into for their 
benefit undoubtedly. Ido not know that there is any objection 
to it, but how it is going to affect one starving man or woman is 
what I want to know. 

Mr. BACON. Of course, in a case of famine there has to be 
some other relief except the stimulus of industry, because there 
must be something of present benefit. I understand it is the pur- 

to devote a certain amount of money to that necessity. But, 
Mr. President, that does not in any way minimize or depreciate 
the importance of stimulating industries, so that while the starv- 
ing and famishing people may be relieved to-day by charity they 
may in a month or two months or six months, as the case may be, 
to a certain extent be able to administer to their own wants. 

Mr. HOAR. How does the Senator expect that if this bill 
passes there will be an increase of $50,000 a year either in sugar 
or tobacco in their trade with this country next year, not this one? 
Does the Senator expect, or does any Senator expect, that there 
will be an increase of $50,000 a year of the imports to this coun- 
= of either sugar or tobacco next year? That is what I want to 

ow. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Georgia will yield to me, 
I will read to the Senator from Massachusetts an answer to what 
he has said. It is what Governor Taft and his fellow-Commis- 
sioners said in their final report on November 1 last on this gen- 
eral subject: 

We urge the reduction of the duties imposed on goods and merchandise 
imported into the United States from the Philippine Islands so as to make 
them not more than 25 per cent of the duties imposed by the Dingley law. 
The reduction of only 25 per cent, and the absurdly small effect of that re- 
duction upon the trade between the islands and the United States, shown in 
the collection of little more than $11,000 of duties in five months, demonstrates 
that if any benefit at all is to be conferred upon the Philippine Islands by such 
action the percentage of reduction must be largely increased. 

Mr. HOAR. That—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Willthe Senator allow me to finish it? In just 
a moment I will have concluded reading, and then I will give 
way? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not want the Senator to give way. 
him to answer a question when he gets through. 

Mr. FORAKER., I will finish, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER (reading): 


We feel confident that a reduction of 75 per cent will not result in a dump- 


I want 


ing upon the American market of either tobacco or other commodities so as 
perceptibly to affect that market; while, on the other hand, the ability to 
sell in the markets of the United States will be of the greatest encourage- 
ment to the woefully depressed agriculture of the Philippine Islands, under 
the conditions which we have described. The reduction of 25 per cent, in- 
stead of being an aid to us in winning the good will of the Philippine people, 
if it is not followed now by further reductions, will lead them to believe 
that we are merely going through the form of a concession, which amounts, 
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in fact, to no concession at all; that the United States is merely “keeping 
the word of promise to the ear and maeaking it to the hope.” 
We think that a 50 per cent reduction will not give any substantial relief— 


Mr. HOAR. That is my question exactly. ; 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam answering it. I knew it would answer 
the Senator; that is the reason why I persisted in reading it— 
and that nothing short of 75 per c<nt will accomplish a useful purpose. 

Just what the House made— 

It is a mistake to suppose that the severance of these islands from Spain 


has made no difference in the markets to which their tobacco and — 
growers may look. On the contrary, with the separation from Spain, the 
sugar and tobacco growers have been deprived of markets which were of 


great assistance to them, and it seems only fair and just that the United 
States should substitute its own markets for the Spanish markets. 

Now, Mr. President, that is what Governor Taft said on that 
subject. I believe thoroughly that he is right, and entirely right, 
about it. I believe that when we acquired the Philippine Islands, 
whether wisely or not, having cut off their markets in Spain and 
elsewhere, it became our duty to give them the benefit of our 
own markets. 

It does not matter, Mr. President, how good a government we 
may organize, nor how good the men may be we send there to 
administer it, that government will be a failure unless that peo- 
ple are satisfied, and they can not be satisfied unless they have 
prosperity; and they can not have prosperity unless they havea 
a market in which they can sell their products when they have 
brought them forth. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, Mr. President, that is exactly the point of 
my question and exactly the answer to it. Senators had stated— 
two of them, I think—that this would do no substantial good to 
the Philippine Islands and would make no substantial difference 
tous. lI asked the question whether the Senators thought that a 
reduction of 50 per cent would have any material effect in reliev- 
ing the unhappy condition of things there, to which the Senator 
from Ohio answers in the language of Governor Taft, which he 
indorses himself, namely, that 25 per cent reduction has operated 
in an increase of trade of $11,000 only, and has not done a particle 
of good; that 25 per cent more will not do a particle of good, but 
that on the contrary, 25 per cent more—being what this bill pro- 
poses—the intelligent Commissioner says, ‘‘ If you do that and 
nothing more, you will hurt the existing conditions, because the 
people will believe you are trifling with them, keeping the word 
of promise to the ear and breaking it to the hope, and you are 
not accomplishing anything at all.’’ 

So you have the warning of Governor Taft and the warning of 
the accomplished Senator from Ohio that this bill is going to do 
mischief if not harm. That is exactly where we stand. 

Mr. FORAKER. WilltheSenatorallowme? The Senator will 
remember perhaps, or will at least recall when I remind him of 
it, that when we debated the Philippine tariff law which is now 
in force I insisted it ought not to be a reduction of 25 per cent, 
but a reduction of 75 per cent of the Dingley rates; that the rate 
ought to be 25 per cent, and that we ought to have that rate only 
because they needed a revenue there. Except only for the pur- 
pose of revenue, I would not have any tariff duty between the 
Philippine Islands and the United States any more than I would 
between Massachusetts and Maine. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, what I think myself, though I wish to defer 
to gentlemen who have studied this question more than I have—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to say just a word? 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to finish my sentence. What I should 
like to do would be to have entire freedom of trade for what is 
coming in here, unless possibly some little administrative duty, 
but limited to a period of time, say five years—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 


Mr. HOAR. By giving five years you can reconsider the mat- | 


ter under more favorable conditions. 
Mr. FORAKER. I thank the Senator for that suggestion. It 
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make anything free of duty. They made the rate 25 per cent on 
everything. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well; I stand corrected as to that. 

Mr. LODGE. We made everything free of duty except sugar 
and tobacco. I do notagree with the statements which have been 
made, but I am not going to debate it, because it simply consumes 
time. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know what statement I have made 
to which the Senator takes exception, and I would be obliged to 
him if he would call attention to it. What I want to say is that 
the proposition for 50 per cent reduction only is a proposition 
of the Committee on the Philippines of the Senate. So the ques- 
tion is, or will be when we get to that, whether or not we shall 
amend the bill that the House sent to us by increasing the tariff 
duties on sugar and tobacco they import into this country from 
the Philippine Islands to 50 per cent of the Dingley rates instead 
of aoe the duty at 25 per cent of the Dingley rates, as that bill 
provided. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio 
yield to me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio 
whether he has given any attention to the cost of the production 
of sugar in the Philippine Islands and the cost of transportation 
from the islands to the United States? 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not studied that question so as to 
answer the Senator with accuracy. I do know, however, that for 
this year it is estimated that there will be a production of not ex- 
ceeding 10,000 tons of sugar in the whole Philippine Archipelago. 
Last year the production amounted only to 60,000 tons. There has 
been that reduction on account of the extraordinarily unfortu- 
nate condition that obtains there. When this matter was adverted 
to a few days ago in the Senate the Senator from Colorado said that 
some time in the past the annual production of sugar in the Philip- 
pine Islands had been as much as 400,000 tons. That may be true. 
It was much higher than I had supposed it had ever been. Mr. 
President, whatever may be capacity, the Senator—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Four hundred thousand pounds. 

Mr. FORAKER. Four hundred thousand tons. 

Mr. TELLER. Four hundred thousand tons. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not remember to have seen such a state- 
ment, but I have no disposition to take issue with the Senator. 
I am very glad to hear that those people were able to produce 
400,000 tons of sugar in the Philippine Islands under favorable 
circumstances, and I would be rejoiced if I could believe that 
at any time in the near future they would be able to produce 
there 5,000,000 tons of sugar, as the junior Senator from Colorado 
said in this debate this afternoon. It would show to us that 
there isa — for great prosperity in those islands, and that 
it would @ very sad miscarriage of our duty with respect to 
the islands if we were to so legislate as to make it im ible for 
a country of such capacity to have any prosperity at all. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I should like to call the 
attention of the Senator from Ohio to the fact that at the present 
time it is not a question of the capacity of the islands for produc- 
tion. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is just what I am going to show, if the 
Senator will allow me. 

Mr. PATTERSON. One moment. Let me get through. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I object to being interrupted 
except by my own consent. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Ohio is the most per- 
sistent interrupter on the floor of the Senate. 
an PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will please address the 

air. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Healways interjects in Senators’ remarks, 


| but objects when a Senator interrupts him. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado will 


had occurred to me that that might possibly be a way that would | please address the Chair and get permission to interrupt the Sen- 


lead us to an agreement. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to finish before I am interrupted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will take the liberty 
of inquiring of the Senator from Georgia whether or not he has 
yielded the floor? 

Mr. BACON. I will yield it to the Senator from Ohio. I had 
about completed my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am obliged to the Senator from Georgia. 
I wanted to remind the Senator from Massachusetts of the fact 
that the bill which is before the Senate is the bill as it came from 
the House. It passed the House with a provision that only 25 per 
cent of the Dingley rate should be levied on sugar and tobacco 
and that everything else should come in free of rn 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. The House did not 


ator on the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, Senators will know whether 
there is any warrant for such a statement as that just now made 
by the Senator from Colorado. I listened to him almost an hour 
this afternoon, and I did not interrupt him very much. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I spoke in my own right. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; | know; in his own right certainly, and 
I am speaking, I hope, in my own right now. 1[ do not object to 
being interrupted, but my objection was to being interrupted in 
the midst of a statement. I said to the Senator that if he woula 
wait a moment I would give way to him. What I wanted to say 
was, Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. And I insist upon being allowed to say that, 
and then I will yield to the Senator with pleasure. 

The conditions in the Philippines are such that we know there 
can not be any production of tobacco or sugar there this year or 
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next year or at any time within the next ten or fifteen or twenty 
years that would seriously conflict with any industry in this 
country if those articles were allowed to come in absolutely free 
of duty. 

Therefore it was a wise suggestion on the part of the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts, in view of that which has been sug- 
gested here, if we can not otherwise agree, everyone recognizing 
the necessity of doing something for the present relief of those 
islands, that we limit the time that this law shall be in force. I 
think it would be well perhaps to do that. I am willing to limit 
it to five years or ten years, as may be thought wise. No man op- 
posing this bill can successfully maintain the proposition that dur- 
ing that period there could come any injury to any industry in 
this country, and then we could determine whether or not we 
should further continue the law in force. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio a 
question before he takes his seat. I understood the Senator from 
Ohio to say that he thought the reduction of the rate of duty to 
25 per cent, instead of 50 per cent, would result in no serious loss 
to the revenues of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. FORAKER. I donot think it would. I donot remember 
that I made exactly that statement; but I think there would be 
more revenue collected at the ports of this country upon impor- 
tations from the Philippine Islands with a tariff duty of 25 per 
cent of the Dingley rates than there would be if the tariff rates 
were 50 4 re cent. ‘ ' 

Mr. MALLORY. I am inclined to think so myself, and I 
should like to vote for such a | iy ame 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam glad to know the Senator feels so dis- 


osed. 
7 I want to say that I think this is one of the most important 
measures pending before the Senate. I place it second to no 


measure which has been presented to us for consideration during 
this session, and I want to repeat what I said when I had the 
floor before this afternoon, that if we adjourn without taking 
any action of this character we should remember that it is an 
adjournment for a nine months’ vacation, and it will be a pretty 
serious responsibility, in my opinion, that the Senate of the 
United States will assume in taking that action of letting those 
people, whose necessities we are now fully acquainted with, go 
without any relief, without any helping hand whatever from the 
Government, denying to them the right to trade in our own 
markets when it is-conceded that they have not enough of any- 
thing that comes in conflict with our industries to prejudice 
those industries this year or at any time within the next five or 
ten years by any possibility. 
AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 

Mr. LODGE. There is some executive business that must be 

disposed of, and the time for the recess is approaching. So I 


move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 


Mr. CARMACK. I hope the Senator will withdraw that | 


motion. 

Mr. LODGE. The bill which has been pending will come up 
again at 8 o’clock, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts with- 
hold his motion for a moment. 

Mr. CARMACK. I want to say what I have to say now, as I 
do not want to consume any time to-night and be accused of 
delaying action on this bill. I simply want to make a request. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator may make his request. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I made the request last night 
to have printed in the Recorp statements of certain persons in 
regard to affairs in the Philippine Islands, together with some 
comments which I have made thereon. I now ask unanimous 
consent that they may be printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I beg to ask what is the nature 
of the material to which the Senator refers? 

Mr. CARMACK. I supposed the Senator was familiar with it. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam not familiar with it, and do not know that 
I ever heard of it. 


Mr. CARMACK. They are statements of certain persons who | 


should have been examined as witnesses before the Philippine 
Committee, and would have been examined had the committee 

m in session for that purpose. As they did not have an oppor- 
tunity of appearing before that committee, their statements were 
taken otherwise. 

Mr. LODGE. That opens a pretty large question for the Sen- 
ate to determine. Of course, if any individual Senator can hold 
&@ meeting by himself. take testimony, and present it to the Senate, 
it would be quite useless for a regular committee to sit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee? 
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Mr. LODGE. Ishall have to object at this stage, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 

tee PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
objects. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not know that it will be possible for me 
to get the floor to-night, for I do not know whether the Chair 
will recognize me under any circumstances, although I am a 
member of the Philippines Committee, but if this matter is pend- 
ing and I can get the eye of the Chair, and it be possible to do so, 
I shall read these statements. 


CLARENCE R. HOOPER, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MASON. Iask the Senator from Massachusetts to with- 
draw his motion for a moment to enable me to call from the Cal- 
endar a private bill in which the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas], who has been called away, feels an interest. 

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of Charles R. 
Hooper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Hlinois asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read in full to the Senate for its information. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts whether he intends to yield to a series of requests for unani- 
mous consent? 

Mr. LODGE. The question of time is involved; it is necessary 
that we shall have an executive session, and we must take a recess 
at 6 o’clock. I promised to make a motion for an executive ses- 
sion at the request of the Senator from Illinois |Mr. CuLLom}. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understood the Senator to yield to a 
request for unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill 
referred to by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. 

Mr. HOAR. May I be permitted to say a word? 

Mr. MASON. I have the floor at the present time, but I will 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say to the Senate, what may not be 
known to all of them, that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Comas] is absent under the most painfu! possible circumstances; 
and this is a request left by him to have something attended to 
which he had in charge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of Charles 


R. Hooper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I can not consent 
to the passage of that bill without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I now renew my motion for an executive ses- 
sion, and feel that I must insist upon it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 


| of the Senator from Massachusetts. 


Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator withhold that motion for 
a moment? I want to make a special appeal to the Senate. I 
have two bills which have been reported out of the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments, and the bills are now in the Senate. 
They have been read, and there is nothing to be done except to al- 
low them to be acted upon. I donot think there are any further 
amendments to be offered in the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. There are many Senators who have made ap- 
peals for the passage of bills. I promised other Senators now ab- 
sent that there should be an executive session, and I can not, in 
justice to them, yield at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


| consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 


in executive session the doors were reopened. 
T. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask for the consideration of the bill (H.R. 
1488) for the relief of T. A. Woodress. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to pay T. A. 
Woodress, of Grundy County, Mo., $135.60, to cover expenses and 
transportation paid out by him. toconvey his son, A. C. Woodress, 
late a private of the Third United States Cavalry, in the Spanish 
war, from Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to the insane asylum at St. 
Joseph, Mo., and thence back to Jefferson Barracks, Mo., includ- 
ing the cost of attendants. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


A. WOODRESS. 
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RIGHTS OF WAY FOR IRRIGATION PURPOSES IN HAWAII. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the further 
consideration of House bill 11997, known as the Hawaiian ditch 


bill, and also the bill (H. R. 17546) to 
the House of Representatives of the 
Rico. Both of these bills are in the Senate and open to amend- 
ment. All the amendments have been agreed to, and there is no 
opposition that I know of to either one of them. Both have been 
read. It will take buta moment. The amendments have been 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole and the bills have been re- 
ported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title 
of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 11997) granting to the Hawaiian 
Ditch Company, Limited, the right of way over public lands in 
the districts of North and South Kohala, in the island of Hawaii, 
for the purpose of constructing and maintaining ditches or canals 
and the necessary reservoirs, dams, and the like, for irrigation 
and domestic purposes in said districts. 

Bi ag neing no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that a Hawaiian company or an American 
company? 

Mr. FORAKER. This is not a grant toacompany. This isa 


rovide for a Delegate to 
nited States from Porto 


substitute for the bill. There is no objection to this measure at 


all on the part of anybody. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I wished to discover. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is not objected to by any of the parties 
in interest. It is simply a general provision extending to Hawaii 
our laws now in force in the Territories. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the purpose of extending the law? 

: Mr. FORAKER. It is simply a reenactment of the Territorial 
aw. 

Mr. HOAR. What Territorial law? 

Mr. FORAKER. The law enacted by the Congress of the 
United States authorizing the construction of irrigation ditches 
and their maintenance. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but this seems to be a grant toa 
company known as the Hawaii Ditch Company. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The title of the bill is to be changed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Itisagenerallaw. The House a bill 
making a grant to the Kohala Ditch Company, Limited, organized 
under the laws of Hawaii. I, in committee, offered a substitute, 
which I have offered here, which is cnply a reenactment of the 
irrigation laws of the United States, and under which no right is 
given to any company. 

Mr. HOAR. Isee. I wanted to know whether it singled out 
one particular company—— 

Mr. FORAKER. It does not. 

Mr. HOAR. Orisa generallaw. That is all right. 

Mr. BATE. I think I shall have to object to the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think the objection of the Senator from 
Tennessee is based upon the bill as it came from the House. This 
is an entire substitute for that bill, and is opposed by none of the 
parties in interest. 

Mr. BATE. With that statement of the Senator from Ohio, I 
have no objection to the bill. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to grant the right 
of way through public lands in Hawaii to canal and ditch com- 
epee formed for irrigation purposes and to regulate the use of 
the same.”’ 

PROTECTION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 17085) to effectuate the provisions 
of the additional act of the international convention for the pro- 
tection of industrial property. 


Mr. FORAKER. I asked unanimous consent that I might | 


have the two bills that were in the Senate and open to amend- 
ment acted upon. The other is a bill to provide for a Delegate 
from Porto Rico. It has been read and reported to the Senate. 
There are no further amendments that I know of. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I hope I may have consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill which I have called mF 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the bill will be passed. It is a very 
important one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill in- 
dicated by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not mean to object to the bill, but it is a 
very important measure. It makes some very im nt amend- 
ments to the statute. I want to know from somebody connected 


with the committee whether it comes from the Committee on 
Patents; and if so, whether it has been favorably reported? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been reported favorably from the 
Committee on Patents. It is indorsed by all of the committee, 
including the oldest member of the Committee on Patents, the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This bill was prepared by the 
Commissioner of Patents, and its only object is to make our prac- 
tice conform to the practice which has been adopted by the inter- 
national convention for the protection of industrial property. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not intend to make any objections; I 
merely wanted to know something about it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PREVENTION OF COUNTERFEITING. 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 18075) to amend section 3 of the ‘‘Act further to prevent 
counterfeiting or manufacturing of dies, tools, or other imple- 
ments used in manufacturing,’’ and so forth, approved February 
10, 1891. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend the 
third section of the act referred to so as to read as follows: 

That every person who makes, or who causes or procures to be made, or 
who brings into the United States from any foreign country, or who shall 
have in possession with intent to sell, give away, or in any other manner use 
the same, any business or professional card, notice, placard, token, device, 
print, or impression, or any other thing whatsoever, in likeness or similitude 
as to design, color, or the inscription thereon, of any of the coins of the United 
States or of any foreign country that have n or hereafter may be issued 
as money, either under the authority of the United States or under the au- 
thority of any foreign government, shall, upon conviction thereof, be pun- 
ished by a fine not to exceed $100. But nothing in this act shall be construed 
te forbid or pores the printing and publishing of illustrations of coins and 
medals, or the making of the necessa for the same, to used in 


illustrating numismatic and historical a ks and journals and the circulars 


of legitimate publishers and dealers in the same. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPOONER ee said: I wish to enter a motion to 
pecans the vote by which the bill was passed. I will not call 
it up now. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion will be entered. 
JEROME W. TURNER. 


Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 17026) granting a pension to 
Jerome W. Turner. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Jerome W. Turner, late first lieuten- 
ant and adjutant, Thirtieth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOMESTEAD SETTLERS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. PETTUS. Thereis on the table a measure which has come 
from the House. It is the bill (H. R. 15802) for the relief of cer- 
tain homestead settlers in the State of Alabama. It came from 
the House this morning and has not been put on the Calendar. 
It is the same in substance as Senate bill 7247, which is on the 
Calendar. I ask present consideration for the House bill, and 
after it is passed I will move the indefinite postponement of the 
Senate bill on the same subject. 

The bill (H. R. 15802) for the relief of certain homestead set- 
tlers in the State of Alabama was read the first time by its title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever any person, association, or corporation 
that has recovered, in any court of competent jurisdiction, the title to any 
land which is included in any homest entry madeon lands granted by the 
Congress of the United States to the State of Alabama toaid in the construc- 
tion of the Mobile and Girard Railroad or the Tennessee and Coosa Railroad 
which recovery of said land was made or had by virtue of the title asserted 
and claimed by either of said railroad companies or its vendee or successor 
in interest, shall execute a deed conveying all his or their interest in, or claim 
to, the land included in such homestead entry to the United States, and file 
the same with the Secretary of the Interior, such person, association, or cor- 

»ration shall be entitled toreceive from the Secretary of the Interior a cer- 
ificate authorizing them or their assigns to enter, within one year from the 
issuance of such certificate, of the public lands of the United States in the 
State of Alabama, subject to homestead entry, an area equal to that contained 
in the tract so deeded and relinquished, and all certificates which have not 
been presented as a for the entry of a specific tract within one year of 
their issuance, as above, shall be void, and each and every certificate issued 
shall have plain! printed across the face thereof the date of its expiration. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe all necessary 

rules and regulations for the administration of this act. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


a third reading, read the third time, and fs 
10 ar. PETTUS. I move that the bill (S. 7247) for the relief of 
certain homestead settlers in the State of Alabama on lands which 
have been recovered, or which may hereafter be recovered in the 
courts by the grantees of certain railroad companies in that State, 
be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RECESS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 6 o’clock having 
arrived, under the order of the Senate a recess will now be taken 
until 8 o’clock. 

Thereupon (at 6 o’clock p, m.) a recess was taken until 8 o’clock 
p. m. ; 





EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO presented the credentials of StEPHEN R. 
MALLORY, appointed by the governor of the State of Florida a 
Senator from that State until the legislature thereof shall fill the 
vacancy in the term beginning March 4, 1903; which were read, 
and ordered to be filed. 

LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION AT ST. LOUIS. 


The PRESIDENT ee tempore. Following the suggestion of 
the Committee on Industrial itions, the Chair appoints as 
the committee to attend the dedicatory ceremonies of the Loui- 
siana Purchase ee to be held at St. Louis April 30 and 
May 1 and 2, 1903, the following Senators: The Senator from New 
Hampshire, Mr. BuRNHAM; the Senator from New York, Mr. 
Depew; the Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr. PENROSE; the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, Mr. DoLuLIver; the Senator from North Dakota, 
Mr. HaNsBROUGH; the Senator from Oregon, Mr. MITCHELL; the 
Senator from Colorado, Mr. TELLER; the Senator from Arkansas, 
Mr. Berry; the Senator from Virginia, Mr. Martin; and the 
Senator from Louisiana, Mr. Foster. 
CALL OF THE ROLL. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I ask for a call of the Senate to find out 


whether we have a quorum or not. 
The Secretary will call the 


es PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Alger, Cullom, nm Proctor, 
Allison, Deboe, Heitfeld, gus 
Bacon, Dietrich, Jones, Nev. wiles, 
Bate, Dilling . Kean, Spooner, 
Berry, Dubois, Lodge, Stewart, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, McEnery, Taliafe 
Burnham, Foraker, Mallory, Teller, 
Burton, Foster, La. nm, liman, 
Carmack, Foster, Wash. Millard, Warren, 
Clapp, e, Nelson, Wellington. 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger, Patterson, 

Clay, le, Perkins, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators have an- | 

swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the | 
bill (8. 7414) to increase the limit of cost of certain public build- 
ings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to 
authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill | 
(S. 7307) to provide certain souvenir medallions for the benefit of | 
the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association of the United States. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House | 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8S. 7807) to provide certain souvenir medallions for the 
benefit of the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association of the 
United States; and 

A bill (S. 7425) authorizing and empowering the Secretary of | 
War to locate a right of way for and granting the same a right to 
operate and maintain a line of rai through the Vancouver | 
Barracks and Military Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
to the Portland, Vancouver and Yakima Railway Company, its 


successors and assigns; and 
making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 





gns 
A bill (H. R. 17202) 


penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 
and for otherpurposes 


| ment will be agreed to. 


EFFICIENCY OF ARMY CHAPLAINS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I present copies of indorsements of the Gen- 
eral, the Adjutant-General, and other officials of the United States 
Army, and also of eminent bishops, clergymen, and laymen of 
various religious bodies, together with aero tables and 
matter explanatory and commendatory of the proposed legisla- 
tion to recognize and promote the efficiency of Army chaplains. 
I move that the indorsements be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REGULATION OF COMMERCE. 


On motion of Mr. KEAN, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of 
Public No. 103, “An act to further regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the States,” approved February 19, 1903. 


PORTO RICO, 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 17546) to provide for a Delegate to the 
House of Representatives of the United States from Porto Rico. 
The bill was reported unanimously to the Senate, and is now in 
the Senate without any objection, and I ask that it may be put 
upon its e. It does not have to be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], 
in charge of the Philippine tariff bill, asked me to see that it re- 
tains its place and is not displaced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was about to put 
the request so that it shall not be displaced. 

Mr. ALLISON. If this bill takes no time, I will yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. It will take no time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 17546) to provide for a Delegate to the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States from Porto Rico. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT _ tempore. Yesterday, asin Committee of 
the Whole, the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
FORAKER] in the nature of a substitute was agreed to. No other 
amendment was offered, and the bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to move an amend- 
a the amendment which was made as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The billis in the Senate and 
open to amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out the paragraph com- 
mencing on line 4, page 3, beginning with the words ‘‘ The said 
commission,’’ down to and including the word ‘‘island,’’ in line 
21, and to insert what I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 4, after the word “ Paris,” 
strike out all of the bill down toand including the word “‘island,’’ 
in line 21, and in lieu insert the following: 

The said commission shall make full report of its examinations and find- 
ings, together with its opinions and recommendations, to the Congress within 
one year after its first sitting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iaccept the amendment. The only differ- 


| ence is that it provides for a report to Congress instead of to the 


President. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. But the bill as it now stands 
provides for a report to the President, and upon that report the 
President can docertain things, and certain very important things. 
I think the report ought to come back to Congress for its consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the amend- 
It is agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FORAKER, the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the appointment of commissioners to 
settle title to church lands in Porto Rico, and for other purposes.”’ 

SAFE-KEEPING OF PUBLIC MONEY. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to ask unanimous con- 
sent to add to some remarks I made to-day tables which I pre; 
pared and which I omitted to put in. I will put them at the end 
of my remarks. They are statistics of population, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent that certain statistics, etc., may be in- 
serted by him in his speech of to-day. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the un- 
finished business. 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15702) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes,’ approved March 8, 1902. 

Mr. CARMACK. I ask the Secretary to read the paper which 
I send to the desk. 

Mr. BURTON. Is that the paper the Senator asked to have go 
into the REcorpD? 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes, sir; I want to have it go in asa part of 
my remarks. 

Mr. BURTON. I suggest that thereis no objection to its being 

yrinted. 
' Mr. CARMACK. I donot care to have it read if there is no ob- 
jection to its being printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to know what it is. 

Mr. CARMACK. I have stated it two or three times. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not present. 

Mr. CARMACK. It is testimony taken on the Philippine 
matter. 


Mr. ALLISON. At this moment I think I will not consent that | 


it may be printed without reading. 

Mr. CARMACK. Then I will ask to have it read. Does the 
Senator object to its being read by the Secretary? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot object toits reading by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What was the objection of 
the Senator from Iowa, that it should not be printed or-that it 
should not be read? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to its being read as a part of 
the remarks of the Senator from Tennessee. I sup it will be 
printed afterwards, but I should like to hear what it is. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ihave someremarkstomake. The reading 
can be suspended, and in the meanwhile the Senator can look over 
it if he wishes to do so. I simply do not want to take the time 
that would be consumed in reading it. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 7414) to increase the limit of 
cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public 
buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and 
for other pu , having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 1, 3, 8, 9, 11, 13, 14, 
15, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 29. 

Tliat the Senate recede from its disa; 
House numbered 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 16, 17, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 82, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 
and agree to the same. 


Taoat the House recede from its amendment numbered 2, and agrees to 


the Senate provision with an amendment as follows: After the word “ dol- 
lars,” in the line of the amendment, insert the following: ‘‘And authority 
is hereby given to the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and adjust any 
claims for damages due to the abrogation of certain contracts undera former 
appropriation for a public building at Anniston, Ala.: Provided, The amount 
thereof can be liquidated for such sums as, in his opinion, are just and rea- 
sonable, and a sum of money sufficient to cover such adjustments and settle- 
ments shall be paid from the amount herein authorized;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. . 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the item “ United States post-office at East Liverpool, Ohio, $30,000,” 
insert the following: “ Provided, That such site shall be deemed to comply 
with the provisions of this act if bounded on two sides by streets and on a 


third side by a public alley, and shail contain not less than 13,000square feet;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. . 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


House numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Insert in line 2 of the amendment, after the word “ directed,” the words “in 
is discretion;* and the Senate agree to the same. 
CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, 
GEORGE TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
DAVID H. MERCER, 
CHARLES W. GILLET, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the report. 

Mr. MALLORY. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Indiana 
as to certain items in the bill which were added by the House. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. MALLORY. It is impossible for me to understand the re- 
port as made indicating the amendments by numbers. I wish to 
get some information regarding certain amendments which were 
added to the bill by the House. I find that, beginning on page 
13, section 5, there are a number of new items which were added 
by the House. I should like to inquire from the Senator if the 
conferees agreed on all those items. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. They did. ; 

Mr. MALLORY. For purchase of sites for new post-office 
buildings? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; the conferees agreed upon them. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator if there was 
any new site provided by the Senate bill at all? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator has the text of the Senate 


ment to the amendments of the | 


bill before him, he will discover that there were no new sites pro- 
vided in the Senate bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. And none were added by the conferees? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. And none were added by the conferees. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President I do not propose to antagonize 
the bill, but I wish to exprese my dissent to the method by which 
this measure has gone through both bodies of Con . AslI 
understand it, it was originally a Senate bill. When it was pend- 
ing before the committee of the Senate I undertook to add a pro- 
vision for the purchase of a new site for a post-office building. I 
was informed by a member of the committee that no new sites 
would be provided for in the measure, and that it was utterly use- 
less for me to undertake to have one providedfor. The bill went 
to the House. I desisted from any effort at all to have that new 
site provided for, one which I thought was very proper and very 
meritorious, and it is much more so than many that are in the 
bill now. The report now comes to the Senate with quite a 
large number of new sites appropriated for. I find that Ala- 
bama has 8; Iowa, 2; Wisconsin, 1; Georgia, 2; Michigan, 2: and 
Nebraska, 2; most of them being places of comparative unim- 
portance. 

I understand, Mr. President, that the Senate conferees made 
an earnest effort to have these provisions eliminated from the bill, 
and that they finally yielded on the assurance that if they insisted 
on bringing them out it would result in the absolute defeat of 
the bill, or if they insisted on adding any Senate amendments of 
= same character that that also would result in the defeat of the 

ill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator is entirely accurate in that 
statement. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire merely, Mr. President, to bring out 
those facts, because I do not think that is a proper method of 
legislation. While I have no comment to make upon the other 
House in the matter, and while I do not wish to delay an agree- 
ment to this conference report, I wish the facts as they are to ap- 
pear in the Recorp. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, for several years we have 
| been endeavoring to get a site for a hall of records, and I recall 
the fact that a provision was made in this bill for a site for a hall 
of records. I wish to ask the Senator in charge of the bill if that 
| provision for a hall of records remains in the bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; there is a provision for the purchase 
of asite in Washington for a hall of records, and it looks as though 
after twenty-five years of effort we would succeed in getting a hall. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I think, in view of the inquiry 
made by the Senator from Florida, it is due to the Senate that 
|} some explanation or statement should be made regarding the 
items to which he refers. I do not believe the Senate will with- 
hold its commendation—nor its commiseration, for that matter— 
from the Senate conferees on the omnibus public building bill, for 
they have been placed in a most embarrassing and I think I can 
| truthfully say a most humiliating position. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will theSenator permit me one moment? I 
| do not wish to be understood as reflecting on the Senate conferees 
| in any way. I believe that they did everything in their power to 
make this bill just. 

Mr. WARREN. Iam glad to have at least one Senator confirm 
the fact. We all remember how ably the Senator from Indiana 
{Mr. FAIRBANKS] in charge of this bill conducted its passage 
through this body, refusing all amendments of appropriations for 
new building projects and for new building sites, stating then, as 
he had a right to state, that there was an agreement between the 
committee which he represented on this side and a committee 
from another place, a committee who had the right to enter into 
such negotiations, that a bill, in order to be safe and pass the 
House, must pass the Senate with no new projects included, ex- 
cept such as related to the District of Columbia; that all other 
mztter would have to relate to bills or laws already passed and 
under which buildings had been commenced or plans drawn in 
the completion of works already authorized. 

Now, Mr. President, our committee was besought in its com- 
mittee room and on this floor by individual Senators, who desired 
to have included new buildings or sites, and we had to turn to 
all a deaf ear under our agreement. Many Senators that were 
thus refused are here to-day, and have given their assent to this 
final conclusion. Others, including my seat-mate on my right, 
are not here, and necessarily have not been consulted. 

Senators (one and all) were assured by the chairman and by me 
and by other members of our committee that there would be no 
new buildings or sites provided for in the bill because we had an 
agreement to that effect with the corresponding committee of the 
House, and therefore we could not put them on here. ; 

Notwithstanding this our agreement of honor it transpires 
that in another place, immediately after the Senate bill passed 
and before it had reached the House of Representatives, it was 
taken intoa committeeroom. That committee’s pledge tous was 
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broken and some twenty-odd sites that had been originally put in 
a House bill were added toour bill, and this, too, notwithstanding 
the fact that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds here 
had been besought 7 those from that other committee to pull 
them out of a hole, if I may use that‘term, into which they had 
placed themselves. They had put in their House bill these sites, 
which were being strenuously objected to, so that they could 
neither get their bill up in the House nor pass it, if they had got 


up. 

7 > this their dilemma and distress they begged and prayed us 
to come to their rescue and pull them out of the hole. 

They asked us to come to their relief and frame a bill which 
could pass over there at their end of the Capitol. With that ex- 
treme kindness which has always characterized our chairman, he 
consented to the proposition. Wewere led to make a bill exactly 
as the members from another place asked us to construct it. 1 
am sorry to say that all of those representations to us have fallen 
by the wayside, have been repudiated and trodden under foot. 

“Of course, I will use no harsh terms; but when I hear the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] speaking of bunko here- 
after,as he did yesterday, or whenever anybody shall speak of bad 
faith or bunko, my mind will involuntarily turn back to this 
period and the actions of those from another place in relation to 
this measure. 

There is another thing, Mr. President, aside from the matter of 
fair dealing and justice to this body, that in my mind is radically 
wrong about this bill, especially the item of sites, which your 
conferees have been compelled to swallow. It is true that we are 
in the midst of piping times of prosperity, and it seems to be 
true that in our extravagant expenditures and appropriations we 
have forgotten that there is any such thing, or ever has been such 
a thing, as hard times. 

We seem to have forgotten the strained financial condition in 
which we were but a few years ago, and the condition we have been 
in many a time before, and probably shall be in again. When 
we look at our different appropriation bills and sum up their 
stupendous totals we wonder where we are going to land. This 
omnibus public building bill carries in the matter of these deceit- 
fully acquired building sites probably not more than a half mil- 
lion dollars in direct appropriations, but this Congress commits 
itself, by inserting provisions forthose sites, to further appropria- 
tions that will amount on an average to more than half a million 
dollars apiece for the twenty-five or thirty buildings. 

Possibly it is right, but I think it ought to be considered whether 
or not we want to further extend this system of mortgaging the 
future by carrying similar provisions into every single appropria- 
tion bill which we may pass. 

Our greatly esteemed chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce [Mr. FRYE] established some years ago—and properly so, 
in my judgment, upon that particular class of appropriations—a 
method of providing for river and harbor improvements by appro- 
priating certain money for the current year and certain amounts 
and making a limit in continuous appropriations to be provided 
for thereafter as to the items named in the bill. Since that time 
our sundry civil bill has consequently fattened and thriven and 
grown corpulent, of course. 

So far as we carried it only on rivers and harbors where it was 
necessary to make contracts, it seemed harmless enough, but 
when we look now at the various appropriation bills we find that 
we have continuing appropriations for almost everything and for 
public buildings galore. We appropriate direct $3,000,000 for 
the privilege of having a railroad depot from which we may de- 
part when leaving town and into which we may come when com- 
ing intotown. We appropriate $2,000,000 for a District building 
and $1,500,000 for an Agricultural building. We are appropriat- 
ing or authorizing three and a half millions of dollars for a Na- 
tional Museum in our sundry civil bill. 

We are called upon, and there is legislation pending toward the 

matter of the appropriation of $10,000,000, so far, for the exten- 
sion of the Capitol and buildings connected with it for the con- 
venience of the House of Representatives and the Senate. 
_ We are confronted with the necessity—and the proposition has 
just been entered into or is under contemplation—to put seven to 
ten million dollars into a temple of justice which will compare 
with the handsome Library building. We are asked to appro- 
priate $7,000,000 for a building for a new Department of Commerce 
and to give up 1,800 men with which to commence housekeep- 
ing, an infant industry which must be protected in a $7,000,000 
building and given 1,300 men to start with. We appropriate 
over $200,000 for an addition to our printing and engraving 
plant, and divers and sundry other large sums too numerous to 
mention. 

I might speak as I zo along of the expenditure of some five 
hundred thousand to six hundred thousand dollars on the White 
House, including, Mr. President, an expenditure, it is stated, of 

over $65,000 for that diminutive wigwam that defaces the western 
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side of the White House grounds [laughter]; that little wigwam, 
or tepee, whose front yard is mostly a coal hole and whose best 
room is the back yard, where perhaps we may sometime erect a 
building to which this so-called structure, this Executive office, 
may be added as a porch or a piazza. [Laughter. | 

Mr. President, I might go on with the enumeration of a hun- 
dred million dollars or more which it is proposed to expend—— 

Mr. NELSON. I will ask the Senator from Wyoming what 
did the building to which he refers cost? 

Mr. WARREN. [understand it cost over $65,000; and if I had 
personally expended $6,500 and did not have a better result and a 
better product than that one, I should consider that I owed myself 
and everyone who came along to see it an apology. [Laughter. } 

We have other little matters. We provide in some of these 
bills which are under consideration for a mail-bag repair shop, to 
cost nobody knows how much. This public-building bill con- 
tains an appropriation of $400,000 for a site upon which to erect a 
three or four or five million dollar hall of records. We are in- 
formed by the Post-Office Department that over in New York 
they need a little matter of a couple of extra post-offices—subur- 
ban affairs—that will cost something like $16,000,000, according 
to their present calculation; but I want to record the prophecy 
that they will never be built inside of $30,000,000. 

Good Lord! If it costs this much for two branch offices, what 
will it cost for a central or main post-office in Greater New York? 

Where are the time-honored watch dogs of the Treasury? 
Where is our Uncle Josreps and all the rest of the old guard with 
their powerful mailed hands which have so firmly seized and 
throttled extravagance heretofore? Where are they? Echo an- 
swers, Where? 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the time will soon come 
when this Senate will be required to instruct its conferees upon 
these various bills, not only about the rights of this body in con- 
nection with another body, but instruct them also as to what 
they are expected to be led into and are willing to be led into in 
promised expenditures hereafter, in the way of a mortgage, if 
you please, upon the future. 

Yet, Mr. President, I say it with shame, that in all these great 
expenditures, in this ghost dance of intoxicating indulgence and 
extravagance, we have not time nor inclination, it seems, to stop 
and pay debts which the Government owes to those who have 
furnished service and supplies to this nation, long years ago, and 
who are left with their claims unadjudicated, unpaid. 

Whenever a Senator rises in his place and reports favorably a 
claim from the Committee on Claims he is looked upon with sus- 
picion, and when he undertakes to pass one he is usually blocked. 

Mr. President, possibly I am getting too far away from the text 
upon which I opened my few rambling remarks. I want to again 
say that the conferees upon the public-building bill who have 
been compelled to surrender have done so most reluctantly, and 
they owe, and so far as I am concerned I tender, to this body 
humble apologies for putting the Senate in the position of having 
to take what is doled out to it, followed by the grand bluff that 
we shall have to take what they say or nothing. 

Possibly the chairman of our committee may be able to shed 
some light upon this matter that I have failed to shed, and if so, 
I shall be glad to have him do so; but I think that he will agree 
with me in the main. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senate conferees have acted very 
properly in finally yielding under the circumstances which have 
been stated. I was satisfied that that was the only chance of se- 
curing the passage of the bill, and I think it better that the Sen- 
ate conferees should have yielded than it would be to have the 
defeat of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if 
he does-not think if we had told the House conferees that we would 
not yield, and they discovered that it was their only chance to 
pass this bill, they perhaps might not have yielded? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That I can not answer. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know whether the Senate confer- 
ees do that under any circumstances. We hear every winter at 
the close of the session as to matters which are absolutely right- 
eous and just which the Senate has put into various appropriation 
bills on full consideration, and which we know, if the House 
could have a chancé to vote on them, they would put in—nobody 
doubts that—but some one man informs our conferees that there 
can not be any bill passed unless some provision is yielded, and 
then we back down. Did the Senator ever hear of a Senate con- 
ference committee standing up and carrying its point on anything 
in the world? I do not remember any such case at present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can tell the Senator 

Mr. HOAR. I do not speak of this bill particularly, because I 
have no doubt the bill was well managed by the conferees, but I 
am speaking of appropriation bills generally. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will tell the Senator of acase. The Sena- 
tor asked for a case where the House had yielded to the Senate. 
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The House yielded when the Senate put on an appropriation for 
clerks to Senators. [Laughter.] That is my recollection, and I 
was chairman of the subcommittee which had charge of it. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to inform the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that there was one case of a conference where the Senate 
made its point, and that was on the bill for the creation of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR. I will take the question back. If my friend from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] was on the conference committee, I am 
sure the Senate conferees did not yield. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr.President,I wish tosay but afew words. 

Mr. CARMACK. I fear the Senator will about use up all of 
my time. I have no objection to the Senator proceeding, but I 
want it understood that I am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not expect to speak but briefly. 

— CARMACK. The Senator may take as much time as he 
pleases. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I understand the conference report has 
the right of way, and that the time I occupy will not be deducted 
from the time of the honorable Senator. 

I suppose that there is no conference report which is exactly 
what each House would desire. Certainly it is not the rule that 
conference reports are always what both Houses wish. Confer- 
ence agreements are necessarily reached after a free and full in- 
terchange of opinion of the conferees of both Houses, and after 
some concessions are made by one or both parties to the confer- 
ence. The report as it appears here is the result of long and 
tedious conferences between the conferees of the two Houses. It 
has not been made hastily or without the utmost consideration 
and effort to compose the divergent views of the two Houses. 

It is true, as stated by the honorable Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN], that the bill originally framed was framed after 
conferences with some of the leaders of another branch of the 
public service. It was framed after conferences with many Sen- 
ators who were interested in the subject. After the bill went to 
the House it was amended in certain respects, and a number of 
very important provisions contained in it as it left the Senate 
were stricken out in the House. 

It is true that there were several new sites added to the bill, in- 
volving a comparatively small amount of money. In the confer- 
ence we succeeded in persuading the House conferees to recede from 
their amendments striking out many important provisions in the 
Senate bill. 

The particular controversy in conference was with respect to 
the items regarding new sites which were added in the other 
House. We found it impossible, Mr. President, to induce the 
House conferees to yield with respect to those items. They re- 
ceded, however, from the House amendment striking out many 
important provisions of the Senate bill. 

The Senate conferees took the sense of Senators who are in- 
terested in new and old propositions with respect to the attitude 
of the House conferees; they frankly advised Senators as to the 
exact nature of the difference; and I may say that it was largely 
the preponderating judgment that it was, under all the circum- 
stances, eminently fair and just that the pending report should be 
made and adopted. 

My good friend the honorable and able Senator from Wyoming 
{Mr. WARREN] knows from his interviews with other Senators 
how important it is that the bill in its larger effect should pass 
at this session of Congress. 

I regret that the conferees on the part of the House did not con- 
sent to yield with respect to the new items. Ido not entertain 
the opinion, Mr. President, that they were not acting with can- 
dor or with entire frankness. I did not understand that they 
were acting with any ungenerous motive. 

They said to us, and their judgment was concurred in by the 
leading Senators upon this floor upon both sides of the Chamber, 
that in the present posture of affairs in the other branch of Con- 
gress an amendment of the bill was fatal to its passage at this 
session. Even the report of a disagreement meant that the report 
would lose its privilege and be lost in the other House. 

There is among the items included in the House amendments 
probably none which would not be approved here, Mr. President, 
were we dealing with it as an original proposition, and we yielded 
to them because they were in a large sense in the public interest, 
and because, without so agreeing, the entire bill with emergent 
measures of vast importance must utterly fail. 

The Government gets no direct pecuniary return from them. 
Notso with t to expenditures for public buildings. The Gov- 
ernment must have public business houses; it must have public 
buildings in which to transact its business affairs, and if the Gov- 
ernment does not build them and own them it must pay tribute 
to private and corporate property owners to accommodate its 


business. 
For every dollar to be a priated to construct post-office 
buildings and court-houses the Government will get a substantial 


equivalent in the saving of rents which are now paid out of the 
= Treasury. It is not a squandering of the public money, 

ut it is an investment of public money that will yield substan- 
tial and ready returns. 

Is it better policy to occupy inadequate accommodations in 
a through the country and pay high rents therefor, or 
is it better that the Government should have a permanent habi- 
tation and home, owning the property and saving all or a large 
part of the annual expenditure for rents which is now necessary? 

Mr. President, the bill is not perfect. To some of its provisions 
Iobjected. It does not agree entirely with my own judgment as to 
what it should be, but in a large way I think it is a wholesome 
and beneficial measure, and it was because of that fact we agreed 
upon the pending report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the conference report, 

The report was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on this day approved and signed the act (S. 6895) to authorize the 
promotion of Maj. William Crawford Gorgas, surgeon in the 
Army of the United States. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7659) to amend section 1 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and for other purposes.”’ 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 15802) for the relief of certain homestead settlers 
in the State of Alabama; and 

A bill (H. R. 17085) to effectuate the provisions of the addi- 
tional act of the international convention for the protection of 
industrial property. 

TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION OVER IMMIGRATION BUREAU. 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to yield to 
me that I may introduce at this time a joint resolution, which is 
considered essential with reference to the Immigration Bureau. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CARMACK, I do. 

Mr. PENROSE. I introduce a joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 170) for the transfer of the author- 
ity, power, and jurisdiction conferred upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury by the act ‘‘ to regulate the immigration of aliens into 
the United States”’ to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor was 
read the first time by its title and the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Resolved, etc., That all the authority, power,‘and jurisdiction conferred by 
the act to regulate the immigration of. aliens into the United States upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and the same hereby are, transferred to the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, to take effect on and after July 1, 1903. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. What effect does that have on the enforcement of 
the law with reference to anarchists? Does it put them under 
the Department of Commerce? 

Mr. PENROSE. I will state, for the information of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, that this is simply to transfer after July 
1 the authority given to the Secretary of the Treasury to the Sec- 
retary of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. But is the Department of Com- 
merce to have, after July 1, the enforcement of the provisions 
which have been inserted in the immigration bill in regard to 
anarchists? 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand, Mr. President, that the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor will have all the powers given by 
that bill to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. LODGE. If my colleague will allow me, the first of the 
anarchist clauses relates to certain prohibited persons, and that 
would be enforced by the Immigration Bureau, wherever it 15 
placed. The law we a here puts that under the Department 
of Commerce and Labor. - 

The second of the anarchist clauses, which relates to naturali- 
zation, does not come under the Immigration Bureau at all. 

Mr. HOAR. That I understand. hat I wished to inquire 


The question is on agreeing 


about was this: The statute for the protection of the President 




















1903. 





had added to it in the other House, as it will he remembered, 
some provisions in regard to the admission of anarchists and the 
deportation of anarchists if they gotin, and soon. — That was trans- 
ferred, on the motion of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], 


I think, to the immigration bill. Does this joint resolution leave 
the execution of that law hereafter to the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor? si di 

Mr. PENROSE. I will state that my understanding is that 
this joint resolution substitutes the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor for the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. In that particular? 

Mr. PENROSE. In every particular referred to in the immi- 

ation act which we have passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be cansinned foe a third reading, read the third 
time, and 4 

PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15702) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and 
for other pu s,’’ approved March 8, 1902. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I a very much the con- 
dition of the public business, and especially with reference to the 
pending bill. I wish very much that we could have a vote upon 
this bill and di of it at the present session of Congress. Iam 
not very enthusiastic for the bill in the form in which itis pre- 
sented to this Senate, with a reduction to only 50 per cent of the 
rates of the Dingley tariff. I think if I were confronted with the 
necessity of voting for that or nothing at all, that I should vote 
for it and with a good deal of contempt. 

We know very well—in fact, it is notorious—that it was con- 
sidered impossible to pass any measure at all reducing the tariff 
on Philippine products until Mr. Oxnard, after being labored with 
and peseaniell for several weeks, finally issued an ultimatum to 
the effect that he was willing that the tariff should be reduced to 
the extent of 50 per cent of the Dingley rates, but that he would 
not suffer a uction of a single cent below that amount. It 
seems to me if the Senate is in a condition where it can legislate 
only by and with the consent of Mr. Oxnard, it would be better for 
it to wait until it gets in a position where it can legislate accord- 
ing to its own will and according to its own sense of duty. 

I say, Mr. President, I am sorry that things are in such a con- 
dition that it is impossible properly to consider or to pass this bill 
at the present session of Congress. But I think it ought to be 
clearly understood where the responsibility lies for that condition 
of affairs. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] said 
the country would know where the responsibility lies for the de- 
feat of the bill that he has been urging upon the Senate, and that 
the responsibility lay with those who have stood here and talked 
it to death. I want to say that I will accept without murmuring 
whatever small share of that responsibility falls to me, but I 
must add that in my opinion the Senator from Rhode Island and 
his associates upon the other side of the Chamber more than any- 
one else are responsible for the defeat of the bill he has been urg- 
ing, and for the defeat or the failure of the Philippine tariff bill 
and other ewe legislation which is now gasping its last hour 
upon the table. 

The Senator talks about the men who have talked his bill to 
death. The Senator from Rhode Island has talked his own bill 
to death. When he and those upon the other side of the Chamber 
who were associated with him in their long filibuster against the 
stoodhood bill talked that bill to death and frittered away all the 
time of the Senate until there was not enough left properly to 
consider other measures, he killed his own bill, and the country 
will understand and those who are most interested in that meas- 
ure will understand that the Senator himself is more responsible 
for the defeat of the bill he has been urging upon the Senate than 
is anybody else in this Chamber. 

The Senator from Rhode Island did not do very much talking 
himself and with his own mouth, but the Senator from Rhode 
Island is one of those men who does most of his talking through 
other men’s mouths; and when he kept his men upon the other 
side of the Chamber talking for weeks and weeks against the 
omnibus statehood bill, he frittered away so much of the time of 
the Senate that there was no time left in which properly to con- 
sider the measure he has been urging upon the Senate, and for 
that reason his bill has failed. For that reason the Philippine 
tariff bill will have to fail, and for that reason other important 
legislation will fail—because there is no proper time in which to 
consider those measures. 

_ The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] was press- 
ing a bill upon the consideration of the Senate, and rose in his 
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place and said if another speech—there had been only one speech 
made in opposition to his bill—was to be made against his bill 
he would have to abandon it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is as mistaken as ever a benighted 
individual was in this world. I never said anything of the kind. 

Mr. CARMACK. Of course, we are all benighted in compari- 
son with the luminous and illuminating intellect of the great and 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, but all the same the 
Senator did substantially say that very thing, and the Recorp 
will show it. 

Mr. HOAR. Now the Senator has got to ‘‘ substantially.” I 
never said that thing, either verbally or otherwise. I wil! see 
what I said in a moment. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator did say if there was to be fur- 
ther debate upon his bill he would have to abandon it; that he 
could not pass it at this session of Congress. Ido not care to have 
any dispute with the Senator from Massachusetts about it, be- 
cause it is impossible to make a statement with reference to any 
statement of the Senator from Massachusetts without causing 
him to lose his temper and getcrusty. He is a young man of 
very ill temper sometimes. 

But the fact is that there was no proper time for the considera- 
tion of that great measure which the Senator was urging upon 
the Senate, and it had to be abandoned after only one s th had 
been made in opposition to it when probably there would not have 
been more than one or two more speeches made. He had to aban- 
don the measure because there was no time for proper debate. 

Mr. President, in reference to the Philippine tariff bill pending 
here, as I said, I wish we could pass the bill, or rather I wish we 
could pass the bill striking out all tariff on all products from the 
Philippine Islands, and if we could not do that, reducing it to 25 
per cent of the rates of the Dingley tariff. If we could not do 
that, I would beens d vote for a rate of 50 per cent, although, as 
I said, I would do it with a good deal of contempt, and I do not 
know but that I would have a good deal of contempt for myself 
if I voted for a bill that was dictated to the Senate by Mr. Oxnard, 
of the beet-sugar trust. 

I want to say to my friend the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Pat- 
TERSON] that in - judgment the time will come when all tariffs 
will be stricken off of all products that come to this country from 
the Philippine Islands, if we are to hold that country as a part of 
the possessions of the United States. Otherwise it will besimply 
impossible properly to govern that country, because we have to 
keep the people of the Philippine Islands in a proper mood and in 
a proper disposition toward the people of the United States if we 
are to govern them properly and successfully; and we can not do 
that by discriminating against their products. We must deter- 
mine whether we will give up the Philippine Islands or whether 
we will govern them asa part of the territory of the United States. 

There are some people in my State who are growers of tobacco; 
we have a considerable tobacco interest: but lam not going to vote 
against what I believe to be correct and honest principles of gov- 
ernment in order to favor men in my State or anywhere else; and 
if the Philippine Islands are to be held under the flag of the United 
States they will have to be treated as a part of the territory of the 
United States and their people as a part of the people of the United 
States. I do not care how many supreme courts deliver revolu- 
tionary opinions declaring that the Constitution does not go where 
the flag of the United States goes. I believe it goes there or ought 
to go there, and I am going to vote according to my conscientious 
convictions upon that question. 

We have had a very woeful picture drawn here of the condi- 
tions in the Philippine Islands. I doubt very much whether this 
tariff bill will have any great effect on that. I think my friend 
the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrrrson] is right to 
the extent of saying that this bill would not have any great effect 
in alleviating the conditions in the Philippine Islands. I am not 
supporting it on that ground. I do not believe it would do any 
good. Ido not believe that Mr. Oxnard would ever have con- 
sented for the bill to pass the Senate in this form if he had be- 
lieved it could possibly have done him any harm or have done the 
Filipinos any good. I am not voting for it for that reason. Iam 
voting for it because I want to get down just as near to free trade 
with the Philippine Islands as I a can, and if we can not 
have constitutional free trade with the Philippine Islands I want 
to get just as near to the Constitution asIcan. For that reason 
I will vote for any bill reducing the tariff upon all products com- 
ing from the Philippine Islands. 

In regard to the conditions there, Mr. President, I will just re- 
mark in passing that we have some very confusing statements on 
that question. The President of the United States, in a public 
speech in my city, Memphis, declared that the people of the Phil- 
ippine Islands had never, in all their history, been as prosperous 
as they were at that time. He said that their progress in mate- 


rial well-being was astounding. Then he comes back to Wash- 
ington and sends in a message to the Congress of the United 
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States, begging it, for God’s sake, to do something for the Fili- 
pinos, because they are starving to death. That is just about as 
much as the Administration knows about conditions in the Phil- 
ippine Islands. It does not know because it does not care to know 
and it does not try to know. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Tennessee kindly yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Tennessee is done. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave from the Official Reporters verbatim et lit- 
eratim what I said. I suppose the Senate has not forgotten what 
the Senator from Tennessee said I said. Here is what I said: 

Mr. Hoar. I said when this matter was called up that if there was any 


serious desire on the part of any considerablo number of Senators that it 
should not be disposed of now I would not press it. To that purps se Iadhere. 
I had hoped that when the Senator from Georgia had completed his remarks, 


and possibly one or two other Senators had made some brief statements of 
their views, as we might as well have a vote on the measure now as at any 
time, that that would be the desire of the Senate; but I do not think within 
twenty-four hours of our final adjournment that I ought to press it if that 
proposition be not concurred in. 

That is what I said, and then the Senator made that statement 
and accused me of losing my temper because I did not submit 
to it. 

Mr. CARMACK. I hope the Senator will not leave yet. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not going to leave. 

Mr. CARMACK. I want to say to the Senator that if he will 
go back and get the next page he will get the language to which 
I refer. 

Mr. HOAR. What followed was that the Senator from Georgia 
{[Mr. Bacon] rose and said he desired to go on with his speech. 
Then the Senator from Colorado rose and said that there would 
be other speeches, and that he did not think we could finish the 
bill at this session, and I withdrew it; that is all. 

Mr. TELLER. That iscorrect. 

Mr. HOAR. That is correct. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Massachusetts got the 
wrong page. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Tennessee has the wrong story. 

Mr. CARMACK subsequently said: I should like to know if the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts is in the Chamber? 

Mr. LODGE. No; he has gone home and will not return this 
evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in thechair). The 
Chair is informed that the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Hoar] has gone to his home. 

Mr. CARMACK. Having now seen the official report, I wish 
to refer to the matter of the dispute between the Senator and my- 
self as to what occurred in debate to-day, but I will defer the 
matter until the senior Senator from Massachusetts is here. 

Mr. CARMACK. I renew my request to have printed the mat- 
ter that I sent to the desk some time ago. 

Mr. LODGE. Ihave no objection toit. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks that there be printed in the REcoRD some papers which he 


sends to the desk and to which he referred in the earlier part of | 
tion declaring sovereignty over the Philippine Islands. The next morning 


the day. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and they 
will be printed in the Recorp. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

*‘An informal meeting was held Thursday morning at Senator 
CARMACK’S office in the Senate Annex for the purpose of hearing 
certain witnesses to atrocities in the Philippines who had been in 
Washington for several days and had been refused a hearing by 
the Committee on the Philippines. 

“*A letter of invitation to be present was sent to Senator LoDGE 
and all the members of the Committee on the Philippines to hear 
the statements of these witnesses and cross-examine them if they 
desired todoso. The Republican members of the committee were 
not in attendance. The minority of the committee was repre- 
sented by Senators CARMACK and PATTERSON. 

‘‘Senator CaRMACK stated that the Senate committee had 
stopped the investigation last summer with a long list of wit- 
nesses before it for whose attendance subpoenas had been asked. 
It had defeated, by a strict party vote, a resolution to continue 








| 





the investigation during the session of Congress. A resolution | 


calling for a full account of the court-martial proceedings was 
made by the War Department. 


had not been summoned last summer, Mr. CARMACK said: ‘ There | 


must have been 15 or 20 witnesses whose testimony was im- 
rtant who were not summoned.’ Mr. LODGE said: ‘A list as 
ong as my arm.’ 

‘There were three witnesses present at the hearing and two 
others heard by affidavit. These latter had been in Washington 
for several days, but having been refused a hearing were obliged 
to return to their homes. Of the three present, Lieut. John F. 
Hall and William Moore were formerly members of the Twentieth 
Kansas, Funston’s regiment, and the other, Daniel J. O'Connor, 


| attempted to take possession of the islands the Filipinos would fight. 


| arrest and notified the Filipino commandante that the sho 


“When asked if there were many witnesses on the list who | S25; Were Killed. Several others were wounded. 


of Pittsburg, Pa., was an enlisted man on the United States gun- 
boat Paragua. * 

** The statement of Moore, which had been sworn toin the morn- 
ing at the request of Judge-Advocate-General Davis, of the War 
Department, who asked for acopy of it, wasread. Itisas follows: 
WASHINGTON Crry, DistTRIcT OF COLUMBIA, to wit: 

This is to certify that I, William Moore, of Aliceville, Kans., was formerly 
a member of Company E, Twentieth Kansas, United States Volunteers; that 
at the battle of Caloocan, February 10, 1899, I acted as orderly to Maj. Wilder 
C. Metcalf, being detailed for that purpose: that I was with the Major when 
our boys crossed the insurgent trenches before Caloocan; that among the in- 
surgent dead in the trenches was found two live Filipinos, who threw down 
their arms and surrendered, holding their hands up clasped as if in prayer, 
begging for mercy. Captain Bishop, who was near, said to Major Metcalf’ 
“Metcalf, what will we do with these prisoners?"’ Lieut. Collin Ball, who 
wasalso near, said, ‘‘ Theonly thing we can do with them is tosend them to the 
rear under guard.” Then Bishop spoke up and said, “No; we haven't got 
men to spare to send to the rear; shoot them where they are at.” Then 
Major Metcalf turned to me and said, ‘‘ Orderly, have you got, a load in your 
gun?”? Ianswered,‘“‘No.” Metcalf said, ‘*Put oneinand kill these orisoners.”’ 
I said, ‘‘I will not.” Then Captain Bishop spoke up and said to 
calf, “* You kill one and I will kill the other.” 

Then Captain pone and Major Metcalf fired their revolvers, each killing 
a prisoner. During this brief discussion the prisoners were begging for 
mercy, one of them throwing himself upon his knees before Major Metcalf. 
and putting his arms around Metcalf’s legs appeared to beg for his life. 
was standing but 10 or 15 feet away when these prisoners were killed. I saw 
them (Captain Bishop and Major Metcalf) point their revolvers, saw the 
smoke, and saw the Filipinos fall dead, and know of acertain that they (Cap- 
tain Bishop and Major Metcalf) and they alone fired the shots that killed 
these two prisoners. There may have been other prisoners killed by other 
officers or men which I did not see, but there can be no mistake as to who 
killed these two prisoners I — of. This killing took place at the Filipino 
trenches, some hundred and fifty yards before the church was reached, and 
a little to the right of the wagon road leading from Yanila to Caloocan and 
between the wagon road and the railroad. 

WILLIAM MOORE: 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of February, A. D. 1908. 


ANTHONY RAY, 
votary Public, District of Columbia. 


** Moore also told of an incident that he witnessed during his 
service as follows: 


In the churchyard at Caloocan, a wounded Filipino prisoner lay on the 
ground as he passed through, his musket lying some distance from him, quite 
out of hisreach. Private Craig, of E company, passed near the prisoner, and 
the wounded man rolled over to get out of the way, asI thought, but Craig 
said he rolled over to get at his gun. Craig said to Captain Christy: ‘ What 
shall we do with this fellow?” Christy said: ‘You know your orders; kill 
the black —— of a —— where he lies.” Private Craig immediately ran his 
bayonet through him, pinioning him tothe ground. As he started to pull his 
bayonet out, it caught and dragged the Filipino along the ground. Craig 
a his foot against him and shouted: “Get off of here, you —— of a : 

don’t want to lug you around with me.”” The man was then dead, and I 
saw and heard it all. 


‘* Lieut. John F. Hall was the next witness to make astatement, 
which follows: 


We landed in Manila December 11, 1898, and found the city completely 
surrounded by Filipino forces. Our force at that time was something in the 
nature of 20,000 troops, stationed principally on the outskirts of Manila. So 
close together were our lines that the Filipino outpost and our out camein 
contact with each other constantly. At first there wasa friendly feeling exist- 
ing between our troops and the Filipinos. We were prunes to pass 
through the Filipino lines, and the Filipino officers and soldiers were allowed 
to pass through our lines into Manila. 

This friendly feeling existed until President McKinley issued his proclama- 


ajor Met- 





after this SS. was issued every wall in the city of Manila was cov- 
ered with Aguinaldo’s proclamation, declaring that if they (the nestoens) 

8 
friendly feeling heretofore existing between the Filipino forces and ours 
ceased. We did not visit the — lines, and their visits to Manila were 
lessfrequent. Our outposts being in contact with each other, very naturally 
began to show a hostile spirit toward one another. 

he first shot was fired early in ie wih d 1899, y Private Casey, of the 

First Montana Regiment. Lieut. Col. E. C. Little, of the Twentieth Kansas, 

happened to be the field officer that day, and immediately put Casey under 

was unauthor- 

ized, thus preventing an outbreak at that time. Bad feeling continued to 

row worse between our troops until the night of February 4, 1899, when a 
Yebraska outpost fired upon a Filipino patrol and brought on the conflict. 

I had command of the outpost guard of the Twentieth Kansas on or about 
February 2. I know that secret orders were given me at that time to bring 
on aconflict if possible; that it was the wish of a large majority of the higher 
officers at Manila; that they would be glad to see a conflict take place be- 
tween the American and Filipino forces. Colonel Funston, thenof the Twen- 
tieth Kansas, told me this, and also told me that while the instructions from 
General Otis was to prevent a conflict, yet if the rtunity presented itself 
to start something if it was ble. I remember writing a letter to my 
brother, which was subsequently published in a Kansas paper, before the out- 
break occurred, stating that we expected the fighting would soon begin. 

On February 7, 1899, Colonel Funston took Companies B and I, and I think 


: | E, of the Twentieth Kansas, and made an attack on the Filipinos in front of 
also voted down, and a substitute adopted that a summary be | 


our regiment before Caloocan. In that battle Lieut. Fred Alford, of B Com- 
pany, a very popular officer in the regiment, and Sergt. J. Sheldon, of I Com- 
By some cause Alford’s 
death was Py to have occurred by a Filipino shooting him in the back 
of the head after our lines had passed over them; but this statement was con- 
tradicted by Captain Crause (then first lieutenant of H Company, Twentieth 


| Kansas), who said Alford was hit under the eye. 


The battle of Caloocan was fought February 10, from about 3.30 p. m. until 
5.30 or 6 o’clock that same afternoon. Just prior to the opening of the battle 
secret orders were passed down the lines to burn the town and take no pris- 
oners. These orders were not official, and I paid no attention tothem, Af- 
ter the battle of Caloocan it was common talk among the officers and men of 
the Twentieth Kansas that a number of prisoners had been killed. 

Ata meeting of the regimental officers at Major Metcalf'’s headquarters, 
in the trenches at Caloocan, just prior to an advance against Malolos, the 
question was asked Colonel Funston by Lieutenant Wisner in regard to the 
killing of prisoners. Lieutenant Wisner said: ‘How about killing prisoners, 
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Colonel’” referring, of course, to our proposed advance against Malolos. 
Funston replied: ‘Don't kill any more prisoners than you have to,” winking 
his eye at the sametime. The way he said this led me to believe, as well as 
other officers of the Twentieth Kansas, that it was a matter of very little con- 
cern to Colonel Funston how many prisoners were killed. 

The subject of killing prisoners at Caloocan was treated very lightly until 
we received orders from the War Department at Washington, while we 
were encamped at Malolas, P. I. to investigate the alleged killing of 
prisoners at Caloocan by Captain Bishop. This investigation was placed 
in the hands of Major mare of General MacArthur's staff. Soon after 
this investigation was star we began our movements from Malolas 
against San Fernando. As soon as the investigation began to develop and 
implicate others besides Captain Bishop, Funston proceeded to use his in- 
fluence to thwart it and protect those who were guilty of killing prisonersat 

Jaloocan. 

“Tee men who were eyewitnesses to the killing of prisoners at Caloocan 
were never called nor examined by Major Mallory. he regiment was re- 
lieved from duty at San Fernando June 2%, 1899, and returned to Manila to 
await transportation home. While in Manila there was an investigation by 
some three or four officers of the Twentieth Kansas—a regimental investi- 
ration. That investigation brought out the affidavits of Harris O. Huskey, of 
Ke Company, and Donnell Thorne, of K Company. Huskey stated underoath 
that he was orderly for Col. Wilder 8. Metcalf at the battle of Caloocan 
February 10, 1899, and that he saw Metcalf shoot an unarmed prisoner. 

Thorne stated under oath that he saw Captain Bishop shoot into the bodies 
of two wounded prisoners at the battle of Caloocan. aj. Wilder 8S. Metcalf 
(then colonel of Twentieth Kansas) was well aware of the fact then that 
Huskey had made an affidavit, as Huskey was taken before him and con- 
fronted him (Metcalf) with the charge of killing a prisoner. No steps 
were ever taken by Metcalf to punish Huskey or court-martial him for this 
grave charge, although Huskey was then a member of Company K of the 
same regiment. ; 

Soon after Funston had returned to San Francisco from his trip to Kansas 
on the muster-out of the Twentieth Kansas, Huskey’s affidavit appeared in 
the Associated Press dispatches of the United States. Funston immediately 
took steps to counteract thet affidavit. He secureda statement from Harold 
V. Chathbers, formerly a member of Company K, Twentieth Kansas, who 
had just enlisted in the Regular Army at San Francisco and whose home 
was in San Francisco. Funston obtained from Chambers a statement to the 
effect “that Lieut. John F. Hall, of the Twentieth Kansas, had gotten Harris 
O. Huskey, a member of his company, drunk in Manila, and while Huskey 
was under the influence of intoxicating liquor secured his signature to the 
affidavit executed before fF. H. Lawton, judge-advocate of a general court- 
martial in Manila,” charging Maj. Wilder 8. Metcalf with the deliberate and 
cold-blooded murder of an unarmed prisoner of war in the battle of Caloo- 
can, February 10, 1899. 

Funston also made threats against Huskey and Thorne, to the effect that 
they would be punished upon his return to the Philippine Islands for making 
these affidavits, both of these men having enlisted in the Eleventh Unite 
States Cavalry, which was at that time located in the Philippines. 

After Funston had returned to the ae Islands, written charges 
were preferred against him and Col. Wilder 8. Metcalf by me for the killing 
of prisoners in the battle of Caloocan, Febrnary 10, 1809, and also for brevet- 
ting Colonel Metcalf to be brigadier-general of volunteers, and filed with the 
Adjutant-General of the United States Army January 9, 1900. In pursuance 
of these charges a board of court-martial, or, rather, a board of investiga- 
tion, composed of Army officers, was ordered to inquire into the charges 
and fix the responsibility for killing the prisoners. 

While the board was performing its work in the Philippines someone, 
either by bribery or coercion, or both, induced Harris O. Huskey, then a 
private in troop A, Eleventh Cavalry, United States Volunteers, to make an 
affidavit denying that he had ever seen Metcalf kill a prisoner in the battle 
of Caloocan.» Huskey stated in his affidavit that while he was under the in- 
fluence of intoxicating liquor, taken to relieve a severe toothache, Captain 
Boltwood, late of the Twentieth Kansas, had induced him to go before Judge- 
Advocate Lawton in Manila and make his affidavit charging Metcalf with 
the killing of prisoners. 

I wish to state that I was not in Manila at the time Huskey made his affi- 
davit before Lieut. F. H. Lawton to the effect that Metcalf had killed pris- 
oners at the battle of Caloocan, but I was absent on court-martial duty and 
either at Candaba or San Fernando. The original affidavit was given to me 
by Captain Boltwood upon my return to Manila July 27, 1899. I made a true 
and gras copy of itand submitted the same to Lieut. F. H. Lawton for his 
verification. 

After the battle of San Tomas, P. I., uy 4, 1899, Colonel Funston was 

romoted brigadier-general of volunteers. e recommended Maj. Wilder 8. 
Metcalf for a colonelcy of the Twentieth Kansas, well knowing at the time 
that Metcalf had been charged with the killing of a prisoner of war at the 
battle of Caloocan. About the time the regiment was mustered out Funston 
recommended that Metcalf be made a brevet brigadier-general of volunteers 
for gallant and meritorious conduct in the battle of Guiguinto, P. I., March 
29, 1899, at which battle Colonel Metcalf was not present and did not take part. 

He had been wounded early in the morning shortly after we began our 
advance from Maraloa, and had returned from Manila, while the battle of 
Guiguinto was fought between 5 and 6 o'clock that ovens. As soon as the 
statement appeared in the Associated Press dispatches to the papers of the 
United States that Metcalf had been brevetted brigadier-generai of volun- 
teers for “gallant and meritorious conduct” in the battle of Guiguinto, I 
took it pon myself to correct the erroneous statement, and to my surprise 
ae es nston claimed in the public press that Metcalf did take part in 

is ie. 

The battle of Maraloa River was fought March 27. The first and third 
battalions develo 
ceased my battalion was ordered on the firing line. We fired a few volleys 
across the Maraloa River into a clump of bamboos on the other side. On 
reaching the banks of the river I saw some of our men swimming toward a 
boat on the north bank. Before they could succeed in getting the boat back 
to the south bank orders came down the line to stop firing; that the insur- 

ents concealed behind a clump of bamboos in front and to the right of us 

d raised a white fag. 

_After the fring ceased, I found that the men who swam theriver were 
Lieut. H. H. Hardy and Privates Huntsman and Wiley of H company. They, 
with the assistance of about fifty other boys of the Twentieth Kansas who 
had stripped off their clothes to go in bathing, succeeded in towing a number 
of cascoes and rafts across from the north bank of the river and built a pon- 
toon bridge. Colonel Funston with Lieut. Sam Hopkins took about thirty 
or forty boys of our regiment over on this pontoon bridge and brought back 
some thirty or thirty-five prisoners who were armed with Remington rifles. 
T assisted in breaking up these rifles and throwing them into the river. The 
prisoners were sent back to Manila. 

The honor of capturing these prisoners is a question of dispute. The im- 
pression I had at the time was that the artilley had compelled the surrender 
of the Filipinos. This is corroborated by a report of Maj. J. F. Bell of Gen- 
eral MacArthur'sstaff and Major Young of the Utah Battery. Colonel Haw- 
kins of the Tenth Pennsylvania alsoclaimed the honor. In his report (found 
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considerable fire in front of them. Just before the fire | 
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in part 3, Annuai Report of the War Department, 1899), he stated that Lieu- 
tenant Coulter of the Tenth Pennsylvania swam the Maraloa River with two 
or three men and received the surrender of these prisoners and turned them 
over to Colonel Funston of the Twentieth Kansas. 

IT know that Funston never swam the Maraloa River, or any other river 
under fire. He can not swim. 


_ “Albert L. Cross, of Burlington, Vt., who had been in Wash- 
ington several days this week hoping that an opportunity might 
be given him to make his statement before the Senate Philippine 
Committee, was obliged to return home before the informal 
hearing took place. His statement relative to to the case of 
Father Augustine was presented in the form of an affidavit, 
which reads in part as follows: 

I remember the day the priest came up tocamp. He was dressed in the 
uniform of a sergeant of artillery. I knew he was a priest because I carried 
his robes up to quarters from the gunboat. He was confined alone in a little 
room under the officers’ quarters. He remained there about nine days. 
During that time I and another man, by direction and in the presence of 
Captain Brownell, gave him the “water cure” twice, once about a week 
after he arrivedand thesecond time the next afternoon. Thecure was given 
for the purpose of getting money which he was supposed to have for the 
insurgents. Cesqeomt Campbell was the man who assisted me. That same 
afternoon I heard some one at headquarters say, ‘* We are going to give it to 
him again to-night.” 

About 10 o’clock that night I received an order from Captain Brownell, 
delivered by Sergeant Campbell, to go over to headquarters—that they were 
going to “dose the nigger again.” lIuasked to be excused, and he excused me 
and ordered Private Branch to go with him. The next that happened I saw 
a squad of prisoners from the window of a house which I was in, near the 
quarters, coming over. I did not lookcloselyatthem. I knew what had hap- 
par I heard them dig a hole on the parade ground, and I knew that they 

»uried the body on the parade ground. In the afternoon, at headquarters, 
the doctor, Woods, Campbell, and Brownell were talking the matter over, 
and I said that if the cure was given to him again it would kill him. That 
was the reason I asked to be excused. 

ALBERT L. CROSS. 


May 12, 1902. 
Personally appeared the above Albert L. Cross and made oath that the 
above statement subscribed by him is true, before me, 
JULIAN CODMAN, 


Justice of the Peace. 


** Daniel J. O’Connor, an enlisted man in the United States Navy, 
told what he knew about conveying Father Augustine from Iloilo 
to Banate, where, as is well known, the unfortunate padre was 
given the water cure three times, which resulted in his death. 
O’Connor said: 

I was a machinist serving on board United States gunboat Paragua. Dur- 
ing the month of November, 1900—I have forgotten exact date—Lieut. A. 
Althouse, United States Navy, commanding officer of the Paragua, gave 
orders to his engineer crew (I being one of them, as it was my duty to run 
the engineson the watch from 12 to 4) to have fires and steam ready to get 
under way at a moment's notice, as he was expecting a very important 
prisoner on board. Later in the day Lieutenant Althouse ordered the fires 
banked, as he thought the whole thing had fallenthrough. Later stillinthe 
day I heard him tell Captain Brownell, of the Twenty-sixth United States 
Infantry, that he would not receive this prisoner on board the ship while he 
was in command only as a prisoner of war. 

About 6 p.m. we again had orders to get up steam to get under way. 
About dark a closed and guarded carriage drove up to the gang plank of the 
Paragua. Oneof the oe opened the carriage, and the important prisoner 
stepped to the ground, to be immediately hurried on board by pushing him 
along. He was disguised in the suit of a United States sergeant of artillery. 
Captain Althouse took charge of him instantly and called for two guards 
from the crew. The prisoner here opened his coat and told Althouse the 
clothes he had on were not his uniform, and at the same time showed him 
his vestments underneath the coat. 

He further said he was not a fighter; that he wasa man. Pointing to the 
guards, he said they treated him as though he was an animal, and he asked 
Althouse for protection. He continued to talk, but Althouse ordered the 
guards to take him below and under no consideration to permit him to make 
an outcry until we left the dock, as some one on shore might hear him, and 
they wanted the expedition to be entirely secret. He further ordered the 
guards, if necessary, to gag him. I knewthe prisoner to be a priest, because 
lattended services in hischurch at Molo. Near midnight we weighed anchor 
and got under way for Banate. 

Before going on watch I tried to talk to the priest, first getting permission 
from one of the rds, the other guard being too drunk to know if I talked 
to him or not. The priest refused to talk, and I asked him in Spanish if he 
cared for a drink of water, but he would not answer me—only waved his 
hands and kept on repeating the beadsof the church. He was then in double 
irons. I went on watch at 12. When I went off watch I again went down in 
the hold to try to talk to the priest, but I failed to geta word fromhim. He 
was praying and the hand irons had been removed. When daylight well set 
in we arrived at Banate, and Althouse turned the prisoner over to Captain 
Brownell, who was on board. Brownell took him ashore in one of the ships. 


‘**These are but a few of the many witnesses whose testimony 
could be had if the committee would open the door to investiga- 
tion, but who are either unwilling or unable to come to Wash- 
ington for the purpose of making voluntary statements. Among 
other cases where grave charges have been made upon the testi- 
mony of eyewitnesses are those connecting General Funston, 
Colonel Metcalf, and Captain Bishop with the killing of prisoners 
of war after the battle of Caloocan. In the case of Captain 
Bishop, the report of the inspector strongly indicated his guilt, 
or, at least, that the evidence against him was sufficiently strong 
to warrant a court-martial; but no effort was made to bring him 
to trial, and the investigation was summarily stopped for the 
astounding reason given in the recommendation of Judge-Advo- 
cate Crowder, towhom the matter had been referred by General 
Otis, that if it were further prosecuted the facts developed would 
implicate many others. 

‘‘As the suppression of this investigation and the reason for it 
seems to have been entirely satisfactory to the War Department, 
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it is all the more important that there should be an independent 
investigation by some authority that will not be deterred by a 
dread of discovering the truth; but the fear that ‘the facts de- 
veloped would implicate many others’ seems to be as potent with 
the Senate committee as it is with the War Department and the 
military authorities in the Philippine Islands. 

‘The charge made against General Funston that he had en- 
couraged and connived at the killing of prisoners, though made 
upon the authority of an Army officer, and though the language 
imputed to him was said to have been uttered in the presence of 
witnesses whose names are given, was never investigated at all. 
On the contrary, the Secretary of War, in dealing with the 
charges presented by Lieutenant Hall against General Funston, 
entirely overlooked the specific accusation that he was responsible 
for the murder of prisoners, and confined his order for investiga- 
tion to a minor specification. 

‘*It is worthy of note in this connection that while Inspector 
Mallory was prosecuting the investigation of the charges against 
Captain Bishop, General Funston expressed to General MacArthur 
his regret that the charges had ever received official notice, and 
complained that Mallory’s investigation ‘was taking so wide a 
scope,’ and that he ‘was going into the matter so thoroughly.’ 
It was this very investigation that was stopped because of the fear 
that it ‘would implicate many others’ in its ‘scope.’ It is 
inevitable that suspicion must ever rest upon those who were most 
active in discouraging ‘a thorough investigation’ as being 
among ‘these many others,’ even if no specific charges were 
made against them, and if these suspicions be unjust it is the fault 
of those who have deliberately protected the real culprits from 
exposure and punishment. 

** The investigation of the charges against Colonel Metcalf was 
avowedly partial and incomplete. A ‘ board of officers’ was ap- 
pointed to investigate the charges specified in the Secretary’s or- 
der. This board asked for further instructions, declaring that 
many of the witnesses, whose names had been given, were in the 
United States, to which General Otis replied that it was ‘con- 
templated that the proceedings of the board here would necessa- 
rily be partial and incomplete.’ This was the character of the in- 
vestigation upon which the board made its finding ‘ from the evi- 
dence available and before it.’ It was an investigation in which 
the person who made the charges was not permitted to appear, 
in which there was no cross-examination of witnesses, and in 
which evidence was taken by affidavit. 

‘** Two of the witnesses in the Philippines, who had made charges 
over their signatures that they had seen Metcalf kill the prisoners, 
were subsequently induced to retract or make contrary state- 
ments. Such retractions involved, of course, a confession that 
they had deliberately made a slanderous accusation of a felonious 
crime against their superior officer. It is alittle singular that no 
proceedings were had against them for this offense, and that one 
of them is still ‘an officer and a gentleman’ in the United States 
—_ If Colonel Metcalf is entirely innocent, it is an outrage 
that his slanderers should be permitted to wear the uniform of 
American officers, and a still worse outrage that he should be left 
with the imperfect vindication of a ‘partial and incomplete’ 
investigation. 

“* The Brownell case calls for a far more thorough and disin- 
terested investigation than it will ever receive from the War De- 
partment. As the matter now stands, the entire responsibilit 
for the killing of Father Augustine is laid upon Captain Brownell, 
who has admitted the charges. It is not right that he should be 
made a mere scapegoat for others’ sins. He, himself, declares 
that torture was a common practice, and the important fact to 
be learned is by whose authority it was done. e attempt to 
shift upon subordinate officers and soldiers the responsibility for 
such practices is an attempt to besmirch the honor of the rank 
and file to save the reputation of their commanding officers. 

‘* In the case of Captain Brownell it is absurd to suppose that he, 
a mere captain in the volunteer service, had authority to use a 

nboat of the United States Navy, and to oe General 

ughes of the services of his interpreter without his knowledge 
or permission. Would it not be in the interest of a fuller know]l- 
edge of the truth to summon Lieutenant Althouse, of the United 
States Navy, to explain his part in this affair, and to state under 
whose authority he was acting? Would it not be well to recall 
General Hughes to testify as to what he knows about the case, 
and to state why he dismissed the matter with only a superficial 
examination last May? 

** Would it not be well to have Major Glenn before the commit- 
tee to reveal some of the knowledge, some intimations of which 
we have received in the newspaper reports of his recent trial? 
What did he mean when he c is commanding officers 
with authorizing the acts of cruelty of which he was accused? 
What is the real truth with respect to his accusation that the 
official records of Smith’s brigade had been tampered with and 
changed? Is it afact that Smith doomed several ound people 
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to death by starvation after they had become friendly to the 
United States? 

‘*There are other witnesses whose names have been long before 
the committee whose testimony should be heard. Mr. Robert 
M. Collins, a representative of the Associated Press, in a letter 
over his own signature, tells of an interview between himself 
and Messrs. Davis and Bass, representatives of the New York 
Sun and Harpers’ Weekly on the one hand, and General Otis on 
the other. In this interview they told General Otis that they 
themselves had seen wounded prisoners murdered, various inci- 
dents such as innocent Filipinos ruthlessly shot down for attempt- 
ing to run from arrest at a cock fight, and a perfect orgy of loot- 
ing and wanton destruction of property. According to this state- 
ment General Otis made no denial, but no man was punished. 

‘‘These men are responsible correspondents, whose names have 
been before the committee, and their testimony ought to be heard. 
Mr. Stephen Bonsal, the correspondent of the Boston Transcript, 
who was in Samar, declared that the only prisoners taken, so far 
as he had heard, were taken by Waller’s command, and he had 
heard him criticised by the highest officers for doing so. Let Mr. 
Bonsal be brought before the committe and questioned as to his 
own knowledge, and especially as to the identity of these ‘ high- 
est officers’ who censured Waller for not murdering his prisoners. 
_ “A Republican Congressman, who personally visited the Phil- 
ippines, is quoted in the Boston Transcript as saying that in 
northern Luzon no prisoners were taken, but that wherever a 
male Filipino could be found he was killed. It is believed that 
the Congressman who made this statement can be identified, and 
his testimony should be heard before the committee. 

‘**Mr. Joseph Ohl, of the Atlanta Constitution, personally vis- 
ited the islands and gave a terrible account of the burning of 
towns and villages, the desolation of the country, and the cru- 
elties practiced upon the inhabitants. Let Mr. Ohl’s testimony 
be heard. No suggestion has been made for hearing the testi- 
mony of Filipinos themselves, some of whom in common fair- 
ness should be permitted to tell their side of the story; but 
waiving this, there are enough American witnesses who have 
ample means of knowledge, who could do much to enlighten the 
American people as to the practical operation of our Philippine 


policy. 

‘* Finally, let General Miles be asked to appear before the com- 
mittee and tell what he has personally seen and heard with 
respect to the ‘marked severities,’ for which expression he was 
so sharply rebuked by the Secretary of War. Although the 
President himself, in his recent message, admits these marked 
severities by attributing the prevailing famine largely to the 
devastation of war, it will be both interesting and instructive to 
have a particular account of the character and extent of this 
devastation by an experienced commander who has been on the 
scene and who, it is believed, would not be deterred from telling 
the plain truth by fear of incurring the displeasure of the Admin- 
istration.” 

Mr. McENERY. Mr. President,the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. ForaKER] said that the bill now pending before the 
Senate is in his opinion the most important or one of the most 
important which has been presented for the consideration of this 
Congress. In my opinion it will be, if it passes, one of the most 
disastrous to a great many valuable interests in the United States. 
It will not be confined to the interest of sugar, but to rice and to 
cotton and to lumber, because it means that eventually there 
will be free trade between the United States and the Philippine 
Islands, and not only there, but with every other portion of the 
habitable globe. It is a scheme worked up by the sugar trust of 
the United States in order to get control of the sugar market of 
the world. They intend to do it this way: By destroying the beet- 
sugar industry in the United States and elsewhere and controlling 
the entire output of the product of cane in the Philippines,in Cuba, 
and in the West India felons. If that scheme is carried out, in 
less than twenty-five years there would not be a single beet-sugar 
factory in the United States and there would not be a single cane 
factory in the United States. There would only be the larger refin- 
eries of the sugar trust, and there would be a duty on refined sugar. 

Mr. President, I do not think we are under any obligations to 
these newly acquired territories. They are foreign territory, oT 
at least, except in the case of Porto Rico, they are treated as 
such. And if so, where is the obligation upon the ple of the 
United States to build up the industries in the P pene. and 
you may say in Cuba, in order to roar great and valued in- 
terests in the United States? There isno humanity inthis. Our 
course and our conduct toward the ple in the Philippine 
Islands have been such that to say it be uestion of humanity 
to relieve them by oppressing our people is inconsistent. Our 


Army has been among them oppressing them as no people have 
ever been oppressed before. And I do not say this in condemna- 
tion of the Army. It was there, under the policy of this Govern- 
ment, placed among a class of people whose 


ity had been 
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insulted, whose religious faith had been impeached; meme a 
Lace tn nang. whom strangers had been sent as teachers, alto- 
get. 1 


er an alien government placed among them. Necessarily 
their savage instincts were aroused, and there were outrages, 
and it was nothing more than human nature that the Army 
should retaliate. ; 

The Government of the United States, the people of the United 
States are responsible for the acts committed in those islands by 
the Army. erefore I say it is absolutely inconsistent to appeal 
now on the basis of humanity to reduce the duties on imports 
from the oe Islands in order to relieve the distress in 
those islands when we ourselves have been oppressing those peo- 
ple in a manner almost beyond belief. 

In my opinion, our course toward those ple ought to be one 
of kindness and consideration. We should treat them as they are 
now treated—as a foreign people under our protection, but as a 
nationality. The Almighty never intended that this pegs 
should go there and dispossess the Filipinos of their country. e 
never intended that the Spanish should go there and dispossess 
them; and they were sent away and would have been sent away 
long before our Army was successful had there been no interven- 
tion on the part of the United States. The Almighty has selected 
places of abode forevery nationality. He has marked the bounda- 
ries of their abode by the ocean, by pas, oar vom A rivers, and no 
nation has ever passed its natural boundaries ess in course of 
time it has been driven back. 

It is well enough, Mr. President, to look at the magnitude of 
the industries which will be affected if this bill becomes a law 
and there is an introduction of sugar into this country at reduced 
rates from the Philippine Islands. Take cane sugar, for instance. 
In Louisiana in the year 1823 there were 15,401 tons only pro- 
duced. In the year 1900 there were 270,338 tons, each of 2,240 
pounds. In the State of Texas the cane industry has reached 40 
factories in a rich producing section of country. 

Now, under the Dingley Act, in which there was a promise to 
the people of the United States of protection and an assurance 
that if they invested their money under the provisions of that act 
they would be protected, the increase in the production of sugar 
has been simply marvelous. 

There are to-day in Louisiana 1,500,000 people who are directly 
or indirectly interested in the cane-sugar industry. Under the 
existing tariff the cane-sugar ind has prospered. Under the 
same protection, if continued, and there is no agitation for the 
reduction of the tariff on sugar, frightening capitalists and pre- 
venting investments, Louisiana alone, if all the land available 
for the cultivation of cane is utilized, could supply one-half the 
sugar consumed in the United States. In 1880 there were 4 estab- 
lishments in the State manufacturing sugar, with a capital of 
$385,000. In 1890 the number had increased to 38, with a capital 
of $1,943,000. In 1900 they had increased to 384, with a capital of 

52,709,105, showing an increase of capital of $50,000,000. The 
sugar factories and mills employ, exclusively of those engaged in 
plantation work, 6,504 wage-earners. So the statement with re- 
spect to the rapid increase in the industry in the last few years is 
not exaggerated. 

Both are interested. The cane and the beet-sugar interest is 
essential to the farming interest. Now, look at the rapid in- 
crease in the beet-sugar industry: 

UNITED STATES BEET-SUGAR CROP OF 1901. 
[From Senate Document No. 316, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.] 
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Statesin which factories are located: Michigan, New York, Colorado, Utah, 
Nebraska, California, Minnesota, Ohio, Wisconsin, Washingto 


m, Oregon. 

This item alone, the sugar produced from cane and from beets, 
is worth more to the United States than the entire Philippine 
Islands. There is a ter area of arable land and there are 
greater prospects for the future; because if this protection is con- 
tinued, there are 23 States in the Union which will produce the 
beet from which sugar can be made, enough to supply the demand 
of the world. 

Not only that, but it adds greatly to the value of plantations 
and farming lands, it increases the production of cattle, and in 


every way adds to the material interests and prosperity of the 
country. 

Thee there are the tobacco interests, which are vast throughout 
the United States. You can hardly measure them by figures. Let 
everyone just think for a moment that in every hamlet and in 
every village in the United States there is a cigar factory. 

Then there is the rice industry. A few years ago this country 
had to import nearly all of the rice which it consumed, the amount 
raised in Georgia, let me say, hardly entering into the item of con- 
sumption. But now the vast areas of rice culture in Louisiana 
and in Texas, added to the production of the rice fields of Georgia 
and South Carolina, have absolutely increased to such an extent 
as to make a surplus in the rice crop of the United States. 

It is the intention to increase the production of rice in the Phil- 
ippines because it can be ——- by cheap labor, and bring it 
over the Northern Pacific Railroad, and distribute it through the 
North, and thus destroy this great and this important and this 
growing interest in the United States. 

There are millions of dollars alone invested in canals, pumps, 
and rice mills, all for the purpose of placing rice before the peo- 
ple of the United States in a finished condition equal ta that 
pate is brought from Japan or from any other portion of the 
world. 

I say it is the intention of the sugar trust to use all of its capi- 
tal, all of its energies, and all of its power to break down the sugar 
industry in the United States, to break it down in Germany, in 
Hungary, in France, in Belgium, everywhere in the world, and 
build up this great industry in Cuba, and in other West India 
islands, and in the Philippines and control the sugar output of the 
world. They will control every pound of sugar raised in Cuba, 
in the Philippines, or any other possession which this Government 
a obtain in the Tropics. 

Vhat will then be the condition of the people in the United 
States? These millions of dollars swept away, these great factories 
in the West destroyed, those 300 factories in Louisiana destroyed. 
One million five hundred thousand people are said to be engaged 
in the beet-su industry. One million five hundred thousand 
people are said to be engaged in the sugar industry in Louisiana 
or indirectly benefited by it. These people are to be impoverished 
and destroyed in order that a gigantic corporation can live, and 
not only live, but grow to still greater power and strength and in- 
fluence, and dictate a policy to the people of the United States. 

They have done it. On more than one occasion it has brought 
scandal upon the Congress of the United States. Senators have 
had to rise in their seats in this body and make an explanation of 
charges against them. Ido not say that they were true, but it 
shows the overshadowing strength and greatness of these great 
corporations, when even its shadow over the capital of this coun- 
try can exert such a baneful influence as to create the impression 
that honest men, honorable men, can fall under its influence and 
under its power. 

Our Democratic friends seem to think it is Democratic policy 
to advocate a reduction of duties on sugar from the Philippines. 
If it were a reduction all along the line of the tariff wherever it 
was necessary, there might be some consistency in the advocacy 
of this reduction. But there never was a more un-Democratic 
measure. I understand the Democratic doctrine to be equality 
among all and special privileges to none. But here we are given 
special privileges all along the tariff line and exempting others. 
Not only that, it is aiding and assisting one of the most powerful 
trusts now existing in the world. 

The Republican party promised protection to the sugar interests 
in this country. Under that promise and under the law enacted 
under the declaration in their platforms, our people invested large 
sums of money. Men, too, have imperiled their political reputa- 
tions and their political future on promises, not only from Republi- 
can platforms, but from the Republican leaders. These have been 
broken and are to be broken in the enactment of this law. 

What were these promises? From the Chief Executive down, 
there was no intention to ever incorporate the people of the Phil- 
ippine Islands into the inhabitants of the United States, nor was it 
the intention to make them an integral part of the United States. 
When the treaty with Spain was in jeopardy and there wasa desire 
and a great anxiety that there should be no extra session of the 
Senate to ratify it, what was the declaration that induced men to 
vote for the ratification of thattreaty? It was that the Philippine 
Islands should never become a part of this country. It was that 
none of the products of that country should come here and inter- 
fere with American industries. ere is that promise now? It 
lies broken in this proposed enactment. Where are the promises 


in the Republican platform? They, too, lie broken and scattered 
in this proposed enactment. Is that just? Isit right? Evenif 
there were no interests immediately jeopardized, the breaking of 
solemn, political faith, promises, and pledges can not be justified. 

Is it right, Mr. President, that the people of the United States 
should be destroyed, should be impoverished and beggared under 
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a false sentiment of humanity for a foreign poome to whom they 
are under no obligations whatever? Is it right that a trust should 
go out in every part of the United States and destroy every in- 
dustry which it is to its interest to destroy, and carry ruin, dis- 
tress. and desolation into every home? 

This is no fancy picture. Itis being enactedto-day. There are 
people in Louisiana who are being broken up. There ame poem 
there to-day who are engaged in this industry, which had pros- 
pered under the promises of the Republican party. They have 
abandoned their magnificent plantations, or are trying at least 
to make some other use of them, and some have gone abroad in 
order to find a home and a place of refuge from this distress. 

That is un-American. I believe in the protective policy as 
much as any Republican in this Chamber. I believe in it to-day; 
and if the vote were to come to-day I would be found with those 
who are willing to protect not only the infant industries of the 
country, but to keep from destruction those industries which are 
already established. So sincerely is my faith in that belief that 
among a Democratic constituency, many of whom are free trad- 
ers, When they heard my defense, to a man they applauded and 
unanimously returned me to the Senate. But I believe in asso- 
ciating with protectionists who are protectionists, men who will 
keep their pledges, not only to me, but to the people of the United 
States. 

There is no legal question to be argued on this bill. It isa 





question of obligation whether you are going to aid and help a: 


foreign people to destroy our own people. 

Now, what are you building up? The sugar trust. I do not 
propose to discuss the Cuban treaty. We will commence with 
Porto Rico. With 40,000 tons of sugar when we acquired that 
country, greater increase beyond 15 or 20 per cent by the intro- 
duction of improved machinery was promised. When the tariff 
was taken off the promise was made to the beet-sugar people by 
the Committee on the Philippines of the House of Representa- 
tives, which is on record, ‘* You will have nothing to fear in the 
future; we will make a distinction between Porto Rico and the 
Philippine Islands; Cuba will be independent; this is not to be a 
srecedent.’’ That was in the report of the committee of the 
fouse of Representatives, a majority of whom were protectionist 
Republicans. 

Now, look at the vast increase in the production of sugar in 
Porto Rico. It is not enough, left by itself, to affect the sugar 
industries in the United States. But goto Cuba. Theyare rais- 


ing more cane and manufacturing more sugar than ever before | 
in the history of that island, and not one-tenth of the pro- | 


ductive capacity of the island has been brought into existence. 
When that shall have been done under the operation of the New 
York and English capitalists and the Cuban Company, when 
those millions upon millions of acres shall have been purchased 
and brought under cultivation, added to what will be brought 


from the Philippine Islands, there will be a wave of distress from | 


the West, from the North, and from the South, for that will de- 
stroy, in my opinion, the best industry that was ever encouraged 


and protected—the cane and beet sugar industry in this country. | 
Now, let us see as to the Philippine Islands what is the future. | 


I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 351, December 17, 
1901. In the debate in the House Mr. GROSVENOR said: 


My question is this: Would the gentleman from Virginia think of putting 
tobacco of the Philippines, produced as it would be by the cheap labor of 
that country, on an exact ey in the markets of the United States with 
the production of the same article by the higher labor of the American la- 
borer? When he answers that question he will be talking about something 
that is at issue and not about something that has passed away in the rear. 
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of his mission was to obtain ‘‘an amendment to the present 
Chinese-exclusion law, so that the Philippine Commission will be 
empowered to admit labor from China under such restrictions as 
may be deemed advisable.”’ 


That Mr. Cameron can speak in Washington as one with authority is as- 
sores by the fact that he represents the three chambers of commerce in 
anila. 


That is an extract taken from the Manila Times of October 28, 
1902. 
Now, what are the capacities of that island? 


They are universally acknowledged to be the richest islands in the East. 
The advantages of their soil and climate for raising sugar are said to exceed 
those of Hawaii by fully 30 per cent. Theirtimberisunexcelled. They hold 
a monopoly of the best grades of hemp; and for many other agricultural 
products, such as corn and cotton, they have displayed an umazing adapta- 
bility. 

Here is what Carman & Co. say: 

It seems to me the labor question in these islands resolves itself into one of 
development or stagnation. 

It is, 1 think, generally admitted that at least for a few years to come the 
natives can not do the work required to place the country even where it was 
before hostilities began. 

If it is considered to the advantage of the Filipinos to cultivate the land 
and inaugurate industries which will place them in the forefront of oriental 
civilization, then the only labor that can accomplish these results should be 
permitted to come and temporarily remain. Only laborers should be ad- 
mitted, and their return to China should be guaranteed. 


Then, again, the Hongkong and Shanghai Banking Corporation 
say: 

We do not care to discuss the currency question, but we can most heartily 
indorse any action which has for its object the introduction of Chinese labor. 


La Puerta del sol: I want to see the monetary question fixed on a basis so 
as to avoid any fluctuations in exchange. 

I am inclined to the free entry of Chinese into these islands, but I would 
stipulate that they enter as laborers for agriculture and as day laborers, but 
under no circumstances should they be allowed to devote themselves to com- 
merce. 


That is the whole of the testimony, and the statements that 
Chinese labor is the first consideration; in other words, they want 


| cheap labor for agricultural purposes, for raising tobacco, sugar, 


/and rice. They are going to get cheap labor, and they are going 


to bring this into the United States, if this bill passes. They are 


| going to destroy these’ American industries, produced by honest 





American labor. 
Now, what will be the capacity of those islands for sugar when 
it is produced there under scientific cultivation? 


| [From Monthly Summary of Commerce of the Philippine Islands, issue of 


October, 1901, Division of Insular 
SUGAR, 


Page 309: The average production from sugar cane in the islands an acre is 
about lj tons. In Hawaii it has, in some instances, reached ll tons. There 
isa profit for the producer of about $80 Mexican a ton, so that while the 


airs.) 


| grower in Hawaii is making his $880 an acre, the Filipino farmer has about 
| $120 profit. 
a 


* * * * * 


xe 
Page 310: The ree does not take any pains in cultivating the plant. He 
lets it grow wild, and the only time he shows any interest is when harvest 
time comes. 


{Monthly Summary of Commerce of the Philippine Islands, issue of Novem- 
ber, 1901, Division of Insular Affairs. } 


SUGAR. 

Page 419: The large estates of Luzon and Negros possess nothing but the 
most antiquated machinery. Yet even with these sugar is grown to advan- 
tage and marketed at a profit. 

Our cotton friends in the South have an idea that there is a 
great future for cotton in the Philippine Islands. I have always 


| contended that those islands are equal in soil and climate for the 


| production of cotton to Georgia, northern Louisiana, or any other 
| cotton-producing State. Here is the evidence on that point: 


As to sugar, rice, and tobacco—are you willing to bring those | 
articles here and put them on the market in competition with the 


same articles raised by honest American labor? 
Mr. DALZELL, a splendid authority, too, said: 


If you gentlemen on the other side are not for this bill you are for free 
trade—free trade with the Philippine Islands; free trade against the interest 
of the tobacco raiser of the county of Lancaster in my own State of Pennsy1- 
vania, and against every other tobacco raiser, and in favor of the tobacco 
raisers by cheap labor in the Philippine Islands; free trade against the inter- 


ests of the rice grower of the United States, and the sugar grower, and in 


favor of the rice grower and the sugar grower in the Philippine Islands; free 
trade against the interests of that army of cigar makers in this country, so 
as to bring in, duty free, the cheap-made cigars of the cheap labor of the 
Philippine Islands. 


Now, what do they demand to bring about the production of 
sugar, rice, and tebacco so as to enter the United States? They 
demand in the Philippine Islands cheap labor. Here is what 
their chamber of commerce said, one of the demands which they 
make: 


For the immediate passage of laws for the demand of cooly labor, as the 


native labor is inadequate and insufficient for the development of the re- 
sources of the islands. 

That is what they demand of the Congress of the United States, 
and I expect they will eventually get it. 

Then we have Mr. Brewster Cameron’s mission to Washing- 
ton. He came here from the Philippine Islands, and the object 





(From Monthly Summary of Commerce of the Philippine Islands, issue c? 
December, 1901, Division of Insular Affairs.] 


COTTON. 
Page 533: Experimentsin growing cotton from seed procured in the United 
States have been made in the province of Davao in Mindanao with such suc- 


| cess that the culture of cotton will be tested fully,and if the results prove as 


| 





successful as the persons interested in the trial believe, the consequences 
will be far-reaching in their effect upon the future cotton trade of the 
Orient. 


[From Monthly Summary of Commerce of the Philippine Islands, issue of 
February, 1902, Division of Insular Affairs. ] 


SUGAR. 


Page 766: According to the Coe given above sugar can be made in the 
Philippines at about one-third the cost of Hawaiian sugar, an item of consid- 
erable importance. 

Thesugar estatesareasa rule quitesmall, the millsin many instances prim- 
itive concerns consisting of twocylinders rotated by buffalo power, the proc- 
ess of manufacture is of the crudest and is poorly conducted, and as a con- 
sequence the raw sugar is necessarily of inferior de. The transportation 
to market is made over rough roads by means of bullock carts. 


Now, as to rice, Professor Worcester, in his book, speaks as 
follows of the rice product: 


Rice is the staple food of the common people, and they are quite success- 
ful in raising it. In former years considerable quantities of it were exported 
to China, but at present the crop is insufficient for home consumption. 
The methods used in rice culture and harvest are of the crudest. The 
ground is prepared for macan by flooding it and working it with muck rakes 
ruwn by carabaos. The young rice shoots are stuck in by hand. The ripe 
heads of grain are often cut, one ata time, with a small knife blade, though 








| 
: 


———— 
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kl re sometimes used. Thrashing is usually accomplished under the 
foot of asian or cattle, more rarely by means of wooden flails. The in 
is freed from the husk by pounding in a wooden mortar (pilon), and flat 


baskets are used for winnowing. Very rarely one finds simple homemade 

machinery for pounding or winnowing, but there is nothing of the sort in 
neral use. 

“ Rice was being harvested in large quantities, and we were much interested 

in watching the primitive methods employed. The only implement used by 

the reapers was a small knife, with which they cut the h of grain from 

the stalks one at a time. 


I think it is well understood by rice-growing people that the 
ssibilities for rice culture in the Philippine Islands are almost 
Coral calculation, and when improved methods of culture are 


carried there and the full capacity of the land extracted the | 


rice produced by cheap labor in the Philippines will be brought 
here and will be sold and will compete with the rice industry of 
Georgia, South Carolina, Louisiana. and Texas. 


In acircular of the Division of Botany, issued by the Depart- | 


ment of Agriculture, is found the following: 


One of the most important food products of the archipelago is rice. The 
grain forms the staple food not only of the native population but also of the 
numerous Chinese inhabitants. Owing to its general use, a scarcity of rice 
always causes great hardship to the people of the islands. 

” * * * * * * 

The annual production of rice in the Philippines averages about 17,000,000 

cavans (36,000,000 bushels). 
x * * * * aa * 
CULTIVATION OF SUGAR. 


Page 11: The situation is very different now from what it was when your 
correspondent first arrived in the country in 1898. At that time the sugar 
plantations were at a standstill, owing to the war, and sugar crops were per- 
mitted to decay on the ground, because no one harvested the rich products. 
Hundreds of sugar mills were burned by the fighting armies. The walls of 
these sugar ollie mew still be seen standing, and in many cases the native 
owners have rebuilt on the remnants of stone-wall work. The machinery in 
most cases is ruined by the burning or by the exposure to the elements. 


SUGAR CULTURE CAPABLE OF EXTENSION. 


Page 12: In order to give your readers an idea of the sugar industrial situ- 
ation in the islands, it will be necessary to begin at the Sageaneee. Your cor- 
respondent had the opportunity of visiting the principal sugar districts on 
Luzon, Panay, Negros, and Cebu islands during the years 1898, 1899, and 1900. 
In most instances thesugar plantations wereidle. Vast fields were unworked 
because there was no encouragement for the Filipino to operate his planta- 


tion only to have the crops seized by the insurgents or destroyed in the proc- | 


ess of war. 


In conversation with managers of the plantations asregards finances, I was | 


informed that the costs of sugar production were lower than in Cuba. The 
difference in freight rates, however, on raw sugar from the Philippines to 
this country of course bars the product from_competition with Cuban and 
Hawaiian products. Notwithstanding this, considerable sugar is being pro- 
duced in the islands for export to America. The facilities for working the 
plantations in the Philippines are more favorable than formerly, and this 
tends to extend the markets for consumption. The soil is excellent for the 
cultivation of the sugar crop, and vast tracts may be seen producing crops. 
The extensive destruction of crops and sugar refineries which occurred dur- 


ing the troublesome times of the past few years has nearly ceased, and gne | 


may see many workmen restoring buildings and planting new crops. The 
work at the plantations is carried on in very crude fashion. The big water 


buffalo isemployed to haul a wood-pointed plow through the soil, and two 


or more natives guide the plow, and they make hard work of it. 

A few American plows for these plantations would be very acceptable 
There are no shovels, hoes, picks, or other tools available, and the natives 
may be seen by the dozens on their hands and knees turning and preparing 


the soil with their hands or with little bamboo sticks. Sometimes they have | 
iron bars made from wheel tires. They use a “bolo” knife to advantage in | 


this work. Thecrop is cared for on the same crude plan. Machinery for 
farming epee not available, ae I understand that there has been 
a qe = =< it since Americans began buying these sugar plantations and 
cultivatin, em. 


One of the advantages possessed by the Filipino sugar planter is that he | 
can hire help very cheaply. The average farm hand will work for 10 cents | 


pee day and rd himself. Native boys may be hired still cheaper. The 

chinese coolies overrun the as sections, and ag ag first-rate laborers, 
steady and reliable, working for about 8 cents per day. American soldiers 
who have been discharged in the islands and who are familiar with planta- 


tion work are rien bay nye as foremen on the sugar plantations, receiv- | 
y for their services. It pays the rich native sugar | 


ing from $2 to $4 per 
mill and plantation owner to have two or three superintendents or foremen 


who are Americans, for then better protection is assured and also means in- | 


troduced for the improving of the plant by putting in American machinery. 
Many of these — planters own extensive properties and mills, but lack 
the knowledge of how to work them according to modern ideas. You will 
find rich plantations operated with crude devices and large refineries with 
old-fashioned machinery of the crudest sort, mostly operated by hand or 
animal power. The American foreman immediately improves things by or- 
dering a steam-power plant from the United States. He then invests a few 
thousand dollars in modern sugar-working machinery, and in a few months 
has the plant well equipped for the making of a good product of sugar. 


Now, just consider the idea of sugar being raised there on 
wages from 8 to 10 cents a day and that sugar brought here under 


this bill, if it becomes a law, with the tariff taken off, practically | 


sut down here free, coming in competition with the American 

t-sugar farmers, with the labor on their sugar plantations in 
Texas, in Louisiana, and in Florida, and with the vast number of 
skilled workmen who are employed in and around the factories. 
Let us see how the tobacco interests will be affected. 


TOBACCO. 
{From vol. 2, Agriculture, U. S. Census, 1900, p. 526.] 
a i i os sn cndnncnndnbebbeded 808,317 
ec clnainibaioiaonadenmic 1, 101, 488 
ot Sh ae as, oud odlbdeeeccaicboeieh 868, 163, 275 
Pounds Feodueed I i iin 2 nits bees cadgndocdncdbaned 472, 661, 157 
Ce SO os. Li ue bicieanensdinccnkeeds $56, 998, 003 
CT a oc eteteinduanien $51.7 
Number of States producing.........................2..-..-.-----.-- : 


Acreage of States growing over 1,000 acres each.a 

















OE inath, 5 ccunscntiiibedibtes GT BIO, no cw innsmacctmaceanss Syne 
North Carolina ................ 203,023 | West Virginia 
PENNE cb 54tin~ ceecewndebaboosh Se CID sce coco ck cew cence 
b NNO icin 5 pneiai coniinin ie il 71,849 | Massachusetts................... 
i To Be 
ee 42,911 | Illinois_.... 
UNNI os calls Secsadda dees 33,830 | Florida . 
IIR a. cis etic entrees’ 27,760 | Arkansas --- 
South Carolina ................ 25,993 | Texas--.... 
IU NOUNS diana na scnneSeicenes I oa ok oc en coneee 
| Connecticut ................... 10,119 |} 


a Twenty-two other States, each with less than 1,000 acres. 


| Number of manufacturers 
Capital employed -_......-.... 
Number of wage-earners 
Value of product 





TOBACCO—CIGARS AND CIGARETTES. 
San EN Se bas cadescdinauieivwawee 14, 539 


I a a i eI al a at Ba $67, 706, 493 
Otticials and clerks ; 
a aN nie a $4,712, 786 
| Average number of wage-earners.............-....-..--.--..-----e 03, 
tna ait semicmmemamiounaun $10, $2 
Miscellaneous expenses 1 
I tusmipermaineamnn $57, 245, 
TT tins nntatibbertiebcatisitinibredtbsernataeve ococaneped $160, 223, 152 


Value of cigars and cigarettes, 56.6 of total value of all tobacco manufac- 
tures. 


' 

i 

Chewing, smoking, and snuff not included above, nor tobacco stemming. 

| With free cigars from Manila and Cuba, what is going to be- 
| come of these vast interests? These millions and hundreds of 
| millions of dollars in the various tobacco interests, employing 
| several hundred thousand people, will be annihilated. These in- 
| terests can not.exist with cigars made by labor at 8 and 10 cents 





a day. 

By looking at the statistics—and I had them here, but have 
mislaid them for the moment—you will find that cigars are man- 
ufactured so cheaply in Manila that under no possible conditions 

| could the cigar makers in this country compete with them; nor 
could they compete with Cuban cigarsif the tariff were taken off 
of cigars from that country. 


Recurring again to the cane-sugar industry, I want to refer to 
volume 2, United States Agricultural Census for 1900, page 467, 
which does not include Hawaii: 
a. oe ewones weseesauues 181, 382 
enn le nana dniehanhbeatenene<dns cdecenncconses $20, 541,696 
ES ae ene $100, 000, 000 
1901 ey a ce a a en eae tons.. 310,000 
Value of crop at 5 cents per pound. --..................- caueamaniaiiacaiel $34,729,000 


_ States producing: Louisiana, Alabama, Georgia, Texas, Florida, Missis- 
sippl, South Carolina, Arkansas, Arizona, Indian Territory, North Carolina, 
New Mexico. 

Now we will take up the rice industry and see what a tre- 
| mendous industry that is. A great many States are interested 
| in it. 


| 

i 

} 

| 

i 
rs adesaneusseceun 385, 986 
| 

| 

| anc 
| 

i 


UNITED STATES RICE FARMS. 
[From United States Census, 1900, Agriculture, vol. 2, pp. 56-60.] 


eel ain cbt kcwnidiéenwes macwoe 48,155 
i ae ad came men eedia wane 462, 676 
Tk ecnmipdoc wes _..-- 250,20, 227 

a mnonninaecees Sd $ 

ere t tied esenetone asco a : $. 05 
| Increase in production in ten years.......--..-.--...----- per cent.. £6 
| Value of land and implements, not including buildings--_....__.... $12,604,470 





Cee ee ee en cuencbcoumneeon <2 





Value of implements and machinery-..................--...---..-.. $1, 212,190 
mo See $1,810,993 
a, ein eninidiin emowwapedons $1, 77,50 
Teen eo endl Ga cikiom amiscienmea eis $7,819, 805 


States grown in: North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas. 


RICE-CLEANING ESTABLISH MENTS. 


| I a eee kobaeemcce 80 
Se EE I Sica dd nccocensveduscucketanbed cdscecwsessacossenso-ane $2,691, 352 
a eo notte edesaswenccewece § 47,618 
IID elite awn dca ciesdidditebintiinemnddccccesseoacecs<caci~cs Qt THO 


I have gone all over tables of the great sugar. tobacco, and the 
| rice industry, every one of which will be annihilated if this bill 
becomes a law, not by the effect of this bill alone, but the conse- 
quences which will follow its enactment. It is the entering 
wedge, and I say to the Republicans in this Senate that it means 
free trade and nothing else. It started with reciprocity, and 
reciprocity is free trade and means nothing else. That is accord- 
ing to my reading of all economic works on that subject. 

We have already heard it said in this Chamber that the Repub- 
licans will look out for a revision of the tariff at the next session 
| of Congress. That means that these great corporations, these 

great trusts, which want the tariff taken off of certain articles 
will have it taken off, and those great trusts which want the tariff 
kept on certain articles will have it kept on those articles. The 
sugar trust demands free sugar from all the tropical countries of 
the world. It demands the destruction of the beet-sugar interest 
in the United States and the beet-sugar interest in all other parts 
of the world, and it is going to have it, unless it is checked at 





once in the beginning of its campaign of aggression. They do 
not stop at anything. Men to them are nothing. Individual in- 
terests amount tonothing. It is a Juggernaut car that rides over 
everything and everybody, and crushes everything that gets be- 
neath its wheels. When a revision is made you will find free 
trade at one end of the line and protection at the other. Ido not 
believe in that. ; ; : 

As I stated in a speech which I delivered in 1897 on the Dingley 
bill, I believe in an honest, fair, square protection to every inter- 
est and to every section of the country with impartiality, and we 
thought we got it. We thought we had it on a basis where there 
was some degree at least of equality. But that equality is now be- 
ing destroyed. Certain items are being taken off which are de- 
manded by certain trusts, and certain other items are being kept 
on which are required to be kept on by the trusts. 

I read from a protest of the domestic sugar producers against 
any further reduction of the sugar from the Philippines. 

Even when the Government hada “surplus” in the Treasury that men- 
aced the welfare of the country, which it became the policy of Mr. McKinley 
and others to reduce by making sugar “free,” he remained loyal to domes- 
tic sugar production, and to develop it Congress granted it a bounty of from 
1} to 24 cents a pound in 1890. 

The Dingley law granted it similar if lesser protection, to enact which the 
friends of domestic sugar in the Senate—after proposing a small bounty in 
addition to the Dingley rates—gave way in order that the act might the more 
speedily become a law toenable other American industries to reap an earlier 
revival. Then it was that a leadirg Republican Senator, who had offered 
and secured a favorable report from committee on the bounty amendment, | 
said and promised: . 

“Mr. President, the Republican party on this side of the Chamber is for 
an adequate protection to the beet-sugar industry. It stands to-day, as it will 
stand at the first available opportunity, for the passage of a law that will give 
the beet-sugar producers of my State fair and reasonable protection against 
‘free’ importation from the Hawaiian Islands. The Republican party on 
this side of the Chamber stands ready to meet that issue, but it does not dare— 
in view of the greater interests of the whole country—delay the passage of 
this bill another month in order to settle the question now. In good time, 
and in ample time to have the ——- go into effect as soon as it would by 
the terms of the amendment of my colleague, the Republicans in this Cham- 
ber, in my judgment, will act favorably upon this question.” 

Everyone knows how that proposition was made there, after 
the present sugar schedule was adopted. 

Asking for no more than was conceded to be just, what has been done in | 
fulfillment of that promise? Worse than nothing! 

Then came the Spanish-American war, and under the cry of necessity Ha- 
waii was swept for all time into the “free” sugarcolumn. Following which 
came free sugar from Porto Rico, in the face of the earnest protests of do- 
mestic sugar producers, who were facing the whole of Europe! 

Our home sugar posteeees, struggling under all the agricultural and 
other disadvantages incident to the development of any new industry, were | 
told that the then small product of Porto Rico (40,000 tons) would not hurt, and 
in Housereport 249, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, it was stated inanswer 
to the fear then expressed by our producers that the Porto Rico bill would be 
taken as a precedent for like — tion in favor of the Philippines, that the 
proposed legislation established no precedent. They were further told that— 

“On the contrary, we (the committee) expressly assert the right to dis- 
criminate between Porto Rico and the Philippine nds and the United 
States. Cuba is to have a government of its own and there is no menace to | 
the beet-sugar industry from that quarter.” 


That is what was said to them in the House of Representatives 
when the tariff bill was before the House. 


How stands it to-day? The ‘‘ menace” in less than two years is thrust for- 
ward by the party that thus and then sought to quiet the fears of our sugar 
producers by the language quoted and by the following implied promise: 

“Surely the party which had the courage to provide adequate (?) protec- 
tion in 1897 for this new industry can be safely trusted to foster it now that 
it has passed beyond the stage of experiment and is an assured success.” 
me — success, forsooth! Will it be with Congress pounding it into 

© earth? 

The legislation for Porto Rico seems to have gone forward partly upon the 
theory that there was plenty of room in the United States for more “free” | 


sugar. 

When before was that theory ever advanced by protectionists? To what | 
other article besides sugar was it ever applied? 

If it is to be accepted as sound doctrine, as well apply it— 





To silk goods, of which we import --.................-.--.---.+0-eee $32, 600,000 | 
‘To cotton goods, of which we import .............---------.------.. 44, 100,000 
To iron an Sheed, OE WE WO TROT S oo ic nce cccncccecnsoncencbee 27,100,000 
To wool, manufactures of, of which we import -..................-. 17,300,000 
To glassware, of which we import -......... sah then smecienien aid a 


And why not ratify the French treaty that lets in at reduced rates jewelry, 
knit goods, and pottery? And why allow the Argentina wool treaty to lapse? 
And why not pass the Newfoundland treaty? 

These are very pertinent questions, because they show that 
there is a good deal of sectionalism in this bill—the manufactur- 
ing interests of the East against the agricultural interests of the 
West, the manufacturer against the farmer. Why not ratify 
the Newfoundland treaty and the French treaty and make a re- 
duction all along the line on those goods which the people de- 
mand? Why not reduce the duty upon dried fish, which the 

ople consume and want, and which in some instances it is abso- 

ately necessary for them to have in order to maintain their ex- 

istence? Iam ing of this manufacturing and sectional war 

inst the interests of the beet-sugar interest of the West. We 

of the South know that we are too insignificant to receive any 

consideration from the people of the East. If it were not for the 

beet-sugar people and the interests they have, we would have been 
crushed long since. 

And here let me say that the people of Louisiana have long known 
and believed that their industry depended finally upon the beet- 
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sugar interest of the West; that if it were destroyed it would be 
destroyed by the increasing production of beet sugar, because it 
can be made cheaper than cane sugar and the area of production 
is greater, and under protection it was likely to produce such 
quantities as to meetalldomesticdemand. But they raised no ob- 
jection. They interposed no objection to the great increase in the 
beet-sugar production ofthe West. They encouraged it and joined 
with them hand in hand in every effort they made in order to 
get protection for the beet-sugar interests, even when it was 
proposed to give the beet-sugar people a hounty in addition to the 
present tariff. There was never a word of objection from the 
cane-sugar people. “It is not going to hurt us,”’ they said, ‘and 
if it is going to help you, it is all right. We are willing to take 
our chances in thefuture. If we are destroyed, we want to be de- 
stroyed by American energy and by American enterprise. Wedo 


| not want to be destroyed by foreign labor, by foreign energy, and 


foreign enterprise. Our hearts are American, and if we go down 


| under the strong blows of American energy and American en- 


terprise we will shout for glory that it is a stroke of great Amer- 


| ican industry and of great American enterprise.” 


I wish to say, in conclusion, that the policy we have adopted 
toward our colonies I do not think has had so much to do with 
the weakness of the Monroe doctrine as the absolute cupidity and 
avarice of the mercantile communities of the country. They care 


| nothing about it, provided they can get established law and order 


in a place and find trade there. They have long believed that if 
Germany could get a foothold in South America there would be 
greater advantages for American trade and American commerce. 

It has been said that the German guns on the coast of Vene- 
zuela were blowing to pieces the Monroe doctrine, but in my 
opinion it is the avarice and cupidity of the American capitalists 
who want to get a foothold abroad, in stable communities, among 


| a people who are not so fond of Americans, and my 4 think that 


German enterprise and German energy could go there and ac- 
complish such results. 


Here is an interview with a New York salesman, who has been 


_ traveling in South America, that confirms what I say about the 


matter. His name is W.C. Percy. He represents a large New 
York wholesale house, so it is said. This interview I find ina 


| New Orleans paper, the Daily States. He says: 


The queerest condition I observed was that the Germans who live there 
and who are in business were one and all opposed to the steps Germany took 
to force Venezuela to oe comparatively trifling sum of money, he began. 
The trouble was precipitated by a German syndicate of half a dozen men 
who had a rail franchise, but were not in anywise interested in the trade 
or commerce that their fellow-German citizens had spent a lifetime in build- 
ing up allabout them. The best German citizens down there believe that 
the Kaiser wanted to show off a little before the powers of the world and 


| tuok the first occasion todoso. But instead of doing his subjects in that half- 


civilized place a favor he actually did them a great injury, for whereas they 
formerly controlled the great bulk of the commerce in Venezuela, in the fu- 


| ture they will have difficulty in obtaining even the smallest share. In fact, 
| he has ruined many of the most prosperous merchants and bankers that 


owed him allegiance. And as for the railroad franchise that caused all this 
trouble, it did not represent any investment of maeerenes. 

But the natives hate the Americans about as ba ay aaeaey aoe hate any- 
thing in this world. Just let one of them get filled up with liquor and he 
immediately begins to curse and abuse some American. Their great states- 
man, Bolivar, oncesaid, ‘America forthe Americans,” but they have changed 
that statement now and say “America for North Americans,” is the way we 
are trying to construe the Monroe doctrine. 

And let me say that I, in common with many other Americans— 


Of course he has reference to commercial travelers— 


who have recently been traveling through Venezuela and the other Spanish- 
American count: an, <0 not have much + for the Monroe doctrine. I 
believe that it would be far better for the United States were every fvot of 


| Central America and South America owned and controlled by the Ger mans. 


English, French, Russians, Italians, or anybody rather than by ine mongrel 
hordes who geene them now. There is in reality no such thing as civiliza- 
tion in Venezuela, forinstance, as we understand the term here. Thereis no 
such thing as morality in their social structure. 

Their — is rotten to the core. The admixture of the negro and 
Indian blood everywhere has ruined the once proud Spanish peoples. The 
inhabitants are no farther advanced in any respect than they were a cen- 
tury ago. There are old men and women in many of the Central and South 
American countries who never wore a hat, who never wore a pair of shoes, 
and do not know what underclothing is. hat good is ittotry and cultivate 
trade with such ple? Why, do you know the amount of commerce we 
have with Ca: is five times greater than all that we have with Central 
and Sah America combined, which boasts 40,000,000 people? Such is a fact, 
nevertheless. 

Now, let us get down to facts. What good is the Monroe doctrine to us! 
There is not an American who wants to see the United States take hold of 
the Central American countries, to see the United States annex any of the 
Central American territory. e don’t want their lands. Then is it not 
better to allow it to be controlled by the European nations who will civilize 
it, who will advance it in every way? If it is left in the hands of the natives 
there it will be just the same at the end of another century that it is to-day. 
Then why not let the European nations take hold of it, divide it up, and make 
someting of allthat rich country. The resources an bilities are great. 
But it will take a master hand to accomplish anything substantial there. 

But even if the European countries should take hold of those countries, 
what would they do? To an American who has traveled through the islands 
that England controls and over which she has established firm governments, 
he would naturally come to the conclusion that the blight of the African has 
ruined all that firm government has established. On the islands of Trini- 
dad, Jamaica, Santa Lucia, Barbad and Grenada the English require 
a their laws absolute social ity between the whites and_ blacks. 

ey marry and intermarry. The blackest of negro men go over to England 
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and after by my Poy 4 educated marry the prettiest blue-eyed girls and bring 


y erations of yellow le are w- 
in oe down aay The bias : ond who can not Feyees to iScon 
sidered as whites, despite all the laws. 

I did not read it especially for that purpose, but it shows that 
the commercial spirit that carried our armies to the Philip- 
pines, making us an aggressive people, wishes to take in every- 
thing we can put our hands upon. It makes us violate our most 
sacred pledges, as we have done in violation of the Teller pledge, 
that the Spanish war was not one of aggression. But it com- 
menced. t will be its end? There were means immediately 
adopted in order to bring about the possession of those countries 
which we had declared we should not meddle with. 

I say, Mr. President, it is time now for the American people to 
check this violation. Itis time for the American people to stop this 
continuous violation of the traditions of the country, and let us 
stay at home and develop what we have, and put out into waste 
lands the money that we spend in the Philippines and elsewhere, 
and for half the money we will build up a country that will sus- 
tain a Se of 40,000,000 people. 

Mr. AN and others. Let us vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Question. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is as in Committee of 
the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. HEITFELD. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 


quorum. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Depew, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 
Alger, Dietrich, Heitfeld, uarles, 
Bacon, Dillingham, Kean, uay, 
Bard, Dryden, Kittredge, § mer, 
Bate, Dubois, Lodge, Stewart, 
Burnham, Fairbanks, Mallory, Taliaferro, 
Burton, Foraker, Martin, Tillman, 
Carmack, Foster, La. Nelson, Warren, 
Clark, Wyo. Foster, Wash. Patterson, Wellington, 
Cockrell, arte Penrose, Wetmore. 
Daniel, Gallinger, Perkins, 

Deboe Hanna, Pettus, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to have the committee amendments 
considered first. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The first amendment of the 
committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 2, after the word ‘“ that,’’ 
strike out the word “‘ upon.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to amend the second amendment by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘sugar’’ the words “‘ cigars, cigarettes.”’ 
That is an amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the com- 
mittee will be stated. 

The SkorETARY. In section 1, page 2, line 4, after the word 
“‘archipelago,’’ insert: 


shall hereafter be admitted free of Cutz. except sugar and tobacco, manu- 
factured and unmanufactured, upon which 


word * sugar,”’ in line 5, “‘ cigars, cigarettes.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 25, before the words “per 
centum,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’’ and insert “fifty; ’’ soas to 
make the proviso read: 


Provided, That all articles the growth and product of the Philippine Archi 
pelage coming into the United States from the Philippine Archipelago shall 

ereafter be admitted free of ay except sugar, cigars, cigarettes, and to- 
bacco, manufactured and unmanufactured, upon which there shall be levied, 
collected, and paid only 50 per cent of the rates of duty aforesaid. 


Mr. FORAKER. To that amendment I object. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What does the Senator say? 

Mr. FORAKER. I object to that amendment being agreed to. 
I understand that the amendment now pending is to strike out 
‘twenty-five’ and insert “‘ fifty,’’ thereby ae Se duty to 
be collected on imports from the Philippine Islands from 25 to 50 
per wor of the Dingley rates. I hope that amendment will not be 
a ’ 

Mr. CARMACK. I sincerely hope so, too, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. [Putting the question.] By the sound the 
noes have it. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If it is not out of order to interrupt a roll 
call, I would like to have the Chair state precisely what the ques- 
tion is. I know that there is some misunderstanding. 


| 








Mr. LODGE. The question is whether the duty shall be 25 per 
cent of existing rates on sugar and tobacco or 50 percent. To 
vote ‘‘ yea’’ is to vote thatit shall be 50 per cent. 

Mr. FORAKER. A vote ‘“‘yea’’ means that the amendment 
offered by the committee will be accepted. 

Mr. LODGE. And makes the rate 50 per cent of the existing 
rate. The vote of the committee is ** yea.’’ 

Mr. FORAKER. And a vote ‘“‘nay’’ means 25 per cent. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Sm1on]. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN], and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins], which I will 
transfer to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones}, and vote. I 
vote *‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. HEITFELD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. PLartr]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. The 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] is paired with the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. We transfer our pairs to those two 
Senators, respectively, and I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]. In his absence, 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Missouri | Mr. Vest]. I trans- 
fer that pair tothe junior Senator from Maryland {[Mr. McComas], 
and vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If 

e were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON]. I 
suggest to the Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO] that we 
make a transfer of our pairs, so that the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CULBERSON] will stand paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. Scott], and we will vote. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. cn I vote ‘* nay.”’ 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. TuRNER]. I 
suggest to the Senator from Alabama |Mr. Pettus] that we 
transfer our pairs so that the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
TURNER] will stand paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. That will permit of the Senator from Alabama and 


| myself voting. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. PETTUS. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 
Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (after having voted in the affirma- 


| tive). hould lik i ire if the junior Senz N 
It is p Finminend the enenimens by incerting after tho | tive). I should like to inquire if the junior Senator from North 


Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Iwithdrawmy vote. Iam paired 
with that Senator. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I vote ‘“‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Maryland {[Mr. McComas], who has been called from the city by 
a death in his family. That pair has been transferred to the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. ——d , and I vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). I will in- 
quire whether the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is*informed that 
he has not voted. 

Mr. BACON. I had forgotten at the time that a special ar- 
rangement was made between him and myself this afternoon for 
a pair, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Montana [Mr. CLARK]. I suggest, with the consent of 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster], that my pair be trans- 
ferred tothe junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER], 
thus permitting both of us to vote. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ido not think the pair suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana is a fair transaction, both Senators voting on 
the same side. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not know that we were both voting 
on the same side. I understood that the Senator from Louisiana 
would vote upon the contrary side, of course. If I }ad not so 


3000 


understood, I certainly would not have suggested a transfer of 
our pairs. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana that he 
can make that arrangement with myself, as I am voting on the 
opposite side from hin. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understood that the Senator from Loui- 
siana would vote to the contrary of myself. Iso stated to the 
Senator from Alabama. Is that correct? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I would vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I suggest an arrangement with the 
Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Iam paired for the evening with the senior Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest a transfer of my pair to the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], thus permitting us both 
to vote. 

Mr. BACON. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. BACON. I will then permit my vote “‘ nay ”’ to stand. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Is the vote of the Senator from Indiana 
{[Mr. BEVERIDGE] recorded? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On the transfer of my pair to the Senator 
from Michigan |[Mr. Burrows]. ‘The Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. Bacon] suggested that arrangement, which is, of course, 
agreeable tome. The Senator from Georgia votes on one side 
and I on the other. 

Mr. QUAY (after having voted in the negative). I had for- 
gotten when I voted upon this question that I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. Iam not aware 
of his sentiments in relation to this bill, and I will therefore with- 
draw my vote, unless some Senator on the other side can inform 
me of his status as to this bill. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PETTUS. I can state to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
that if my colleague [Mr. MorGAn] was present at this vote, he 
would vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. QUAY. Then I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I am informed that the junior 
Senator from North Dakota, if present, would vote “‘ yea.”’ I will 
therefore let my vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Aldrich, Dietrich, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 
Alger, Dillingham, Kean, 8 mer, 
Bard, Dryden, Kittredge, eller, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, Lodge, Warren, 
Burnham, Foster, La. McEnery, Wetmore. 
Clark, Wyo. Frye, Patterson, 
Deboe, Gamble, Penrose, 
Depew, Hanna, Perkins, 
NAYS—19. 

Bacon, Cockrell, Nelson, Stewart, 
Bate, Daniel, Pettus, Taliaferro, 
Blackburn, Foraker, uarles, Tillman, 
Carmack, Gallinger, uay, Wellington. 
Clapp, Mallory, immons, 

NOT VOTING—22. 
Allee, Dolliver, Jones, Nev. Morgan. 
Allison, Dubois, Kearns, Platt, N. ¥. 
Bailey, Elkins, McComas, Pritchard, 
Ball, Foster, Wash. McCumber Proctor, 
Berry, Gibson, McLaurin, Miss. Rawlins, 
Burrows, Hale, McLaurin, 8. C. Scott, 
Burton, Harris, Martin, Simon, 
Clark, Mont. Hawley, Mason, Turner, 
Clay, Heitfeid, Millard Vest. 
Culberson, Hoar, Mitchell, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Money, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON subsequently said: My colleague [Mr. CLay], who 
is paired with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGeE], has gone home ill. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: I desire to say that I forgot 
very carelessly to make the statement that the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. CLay] is my pair. He said to me before going that 
he agreed with me about this bill and authorized me to vote. 


BARRACKS AND QUARTERS, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on the Philippines: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


In compliance with the provision of the act making appropriation for the 
support of the Army, approved June 30, 1902, I transmit herewith a report 
from the Secretary = ar showin vee ae — the appropria- 
tion for “ Barracks and quarters, ine nds. i 

eee . ppim® “THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wurtz House, March 3, 1908. 


EDWARD L. BAILEY—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
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was read, and, with the accompanying bill, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


Wurrr Hovsz, 
Washington, D. C., March 3, 1908. 


To the Senate: 


I return herewith without approval Senate bill No. 1168, entitled “An act 
to authorize the appointment of Edward L. Bailey as captain of infantry, 
United States Army, and to place him on the retired list.” 

The beneficiary of this bill was undoubtedly a gallant officer in the volun- 
teer forces during the civil war, and the sentiments of titude awakened 
by the consideration of his services as a volunteer officer have created a 
strong desire on my pert to concur in the action of the Senate and the House 
expressed in the bill for his restoration to the Army. 

An examination of Captain Bailey's military record while in the Regular 
Army, however, makes it plain that this natural desire can not be gratified 
by the officers who are charged with the administration of military justice 
consistently with their duty to enforce the law in such a way as to maintain 
discipline and a high standard of morals and honorable conduct among the 
officers of the Army. 

While a volunteer officer Captain Bailey was twice tried by court-martial 
for disobedience of orders. Upon the first trial, in January, 1863, he was ac- 
quitted. Upon the second trial, in February, 1863, he was convicted and sen- 
tenced to forfeit two months’ pay and emoluments and be reprimanded in 
General Orders. 

On the 7th of March, 1867, he was appointed a second lieutenant of infan- 
try, and he remaimed an officer of the Regular Army until the 15th of Octo- 
ber, 1893. During that time he was five times tried by court-martial. 

In September, 1871, he was tried and convicted of embezzlement and mis- 
appropriation of —_ moneys coming into his hands officially. The con- 
viction was confirmed by the Seqaetences commander who convened the 
court, but was disapproved by the President upon the ground that the money 
that was in his possession was lost by robbery, and his only wrongdoing was 
his failure to report the fact immediately. 

In January, 1873, he was tried and convicted of neglect of duty in failing 
to attend at guard mounting when officer of the day, and at roll call on nu- 
merous occasions, not being prevented by sickness or other evident neces- 
sity, and was sentenced to be reprimanded. 

n July, 1874, he was tried for neglect of duty, for conduct unbecoming an 
officer and a gentleman in borrowing money from enlisted men and failing 
to repay it, notwithstanding their repeated and persistent efforts to secure 
payment, and for purchasing supplies from various persons for the officers’ 
mess, of which he was caterer, collecting the money from his fellow-officers to 
pay for the supplies, and appropriating the money to his own use, leaving the 
debts for the supplies unpaid; and he was sentenced to be dismissed the serv- 
ice. This sentence was approved by the department commander, but was 
aaiepees by the President to suspension from rank and command for six 
months. 

In April, 1890, he was tried for obtaining money on worthless checks 
drawn on banking firm with whom he had no credit, and acquitted. The 
copagsmant commander reviewing the action of the court disapproved the 
acquittal. 

in September, 1893, he was tried and convicted of conduct unbecoming an 
officer and a gentleman in borrowing money from a fellow-officer and not 
repaying it, although repeatedly promising to do so; in entering a private 
house, in uniform, without permission, in the absence of the owner, beckon- 
ing to the owner's wife with his hand; refusing to leave the house when re- 
quested so to do by her; and in going to a public saloon in Boise City, Idaho, 
and chasing a prostitute about the saloon, and going toa corner of the saloon, 
holding a conversation with her while in uniform of a commissioned officer. 

It appears that poking his trial agontnees charges, he being under arrest, 
he was authorized by his commanding officer to visit Boise City for four 
hours, exclusive of meal time, beginning at 11.30 a. m., for the purpose of at- 
tending to personal business; that in disregard of his arrest he went to Boise 
City in the night of April 15-16, and there visited a saloon and drank with cit- 
izens at the bar between 11.30 p. m. and 1 a. m., and also visited a house of 
prostitution and behaved in a boisterous and disorderly manner in company 
with the same prostitute whom he was charged with chasing about the sa- 
loon, being at the time in the uniform of a commissioned officer. : 

Upon these acts additional charges were made of conduct to the prejudice 
of good order and military discipline and conduct unbecoming an officer and 
a gentleman, and he was convicted upon these charges also. He was sen- 
tenced to be dismissed the service, and the sentence was approved and con- 
firmed by the President. 

The proceedings upon this last trial show that the sentence was not ap- 
pov without a very careful review and examination both by General 

shofield and by the President. Were I now empowered to review the pro- 
ceedings again, I should be compelled to reach the same conclusion. 

Captain Bailey has produced before the committees of the respective 
Houses a number of affidavits, some of which tend to impeach one of the 
principal witnesses for the prosecution, and in some of which other witnesses 
to some degree modify the testimony given by them ten years before. Giv- 
ing full effect, however, to these ex parte affidavits, the conviction still re- 
mains sustained by the evidence. 

It is plain that, when the President disapproved the conviction of embez- 
zlement in 1871, when the conviction of the negject of duty in 1873 was pun- 
ished only by a reprimand, and when the conviction “unbecoming an officer 
and a gentleman,” involving the misappropriation of public moneys in 1874, 
was followed by the President's mitigation of the sentence of dismissal to 
suspension for six months, the captain had the full benefit of his record asa 
volunteer officer in the civil war. 

I do not think that further clemency can be extended on this ground con- 
sistently with the due administration of the law. I should not regard it asa 
proper exercise of the appointing power vested in me by the Constitu- 
tion ‘o es as an officer in the Army a man with the record of Captain 
Bailey, and with the sentence standing against him of dismissal from the 
Army, based upon sufficient grounds, after a fair trial, and after approval 
by my predecessor in the performance of his official oni 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


WILLIAM H. H. BEADLE. 
Mr. GAMBLE presented sundry papers in sup of the bill 


(S. 7096) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Beadle; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


SECOND HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7229) to permit second homestead en- 
tries in certain cases, and for other purposes, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15702) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act temporarily to provide for the Philippine Islands, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 8, 1902. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the Philippines was 
to insert as section 2 the following: 

Sxo. 2. That for a period of five years the Government of the Philippine 
Islands are hereby authorized in their discretion to remit all duties upon 
material imported into the Philippine Islands for the construction or equip- 
ment of steam or electric railroads or street railways. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, the vote on the last amendment 
seems to define to me pretty sharply the contention which some of 
us raise in regard to this tariff legislation in the Philippines. So 
far as I am concerned, and those who think with me, it does not 
make any difference whether there is a duty of 1 per cent or a 
duty of 99 per cent. It is no difference at all if you can levy a 
duty. During this entire contention over these acquisitions we 
have been trying to get the dominant party to say what they 
will ultimately do with them. 

If they are to belong to our country and if they are to bea part 
and parcel of our country, there should be no dutiesat all. They 
should be treated as other Territories. I myself, if they will say 
that the Philippines are to be treated the same as our other Terri- 


bacco as well as free trade for other commodities. Therefore, so 
far as some of us are concerned, there is no difference in the 
schedule. 


Now, some object that in the Cuban treaty and in this bill two | 
items affecting our own country very greatly, sugar and tobacco, | 


should be discriminated against. It was pointed out all through 
the tariff debate that you opened the 70,000,000 acres of public 
land in the Philippines to the exploitation of capitalists from the 
United States and invited them to go there under unusual ad- 
vantages, giving them under the bill which has already passed 
the Congress the right to acquire tracts of 5,000 acres. Under 
that same bill it seemed to some of us, and does to me now, that the 
same corporations, through slight manipulations, could acquire 
not only 5,000 acres, but 100,000 acres or amounts much larger 
than that. 


You now invite them to go to the Philippine Islands and to | 
raise sugar and tobacco—sugar, chiefly. because I think I can | 


safely say that the tobacco industry will not seriously interfere 
with us. Manila tobacco will not, in my judgment, seriously 
compete with our own tobacco. It will not stand the transpor- 
tation; it is not nearly so good as our own, and can not very well, 
in my opinion, come into serious competition with our own tobacco 
industry. 

But with sugar it is very different. From the testimony of all 
the men who appeared before the Committee on the Philippines, 
from the testimony which I have been able to gather from all 
sources, the Philippine Islands, so far as sugar raising is con- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





cerned, are the most productive of any islands, and have the most | 


productive soil in the world. 

Mr. FORAKER. [rise to inquire if all the committee amend- 
ments to this bill have been adopted? 

Mr. LODGE. They have not been. 
is addressing himself to one more. 

Mr. FORAKER. Which is that? 

Mr. DUBOIS. The last amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to give notice, if it is in order, that 
I aor move to amend the amendment which has just been 
adopted. 

r. LODGE. That will be in order when the bill gets into the 


nate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. I have an amendment on the table. 

Mr. LODGE. [I wish to suggest to the Senator from Tennessee 
that the committee amendments have not all been disposed of. 


The Senator from Idaho 
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Filipino labor; and there is nothing left except Chinese or Japa- 
nese labor. 

Those lands are very productive. You can raise three or four 
times as much sugar on one acre of land there as you can raise in 
this country; you can raise more sugar on the lands in the Phil- 
ippines than can be raised in Hawaii. In Hawaii they raise on 
one of the great plantations as much as 10 tons of sugar to the 
acre. 

The average production of sugar per acre in Louisiana is from 
1 to 14 tons per acre, or from 2,000 to 3,000 pounds. Texas is 
slightly under Louisiana. The average in Porto Rico, which is 
another tropical country, is about 44 tons an acre, or about three 
times that of Louisiana. 

The average production in Cuba is about 4 tons per acre, and 
the average production in Hawaii is about 4 tons per acre, run- 
ning as high as 11 tons per acre on one large plantation. In the 
Philippine Islands, from all the testimony which can be gath- 
ered, their production would be even larger than that in Hawaii. 

The Senator from Massachusetts in charge of this bill says that 
no sugar comes here from the Philippine Islands. That may be 
so at the present time, because that country is in a state of war or 
insurrection; but I will just read a short table on that subject. 

In 1861 there were 59,000 tons exported; in 1871,97,000 tons. I 


| am readingin round numbers. In 1881 there were exported 135,000 
tories, am willing to vote now for free trade for sugar and to- | 


tons; in 1893, 292,000 tons; and in 1897 the exportation dropped off 
to 105,000 tons. But all of their methods of production are primi- 
tive. With the same means which are employed in Hawaii they 
could produce enough sugar in the Philippine Islands to supply 
the markets of the world. 

My contention is. simply this—I want to raise it again—that 
every effort you protectionists are making is against an industry 
which ought to appeal to the heart of every protectionist in the 
United States. 

We can raise west of the Missouri River by irrigation on those 
plains enough beet sugar to supply the world; yet you are put- 
ting our country in competition with these tropical countries. 
There is not a bill which you have brought here which does not 
strike at the beet-sugar industry. I am not talking about trusts. 
I am talking about the men whocan raise beet sugar on our plains. 

Why not adopt the policy now, as well as at any other time, 
which was outlined by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. DrerricH] 
in a very able speech delivered here not long ago, which I fear 
has not received enough attention from this Senate? I confess 
that I myself read it only by accident. 

It was published on the front page of the Recorp one morn- 
ing, and the Senator being a colleague of mine on the Philippines 
Committee, I glanced over the speech and became very much in- 
terested in it. 

He advanced the proper solution for this question—that is, to 
put a tax on coffee and on products raised in tropical countries 
which are indigenous to the soil of the Philippine Islands—en- 
courage those people there to raise things which naturally belong 
there, and protect them in doing so, but do not invite the capital- 
ists from this country to go to the Philippine Islands and take 


| up 70,000,000 acres of land and on them raise sugar to compete 


| with beet sugar. 


with us. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster] said to me not long 
ago that he had given up all hope of cane sugar; that it was 
doomed; that it corld not stand the competition. It is not so 
Wecan raise enough of beet sugarin our West- 
ern country to supply the world if you extend to us the proper 
protection which belongs to us as a tenet of your party principles. 

I know that this is more or less irrelevant to this bill; but at 
the same time I object to the reduction of the Dingley rates of 


| duty on sugar; and I say here in my place if you will announce 
| your policy to treat the Philippine Islands as a part of this coun- 
| try I will vote for free sugar, and I can do that on principle; but 


| West against them. 


Mr. CARMACK. This is the last committee amendment not | 


disposed of. 

Mr. LODGE. There is one other formal amendment which we 
shall take ~ resently. 

Mr. DUB is. Mr. President, I do not object especially to the 
oe bill, but I object to the system which has brought the 

ill before the Senate at this time. I am greatly in hope that the 
party on the other side of the Chamber at some time will say to 
the Senate and the country what they intend ultimately shall be 
done with the Philippines. 

You are inviting now by this legislation, you are inviting by 
all your dealings up to this time with the Philippines, a most seri- 
ous competition between the laborers of our own country and the 
laborers of the Orient. 

It has been demonstrated, so that no one controverts the propo- 
sition, that you can not cultivate the lands in the Philippine Is- 
lands with white labor; that you can not cultivate them with 


if you are going to call them a dependency, then protect us of the 
You ought to do it; it belongs of right to us 
to ask that you do it, and not single out these two items in your 
Cuban reciprocity billand in this bill—tobacco and sugar—as ob- 
jects of attack. 

I voted very cheerfully in committee to give these people 
$3,000,000, and there is not a colleague of mine on thisside of the 
Chamber who will not vote to give them $10,000,000 if they are 
= distress, but do not invite competition here with the labor 
there. 

I say—and it will not be controverted of anyone—that the 
Filipinos will not perform this labor, and white men can not do it. 
Do not invite labor there of the cheap kind, Chinese or Japanese, 
and put it in competition with our labor in raising beet sugar in 
the West or cane sugar in the South. Itis not fair; itis not in 
consonance with the principles of the Republican party, and there 
is no exigency in the distress of the Philippine Islands to induce 
you to do it. 

I am talking to-night, not because I desire to do so, not because 
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I desire to delay the passage of this bill, but because I want to 
call attention again to the injustice that you are doing. 

Leave the rates as they are. The Filipinos are not going to get 
very much advantage by this slight reduction; but if you again 
invite capitalists to go there from this country to buy this land 
and cultivate sugar plantations with the labor which they must 
have, you are not going to get them out. 

It has been said to me—not by the chairman of the committee— 
that an amendment would be accepted limiting the life of this 
bill, should it become a law, to three or four years. That will 
not do. Whenever the capitalists go to the Philippines to culti- 
vate the sugar lands there their demands can be properly lodged 
against us that, as we have invited them to go there, they are 
entitled to our protection in the future. 

{am not talking to Senators as an advocate especially of the 
Western industry, but I say now, after the experiment has been 
well made, that in my deliberate judgment, if you will give us 
fair protection, a fair chance, we can raise enough sugar in the 
United States between the Missouri River and the Pacific Ocean 
to supply our own wants at any rate, and possibly supply some 
of the other countries, and you ought not to put us in competition 
on all sides with tropical countries in the raising of sugar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERK«Ns in thechair). The 
question is on the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, at this late hour of the 
night of the last day of the session I would not undertake to oc- 
cupy the time of Senators again if such profound ignorance of the 
beet-sugar industry had not been developed in the course of the 
debates; and I do not think it fair to the Senate or to the country 
that a measure of this importance should be passed upon in ig- 
norance of what the danger is. 

Believing, Mr. President, that there should be at least a fair 
knowledge of what is contemplated and what will probably result, 
I will undertake with some detail and perhaps in a somewhat un- 
interesting way to throw light upon the subject. 

THE SOURCE OF INFORMATION, 


I want to say to the Senate that information relating to this 
question has been so completely compiled and so ably presented 
by another Senator that I will not depend upon my own labors, 
but will adopt the results of his. 

If the Senate had listened with any degree of attention to the 
very able exposition of the question by the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. McENERyY], so that Senators would have the benefit 
of the information he so clearly imparted, it is barely possible 
that I might be content to allow a vote to come at this time, 


RELY UPON MR. DIETRICH’S LABOR, 


The facts and arguments upon which I will chiefly rely have 
been compiled by one of the ablest Senators upon this floor, 
though one of the most modest, and certainly the quietest, mem- 
ber of the body. The effort calls my attention to the fact that 
the man who says the least very often does the ablest work; that 
the man who occupies the least time upon the floor does the 
greatest amount of work in the seclusion of his chamber; and I 
bear testimony to the great ees skill, and patience that 
what is denominated a speech by the Hon. CHARLES H. DIETRICH, 
of Nebraska, develops. 

If I had an assurance, Mr. President, that those who favored 
this measure would have twenty-four hours to read the document 
to which I refer and could then return to the Senate to vote upon 
this bill, I would not say a word, because I am convinced that 
the facts and reasoning of the Senator from Nebraska are so con- 
clusive that they would carry with them every Senator = 
those who are under too many obligations to the head of the 
sugar trust, or to those who are creating syndicates and corpora- 
tions to grab the lands of the Philippine Islands to turn them into 
tobacco fields and sugar plantations. But I am quite convinced 
that the disinterested Senator, the wise Senator, the honest Sen- 
ator, after reading the document _— by the Senator from 
Nebraska, would come back and cast his vote against this 
measure. 

MR. DIETRICH'S PLAN. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors] merely suggested the 
main proposition that the Senator from Nebraska so ably ex- 

unds in the document to which I refer, namely, that instead of 
fogislating for the encouragement of sugar in the Philippine 
Islands, they should be led to produce the crops that are not 
raised in this country and that are indigenous to the Philippine Is- 
lands, and which, if industriously cultivated, would make the 
islands independently rich, and at the same time permit those en- 
gaged in agricultural pursuits in this country to get all the benefits 
that our own soil, our climate, and our growing population might 
naturally secure for them. Sine 

Let me give you some of the articles that are quite indigenous 
to the Philippine Islands and that can not be cultivated in the 
United States: Coffee, india rubber and gutta-percha, Manila 


“well worthy the consideration of the Senate. 


hemp, sisal grass and other fibers, copra and cocoanuts, copal, 
other gums, cabinet wood unmanufactured, shells, cacao or co- 
coa, indigo. 

Of these articles the United States imported for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901-2, $144,873,556 worth. Of the same articles 
the total exports from the Philippines to the United States in 1901 
amounted to but $17,548,447. e total exports from the Philip- 
pines to all countries of the same products amounted to $23,069,195. 

What is the proposition of the Senator from Nebraska? It is 
to enact a law taking these articles from the free list and impos- 
ing a reasonably heavy import duty upon every one of them, and 
at the same time admit so much of them as is grown in the Philip- 
pines free. That means that, in a very few years, as will be 
readily understood when the capacity of the islands for their 
production is considered, instead of this country paying out 
$145,000,000 annually to foreign countries for them, this country 
will pay to the Philippines the $145,000,000. Instead of sending 
this vast sum to the agriculturalists of foreign lands it will be 
sent to the Philippine Islands, and in encouraging the production 
of those items and not unduly encouraging the production of 
sugar and tobacco, which comes in conflict with like products 
of the United States, our home industry would not be seriously 
interfered with, while the prosperity of the Philippine Islands 
would be assured. 

It does seem to me, Mr. President, that this is a proposition 
Especially is it 
worthy the consideration of those Senators who claim to the 
champions of American industry and seek the confidence and 
support of the American people, claiming that they are the elect 
of the country for that particular purpose. 

AMOUNTS INVESTED IN AMERICAN SUGAR. 


In connection with this suggestion, I desire to call the attention 
of the friends of this measure to the immense sums invested by 
American sugar producers of the United States in everything that 
is necessary for the production of sugar, and to show to them 
that they are inaugurating a policy which must inevitably within 
a very short time destroy those vast investments and transform 
the sugar lands into a waste unless they are utilized for other 
crops. 


a act cat MN leh italic te acl $100, 000, 000 
In 52 beet-sugar factories, located in eleven States from New 
I I, idirec bits catetnsniinidins secdiwnens dibvenn enwilbed 50,000, 000 
In cane and beet sugar oot implements and machinery 
(United States census) on 40,000 farms ....................-...--- 83, 651,170 
In 24,567 om and cigarette factories located in 52 States and Ter- 
ritories (United States census) ...................---....-------.. 67,706, 493 
In tobacco-farming implements and machinery on 106,272 farms 
CE SE ED 1 Ae coidnnicataelwannchsbéhietmne dasteenacts 8, 150, 980 


Thus, as shown by the figures of the census, there is in the 
neighborhood of $260,000,000 invested in the sugar industry of the 
United States. These are the investments you are assailing. 
This is the property the destruction of which this measure initi- 
ates. This vast amount of money invested in the sugar industry 
is to go for nothing in order to relieve the present miserable con- 
dition of the Filipino—relief, as was demonstrated by the few, 
clear-cut sentences of the senior Senator from Massachusetts, that 
it will never convey. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. DieTRIcH] makes this state- 
ment: 

The American sugar cane and sugar beet growers and the American manu- 
facturers of sugar have eave cause for apprehension if the tariff on Philip- 
pine sugar is further reduced. 

In 1901 American farmers raised 1,685,688 tons of beets. 

I wonder if the junior Senator from Massachusetts is aware of 
the enormous proportions of the sugar-beet industry. Let me 
give the figures again: In 190i American farmers raised 1,685,688 
tons of beets, for which they received from the sugar manufac- 
turers an average of $4.50 per ton. From these beets the factories 
extracted an average of 219 pounds of sugar per ton. For the 
truth of that fact I refer the Senator to Senate ument No, 316, 
Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, page 36. 

The American sugar-beet farmers received $2.05 for each hun- 
dred pounds of sugar that the factories extracted from their beets. 
I trust the Senators will bear in mind these last figures. The farm- 
ers receive $2.05 for each 100 — of sugar which the factories 
extracted from their beets. To this must of course be added the 
expense of putting the beets through the factory, expense of man- 
agement, insurance, interest, packages, freight, etc., to arrive at 
the present cost of producing the sugar. 

COST OF PRODUCING AMERICAN AND PHILIPPINE SUGAR. 


While the figures are not given, it is known that the present 
cost of producing beet sugar in the United States averages from 
3 to 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is that? 


Mr. PATTERSON. The cost of producing beet sugar in the 
United States averages from 3 to 4 cents per pound. I trust that 
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the smile on the Senator’s face is not a smile of incredulity, but, 
in any event, I am glad 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is not stating it on his own 
knowledge. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; that is astatement on my own knowl- 
edge. I am glad to see the sunshine return to his genial counte- 


nance—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. It never departed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It was absent from it last night. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And wasagain undera cloud this morning. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not know what are the plans of the 
leaders here, and I do not know that the Senator from Colorado 
cares especially about an audience. He has objected to some of 
those who were discourteous enough to interrupt him in his re- 
marks. 

I have done a little of it, though in a very low tone, and I beg 
pardon for any disturbance which I may have caused. Butif we 
are going to do business, I think his interesting speech should be 
listened to, and if the Senator from Colorado does not object, I 
should like to suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should be very glad indeed if I had a 
larger audience. , 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest that there is no quorum in the 
Senate, Mr. President. 

Mr. SPOONER. What effect will that have upon the audience? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is quite immaterial as to the audience. 
It is simply what I like. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Sonth Caro- 
_ = the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 

The Secretary called the roJl; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Carmack, Hale, Patterson, 
Alger, Clark, Wyo. Hanna, Penrose, 
Allee, ; Cockrell, Hansbrough, Perkins, 
Allison, Deboe, Heitfeld, Pettus, 
Bacon, Depew Kean, Platt, Conn. 
Ball, Dietrich, Kittredge, uarles, 
Bard, Dolliver, Lodge, pooner, 
Bate, pe7oen, McEnery, Stewart, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, Mallory, Teller, 
Blackburn, Foraker, Martin, Tillman, 
Burnham, Foster, Wash. Mason, Warren, 
Burton, Gallinger, Nelson, Wetmore. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 


PREVENTION OF COUNTERFEITING. 


Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw the motion which I entered earlier 
in the day to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed the 
bill (H. R. 18075) to amend section 3 of the act further to prevent 
counterfeiting or manufacturing of dies, tools, or other imple- 
ments used in manufacturing, etc., approved February 10, 1892. 


REFUND OF IMPORT DUTIES, 


Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator who has the floor yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; always with pleasure; with more 
pleasure than the Senator yields to me. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh, the Senator from Colorado is mistaken. 
I hope to be able to assure the Senator of that fact. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the business under consideration may be tem 
rarily laid aside, and that Calendar No. 3177 maybe considered. 
It is a House bill, which has been favorably reported without 
amendment, and if favorably acted upon will become alaw. I 
think it ought to do so. It will take only a moment to read it, 
and it will not interfere—— 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the bill? 

Mr. FORAKER. To refund the amounts paid as duties on 
merchandise from Porto Rico during the time between the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty of peace and the passage by Congress of the 
civil government act. 

Mr. SPOONER. Paid under protest? 

Mr. FORAKER. Paid without protest. It applies both to 
Porto Rico and to the Philippines. The total amount is about 
$45,000. It is equitable and just, and has been unanimously re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. KEAN. I hope the bill will . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Senator from Ohio asks 


unanimous consent that a certain bill may be considered. 
Mr. ALDRICH. From what committee does the bill come? 








| 1 


| Islands and Porto Rico. 


Mr. PATTERSON. If that motion is sustained, will it perma- 
nently supersede this bill? 

Mr. FORAKER. Not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Temporarily only. 

Mr. LODGE. The request was that the pending business be 
temporarily laid aside; and I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent was asked 
for the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Ifa motion is made, of course I shall resist it. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I do not make a motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the bill? 

Mr. PATTERSON. What is the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. Let the title be stated. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think I will object. 

Mr. KEAN. I trust the Senator from Colorado will withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
take but a moment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I must object. 

Mr. FORAKER. Why should the Senator object? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Simply because it is difficult to resume 
the thread of one’s argument. 

Mr. FORAKER. I notice the Senator yielded with alacrity to 
the Senator from South Carolina to suggest the absence of a 
quorum. But, of course, he had to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. There isa vast amount of difference 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator had reached a point 
where he could suffer a little interruption. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I was talking to empty benches, and it 
was commiseration on the part of the Senator from: South Caro- 


ina. 
Mr. FORAKER. I think if you will let the Senate consider 
this bill I may be able to get a full Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that it is 
cruel, after I got the Senator from Colorado an audience, to take 
it away from him. 

Mr. FORAKER. It will take only a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the biil? 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope there will not be any objection. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is impossible to tell what the bill is. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will tell the Senator what the bill is if he 
will allow me. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the bill be reed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The title of the bill will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 15155) to refund the amount 


I hope the Senator will not object. It will 





| of duties paid on merchandise brought into the United States 


from Porto Rico between April 11. 1899, and May 1, 1900, and 
also on merchandise brought into the United States from the 
Philippine Islands between April 11, 1899, and March 8, 1902, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate. ' 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From what commiitee does the bill come? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. From the Committee on Pacific 


Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator wants further information, I 
can say to him that the total amount of the duties paid on im- 


| portations from Porto Rico during that period was about $10,000, 


and the total amount paid in the way of duties on importations 
from the Philippines during that period was about $35,000. 

This authorizes a refund of such duties as were not paid under 
protest, and puts the duties which were not paid under protest 
upon the same plane as those that were paid under protest. The 
law already authorizes the refunding of duties paid under protest. 
6 Mr. MASON. It is following the decision of the Supreme 

ourt. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; it is strictly in accordance with the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


M’CLURE & WILLBANKS. 


Mr. BACON. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of a small bill of half a dozen lines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Ido. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (H. R. 
11340) for the relief of McClure and Willbanks. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to pay to McClure & Willbanks, livery-stable keep- 
ers at Toccoa, Ga., $100, the value of a horse hired to internal- 
revenue officers and killed by illicit distillers in August, 1900. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is there a report, Mr. President? 

Mr. BACON. There is a House report in detail giving all the 
evidence. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
Reip, from the Committee on Claims of the House of Represent- 
atives, May 20, 1902: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11340) for 
the relief of McClure & Willbanks, beg leave to submit the following report 
and recommend that said bill do pass: 

This claim is recommended by the Treasury Department. The letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the communication of the Commissioner 
of Internal-Revenue recommending the payment of this claim is hereto at- 
tached as a part of this report. 

[House Document No. 237, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 10, 1902. 


Srr: I have the honor to forward herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
gress, copy of a communication from the Commissionerof Internal Revenue, * 
of the 6th instant, and copies of accompanying papers, submitting the claim 
of McClure & Willbanks, livery-stable keepers at Toccoa, Ga., for the value 
of a horse hired to internal-revenue officers and killed by illicit distillers in 


August, 1900. 
Respectfully, L. J. GAGE, 
Secretary. 


The SPEAKER OF THE “TOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Or¥ick COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, January 6, 1902. 


Srr: I inclose herewith a letter from McClure & Willbanks, livery-stable | 


keepers at Toccoa, Ga., referred to this office by Hon. F. C. Tate, M. C., mak- 


in 
killed by illicit distillers in August, 1909. 

I also inclo:s an affidavitof Deputy Collector R. 8. Henderson covering the 
facts of the case. 

The claim 1 tobea oe one, and I have the honor to suggest that, if 
you approve, it be forwarded to the Committee on Claims, House of Repre- 
sentatives, with a recommendation for an appropriation in favor of the 


claimants. 
J. W. YERKES, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Toccoa, GA., February 27, 1901. 


DeAR Sir: From our letter head you will see that we are in the livery 
pusiness, and as such hired te Captain Henderson, deputy collector of inter- 
nal revenue United States, a two-horse buggy to make a trip into South 
Carolina, in Oconee County, to capture *“*moonshiners”’ and violators of the 
internal-revenue laws, and while on that trip, in July, 1900, the “ moon- 
shiners” attacked him while in the buggy and killed one of the horses dead 
and shot a hole through the other horse's ear and tried to get the captain, 
a The horse was worth about $100, as it was a good season for our 

usiness. 

We have been informed b 
that they have forwarded a claim for our loss to the Government; but as we 
have been so far unable to learn anything of the claim or its whereabouts, 
ad believing the same has been forwarded through the regular channel to 
the Court of Claims, would kindly ask you to inquire at that office if such 
claim has been received. 

The claim was said to be forwarded from the State of South Carolina. I 
hope you will not think us presumptious in writing to you about this claim, 
but have been advised that if we havea friend in Washington, to lay the mat- 
ter before him, and have therefore called on you. 


Yours, very truly, 
McCLURE & WILLBANKS, 
Hon. F. C. Tats, M. C., 
Ninth Congresstonal District, Georgia. 
I ask that this claim be paid. 
F. C: TATE, 
Member of Congress, Georgia. 


SraTE oF GrorGtA, County of Fulton: 

R. 8. Henderson, of Jasper, Pickens County, Ga., states on oath that dur- 
ing the month of August, 1900, he was a deputy collector of internal revenue 
in the district of Georgia; that he was at that time assigned to Guty asa raid- 
ing deputy, with headquarters at Toccoa, Ga.; that he made a raid for illicit 
distillers in Rabun County, Ga., and Oconee County, 8. C.; that he was accom- 

sanied by Revenue Agent C. B. White and Deputy United States Marshal 
Vckismey and Posseman John Chapman, all of South Carolina; that he was 
also accompanied on the raid by Deputy United States Marshal T. R. Glenn, 
of Georgia, but Mr. Glenn was not with him at the time of the shooting here- 
inafter referred to; that on the 7th of August (1900) the raiding 5 party de 
stroyed two illicit distilleries in Oconee County, 8. C.; that these distilleries 
were not more than three-quarters of a mile ope that one of these illicit dis- 
tilleries was su to be the property of W. W. Wooten and the other was 
supposed to be the property of one Compton; that at Compton's distillery (the 
last destroyed) the raiding found two containing approxi- 
mately 30 gallons of whisky; that wh was loaded into the hack and the 
raiding party started out with it, it being the intention to take the whisky to 
the railroad; that between a quarter and a half mile from the distillery, and 
while the party was going into the public road, they were fired on from am- 


bush; that the first volley killed the “off” horse hitched to the buggy which 


t dri : that affiant and his party, after the ambushi rty was 
eae their journey, leaving the dead horse in the ——y | tabout 
a mile farther on time, but 


they were fired on from ambush the second 
‘Affiant sta 


no damage was done. tes that the first shooting was done within 


claim for the value of a horse hired to the internal-revenue officers and | 


the revenue officers on that side of the river | 


= ponte of Wooten’s house, which was located near Battle Creek, Oconee 
Younty, S. C. 

Affiant states further that he hired the team he was driving at the time 
he was fired.on from McClure & Willbanks, Toccoa, Ga.; that the horse 
killed was one of the horses of said team, and was the property of McClure 
& Willbanks; that he was paying $2.50 per day for the team, the same being 
the usual charge for double teams in that section; that he verily believes 
that the party that fired on him were illicit distillers, and that he was fired 
on because he was discharging his duty as an officer of the internal-revenue 

epartment. 

Affiant states that the horse was about 14} hands tall, was 6 years old, and 
was worth $75 in cash at the time he was killed. 

R. 8. HENDERSON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of December, 1901. 
[SEAL.] 0. C. FULLER, 
Clerk United States Circuit Court. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Would the Senator from Georgia 
be willing to make an amendment putting in at the sworn value 
of the horse $75? 
Mr. BACON. 


The owner of the horse, who is presumed to 
| know most about it, says that he was worth $100. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. About $100. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator recognizes the fact that to amend 
the bill is to kill it. Of course, if he takes this method of doing 
it I have no redress. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
one—that it is only for $100. 

Mr. BACON. I think that is a very great one. 

Mr. SPOONER. Theamount of the claim is not what troubles 
me abovt it. Iam willing that the Senate should adopt the value 
by the owner of the horse that was killed dead [laughter], but if 
it were not for the fact that an amendmeut would kill the bill, I 
think it ought to be amended so as to require the owner in con- 
sideration of this $100 to release any claim for damages to the ear 
| of the other horse—the nigh horse. [Laughter.] 
| The bill was reported to the Senaie without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COAL LANDS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senator from Colorado to 
yield to me for the consideration of a short House bill. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I will yield if there are no four-page re- 
ports to be read. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. There will be no report to be read. I 
ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 16946) to amend 
| an act entitled ‘“‘An act to extend the coal-land laws of the Dis- 
| trict of Alaska,’’ approved June 6, 1900. 
| ‘The Secretary read the bill. 
| Mr. HEITFELD. I have received several protests against the 
| passage of the bill, and I feel constrained to object to its consid- 
eration. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 
WILLIAM LEECH. 


Mr. MASON. I ask unanimous consent, if the Senator from 
Colorado will yield, for the consideration of a small bill and a 
very meritorious one with which nearly every member of the 
Senate is familiar. It is the bill (H. R. 3357) for the relief of 
William Leech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I yield for the consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
| Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
| tion. It proposes to pay William Leech $2,500 as full compensa- 
| tion for permanent injuries received in falling in the elevator 
shaft of the Treasury building, without any contributary neg]li- 
gence and while in discharge of his official duties, on the 29th 
day of March, 1893. 

Mr. KEAN. Let us have the report read in that case. 

Mr. MASON. The bill is from the Committee on Claims. 
The Senator is familier with it. It isa House bill. I hope the 
Senator will not object. 

Mr. KEAN. I did not object. I asked for the reading of the 


report. 
The ae OFFICER. No report has been filed with 
this bill. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I have just entered the Chamber 
after an absence of an hour or two and I desire to ascertain the 
exact parliamentary status of business. What is before the 
Senate now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is known as the Philip- 
pine tariff bill was es laid aside, the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. PaTTERSON] having the floor, and unanimous consent 
has been given for the present consideration of the bill which 
has been read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. QUAY. What is the bill? 

Mr. MASON. I will explain it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not 
take up too much of my time, 


| 
| 
| 
The bill has one merit, and only 
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Mr. MASON. Ishall endeavor not todo so. It isa bill forthe | Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], if he is here. It is that the 


relief of William Leech. Filipinos themselves do not want this measure. I demonstrate 
Mr. QUAY. All right. that from the sworn testimony of one of the great lights of the 
Mr. MASON. Allright. The Senator understands it. Filipino people. He was glorified by the Republican party and 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | the Philippine Commission. Mi: 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. I refer to Buencamino, sent here by the Philippine Commis- 
CHOCTAWHATCHEE RIVER BRIDGE, ALABAMA. sion. He was brought to this country last summer as a living 


7 illustration of the ability of the Philippine Commission to civilize 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- | the Filipino people under the American policy. He was traveled 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 16881) to authorize the court of | from city to city. He had been brought into complete com- 
county commissioners of Geneva County, Ala., to construct a | placency with the Philippine policy of the Administration, and 
bridge across the Choctawhatchee River, in Geneva County, Ala. | was brought before the proper committee of the Honse of Repre- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- | sentatives to give testimony. There happened to be a namesake 


rado yield to the Senator from Alabama? of mine on the House committee, and it was he who propounded 
Mr. PATTERSON. Withpleasure. the following questions to Buencamino: 
The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- Mr. PATTERSON. Do the Filipinos desire free trade with this country? 


ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. Mr. BUENCAMINO. The sugar and tobacco producers desire free trade. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with | Mr. PATTERSON. Does the great mass of the people desire itt 


: . ents Mr. BUENCAMINO. No; because the mass of the people has seen that the 
an amendment, to insert, as section 2, the following: Government gives the money to the Filipino, and the money is necessary 


Sc. 2. That said bridge shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recog- | there because there are many ruins to repair. 


nized dnd known ae. Post route, and shall enjoy the rights and privileges of | What he meant was this: The duties paid upon Filipino im- 


transmission over the same of the mails, troops, ard munitions of war of the | ports into this country, 75 per cent of the Dingley rates, are re- 


Jnited States. Equal orivileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to turned t he Phili ine Islands as a ; to the Phili y jine Zov- 
uF telegraph and telephone companies, and the United States shall have the ot PI gift PI ° 


: ; ; cena * | ernment. Buencaminosaid that the mass of the Philippine people 
bn a Con eee ee did not want free trade; that they preferred the aan relations 
Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will not adopt | and the present conditions under which we collect 75 per cent of 
the amendment. This is a dirt road in a piny woods county. | the Dingley tariff rates and returned it to the Philippine Com- 
It is an iron bridge, but it is not for anything else but county pur- | Mission, to be spent on internal improvements, giving it back to 
poses. The United States has a right to use any of those roads. the Filipino people. a Aa 
The telegraph line would not give 6} cents for the privilege of | _ Therefore the leading spirit of the Filipino people, the one se- 
hitching their wires to it, because they could tie to any tree on | lected by the Administration and brought over to this country to 
one side and a hundred feet over the other to the next. It isa | Show how completely the Filipino had been brought into perfect 
small stream, really not navigable but declared so by law, and | harmony with the Administration, testified that the Filipino people 
therefore this permission has to be obtained. _ did not want free trade, nor did they want any meddling with the 
I know that such amendments are generally put on railroad- | tariff upon sugar and tobacco, because the more you lessen the 
bridge bills and structures of that kind, but here the Secretary | duties upon them the closer you approach to free trade, and 
of War has the right to prescribe all the rules and regulations | the more you deduct from the fund that is returned by the United 
for it. It is a neighborhood country road, with a bridge across | States to the treasury of the Philippine Islands. 





a large creek that is declared navigable by law. | Now, Mr. President, I yield for the present to the Senator 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. | 

the amendment of the committee. | Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, the debate upon the pending Phil- 
The amendment was rejected. ippine tariff bill is to me somewhat amusing. I remember very 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | distinctly that when the Philippine bill was being considered last 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | winter it became my duty, as_I thought, to make a motion to 


reduce the tariff 25 per cent. On that motion I received a mis- 


GRWARD SQUARE, WASHINGTON CITY. erable vote of 7 against the entire majority otherwise of the Senate. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— | The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] voted with me, I think; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado | the entire Democratic side of the Senate voted against me, and 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? there were two or three others, I think, who supported the mo- 


Mr. PATTERSON. I desire tomakea suggestion. I will yield | tion. Iam very glad that the other House of Congress and this 
to the Senator from New Hampshire, and then resume the thread | Senate, since that day, has come under some sort of religious 
of my remarks for about five minutes, that the understanding | conviction upon this question, and I hope sincerely that the Sen- 
between myself and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] | ator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] may be able to pass his 
may be carried out. bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask consent for the present consideration But it was not upon that point that I desired to address myself 
of the bill (H. R. 15799) to confirm the name of Seward square | to the Senate. During the last few months the bill known as the 
for the space formed by the intersection of C street south and | omnibus statehood bill has been under consideration in the Sen- 
Pennsylvania and North Carolina avenues, District of Columbia. | ate. I have heard it said within the last few days that that bill 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- | was dead, that the cerements of the grave have been wrapped 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. | around it, that it has been carried into the gloomy cavern of 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | death, and laid away there for resurrection. 

oa third reading, read the third time, and passed. Three States have been, Mr. President, knocking at the doors 
mesneuer semen |cs Sc en Ue amy Tentacles thik were over adeaiiio® oa 

, 2 : as y 2d as any Territories that were ever admitted as 

_ The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- | States of the Union, but they have been denied admission; the 
tion of the bill (H. R. 15702) to amend an act entitled “An act | doors have been barred against them. In the next Congress four 
temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for | states will knock for admission and the doors then will be opened 
other purposes.” approved March 8. 1902. : and they will be admitted. This is my declaration here to-night. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, when my remarks were in- As to the proposition of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Pat- 
terrupted with the request for the passage of bills by unanimous | ;zRson}, the agreement between him and me was simply that he 
consent I had shown that it costs in the United States between 3 | permit his remarks to be suspended while I offered an amendment 
and 4 cents a pound for the production and placing upon the mar- | to the pending bill, which I now send to the Secretary's desk and 
ket of Amercan beet sugar. The Government reports show that | ask to have read. I will say to the clerks at the desk that the 
the cost of producing sugar in the Philippines, including interest | amendment is embraced in 46 pages in italics. 
on the investment and other charges, was but 95 cents per 100| Mr. NELSON. I raise the point of order on the amendment, 


pounds. 2 | that it is not germane to this bill. 
Contrast those figures for a moment—official figures. Between | Mr, GALLINGER. The Senator has not heard it yet. 


8 and 4 cents to produce the American beet sugar and to produce | Mr, QUAY. Will the Senator have the kindness to await the 
the Filipino cane sugar less than icent per pound. W 16n YOU | reading of the amendment for the information of the Senate? 
add the 15 cents per hundredweight to transport the Philippine | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
sugar to the United States it will cost, including duties, even | sends to the desk a proposed amendment, and as'ss that it be read. 
though the duties had not been reduced at all, less than $2 per| Mr. QUAY. I desire to say, in explanation of this amendment, 
100 pounds laid down in the United States. that I desire once for all to get the sense of the Senate on the 
FILIPINOS OPPOSED TO FREE TRADE. statehood bill. That is all there is in this proposition. 

I will now pass to a matter that I wish to call to the attention Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, does the Senator from Pennsyl- 

of the chairman of the Committee on the Philippines and of the ' vania think if this amendment is attached to the Philippine bill 
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we can have a vote on the Philippine tariff bill? Can he assure 
us of that? 

Mr. QUAY. That is a question for the Senator from New 
Jersey and his colleagues. If they desire to talk to death the 
Philippine tariff bill because the statehood bill is on it, that is 
their privilege. 

Mr. KEAN. I only want toask the Senator from Pennsylvania 
whether he can assure the Senate that there will be a vote taken 
on the Philippine tariff bill in the event of the adoption of his 
amendment? 

Mr. QUAY. I have’ nothing to say, Mr. President, on the 
Philippine tariff bill. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGE] is in charge of that bill. 

Mr. KEAN. Ithinkthe Senator from Pennsylvania has a great 
deal to do with it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me suggest, in response tothe question 
of the Senator from New Jersey, that if this amendment shall be 
adopted the Philippine tariff bill will be so vastly improved that 
it will offer a very strong inducement to those who are now op- 
posed to the tariff bill to suspend their opposition; but whether it 
will suspend it or not, of course I would not want to say at this 
time. I should have to indulge in a little reflection. 

Mr. QUAY. I am not prepared to assure the Senator from 
New Jersey of the result which would follow the adoption of this 
amendment on the tariff bill. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the reading of the amendment be 
proceeded with, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to say for the information of the clerks 
that the amendment I have sent is the part in italics in the bill, 
which runs from page 1 to page 46. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Has the Senator any objection to the part 
in plain type being read as well as that in italics? 

Mr. QUAY. Well, I think that would be dilatory. [Laugh- 


r.] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It might be of benefit for purposes of com- 
parison. 
tg Secretary proceeded to read the amendment submitted by 

r. QUAY. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Secretary will desist from reading for a 
momeat, I desire to call the attention of the Senator from South 
Carolina to the fact that the Indian Territory is cut out of the 
amendment as it is now offered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You have cut out that clause dividing the 
Indian Territory, to be added to Oklahoma piecemeal? 

Mr. QUAY. That is cut out. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I will vote forit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. QUAY. Then you are no longer bunkoed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator from Pennsylvania has cut 
out the Indian Territory, and if his amendment should be attached 
to the Philippine tariff bill, and the bill as thus amended should 


pass, that would not be the bill that passed the House of Repre- 


sentatives. 

Mr. QUAY. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then it would be necessary for it to go 
back to the House of Representatives to be upon? 


Mr. QUAY. It would then be an amendment to the Philip- 


| other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 


ine bill. 
” Mr. BEVERIDGE. I know; but the Senator said to the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina that the portion in relation to Indian 
Territory had been cut out. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina 
said he would not vote for this bill unless the Indian Territory 
was cut out of it, and I have said to the Senator from South 
Carolina that the Indian Territory is cut out of it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to point out to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I yielded only to the Senator from Penn- 
ee. If he yields to others I shall be compelled to resume 

e thread of my remarks. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I will yield to no one. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I would not interrupt the thread of the 


remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will resume the 
reading of the amendment offered by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

ANNA 0, BRUSH. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there is just one remaining 
pension bill on the Calendar, which ought to be so as to go 
to the other House. I ask ous consent that the pending 
business may be informally laid aside in order that the Senate 





proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8420) granting a 
pension to Anna O. Brush. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from’ New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the pending business may be 
informally laid aside in order that the consideration of the bill 
named by him may be proceeded with. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Anna O. Brush, widow of Alfred I. 
Brush, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15702) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An 
act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes,’ approved March 8, 1902. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania will be continued. 

The Secretary resumed and continued the reading of the amend- 
ment down to the end of line 12 on page 10. 

Mr. DEPEW. The parent of the proposition is here, and I 
should like to ask why the penitentiary and the public schools 
have the same amount of public land? 
of _- FORAKER. Whatisthe inquiry of the Senator from New 

ork? 

Mr. DEPEW. Why it is that the penitentiary and the public 
schools have each a hundred thousand acres of land—the same 
amount? 

Mr. FORAKER. Idonot think thatisthe provision. I should 
like to have it read again. 

Mr. DEPEW. I wish the Secretary would go back and read 
it. It seems tome we have passed a bill that the President of the 
United States was compelled to veto, which illustrates the care- 


lessness with which the two Houses of Congress—you can not 


allude to one, but you may to both—legislate. 

It passed unanimously in both Houses and unanimously 
the committees of both Houses. Now, having had that example 
before us to-night, when I find, if I heard read aright—— 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave just entered the Chamber. If the Senator 
from New York will pause a moment, I should like to ask what 
is the parliamentary situation of my amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is being read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is being read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

Mr. DEPEW. The Senator from New York—— 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will please come to 
order. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to present a privileged report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17288) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, Toor, and for 


recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 
12, 13, 23, 24, 31, 33, 35, 36, 37, 88, 89, 40, 42, 44, 45, 47, 54, 55, and 79. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2, 6, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 25, 27, 28, 30, 32, 34, 43, 49, 51, 53, 56, 
57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 71, 72, 75, 76, 77, and 78. 

And agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the language proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: ‘“‘and also naval constructors and assistant naval constructors;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$4,336,940; and the Senate agree to the 

me. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the language pro to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: “‘and no partof the same shall hereafter be used for the purchase 
of lands;” and the Senate ag to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
InJine 2 of said amendment, after the word “and,” strike out the words 
“William L. Marcy” and insert in lieu thereof the words “the mayor;” and 
the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 2 of said amendment, after the words “sum of,” strike out the word 
“five” and in lieu thereof the word “‘one;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
That.the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Somste Sp enn 29, and oe st compe Wasa oman a owe: 
n lieu © sum proposed insert ** ” an 6 Sena ree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
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Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 


In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$17,900; and the Senate agree to the 


“That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $77,442.52;" and on e 63 of the bill, line 
22, after the word “ Academy,” strike out the words “two hundred and 
sixty-nine thousand three hundred and ninety-seven dollars and thirty-four 
cents,” and insert in lieu thereof the wo “two hundred and sevent 
thousand three hundred and ninety-seven dollars and thirty-four cents;” an 
the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter struck out by said amendment insert the following: 
* Provided further, That members of the Fifty-seventh Congress who will 
not be members of the Fifty-eighth Congress, and in whose districts or States 
appointments have not been made or vacancies filled in the Fifty-seventh 
Congress, may immediately upon the passage of this act make the additional 
appointments herein provided for;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 50, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 4 of said amendment strike out the word “nine” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “thirteen: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter pro; to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: “That after Jan 1, 1904, all candidates for admission to the 
Naval Academy at the time of their examination must be between the ages 
of 16 and 20 years;”’ and the Senate a; to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In pen. of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: 

“That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
contract or in navy-yards as hereinafter provided three first-class battle 
shi quia the heaviest armor and most powerful ordnance for vessels 
of their c upon a trial lacement of not more than 16,000 tons, and 
to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of action, and 
to cost, exclutve of armor and armament, not exceeding $4,212,000 each; 
two first-class battleships, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful ord- 
nance tor vessels of their class, upon a trial displacement of not more than 
13,000 tons, and to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of ac- 
tion, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceding $3,500,000 
each; twosteel ships, to be usedin training landsmen and apprentices, to be pro- 
pelled by sail, and to cost, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $370,000 
each; one wooden brig. to be used for training landsmen and apprentices at 
stations, to be propelled by sails, and to cost, exclusive of armament, not ex- 
ceeding $50,000; and the contract for the construction of each of said vessels 
shall be awarded, by the Secretary of the Navy, to the lowest best responsi- 
ble bidder, having in view the best results and the most expeditious deliv- 
ery; and in the construction of all of said vessels the provisions of the act of 
August 8 ,1886, entitled “An act to increase the naval establishment,” as to 
materials forsaid vessels, their engines, boilers,and machinery, the contracts 
under which they are built, the notice of any proposals for the same, the plans, 
drawings, specifications therefor, and the method of executing said con Tracts 
shall be observed and followed, and subject to the provisions of thisact, all said 
vessels shall be builtincompliance with the terms of said act, and in all their 
parts shall be of domestic ees and the steel material shall be of do- 

estic manufacture, and of the qua ity and characteristics best adapted to 
the various pu for which it may be used, in accordance with specifica- 
tions apgroses y the Secre of the Navy; and not more than two of the 
five battle ships provided for in thisact shall be built by one contracting party: 

“ Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy may build any or all 
of the vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may designate, 
and shali build any of the vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he 
may designate, should it reasonably appear that the persons, firms, or cor- 
porations, or the agents thereof, bidding for the construction of any of said 
vessels, have entered into any combination, agreement, or understanding, 
the effect, object, or purpose of which is to deprive the Government of fair, 
open and unrestricted competition in letting contracts for the construction 
of any of said vessels.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 69 of the bill, line 12, after the word “tested,” strike out the word 
“before; ” and the Senate a: to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the language proposed to be inserted by said amendment; and 
also on page 69, lines 12 and 13 of the bill, strike out the words “ August 1, 1903;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 


GEORGE C, PERKINS, 


BENJAMIN R. TILLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


GEORGE E. FOSS, 
ALSTON G. DAYTON, 
FARISH C. TATE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 6702) granting a pension to Emily Lawrence Reed. 

The m also announced that the House had a bill 
(H. R. 14105) to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, re- 
lating to the preference in civil appointments of persons honor- 
ably discharged from the military or naval service; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The = further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following bills, and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 7414) to increase the limit of cost of certain public 


buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for suitable buildings, 
to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and 
for other em 

A bill (H. R. 1488) for the relief of T. A. Woodress; 

A bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigration of aliens into 
the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 17026) granting a 

The above message was receiv 
ceding conference report. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the matter now under considera- 
tion may be temporarily laid aside, and that the bill (H.R. 14105) 
to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the 

reference in civil appointments of persons honorably discharged 
rom the military or naval service which has just come from the 
House of Prepeeniotives may be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. KEAN. I hope not, Mr. President. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us finish the conference report. 

Mr. HALE. We can not delay the conference report. 

Mr. FORAKER. I beg pardon. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disa ecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17493) making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, and for prior years, and for other pu s, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 38, 4,5, 15, 17, 26,33, 
34, 40, 44, 50, 55, 94, 119, and 136. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 18, 14, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 27, 28, 
29, 30, 31, 32, 35, 36, 87, 88, 39, 41, 42, 45, 46, 47, 48,” 49, 51, 52,'53,"54, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 

; 3, 64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 
87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 108, 104, 105,” 106, 107, 108, 109, 
110, 111, 412, 113, 1 117, 118, 120, 121,’ 122, 123,'124, 125, 126, 127,°128," 129; 
130, 131, 132, 138, 134, and 137. 

And ee to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For the following sums, under the act entitled ‘An act to increase the 
limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites 
for public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public 
buildings, and for other pu Ss,’ approved March 3, 1903, namely: 

0.00 Ga., post-office: For continuation of building under present limit, 

“Emporia, Kans., post-office: For completion of building, $9,000. 

“Council Bluffs, Iowa, post-office: For purchase of additional land, $7,500. 

“Titchburg, Mass., post-office: For completion of building, $5,000. 

“Centerville, Iowa, post-office: For continuation of building, $5,000. 

“Durham, N. C., post-office: For continuation of building, $30,000. 

‘ . com, N. C., court-house, post-office, etc.: For continuation of build- 
ng, $15,000. 

% Elizabeth, N. J., post-office: For continuation of building, $60,000. 

; ” e000 N. Y., post-office and court-house: For continuation of build- 
ng, $20,000. 

%: yartneriie, Ye. post-office: For continuation of building, $10,000. 


nsion to Jerome W. Turner. 
during the reading of the pre- 


* 


“* Janesville is., -office: For completion of building, $6,000. 
“Atlantic City, N. J., post-office: For continuation of building, $25,000. 
= rt fame rk., post-office and court-house: For continuation of build- 
ing, $10,000. 


“St. Joseph, Mo., post-office: For continuation of building, $50,000. 

“Sterling, Ill., post-office: For commencement of building, $20,000. 

“Champaign, be t-office: For commencement of building, $30,000. 

“Traverse ee ich., post-office and custom-house: For commencement 
of building, $20,000. 

‘* Moberly, Mo., post-office: For commencement of building, $20,000. 

“Columbia, Mo., post-office: For commencement of building, $20,000. 

“Tacoma, Wash., post-office, court-house, and custom-house: For com- 
mencement of building, $30,000. 

“Spokane, Wash., post-office, court-house, and custom-house: For com- 
mencement of building, $30,000. 

“Pierre, 8S. Dak., post-office and court-house: For commencement of build- 


ing, $30,000. 
& $ennton, 8. Dak., post-office: For commencement of building, $30,000. 
“Natchitoches, La., post-office: For commencement of building, $30,000. 
“ Bar Harbor, Me., t-office: Additional for purchase of site, $6,000. 
— Me., post-office and court-house: Additional for purchase of site, 


$6,000. 
**Hamilton, Ohio, post-office: Additional for purchase of site, $10,000. 
“Alber; Lea, Minn., post-office: Additional for purchase of site and com- 
mencement of building, $15,000. 
“Crookston, Minn., t-office: Additional for purchase of site, $2,000. 


“ Sara’ Sp om t-office: Additional for purchase of site, $5,000. 
“Dixon, IIL, post-office: For site, $10,000. 
“Tuscal Ala., post-office: For site, $7,500. 


oosa, 
“Hagerstown, Md. 


t-office: For site, $10,000. 
“East Live: 1, Ohio, 


t-office: For site, $30,000. 


“Florence, ., post-office: For site, $7,500, 
** York, Nebr. ffice: For site, $10,000. 
“Ann Arbor, Mich., post-office: For site, $12,000. 


“Carbondale, Penn., post-office: For site, $12,000. 

“Grand Island, Nebr., post-office: For site, $10,000. 

% Woonsocket, R. L., post-office: For site, $15,000. 

“Bluefields, W. Va. eo and court-house: For site, $10,000. 
“Chippewa Falls, WwW post-office: For site, $10,000. 

“Portland, Me., court-house: For site, $60,000. 

“Bedford, Ind. post-office: For site, $8,000. 
‘Marinette, Wis., post-office: For site, $10,000. 
“Gainesville, Ga., post-office: For site, $5,000. 

* Valdosta, Ga., ffice: For site, $8,000. 
“Webster City, Iowa, post-office: For site, $8,000. 
“ Butler, Pa., een For te, 
“Corning, N. Y., post-office: For site, $15,000. 
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‘‘Westminster, Md., post-office: For site, $4,000. 

“ Meadville, Pa., post-office: For site, $8,000. 

“Mason City, Iowa, post-office: For site, $8,000. 

‘*Marion, Ind., post-office: For site, $25, 000. 

“Pine Bluff, Ark., post-office: For site, $7,000. 

‘Houston, Tex., post-office, court-house, and custom-house: For site, 

125.000. 
’ ‘Baker City, Oreg., post-office: For site, $5,000. 

‘* Bessemer, Ala., post-oflice: For site, $12,000. 

“Ocala, Fla., post-office: For site, $4,000. 

* Burlington, Vt., post-office and custom-house: Temporary quarters, mov- 
ing, and all incident expenses, $10,000. 

**Richmond, Va., custom-houce and post-office: Additional for site, $27,350. 

“Bureau of Engraving and Printing, Washington, D. C.: For additional 
land and commencement of buildings, $100,000. 

“Atlanta, Ga., post-office and court-house: Additional for site, $30,000. 

‘* Toledo, Ohio, post-office: Additional for site, $118,009. 

‘*For municipal building for the joint use of the United States and the 
District of Columbia, at Washington, D. C.: For continuation of building 
under present limit, $250,000, one-half of which sum shall be paid from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia and the other half from the Treasury 
of the United States. 

* Jacksonville, Fla., post-office and custom-house: For commencement of 
building, $59,000. 

“For the acquisition of square No. 143 in the city of Washington, D.C., asa 
site for the hall of records, $400,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

‘To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to have preliminary plans pre- 
pared for a hall of records, $5,000. Said plans shall not be upon a basis of con- 
struction of a building involving a total cost exceeding $2,000,000, and no plan 
shall beadopted unless authorized by legislation hereafter to be enacted, and 


said plan orany compensation connected therewith shall oy | oe eeeeety 
uil 


and shall not in any way run with the construction of the ing, and no 
obligation for such preliminary plans shall be incurred to cost in excess of 
$5,000 he ‘ein appropriated.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. . 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all of said amendment after the word “directed,” in line 12, and 
insert in lieu of the matter striken out the following: “to report the same to 
Congress for its action;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: * Sal- 
aries, Department of Justice: For payment of the salary of the disbursing 
clerk from March 1 to June 30, 1908, inclusive, at the rate of $2,750 per year 
instead of the rate of $2,300, $150;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 43 of the amendment, in line 24, strike out “one hundred” and in- 
sert “seventy-five; and on page 43 of the amendment strike out line 25 and 
on page 44 strike out lines 1 and 2 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“For compensation, to be fixed by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, of 
such specialagents in the Bureau of Corporations and for per diem, subject 


to such rulesand regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may | 


prescribe, in lieu of subsistence, ata rate not exceeding $4 per day to each of 
said special agents while absent from their homes on duty, and for actual 
necessary traveling expenses for said special agents, including necessary 
sleeping-car fares, $60,000." 
And the Senate agree to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

H. M. TELLER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J.G. CANNON, 
8. 8. BARNEY, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate take a recess—— 

Mr. QUAY. Just hold on for a moment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate take a recess until 10 
o’cleck in the morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxrysinthe chair). The 
Senator from Maine moves that the Senate take a recess until 10 
o'clock in the morning. 

Mr. FORAKER. I appeal to the Senator from Maine to with- 
hold the motion just a moment until I can have the bill (H. R. 
14105) to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
the preference in civil appointments of persons honurably dis- 
charged from the military or naval service, laid before the Senate. 

Mr. QUAY. I have the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. Several Senators have appealed to me to withdraw 
the motion in order that bills may be taken up. If I doit in one 
case I will have to doit inseveral,and therefore I feel constrained 
to put it to the sense of the Senate whether it isnot time now that 
we take a recess. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Question. 

Mr. QUAY. I have the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Maine is in order and is not debatable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam well aware—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent—— 


Mr. LODGE. I object, Mr. President. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask theSenator to withhold the motion for 
a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Pennsylvania desires to with- 
draw the amendment that he offered to the Philippine tariff bill. 
There is no objection to it, and it will take no time. 

PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15702) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved March 8, 1902. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President. I desire to repeat what I said when 
I offered the amendment. The circumstances which seemed to 
me to require the offering of the amendment have—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Collapsed. 

Mr. QUAY. Collapsed. There is no longer any occasion for 
the amendment. Iam ready now to have the cerements of the 
grave thrown around the statehood bill, to remain over it until 
its resurrection, which will come. I declared, I believe, when I 
offered the amendment that three States had been knocking at 
the doors of the Senate and of Congress for admission to state- 
hood and had been denied admission. 

I declare here and now, from my knowledge of the conditions, 
that in the next Congress four States will knock for admission 
and will be admitted. I desire now to withdraw the amendment 
| which I offered. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
| withdraws the proposed amendment. 

RECESS. 
Mr. HALE. I renew the motion that the Senate now take a 
| recess until 10 o’clock in the morning. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Maine insists 
| upon his motion. 
| Mr. FORAKER. I again request the Senator from Maine to 
| withhold the motion until the bill which has come from the 
| House may be laid before the Senate. 
| Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 
| Mr. HALE. That will lead to debate, and objection has al- 
| ready been made. Otherwise I should be glad to yield to the 
Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine insists 


| 
| upon his motion. 
| 
| 


| 





Mr. PATTERSON. Where will its adoption leave the Philip- 
pine tariff bill? 

Mr. LODGE. The unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be the unfinished business 
|inthe morning. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
| Senator from Maine that the Senate take a recess until 10 o'clock 
| in the morning. 
| The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 57 minutes 

a. m., Wednesday, March 4, 1908) the Senate took a recess until 
Wednesday, March 4, 1903, at 10 o’clock a. m. 











| NOMINATIONS. 
| Executive nominations received by the Senate March 8, 1903. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Maj. Paul St. C. Murphy, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
| lieutenant-colonel in the Marine Corps, from the 2d day of March, 
| 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice Lieut. 
| Col. Benjamin R. Russell, retired. 

Capt. Franklin J. Moses, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
major in the Marine Corps, from the 2d day of March, 1903 (sub- 
ject to the examinations required by law), vice Maj. Paul St. C. 
Murphy, promoted. 

First Lieut. Benjamin F. Rittenhouse, United States Marine 
Corps, to be a captain in the Marine Corps from the 2d day of 
March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice 
Capt. Franklin J. Moses, promoted. 
| Second Lieut. Charles T. Wescott, jr., United States Marine 

Corps, to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 2d 
day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), 
vice First Lieut. Benjamin F. Rittenhouse, promoted. 

First lieutenants to be captains. 

Thomas F. Lyons. 

George Van Orden. 

James T. Bootes. 

Ernest E. West. 

William G. Powell. 

Second lieutenants to be first lieutenants. 

Sidney W. Brewster. 

Paul E. Chamberlin. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Douglas C. McDougal. 

Albert N. Brunzell. 

Presley M. Rixey. jr. 

Theodore E. Backstrom. 

Louis G. Miller. 

Daniel W. Blake. 

William H. Pritchett. 

Frank C. Lander. 

Thomas H. Brown. 

Chaplain Roswell R. Hoes, to be a chaplain in the Navy with 
the rank of captain, from the "ed day of March, 1903, vice Chaplain 
Adam A. McAlister, retired. 

Yhaplain William G. Cassard, to be a chaplain in the Navy 
with the rank of commander, from the 2d day of March, 193, 
vice Chaplain Roswell R. Hoes, promoted. 

Paymaster John A. Mudd, to be a pay inspector in the Navy 
from the 27th day of February, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), vice Pay master John C. Sullivan, sus- 
pended from promotion. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY, 

Benjamin H. Dorsey, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 2d day of March, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

David H. Budlong, of Idaho, to be register of the land office 
at Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, his term having expired. 
ment. ) 


Milton R. Moore, of Arizona, to be register of the land office at 
Tucson, Ariz., his term having expired. (Reappointment. ) 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


David Meginnity, of Michigan. to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the first district of Michigan, to succeed Charles Wright, 
resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 
John P. Leonard, to be postmaster at Oroville, in the county of 
3utte and State of California, in place of John P. Leonard. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1903. 
ILLINOIS. 


(Reappoint- | 








| Coeur d’ Alene, 


Walter Colyer, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of Ed- | 


wards and State of Illinois, in place of Walter Colyer. 
bent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 
MICHIGAN. 


Incum- | 


Chaplain Roswell R. Hoes, to be a chaplain in the Navy, with 
the rank of captain, from March 2, 1903. 
Chaplain William G. Cassard, to be a chaplain in the meer 
with the rank of commander, from the 2d day of March, 1903 
Midshipman Clayton M. Simmers, to be an assi vem nave 11 con- 


structor in the Navy, from the 28th day of February, 190: 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Assistant Surgeon Herman B. Parker. of Pennsylvania, to bea 
passed assistant surgeon, to rank as such from }farch 3, 1903, in 
the United States Public Health and Marine-Hospital Se vice. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 


Ordnance Department. 

First Lieut. William H. Tschappat, Ordnance 

be captain, February 18, 1903. 
CONSUL. 

Edwin 8S. Cunningham, of Tennessee, now consul at Aden, Ara- 

bia, to be consul of the United States at Bergen, Norway. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF COLORADO. 

John F, Vivian, of Golden, Colo., 

Colorado, 


Department, to 


ral of 


to be surveyor-gene 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 


George C. Holt, of New York, to be United States district 
judge for the southern district of New York. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
David Meginnity, of Michigan, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the First district of Michigan. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Michael T. Nolan, of Oregon, to be register of the land office 


at The Dalles, Oreg. 


Fred H. Greely, of Marysv ille, Cal., to be register of the land 


| office at Mary sville, Cal. 


Charles B. Frost, of Eureka, Cal., to be register of the 
office at Eureka, Cal. 

Samuel A. Abbey, of Pueblo, Colo., 
office at Pueblo, Colo. 

David H. Budlong, of Idaho, to be register of the land off 
Idaho. 

Milton R. Moore, of Arizona, to be register of the land office at 
Tucson, Ariz. 

Lee Fairbanks, of Saguache, Colo., 


land 
to be register of the land 


ice at 


to be register of the land 


| office at Del Norte, Colo. 


George Spalding, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of | 


Monroe and State of Michigan, in place of George Spalding. In- 


cumbent’s commission'expired February 20, 1903. 
TEXAS. 
Elizabeth Rhea, to be postmaster at Groesbeck, 
of Limestone and State of Texas, in place of Elizabeth Rhea. 
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 


in the county 
In- 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 8, 1908. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


RECEIVERS 
John J. Lambert, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys 


at Pueblo, Colo. 
Miss Anne M. Lang, of Oregon, to be receiver of public moneys 


OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


| at The Dalles, Oreg. 


John Reese, of Broken Bow, Nebr., to be receiver of public 


moneys at Broken Bow, Nebr. 


Benjamin H. Dorsey, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant 


surgeon in the Navy from March 2, 1903. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Paymaster John A. Mudd, to be pay inspector in the Navy from | 


February 27, 1903. 


Maj. Paul St. C. Murphy, United States Marine Corps, to be a | 


lieutenant-colonel from March 2, 1903. 


Capt. Franklin J. Moses, United States Marine Corps, to be a | 


major from March 2, 1903. 


First Lient. Benjamin F. Rittenhouse, United States Marine | 


Corps, to be a captain, from March 2, 1903. 


Second Lieut. Charles T. Westcott, jr., United States Marine | 


Corps, to be first lieutenant, from March 2, 1903. 
The following-named first lieutenants in the Marine Corps to be | 
captains in said corps, from March 2, 1903: 
homas F. Lyons, George Van Orden, James T. Bootes, Ernest 
E. West, William G. Powell. 
The following-named second lieutenants to be first lieutenants 
in the Marine Corps, from March 2, 1903: 
Sidney W. Brewster, Paul E. Chamberlin, Douglas C. McDou- 
Albert N. Brunzell, Presley M. Rixley, jr., Theodore E. 
*kstrom, Louis G. Miller, Daniel W. Blake, William H. Pritch- 
ett, Frank Cc. Lander, Thomas H. Brown. 


XXXVI——189 


POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA. 


Albert W. Ellyson, to be postmaster at Citronelle, in the county 
Mobile and State of Alabama. 

Joseph Loranz,to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of 
Clarke and State of Alabama. 

COLORADO. 

Francis M. a to be postmaster at Las Animas. 

county of Bent and State of Colorado. 
CALIFORNIA, 

John P. Leonard, to be postmaster at Oroville, 

Butte and State of California. 
HAWAII. 

Frank Crawford, to be postmaster at Lihue, in the county of 

Kauai Island, Hawaii Territory. 
ILLINOIS. 

John T. Clyne, to be postmaster at Joliet, in the county of Will 
and State of Illinois. 

Walter Coyler, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of 
| Edwards and State of Illinois. 

ee Newland, to be postmaster at Colchester, in the county of 

McDonough and State of Illinois. 

Karl Miller, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of 
Scott and State of Illinois. 

L. B. Davis, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county of Logan 
and State of Illinois. 

John P. Williams, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Marion and State of Dlinois. 


in the 


in the county of 
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INDIAN TERRITORY. 
John W. Bayless, to be postmaster at Sapulpa, in the county of 
Creek Nation, Ind. T. 
KANSAS. 
J. H. Buckman, to be postmaster at Lyndon, in the county of 
Osage and State of Kansas. 
LOUISIANA. 
George W. Whitworth, to be postmaster at Jeanerette, in the 
parish of Iberia and State of Louisiana. 
MICHIGAN. 
Charles B. Drake, to be postmaster at Lewiston, in the county 
of Montmorency and State of Michigan. 
George Spalding, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the State of 
Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 
Angus Gunn, to be postmaster at Sandstone, in the county of 
Pine and State of Minnesota. 
MONTANA. 
James B. Washburn, to be postmaster at Giltedge, in the county 
of Fergus and State of Montana. 
NEBRASKA. 
M. Emmington, to be postmaster at Pender, in the county of 
Thurston and State of Nebraska. 
NEW YORK. : 
L. A. Blanding, to be postmaster at Sherburne, in the county 
of Chenango and State of New York. 
John K. Grant, to be postmaster at Stamford, in the county of 
Delaware and State of New York. 
NORTH CAROLINA, 
J. Walter Jones, to be postmaster at Northwilkesboro, in the 
county of Wilkes and State of North Carolina. 
William H. Cooper, to be postmaster at Laurinburg, in the 
county of Scotland and State of North Carolina. 
R. W. Smith, to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the county of 
Mecklenburg and State of North Carolina. 
OHIO. 
Edward J. Lewis, to be postmaster at Girard, in the county of 
Trumbull and State of Ohio. 
George B. Alaback, to be postmaster at East Palestine, in the 
county of Columbiana and State of Ohio. 
Mary L. Thompson, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Brown and State of Ohio. 
Russell B. Day, to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the county of 
Allen and State of Ohio. 
Joseph E. Hall, to be postmaster at Bucyrus, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Ohio. 


William A. Pittenger, to be postmaster at Dennison, in the | was made on the floor that no quorum was present, and the 


county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 
Akin M. Richards, to be postmaster at Hicksville, in the county 
of Defiance and State of Ohio. 


James W. Hull, to be postmaster at Millersburg, in the county | 


of Holmes and State of Ohio. 

James C. Holloway, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Williams and State of Ohio. 

Frank F. Talley, to be postmaster at New Richmond, in the 
county of Clermont and State of Ohio. 

John J. Roberts, to be postmaster at Prospect, in the county of 
Marion and State of Ohio. 

Harry M. Ashton, to be postmaster at Spencerville, in the county 
of Allen and State of Ohio. 

William H. Stoutt. to be postmaster at Urichsville, in the county 
of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 

William T. Orton, to be postmaster at West Unity, in the 
county of Williams and State of Ohio. 

Sherwood Blamer, to be postmaster at Johnstown, in the 
county of Licking and State of Ohio. 

Elmer C. Jesse, to be postmaster at Mineral City, in the county 
of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 

William 8. Needham, to be postmaster at Pataskala, in the 
county of Licking and State of Ohio. 

Jacob O. Harris, to be postmaster at Utica, in the county of 
Licking and State of Ohio. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Augustus M. High, to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 
of Bers and State of Pennsylvania. 

David W. Coulter. to be postmaster at Conemaugh, in the 
county of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frank J. Roethline, to be postmaster at Northampton, in the 
county of Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 

UTAH. 

Benjamin F’. Boothe, to be postmaster at Brigham, in the county 

of Boxelder and State of Utah. 











TEXAS. 


Elizabeth Rhea, to be postmaster at Groesbeck, in the county 

of Limestone and State of Texas. 
WASHINGTON. 

Howard M. Spalding, to be postmaster at Goldendale, in the 

county of Klickitat and State of Washington. 
WISCONSIN. 

Thomas Hughes, to be postmaster at Beaver Dam, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles Kinnach, to be postmaster at Cudahy, in the county of 
Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. 

Frank E. Hurd, to be postmaster at New Lisbon, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, March 3, 1908. 
[Continuation of the legislative day of Thursday, February 26, 
1903.] 


The recess having expired, the House, at 11 o’clock a. m., was 
called to order by the Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays on the 

nding question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 
yeas and nays on the pending question. As many as are in favor 
of ordering the yeas and nays—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I made the point that no 
quorum was present. I have examined with care the decisions 
which the Chair referred to on yesterday morning when I made 
the same point, and I assert now that the decisions by Mr. Carlisle 
and Mr. Randall mentioned and quoted by the Chair were not at 
all in cases similar to that which now presents itself to the House. 
In the case referred to—— ; 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman contend that a quorum 
is needed to order the yeas and nays? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have not got to that 
point. Mr. Speaker, and that is what I desire to present now to 
the Chair. 

In the cases referred to a count was had, under Mr. Carlisle 
and Mr. Randall. Those demanding the yeas and nays were 
counted, those opposed were counted, and thereupon the point 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point 


Speaker properly decided that a quorum was not necessary to 
order the yeas and nays. We have not reached the yeas and nays, 
and, besides, the rules were different then. Mr. Carlisle and Mr. 
Randall, as the Chair very well knows, would not take notice of 
a point of “* no quorum”’’ when a gentleman arose in his place 
on the floor and made that point, but would await the ordering 
of the yeas and nays upon the pending motion and ascertain 
whether there was a quorum present or not; but under our rules, 
the rules at present, if a gentleman rises in his place and makes 
the point of no quorum, the Chair counts. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in those cases to which I have referred— 
and I am not going to take morethan a moment—I want to enter 


| a respectful protest against the ruling yesterday morning, and to 


show that there is a wide difference in the two cases. In those 
cases the House was in the conduct of its business, and the fact 
was developed that there was no quorum. It was while business 
was being transacted. It was not where the House had been from 
twelve to twenty-four hours in recess, as in the present instance. 
The House transacted business yesterday evening after the pre- 
vious question was ordered on the pending measure upon the 
conference report now pending. 

In this case twelve hours have elapsed since the House was in 
session, and there is manifestly no quorum present, as we all can 
see by looking at the House, and the point is made. You can not 
invoke those old decisions, made under rules totally different in 
principle from the rules which obtain in this House, in order to 
sustain the pre ent condition. 

Mr. PA . Will the gentleman allow me to suggest—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to suggest to the centleman that the 


ordering of the yeas and nays does not requirea quorum. A par- 
allel example is that the vote on a motion to adjourn does not 
require a quorum, and the gentleman could not be heard upon 
a — of order, or at least the point of order could not be sus- 
tained if the motion was to-adjourn, because that motion does 
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not require a quorum, and we could go on with the vote. Now, 


this is precisely similar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yielded for a question. I 
did not yield for a speech. 

Mr. PAYNE. A suggestion, I said, and I will finish what I 


have to say in this sentence: The ordering of the yeas and mee 
does not require a quorum, and therefore the Chair was entirely 
right in putting that question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, one moment in re- 
ply. The gentleman goes upon the idea that there has been a 
count for the yeasand nays. Why, there has beenno such thing. 
We have not got to that point. 1 made the point of no quorum 
before the gentleman demanded the yeas and nays. He can not 
come then and make a motion or a demand for the yeas and 
nays. After I make the point of no quorum the gentleman can 
not come in and make a motion then which does not require a 
quorum, and invoke a rule of that kind, and say that he has 
made a motion that does not require a quorum. I made the 
point of no quorum. There was no motion pending. I had a 
right to make it, and the Chair, under the rules of this House, 
will count for a quorum when that point is made. Therefore I 
say the situation is wholly different. I know that the two posi- 
tions are clearly to be differentiated, and are not the same in 

rinciple. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman overlooks the fact that you 
can order the yeas and nays with or without a quorum. The 
yeas and nays have been demanded. If there turns out to be a 
quorum, that will be sufficient. If there are not sufficient here to 
make a quorum, we will have to get themin. Thatisall. The 
Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I made the point before the 
yeas and nays were demanded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I respectfully appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, and I insist that it is a meritorious ap- 
real. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules it as dilatory. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Chair has the power to 
do that, but I have a right, nevertheless, to appeal or pray for an 
appeal; and I insist that the Chair overrule it in order, and not 
overrule it with the gavel. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not using the gavel excepting 
for its necessary purposes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I insist that the Chair was 
doing so and that he paid no attention to my — 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The appeal is overruled as clearly dilatory. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I deny that it is dilatory, 
but I recognize the power of the Chair to do it. 

The 8P. R. As many as are in favor of taking this vote 
by ond tae and nays will rise and remain standing until they are 
counted. 

The yeas and nays were-ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. As many as are in favor will, as their names are called, 
vote ‘‘aye,’’ those who are opposed will vote ‘‘ no,’’ and the Clerk 
will call the roll. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the Chair be kind enough to state what 
is the pending question? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing tothe conference 
report on the immigration bill. The Clerk will call the roll. 

he question was taken; and there were—yeas 194, nays 11, 
answered ‘‘ present’’ 19, not voting 127; as follows: 


Jones, Va. Maddox, Reeder, Spight, 
Jones, Wash. Mahon, Reeves, Stephens, Tex. 
Kahn, Marshall, Rhea, Stevens, Minn. 
Ketcham Martin, Richardson, Tenn. Stewart, N. Y. 
Kitchin, Claude Maynard, Rixey, Sulloway, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. ercer, Robb, Sutherland, 
Kluttz, Miers, Ind. Roberts, Tawney, 
Knapp, Miller, Robinson, Ind. Tayler, Ohio 
Kyle, Minor, Russell, Thomas, Iowa 
Lacey, Moody, Schirm, ,aenon, 
Landis, Moon, Scott, Tirrell, ? 
Latimer, Morgan, Selby, Van Voorhis, 
Lawrence, Morris, Shattuc, Vreeland, 

ler, Moss. Sheppard, Wachter, 
Lewis, Pa. Mudd, Showalter, Wagoner, 
Lindsay, Needham, ee Warner, 
Littauer, Nevin, Slayden, Warnock, 
Little, Olmsted, Small, Jeeks, 
Livingston, Otjen, Smith, D1. White 
Lloyd, Padgett, Smith, lowa Wiley, 
Long, Palmer, Smith, Ky. Williams, Il. 
Loudenslager, Parker, Smith, H. C. Woods, 
Lovering, Payne, Smith, 8. W. Wright, 
McCall, Pearre, Snodgrass, Young, 
McCleary, Perkins, Snook, Zenor. 
McClellan, Powers, Me. Southard, 
McRae, Powers, Mass. Sperry, 

NAYS—11 
Bowie, Clayton, Norton, Stark, 
Breazeale, Fleming, Shackleford, Underwood. 
Burleson, Lever, Sims, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT *—19. 
Bartholdt, De Armond, Loud, Prince, 
Bartlett, Gillett, Mass, Mann, Sherman, 
Cowherd, Grow, Metcalf, Taylor, Ala, 
Curtis, Jackson, Kans. Mutchler, anger. 
Davey, La, Joy, Patterson, Pa. 
NOT VOTING—127. 
Adamson, Douglas, Kern, Rucker, 
Ball, Tex. Edwards, Kleberg, Ruppert, 
Beidler, Evans, Knox, Ryan, 
Bell, Feely, Lamb, Scarborough, 
Bellamy Flanagan, Lassiter, Shafroth, 
Belmont, Foerderer, Lester. Shallenberger, 
Benton, ‘oss, Lewis, Ga. Shelden, 
Bingham, Foster, Il. Littlefield, Skiles, 
Blackburn, Foster, Vt. MeAndrews, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Blakeney, Fowler, McCulloch, Southwick, 
Boreing, Fox, McDermott, Sparkman, 
Brantley, Gardner, Mass. McLachlan, ~ Steele, 
Broussard, Gilbert, McLain, Stewart, N. J. 
Brundidge, Gill, Mahoney, Storm, 
Bull, Glenn, Meyer, La. Sulzer, 
Burgess, Goldfogle, Mickey, Swann, 
Burnett, Gooch, Mondell, Swanson, 
Calderhead, Graham, Morrell, Talbert, 
‘aldwell, Green, Pa. Naphen, Tate, 

Clark, Griffith, Neville, Thayer, 
Cochran, Griggs, Newlands, Thomas, N.C. 
Conner, Haugen, Overstreet, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Conry, Heatwole, Patterson,Tenn. Tompkius,Ohio 
Cooney, Hedge, Pierce, Trimble, 
Cooper, Tex. Henry, Miss. Pou, Vandiver, 
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Tex. Pugsler, Wadsworth, 
Corliss, Hooker, Randell, Tex. Watson, 
Creamer, Howard, Ransdell, La. Wheeler, 
Dahle, Irwin, Reid, Williams, Miss. 
Davidson, Jack, Richardson, Ala. Wilson, 
Dayton, Jett, Robertson, La. Wooten. 
Deemer, Kehoe, Robinson, Nebr. 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Grow with Mr. Hooker, for the balance of the session. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Metcaur with Mr. WHEELER. 
Mr. McCLEArRyY with Mr. BENTON. 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. RIcHARDSON of Ala- 


bama., 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Foss with Mr. Tare. 
MORRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 


YEAS—1%. 
Acheson, Burke, 8. Dak. Dinsmore, Gordon, 
Adams, Burkett, Dougherty, G bi 
Alexander, Burleigh, Dovener, Greene, Mass. 
Allen, Ky. Burton, Draper, Grosvenor, 
Allen, Me, Butler, Driscoll, Hamilton, 
Aplin, Candler, Dwight, Hanbury, 
Babcoc Cannon, Eddy, Haskins, 
Ball, Del Capron, Elliott, Hay, 
Bankhead, Cassel, Emerson, Hemenway, 
Barney, a, Esch, Henry, Conn, 
tes, Connell, Finley, Hepburn, 

Billmeyer, Coombs, Fitzge i Hildebrant, 

a Co Fletcher, Hill, 
Boutell, Cromer, lood, Hitt, 
Bowersock, Crowley, Roreney, Holliday, 
Brandegee, _ Crumpacker, Gaines, Tenn Hopkins, 
Brick, ier, aines, W. Va Howell, 
Bristow, i Gardner, Mich Hughes, 
Bromwell, Dalzell. Gardner, N. J Hull, 
Brown, Darragh, Gibson, Jackson, Md. 
Brownlow, Da ; Gillet, N. Y. Jenkins, 
Burk, Pa. Dick, Glass, Johnson, 


Mr. 
Mr. 


BINGHAM with Mr. Henry of Texas: 

GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. BELMONT, 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BuRNETT, 

Mr. Irwin with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. BuLu with Mr. Bau of Texas. 

On this vote: 

Mr. ForERDERER with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. Cor.iss with Mr. Broussarpb. 

Mr. Jack with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment 





TEMS Le 


+o 


A ann han ne nd DA AB 


i 
; 
4 
if 
c 
a 
¢ 


3012. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Marcu 8, 





of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4641) for the relief 
of Benjamin Franklin Handforth. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 17202) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 


following resolution: 


Senate concurrent resolution 72. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
ittee on Enrolled Bills, in the enrollment of the bill (H. BR. 12199) “*to 





te the immigration of aliens into the United States,” are hereby au- 

rized and directed to correct the cross references by sections in said bill, 

made necessary by the changed numbering of the sections thereof, namely: 
Page 3, lines 2 and 3, strike out “thirty-three * and insert “ thirty-two.” 


Page 6, line 23, strike out “five” and insert “four.” 

Page 8, line 5, strike out “five” and insert “four.” 

Page 8, line 11, strike out “six” and insert “five.” 

Page 9, line 4, strike out “‘six”’ and insert “five.” 

Page 13, line 7, strike out “thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen” and insert 
“twelve, thirteen, and fourteen.” 

Page 13, line 14, strike out “thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen” and insert 
“twelve, thirteen, and fourteen.” 

Page 16, line 13, strike out “five and six” and insert “four and five.” 

Page 16, line 17, strike out “eighteen” and insert “seventeen.” 

Page 17, line 21, strike out “* twenty-one” and insert “twenty.” 

Page 18, line 5, strike out ‘twenty’ and insert “ nineteen.” 

RESIGNATION OF MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
cation, which was read: 
Hovsk OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., March, 8, 1903. 
Hon. DAvip B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Sire: I hereby resign as a member of the Fifty-seventh Congress 


of the United States. 
L. HEISLER BALL, 
Representative for District of Delaware. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkrnson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 7425. An act authorizing and empowering the Secretary of 
War to locate a right of way for and granting the same and aright 
to operate and maintain a line of railroad through the Vancouver 
Barracks and Military Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
to the Northern Pacific Railway Company; and 

S. 7445. An act to provide for the appointment of a district 
judge for the western judicial district of South Carolina, and for 
other purposes. 


ADAM STUBER. 


Mr, GIBSON. Mr. Speaker,I call up the conference report on 
the bill S. 5118, printed in the Recorp on February 21, page 
2661. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5118) granting an increase of 
pension to Adam Stuber, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lows: 

. That the House recede from its amendment. 
A. B. DARRAGH, 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
JOS. B. CROWLEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J. H. GALLINGER, 

J.R. BURTON, 

GEO, TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for the statement. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
This bill (S. 5118) passed the Senate at $30 per month, but was amended 
in the House to $24 per month. Your conferees recommend that the House 
recede from itsamendment. The result of this action will be to restore the 
rate of the bill, viz, $30 per month, as it originally passed the Senate. 
A.B. DARRAGH, 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that this sol- 
dier—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. May we have order, so that 
we can hear? 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that this soldier 
served in the war with Mexico for seventeen months, and after- 
wards served as captain in the war of the rebellion, where he 
contracted rheumatism to such an extent that he was forced to 
resign. The soldier now is so disabled as to need the attendance 
of another person. The bill passed the Senate at $30. The House 


cut down the $30 to $24, but on conference we agreed to restore 
the $30; and so the bill now stands before the House pensioning 
this veteran of two wars at $30a month. If any gentleman de- 
sires to say anything to the contrary. I will yield. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized. 

Mr. GIBSON. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want five minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman, reserving, 
of course, the balance of my time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, last night, when the bill 
which has just been passed recodifying the immigration laws of 
this country was before the House for debate, it was impossible 
for me to secure time to state my objection to the passage of the 
bill, and I now desire to let the Recorp show why I believe the 
bill should not have been passed. We passed a bill in the House 
over a year ago changing the immigration laws of this country. 
In that bill were several paragraphs providing for an educational 
test for immigrants coming into the United States. There were 
other clauses in the bill designed to protect the American laborer 
against the pauper labor of Europe. That bill went to the Senate 
of the United States, and there, for the balance of the first ses- 
sion of Congress, slept in the pigeonholes of the Senate commit- 
tee. Afterwards it was reported tothe Senate. For weeks it was 
considered without the possibility of taking a vote upon it, and in 
the last hours of this Congress it is railroaded through the Senate 
and railroaded through this House without the possibility for an 
intelligent consideration by any member of either body of Con- 
gress. 

Now, I do not claim that the bill as it came to this House is a 
very obnoxious bill, but I do say that when we enacted this bill 
into law and left out all the provisions of the bill that protect 
the American laborer against the pauper labor of Europe we 
have lost our opportunity for a decade to come to do justice to 
the men who earn their bread by their daily toil. The House has 
absolutely surrendered the rights of these men. You say that 
you protect the American laborer by your tariff laws. You pro- 
tect him against pauper-made goods of Europe; and yet, by your 
action to-day you have surrendered the bill that you passed last 
year in his interest, and opened the sluice gates at every port in 
this country for the paper labor of Europe to come in touch 
with him in his daily life on the American continent every day 
he lives, and have fixed it so that for Congresses yet to come no 
relief can be granted to him. By what you have done you have 
pulled down the American standard of living, you have pulled 
down the American standard of wages, you have pulled down the 
home of the American laborer, and I want my protest against 
such action to stand in the records of this House. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
yield five minutes to me? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have only three minutes, and I will yield the 
gentleman one minute and a half. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I believe this to be a 
meritorious bill and shall cheerfully vote for it. I take this min- 
ute and a half for the purpose of showing to this House the re- 
sponsibility for the failure of legislation of this kind in eighteen 
or twenty very meritorious cases that have been reported by the 
Invalid Pensions Committee, which must necessarily fail by reason 
of the circumstances that now operate in this House. Whose 
fault is it? 

Several MremMBeErs on the Republican side. Yours. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. No; itis not our fault; it is not the 
fault of the minority. Day before yesterday when the omnibus 
public-building bill came in, in which we all had a little pork, we 
could easily get a rule from your Committee on Rules to put it 
through; and if you gentlemen on the other side of the House 
were the real friends of the soldiers of your districts that you 
claim to be, your Committee on Rules would make a report on 
the resolution offered by the distinguished gentleman from Ten- 
nessee seeking to take up this class of legislation. You can legis- 
late when you want to, and when you do not want to you try to 
put the responsibility on us, but can not shift it. I ask, Mr. 
Speaker, that I may be permitted to put that report in my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that he may extend his remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. PAYNE. I shall have to object to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Always the friend of the old soldiers, 
as usual. [Laughter on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, the argument of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] against increasing the pension 
of this soldier may be conclusive from his standpoint, but I hope 
it has not seriously affected the House, and therefore I call for a 
vote. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will not the gentleman yield to 
me? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have no time. 
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Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. ‘ 
I think, the attention of the gentleman ought to be called. 
Mr. GIBSON. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 


bloc,’’ as we have the others? 
Mr. GIBSON. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
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I find a resolution here to which, 


Why does he not bring in a reso- 
lution to the Committee on Rules to present these matters ‘‘ en 


Will the gentleman support such a resolution? 
We will support the legislation 


when it is brought in. 

Mr. GIBSON. If you will support it upon that side, I will try 
to get the Committee on Rules to report it. 
I invite the gentleman to do so. 
Mr. GIBSON. Allright; shake hands across the bloody chasm, 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 


[Laughter. } 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


report. 


The question was taken; and Mr. RIcHARDSON of Tennessee de- 
manded a division. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (while the House was dividing). 
Mr. Speaker, that there may be no misunderstanding, I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 210, nays 6, 
answered ‘* present ’’ 25, not voting 14; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me, 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bishop, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Bowie, 
Brandegee, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burke, S$. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
3utler, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel , 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cowh: rd, 
Creamer, 
4 ‘Ye ‘ Yr. 
Crumpacker, 
Curier, 
‘ushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 


~ 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Little, 


Adamson, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Curtis, 
Deemer, 
Dinsmore, 
Gaines, Tenn. 


Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Beidler, 
Rell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Bull, 


YEAS—210. 
Davidson, Kyle, 
Davis, Fla. Lacey, 
De Armond, Lamb, 
Dick, Landis, 
Dougherty, Latimer, 
Dovener, Lawrence, 

r Lessler, 
Driscoll, Lever, 
Eddy, Lewis, Ga, 
Emerson, Lewis, Pa. 
Esch, Lindsay, 
Evans, Littauer, 
Finley, Long, 
Fitzgerald, Loudenslager, 
Flanagan, Lovering, 
Fletcher, McAndrews, 
Flood, McCall, 
Fordney, McCleary, 
Gaines, W. Va. McClellan, 
Gardner, Mich. McCulloch, 
Gardner, N. J. McLachlan, 
Gibson, Mahon, 
Goldfogle, Mahoney, 
Gordon, Marshall, 
Graff, Martin, 
Greene, Mass. Maynard, 
Grosvenor, Miers, Ind, 
Hamilton, Miller, 
Hanbury, Minor, 
Haskins, Moody, 
Hay, Moon, 
Hemenway, Morgan, 
Henry, Conn, Morrell, 
Hepburn, Morris, 
Hildebrant, Moss, 

Holl Neca 
olliday, eedha 
Howell. Nevi om 
Hughes, Nevin, 
Hull, Olmsted, 
Irwin, Otjen, 
Jack, Overstreet, 
Jackson, Kans. Padgett, 
Jackson, Md. Palmer, 
Jenkins, Payne, 
Johnson, Pearre, 
Jones, Wash. Perkins, 
Kahn, Pou, 
Kehoe, Powers, Me. 
Kern, Powers, Mass. 
Ketcham, Ransdell, La. 
Kluttz, Reeder, 
Knapp, Reeves, 
NAYS—6. 
Lloyd, Stephens, Tex. 
Russell, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—2. 
Gilbert Metcalf, 
Gillett, Mass. Mutchler, 
Grow, Patterson, Pa. 
Joy, Prince, 
McRae, Rhea, 
Maddox. Richardson, Ala. 
Mann, Rixey, 

NOT VOTING—10. 
Burnett, Dwight, 
Candler, Edwards, 
Cochran, Elliott, 
Conry, Feely, 
Cooney, Fleming, 
Cooper, Tex. Foerderer, 
Corliss, Foss, 
Crowley, Foster, Tl. 
Dahle, Foster, Vt. 
Davey, La Fowler, 

yton, Fox, 

Douglas, Gardner, Mass. 


Robb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Ryan, 

Schirm, 

Scott, 

Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Showalter, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ml. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, 7. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
perry 
Spight, 

Stark, 

Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N, Y. 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wagoner, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Weeks, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young, 

Zenor. 


Trimble. 


Sherman, 
Sims, 
Wanger, 
White. 


Gill, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Glass, 
Glenn, 
Goose, 
raham 
reen, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
augen, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 


——— 
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Henry, Miss. McDermott, Roberts, Swanson, 
Henry, Tex. McLain, Robertson, La. Talbert, 

Hill, Mercer, Robinson, Nebr. Tate, 

Hooker, Meyer, La. Ruppert, Thayer, 
Hopkins, Micke Scarborough, Thomas, N.C. 
Howard, Mondell, Shafroth, Thompson, 
Jett, Naphen, Shalienberger, Tom a Ohio 
Jones, Va. Newlands, Shattuc, Vandiver, 
Kitchin, Claude Norton, Shelden, Wadsworth, 
Kleberg, Parker, Sheppard, Watson, 
Knox, Patterson,Tenn. Sibley, Wheeler, 
Lassiter, Pierce, Skiles, Wiley, 
Lester, Pugsley, Smith, S. W. Wooten. 
Littlefield, Randell, Tex. Sparkman, 

Livingston, Reid, Stewart, N. J. 

Loud, Richardson, Tenn. Swann, 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Brneuam with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. Tompxins of Ohio with Mr. Livineston. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SmiTH with Mr. Rogertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. HILu with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MUTCHLER. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 

Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated tothe House of Representatives by Mr. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed bills of the following 
titles: 

On March 2, 1903: 

H. R. 7864. An act to pay John F. Lawson $237.96, balance due 
him for services as United States mail carrier. 

On March 8, 1903: 

ra R. 13605. An act for the relief of George A. Detchemendy; 
anc 

H. R. 14884. An act to establish a life-saving station at the 
mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, in the State 
of Ohio. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the sundry civil appropriation bill. While this report is being 
considered in the House I am delayed in going into the confer- 
ence on the deficiency bill. Therefore I should be glad to have 
this report considered as speedily as possible. I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading of the report and to readin 
lieu thereof the statement of the House conferees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). 
tion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should be glad to oblige 
the gentleman; but itis now so late in the session that the only 
way we can understand amendments is to hear them read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is. 

Mr. CANNON, I should be glad to give the gentleman from 
Tennessee any information he may desire about any amendment. 
Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair can not interrupt the 
reading of a confereace report for a question of privilege unless 
| it is something arising during the proceedings at the moment. 
| The report of the conference committee was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference ou the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17202) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed torecommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 
14, 15, 19, 23, 24, 26, 27, 30, 31, 30, 42, 43, 44, 48, 51, 52, 53, 54, 57, 58, 59, 63, 65, 76, 77, 
80, 85, 88, 97, 98, 99, 107, 109, 116, 117, 120, 123, 126, and 140. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 6, 9, 12, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 25, 28, 29, 32, 38, 34, 35, 36, 33, 
4), 41, 45, 47, 49, 55, 56, 61, 62, 64, 66, 67, 68, 73, 74, 75, 78, 81, 82, 83, 84, 86, 87, 89, 90, 
91, 92, 93, 95, 96, 100, 101, 162, 108, 104, 105, 106, 118, 121, 122, 125, 129, 130, 131, 182, 
183, 134, 135, 186, 188, 189, 142, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 150, and 151, and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same withan 
amendmentas follows: At the end of the matter inserte Lid amendment, 
after the wora “dollars,” insert the following: ‘*, whi sum shall be ex- 
pended in such manner and under such plans as will complete in every detail 
each and every object mentioned in this paragraph;”’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *$205,000;"" and the 
Senate a, to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $96,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 


Is there objec- 
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Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to thesame with an 





amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “ $30,240;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$45,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: ‘*; and a contract is hereby authorized to be entered 
into for such machinery, appliances, and furniture, complete in every detail 


for the operation of said mint, at a total cost not exceeding $225,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendmentof the Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by said amendment, 


amended as follows: Insert after the word “ entry,” at the end of said amend- 
ment, the following: ‘‘; but this proviso «all not apply to persons embraced 
in article 8 of the treaty with China of 1894;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 71: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 71, and to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In line 11 of the matter inser by said amendment, before 
the word “: Provided,” insert “, which sum, including the amount herein ap- 
propriated, shall be paid one-half out of the Treasury of the United States 
and one-half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia;” and, after the 
word ‘“‘same,” at the end of said amendment, insert the following: ‘*: Pro- 
vided further, That the trustees of Howard University shall be uired to 
supply all medical and surgical service without cost to the United States or 
the District of Columbia;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$295,950;"" amd 
at the end of the amended paragraph, after the word “ayailabie,” insert the 
followin: “, of which sum not exceeding $7,000 may be used for models, but 
nothing in this appropriation shall be considered as ae hoe change in 
the east front of the Capitol or in any way committing Congress to the 
same;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 79%: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and a; to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘'$375,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 94: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “*$1,126,920;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieuof the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

“Watertown Arsenal, Watertown, Mass.: For lavatory and water-closet 
for shops, $3,500.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieuof the sum pro: insert ‘*$80;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 111, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed ** $480; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 112: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 112, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “$80; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 2 

Amendment numbered 113: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 113, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro: insert “$480; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 114: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘*$80;" and the 
Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$4,240;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with 
anamendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,500,000;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 124: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line1 of said amendment, after the word “ for,” 
insert the words “ purchase or;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
_— the following: “for one barrack, $55,000;" and the Senate agree to 

© same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, andagree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of thesum proposed insert ‘$640,600; and the 
Senate ed to the same. 

Amendment numbered 137: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 187, and tothe same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘*$4,902,808;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 141: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 141, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the follo 

“In order a for the new examination authorized by Article IX of 
the award of the tribunal of arbitration constituted by treaty of W: - 
ton, February 29, 1892, and made by the arbitrators at Paris, States 1 
to be made and under the direction of the Secretary of State, $20, to 
» era al aan es 

n e Sena © same. 

Amendment ar a 143: a the Bo recede from i _aieneronmnans 
to the amendment o' e Senate numbered and agree e same 
an ——a as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the fo : 

“To enable the President to cooperate through diplomatic channels with 
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the Governments of Mexico, China, Japan, and other countries, for the pur- 
pose set forth in the message of the President and accompanying notes sub- 
mitted to Congress January 29, 1908, and printed as Senate Document No. 
119, second session Fifty-seventh Congress, $25,000.” ° 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the name “Mrs. Emma Cadwallader Guild” 
insert the following: ‘, to be placed in the Senate wing of the Capitol;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

J. G. CANNON, 


J. A. HEMENWAY, 
THOS. C. McRAE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. B. ALLISON, 

EUGENE HALE 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers »n the part of the House at the conference on the disagre >- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
CH. R. 17202) making squmepeentions for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, submit vhe following written statement in explanation of the effect 
of theaction agreed upon and recommended in the accompanying conference 
report on each of the Senate amendments, namely: 

On No. 1: Appropriates $5,000, as pro by the Senate, for addition to 
quarters now occupied by the subtreasury at Baltimore, Md. 

On No. 2: Apgrogeiates $52,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $49,279, 
as proposed by the House, for rent of temporary quarters for Government 
officials at Cleveland, Ohio. 

On Nos. 3 and 4: Strikes out the appropriation proposed by the Senate of 
sag for extending the two wings of the immigrant station building on 

llis Island, New York. 

On No. 5: Strikes out the appropriation of $2,000,000 proposed by the Senate 
for the purchase of a site for bP nye es We gay by the city of New York. 

On No. 6: Inserts the provision pro by the Senate authorizing the 
use of a part of the arsenal grounds in Pittsburg, Pa., fora marine hospital. 

On No.7: Strikes out the provision roposed by the Senate author zing 
the use of $2,000 for repairs to the wharf at Wilmington, N. C., the same be- 
ing provided for in the deficiency bill. 

On No. & Strikes out the appropriation of $1,000 proposed by the Senate 
for a laboratory for the Marine-Hospital Service, the same being provided 
for in the deficiency bill. 

_ On No. % Appropriates $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, for a quaran- 
tine station at Portland, Me. 

On No. 10: Strikes out the a progeiaticn of $2,000 pro by the Senate 
for coal bunkers for steamer at the Reedy Island quarantine station. 

On No. 11: Strikes out the appropriation of $7,000 proposed by the Sonate 
for the Gulf quarantine station. 

On No. 12: A eregpianee $6,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the quaran- 
tine station at San Diego, Cal. 

On No. 13: Appropriates $80,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the quaran- 
tine station at Honolulu, Hawaii. 

On Nos. 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 28, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 20, 30, 31, 82, 33, 34 
85, and 36: Makes appropriations tor light-house aids to navigation, additional 
to those contained in the bill as it passed the House, as follows: Reenacts, as 

roposed by the Senate, the existing provision for the Broad Sound Channel 
ight station, in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, without increasing the limit 
of cost of the station; makes appropriations of $90,000 for relief light vessel 
for the Third light-house district; $29,000 for Pecks Ledge ht and fog-sig- 
nal station, Connecticut; $90,000 for Five Fathom Bank light vessel, New 
York; $90,000 for Cape Lookout Shoals light vessel, North Uncotinns $90,000 
for Heald Bank light ves Texas; = 000 for Racine Reef light and fog-sig- 
nal station, Wisconsin; $30,000 for relief light vessel for the Ninth and Elev- 
enth light-house districts; 100 for Spectacle Reef light station, Michigan; 
$25,000 for Middle Island, Michigan, light and fog-signal station; $75,000 for 
tender for St. Marys River, Mi a $15,000 for Piedras Blancas light sta- 
tion, California; and ,000 for Blunts Reef light vessel, Pacific Ocean off 
CAPT, No Sf. Approprintes $205,000, instead f $225,000 posed by th 
m No. 87: pro , ins’ oO as pro e Sen- 
ote, one si90,anh as =o oo by the House, for aor Pt e signals an 
o. 38: Appropr 5 hw | ee e Senate, for telegraph or 
telephone connection with Sine sland life-sa g station, Wisconsin. - 

On No. 39: Strikes out omen tion of $70,000 proposed by the Senate for 

——- a sailing vessel with auxiliary steam power for the Revenue- 
r ce. 
On No. 40: Appropriates $200,000, as proposed by the Senate, for a revenue 
“See eee ion $30,000, posed by the Senate, f leti 
m No. 41: Approp as pro y the Senate, for completion 
of povenss cues nae — at the oe of sa sen ten Benet 
nm No. es out the approp on oO} proposed e Senate 
for a site for a depot for the Revenue-Cutter Sorvine: - 

On No. 43: Strikes out the appropriation of 000 proposed by the Senate 
for a depot for the Revenue-Cu Service in the harbor of Oakiand, Cal. 

On No. 44: Strikes out the supresriaticn of $7,000 pro: by the Senate 
for publishing contributions from the United States National Herbarium. 

On No. 45: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the construction of a 
building for the National Museum, to cost not exceeding $3,500,000, and appro- 
Pron N P ianeeeiehel 000, instead of $100,000 posed by the S 

o. ppro; J oO! ,000 as pro e Sen- 
ate, and $90,000, as proposed by the House, for the Nationa Zoological Park 

On Nos. 47, 48,49, 50, 51, 52, 53, and 54, relating to the Fish Commission: Pro- 
vides for a deputy mer of the Fish mission at $3,000 and for an 
additional itor at 8 out one clerk at $1,200 in the office of the 
commissioner, one clerk at $1,200 in the office of accounts, and one clerk at 
$1,800 in the division of fish culture. 

On Nos. 55 and 56: A: tes for an additional laborer at $600 for the 
fish station at Neosho, Mo. ea 

On Nos. 57 and 58: Strikes out one clerk at $1,200in the division of statistics 
and methods of the fisheries. 

On No. 5& Strikes out the app tion of $4,700 proposed by the Senate 
toon No.0) Approprintes $16,000, instend of $60,0W0ae proposed by the Senate 

0. ° ,000 as pro: e Le, 
and $40,000 as proposed oe te House, for maintenance of the Commis- 


Is. 
On No. 61: tes as proposed the Senate, for completion 
of the fish-oultural tation & Pat in Bay” On? , 
as 


On No. Appropriates $12,500, by the Senate, instead of 

#50, 8 proposed by the Hoon forthe hab cultural sation at, Neosho, M 

o. as e House, ins of $4,000, 

as pro inte Bonate, for two Guncnes for use of the fish-cultural sta- 
tions at Gloucester, Mass., and Battery Island, Md. 
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On No. 64: Appropriates 000, as proposed by the Senate, for establish- 
ment of a fish-cultufal station Arkansas. 

On No. 65: Strikes out the appropriation of $200,000 proposed by the Senate 
for payment to Liliuokalani, ex-Queen o° Hawaii. 

On Nos. 66 and 67: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill and 
inserts the provision proposed by the Senate authorizing the coinage of sub- 


sidiary silver coin without limitation as to the amount of such subsidiary 
coin outstanding. 

On Nos. 68 and 69: Appropriates $200,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $125,000, as roposed by the House, for new machinery, appliances, and 
furniture for the Denver mint, Colorado. 


On No. 70: Leaves in the appropriation proposed by the House for the es- 
tablishment and maintenance of the Bertillop system of identification in the 
enforcement of the Chinese-exclusion act, exoopens therefrom persons em- 
braced in article 8 of the treaty with China of 1894. 

On No. 71: Appropriates $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the Freed- 
men's Hospital, and autho contracts for construction of buildings for 
said hospital to cost not exceeding $300,000, one-half thereof to be paid out of 

peoagey of the United States and one-half out of the revenues of the 


the T 
District of Columbia. 

On No. 72: ieee $295,950, instead of $362,950 as proposed by the 
Senate and $288,950 as proposed by the House, for work at the Capitol and for 
general and special — thereof, including $7,000 for models. 

On Nos. 73, 74, and 75: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $1,500 for 
work of cl and repairing works of art in the tol, $10, for two 
new boilers for the Senate wing of the Capitol, and $16,735 for construction 
of steel cases for the files of the Senate. 

On Nos. 76 and 77: Strikes out the provisten eypeeed by the Senate for 

reparation of a plan for the construction of a ding for the use of the 
Renate for offices and committee rooms. 

On No. 78: Strikes out the provision proposed by the House for the exten- 
sionand completion of the Capitol building in accordance with the original 
plans therefor by the late Thomas U. Walter, Architect of the Gee. 

On No. 79% Appropriates $375,000, instead of $400,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate and $325,000, as proposed by the House, for protection and administration 
of Or Nos 80 ant 61: Strikes out th riation of $500 proposed by th 

On Nos. 80 an’ 5 es ou e appro on 0: ro' e 
Senate for preservation of records of the General Lan Office, and makes a 
verbal correction in the text of the bill. 

On Nos. 82, 88, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 98, and 94, relating to the United 
States Geological Survey: Increases the eer of the chief clerk from $2,250 
to $2,500 and the salary of the disbursing clerk from $2,400 to $2,500; s' es 
out the eS of $5,000 for topographic surveys in Porto Rico and 
$50,000 for the investigation of mines and —T of the United States. 

On No. 95: Appropriates $2,500, as proposed by the Senate, for the Wind 
Cave National Park, in South Dakota. 

On No, %: Appropriates $30,000, as pro by the Senate, for additions 
to the ag of the Columbian Institution for the Deaf and Dumb. 

On No. 97: Strikes out the sopronsaien of $25,000 pro by the Senate 
to collect and report statistics relating to = and divorce. 

On No. 98: Strikes out the appropriation of $185,000 proposed by the Sen- 
ate for rebuil a storehouse at Rock Island Arsenal, the same being pro- 
vided for in the deficiency bill. 

On No, 99: Strikes out the appropriation of $19,500 for a hospital building 
at Rock Island Arsenal. 

On Nos. 100, 101, 102, 108, and 104, relating to the powder depot near Dover, 
N. J.: Makes appro; tions proposed by the Senate as follows: $15,000 to in- 
crease transpo on ne nee $5,000 for constructing new wagon road, 
$30,000 for power house, $5,000 for wheel and dynamo house, and $7,000 for 
electric-lighting yy 

On Nos. 105 and 106: Appropriates $1,500, as proposed by the Senate, for a 
shed at Springfield Arsenal. 

On Nos. 107 and 108: Strikes out appropriation of $11,000 pro by the 
Senate for three cottages for enlisted men, and appropriates $3,500, as pro- 

0sed by the Senate, for a lavatory and water-closet for shops at the Water- 
own Arsenal, Mass 


On No. 109: “A ropriates ,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $24,000, | 
= proposed ys e Senate, for improvement and maintenance of Executive 
ansion un 


gro , 
On Nos. 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, and 115: Fixes the price for are lights in the 
pae in Washington at $80 per light per annum, instead of $85, as proposed 
y the Senate, and $72, as pro by the House. 

On No, 116; Strikes out the Seerceeeen of $8,000 proposed by the Senate 
toon No. lift, Strikes out the appropriation of $5,000 proposed by the Senat 

On No. 117: es out the approp on oO pro y the Senate 
for Balls Bluff battlefield. 

On No. 118: paerceniates $11,280, as pro 


civil records of the military government of Cu 
On No. 119 A oy maa $1,500,000. instead of 32,000,000 as proposed by the | 
Senate and $1,250. as proposed by the House, for construction of buildings 


at and the enlargement of military posts. 
On No. 120; Strikes out the appropriation of $10,000 proposed by the Senate 
for the Presideo and other military reservations in the harbor of San Fran- 


cisco, Cal. 
On No. 121: Appropriates $100,000, as proposed by the Senate, for recon- 
struction and completion of £2 Providence ital building. 

_ On No, 122: Appropriates $100,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the erec- 
tion of a building on the Garfield Memoria Hospital grounds. 

On No. 128; Strikes out the provision ——_ by the Senate authorizing 
ms a of $75,000 for a site for an Army general hospital at Wash- 

gton, D. C. 

On Nos. 124 and 125: Appropriates $45,000, as pro by the Senate, for 
purchase or construction of a steam tug for use in New York harbor in the 
prevention of obstructive and injurious deposits therein. 

On No. 126: Strikes out the appropriation of $5,000 proposed by the Senate 
for bronze tablets at Falls of St. Marys River. 

On Nos. 127, 128, 128, 130, 131, 132, 1338, 134, 135, 136, and 187, relating to the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers: Spereqennes $55,000 for a bar- 


rack instead of a quartermaster’s storehouse at the Dayton Branch; in- 
creases the amount for current expenses from $31,000 to $34,800, and appropri- 
ates $8,500 for addition to quartermaster’s storehouse at the Milwaukee 


Branch; appropriates $25,000 for a 
Branch; and appropriates $30,000 
coe ee cla 
n No. Appropriates 
of the Army and Navy, and 
Government. 
On No. 139: Appropriates 


qparucmoeme’ storehouse at the Togus 
or an additional barrack at the Santa 


oe for a wharf at Newport, R.I., for use 
or the Treasury and other departments of the 


00,000, as proposed by the Senate, for carrying 
out the treaty between tee United States and Great Britain concluded at 
Washington January 24, 1903. 


On No. 140; Strikes out the appropriation of $50,000 paspeeee by. the Senate 
for expenses of a joint com on for the adjustment of differences be- 
— © United States and Great Britain in respect to the Dominion of 


oO the Senate, for care of | 





On No. 141: A’ tes $20,000 to 
thorized by article 9 of the award of 
by the treaty of W: of February 29, 1892. 

Appropriates $2,500, as proposed by the Senate, for compensa- 
tion and expenses for a competent person to carry out the recommendations 
in the report of the -American railway committee to the second inter- 
moe Ne me Ay Tero rintos $25,000, Inotond f $100,000 d by the Se 
o. 143: ro’ ‘ o ,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, to enable oe Prades to cooperate through diplomatic channels with 
the Governments of Mexico, China, Japan, and other countries for the pur- 
ypoose set forth in the message of the President to Congress of January 29, 


On No. 144: Appropetntcs $250,000, as proposed by the Senate, to commence 


F mye for the new examination au- 
e Lig oy of arbitration constituted 


the erection of the building for the cultural Department. 
On No. 145: Appropriates $9,000. ~ by the Senate, instead of $8,000. 
e pecgeces by House, for care of buildings rented by the Department of 
ustice 


On No. 146: Inserts the vision proposed by the Senate authorizing a 
ter compensation than'§2: to United States assistant district attorney 
Oe Ne in Ay oe MOO, posed by the Senate, for the United 
0. 147: Approp , 88 Pro’ y the Senate, for the Uni 
States pea? at McNetls Island. Washington 
On No. 148: Inserts the provision pro 
—_ 7 we Court of ee god, Land a _—e 30, _— et of 
m No. 149: as pro y the Senate, for a bust o 
the late President McKinley. 2 
On Nos. 150and 151, relating to the Geological Survey: Authorizes the print- 
ing of additional copies of maps for general purposes and the distribution of 
rn he bill 3 final om aoe riates $82,272,955.10, being $4,202,325 
e bill as finally upon ap 272,955.10, bein 202.5 
less than as it passed the Senate, $2,453,008 more than as it passed the House, 
$22,109,595.97 more than the appropriations for the current year, and $4,255,- 
026 more than the estimates. 


Vv the Senate extending the 


J.G. CANNON, 
J. A. HEMEN WAY, 
THOS. C. McRAE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the conference report has been 
read and also the statement of the House conferees. The House 
is now fully informed, I think, and unless some gentleman has 
some question to ask upon the merits of this matter I shall ask 
for a vote. 

Mr. LessLeR and Mr. McCLELLAN rose. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
yield, and to whom? 

Mr. CANNON. Astwo gentlemen from New York have risen, 
I will yield first to one and then to the other. 

Mr. CREAMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. 
important question, and we wish to hear. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Speaker, in view of the situation in which 
the House last session left the question of a new post-office build- 
ing for New York City, I should like the gentleman from Illinois 
to explain why the conferees of the House have not concurred in 
Senate amendment No. 5, appropriating $2,000,000 for the pur- 
chase of the site. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That was the question I wished to ask. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will reply to the question of both gen- 
tlemen, or the question of one adopted by the other. 

The proposition to purchase a site for an additional post-office 
from the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, at its terminal, and, 
as I understand, to be occupied jointly in part with that company, 
the proposed price being $2,000,000, never reached the House of 
Representatives. We never investigated it and had no knowl- 
edge about it. It did not reach the Senate until after this bill 
had been reported to the Senate with the amendments of the Sen- 
ate committee and while it was actually being considered. ‘‘On 
the run,”’ as it were, the Senate put the amendment into this bill. 

When we went into conference a gentleman who spoke, or pro- 
fessed to speak, in the inter-st of the New York Central Railroad 
Company, informed us that that company also had a site at its 
terminal, as it is to be, that it wanted to dispose of to the Gov- 
ernment for a post-office in view of the construction of its great 
terminal, and the application was made to the committee to see 
whether that matter could not also be treated. It was found on 
investigation that that proposition was not in conference, and, 
getting all the light that it was possible for us to get in the clos- 
ing hours of the session, the conferees on the part of the House— 


This is an 


| being, I think, quite as wise and knowing quite as much upon 
| this question as the Senate conferees—found themselves in a fog. 


We did not know exactly of what we were to authorize the pur- 
chase; we did not know and could not ascertain substantially of 
what we were to authorize the purchase, either from the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company or from the New York Central. 
Therefore, not knowing in the first place whether we wanted to 
buy this terminal property; not knowing whether it was worth 
2,000,000 or $1,000,000 (a suggestion being made to us that we 
could buy the New York Central terminal site for $1,000,000); 
not knowing whether we wanted one only or both; not knowing 
the kind of building which it was proposed to erect; not knowing 
whether it would be a post-office site, principally for the benefit 
of the United States and at the same time a benefit to the termi- 
nals of the respective companies (a benefit to the Government on 
the one hand and to the railway on the other); in this blissful 
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state of ignorance, catching the matter ‘‘on the run”’ in the clos- | Mr. CANNON. But I tried to shut him off, and he would not 


ing hours, we asked: ‘‘ Will these terminals be completed before 
Congress comes together again?’ And the answer came, ‘‘ No.’’ 
That was the only positive thing we could get, and we said: 
‘*This matter can for the present go out of the bill, and when 
Congress shall again meet, it being duly advised and having duly 
investigated, it can take the whole subject up next December and 
dispose of it upon its merits.’’ That is the whole story. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a couple of 
minutes? I am very much interested in this question. 

Mr. CANNON. Ican not yield for a speech. 

Mr. LESSLER. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether, under the provisions of the bill of last year, there was 
not appointed a committee, consisting of the Postmaster-General, 
the Attorney-General, and the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
whether that committee has not reported in favor of a site? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the report comes from them, as I have 
indicated, never to the House and never to the Senate, while this 
bill was being prepared, and for the first time while it was being 
considered in the Senate, and is not sufficient—in my judgment, 
was not—to authorize action upon the part of the conferees, and 
in my judgment upon the part of Congress. 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman from Illinois controls ten min- 
utes’ time, and I courteously ask him to yield me two minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill not yield. Does the gentleman desire 
to ask a question? 

Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. CANNON, 
What is it? 

Mr. SULZER. 


I do; and I desire to say something. 
Ask the question and I will then ask for a vote. 


My question is this: The Democrats in this 


House from the city of New York have earnestly, faithfully, and | 
consistently for the last six years, to my personal knowledge, | 
been endeavoring by every possible way to get a new post-oflice | 


in the city of New York. It is acknowledged by every person 
familiar with the situation that there is an urgent demand and 
necessity for such a new post-office 

Mr. CANNON. Itis along question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULZER. And it seems that after we have finally got 
the commission, and the commission has selected the site, and 
Congress is now ready to appropriate two millions to pay for the 
site, and the work is to begin, the gentleman from Illinois has 
stricken out the appropriation of $2,000,000, and he is responsible 
for it, and I want—— 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I do not yield to anybody. 
is not a question. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
point of order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I do not yield toanybody on the 
floor of this House. 


This 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee | 


has risen to a point of order. Will the gentleman state it? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The point of order I make | 


is that we are to have ten minutes’ time for debate on this re- 
port. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman correctly states 
the fact. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But the ten minutes have 
not been consumed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct, but the gentle- 
man from Illinois is in control of the time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. it nobody is to be recog- 
nized he can not demand a vote at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
No vote has been demanded. The gentleman from Illinois had 
ten minutes’ time and there are about three minutes remaining. 
The gentleman from Illinois is in control of that time. 

Mr. CANNON. 
the Chair! [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MCRAE rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman. rise? 

Mr. McRAE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. As soon as I take one minute I will. 

Mr. McRAE. 
time before the gentleman gives it all away. 

Mr. CANNON. I have how much time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three minutes and a half. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I trust the Chair did not take from my 
ten minutes the interruption of the gentlemen from New York 
[Mr. mene | eae everybody’s protest. — ; , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair certainly did. The 
gentleman yielded to him for a question. 


‘| agreeing to it. 


be shut off. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cooperated with the 
gentleman in the effort, but together we were not successful. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield one minute to my colleague on the con- 
ference committee, the gentleman from Arkansas |Mr. McRak}, 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I only want this minute for the 
purpose of saying that I assume my share of the responsibility 
for this report, and particularly for adhering to the disagreement 
of the House on this amendment No. 5, and in doing so I state 
to the House, and especially to those on this side, that I believe 
that the amendment ought not to have been agreed to by the 
conference committee. In the first place, this is not the proper 
bill nor the regular way to consider such an important public 
| building. In the second place, it involves $2,000,000, and the lo- 
cation of a post-office at the terminal of only one railroad running 
into that city, and that road only controls 40 per cent of the mail 
that goes into New York; whereas 60 per cent is yet to be pro- 
vided for if the method proposed for handling it is to be adopted. 
Ido not believe in voting away the public money by such items 
| in appropriation bills when proper consideration can not be given 
them, and if there is any criticism to be made for rejecting this 
amendment I am willing to stand up and assume, with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from In- 
diana {Mr. HEMENWAyY], my share of the responsibility for not 
[Applause. ] 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I just want—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ilinois. 
Mr. SULZER. Just one word. 





The gentleman has ten minutes. | 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to be protected by | 


I would like to have one or two minutes of the 


Mr. CANNON. Not one ten-thousandth part of a word. 
[Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. CANNON. Ivyield one-half minute tothe gentleman from 
| New York [Mr. DouG.as]. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to use the brief time 
| allowed me to express my protest and feeling of sincere regret 
| that the chairman of the committee has not seen fit to give us this 

appropriation. Personally I spent a great deal of time in endeav- 
| oring to find out the views and ideas of the commission, and they 
| seemed to heartily favor and indorse the plan. The intention was 
that the Pennsylvania site should only be a branch to expedite 
the mails with large floor space, and the New York Central site— 
I obtained the information from Postmaster-General Payne— 
was to give us a central branch post-office for mail purposes and 
the people’s benefit; and while [ do not question but that the 
chairman acted in all sincerity, it is a great pity another year is 
lost before action can be taken on a matter so important to New 
| York City and the country generally —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I have already covered the 
ground touching the amendment referred to. The gentleman 
from Arkansas |Mr. McRag] on the conference report has also 
covered the ground. 

_. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a point of or- 
der. I understood the Chair to say that the gentleman’s ten 
minutes had expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the Chair did not so an- 
nounce,. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Suuzer] 
criticises. He always thunders in the index. His form never has 

| darkened the doors of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House touching this or any other site for the New York post- 

| office. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I now ask for a vote. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that his committee never had anything to do with 
this appropriation until it was put on the bill in the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
| the conference report. 
| The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
| that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Division. 
not submitted at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| The question was taken; and there were—yeas 241, nays 11, 
| answered ‘‘ present ’’ 12, not voting 86; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 


Bates, 
Beidler, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
ishop, 


The noes were 


| Acheson, 
Adamson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me. 


Aplin, 
Babcoc 


Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 


Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
reing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
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Bowie, 
Brandegee, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brown 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Butler. 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Creamer, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dick 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Draper 
Driscoll, 
Dwight, 
Eddy, 
Elliott, 
Emerson, 


Flanagan, 
Goldfogle, 
Green, Pa, 


Burgess, 
Curtis, 
Gillett, Mass, 


Ada: 
ae 
arne 

~Bell, >’ 

Bellamy, 

Bingham 

in 

Bull -" 
Burnett, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Sones Tex. 

‘rowle 
Dahle, " 
Dayton, 
Deemer, 
Edwards, 
Feely, 
Fitzgeraid, 
Foss, 
Foster, Ml. 


Esch, Lester, 
Evans, Lever, 
Finley, Lewis, Ga. 
Fleming, Lewis, Pa. 
Fletcher, Lindsay, 
Flood, Littauer, 
Foerderer, Lloyd, 
Fordney. Long, 
Gaines, Tenn. Loud, 
Gaines, W. Va. Loudenslager, 
Gardner, Mich. Lovering, 
Gardner, N. J. McAndrews, 
Gibson, McCall, 
Gilbert, McCulloch, 
Gillet, N. Y. McLachlan, 
Gooch, McLain, 
Gordon, McRae, 
Graff, Maddox, 
Graham Mahon, 
Greene, Mass. Mahoney, 
Grosvenor, Marshal 
Hamilton, Martin, 
Hanbury, Maynard, 
Haskins, Mercer, 
Haugen, Mickey, 
Hay, Miers, Ind. 
Hedge, Miller, 
Hemenway, Moody, 
Henry, Conn. Moon, 
Hepburn, Morgan, 
Hildebrant, Morrell, 
Hitt. Morris, 
Hopkins, Moss, 
Howard, Mudd, 
Howell, Needham, 
a Nevin, 
Hull, Newlands, 
Irwin, Norton, 
Jack, Olmsted, 
Jackson, Kans, Otjen, 
Jackson, Md. Overstreet, 
Johnson, Padgett, 
Jones, Va. Palmer, 
Jones, Wash. Parker, 
Kahn, Patterson, Pa. 
Kehoe, Payne, 
Ketcham, Pearre, 
Kitchin, Claude Perkins, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Pierce, 
Kluttz, Pou, 
Kyle, Powers, Me. 
Lacey, Reeder, 
Lamb, Reeves, 
Landis, Rhea, 
Latimer, Richardson, Ala. 
Lawrence, Richardson, Tenn. 
NAYS—11. 
Lessler, Russell, 
Little, Sims, 
McClellan, Sulzer, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—12, 
Griggs, Knapp, 
Grow, Mann, 
Joy, Metcalf, 
NOT VOTING—86. 
Foster, Vt. McCleary, 
Fowler, McDermott, 
Fox, Meyer, La. 
Gardner, Mass. Minor, 
Gill, Mondell, 
Glass, Naphen, 
Glenn, Neville, 
Griffith Patterson, Tenn. 
Heatwole, Powers, Mass. 


Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, 
Holliday, 
Hooker, 
Jenkins, 
Jett, 


Livingston, 
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Prince, 
Pugsley, 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
Scarborough, 


Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


On this vote: 


Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Rem. 
Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Griaas. 
Mr. HavuGen with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina, 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. Crow Ley. 


Mr. Apams with Mr. Parrerson of Tennessee. 


Roberts, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 

Ryan, 

Scott, 

Selby, 

Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Slayden, 

Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snook, 
Southwick, 
Bporry: 

Spight, 

Stark, 

Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N.C. 
Thompson. 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N.Y. 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wiley, 
Williams, IL 
Woods, 
Wooten, 
Wright, 
Young, 
Zenor. 


Swann, 
Trimble. 


Mutchler, 
Sherman, 
Wilson. 


Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Skiles, 

Small, 

Smith, M1. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, 8. W. 
Snodgrass, 
Southard, 

ae, 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 

Thayer, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Vandiver, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Williams, Miss. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


CLAIMS OF CERTAIN CITIZENS OF VIRGINIA FOR DAMAGES TO THEIR 
PROPERTY. 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing veto message of the President; which was read: 
To the House of Representatives: 
I return without approval House bill No. 9682, entitled “An act for the 
allowance of claims of certain citizens of Virginia for damages to their prop- 
erty incident to the encampment at Manassas and march from Camp Alger 
to Thoroughfare Gap. Virginia, as recommended by a board of officers ap- 
e 


pointnd for the consi 


ration of claims for damages to property by volunteer 
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soldiers during the war with Spain,” with a view to having it reconsidered 
and amended. 
Attention is invited to the accompanying letter and statement of the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Wuuiter Hovss, March 3, 1903. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9692) for the allowance of claims of certain citizens of Virginia 
for damages to their property incident to the encampment at Manassas 
and march from Camp Alger to Thoroughfare Gap, Va., as recommended 
by a board of officers appointed for the consideration of claims for dam- 
ages to property by volunteer soldiers during the war with Spain. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to claimants in this act named the several sums appro- 
priated herein, the same being in full for and the receipt of the same to be 
taken and accepted in each case as a full and final release and discharge of 
their respective claims, namely: 

VIRGINIA. 


To B. F. Adams, of Prince William County, $157. 

To David J. Arrington, of Prince William County, $84. 
To Albert G. Beckwith, of Fairfax County, $38. 

To William Beverly, of Fauquier County, $33. 

To George C. Bleight, of Prince William County, $255. 
To A. M. Brady, of Prince William County, $18.30. 

To Joseph Brent, of Fairfax County, $38.50. 

To G. H. Burke, of Fairfax County, $46.17. 

To R. A. Burke, of Fairfax County, $64.50. 

To James W. Carr, of Prince William County, $25. 

To Shedrick Carter, of Prince William County, $10. 
To William Chloe, of Fairfax County, $9. 

To 8S. W. Cooksey, of Prince William County, $9. 

To Mrs. J. W. Cooksey, of Fairfax County, $39.50. 

To Dr. A. G. Coumbe, of Fairfax County, $6. 

To W. G. Crewe, of Prince William County, $50. 

To R. R. Crosen, of Fairfax County, $38.75. 

To William A. Crouch, of Fairfax County, $23.55. 

To Robert H. Davis, of Prince William County, $15. 
To John L. Ditweiler, of Fairfax County, $33.37. 

To S. H. Ditweiler, of Fairfax County, $80. 

To Albert A. Dewey, of Fairfax County, $30. 

To T. E. H. Dickens, of Prince William County, $49.50, 
To C. C. Dulaney, of Prince William County, $50. 

To Robert Dulaney, of Prince William County, $50. 
To J. F. Dyer, of Fairfax County, $25. 

To B. F. Fairfax, of Fairfax County, $27.50. 

To Elvira C. Finn, of Fairfax County, $3. 

To Mrs. Margaret M. an of Fairfax County, $37.75. 
To J. T. Flaherty, of Prince William County, $19.50. 
To Thomas Fletcher, of Fairfax County, $42.45. 

To J. W. Fletcher, of Prince William County, $30. 

To Mrs. James R. Foley, of Prince William County, $33. 
To Mary Gaskins, of Fairfax County, $9. 

To James Griffith, of Prince William County, $30. 

To Peter Grigsby, of Prince William County, $4. 

To John B. Hart, of Fairfax County, $54.65. 

To Spencer Hoskins, of Prince William County, $6.25. 
To Miss Ollie Hinson, of Prince William County, $31. 
To Mrs. B. J. Holden, of Fairfax County, $14.95. 

To David J. Hottenstein, of Prince William County, $31. 
To Henry James, of Prince William County, $3. 

To Peyton Johnson, of Prince William County, $40. 
To Thornton Johnson, of Prince William County, $22.50. 
To R. A. Jones, of Prince William County, $49. 

To J. A. Kinchloe, of Fairfax County, $50. 

To W. 8S. Kinchloe, of Fairfax County, $24. 

To J. P. Leachman, of Prince William County, $11. 

To Mack Lewis, of Prinze William County, $40. 

To Charles Lions, of Prince William County, $22. 

To Samuel Lloyd, sr., of Prince William County, $22.49. 
To Joseph Long, of Prince William County, $3.75. 

To Miss Dollie Lynch, of Prince William County, $8. 
To Charles L. Marshall, of Fairfax County, $16.50. 

To Robert E. Marshall, of Fairfax County, $262. 

To Joseph Mayhugh, of Prince William County, $9.75. 
To James J. McGahey, of Fairfax County, $92.10. 

To Andrew Nelson, of Fairfax County, $41.95. 

To Charles Parker, of Fairfax County, $21.75. 

To C. B. Parker, of Fairfax County, $9. 


To R. T. Payne, of Prince William County, $25.40. 
To Frantz Peters, of Prince William County, $7.50. 
To Bell Phillips, of Fairfax County, $10. 

To William Pinn, of Prince William County, $58. 


To Miss C. Pullin, of Prince William County, $7. 

To Dr. L. W. Ritchie, of Fairfax County, $43.75. 

To F. P. Rittenour, of Fairfax County, $60. 

To Milton A. Rollins, of Prince William County, $18. 
To Alvin H. Rouse, of Prince William County, $56.75, 
To James Shirley, of Prince William County, $9. 

To J. T. Smallwood, of Prince William County, $5. 

To Joseph L. Speakes, of Prince William County, $85.65, 
To Henry E. Spittle, of Prince William County, $25.10. 
To John Sutfin, of Prince William County, $11. 

To Mrs. M. O. Swart, of Prince William County, $75. 
To Pat. Sweeney, of Prince William County, $50. 

To C. F. Swetnam, of Fairfax County, $38.05. 

To H. G. Thornton, of Prince William County, $16. 

To T. B. Whedbee, of Prince William County, $18. 

To David Williams, of Fairfax County, $103.50. 

To E. N. Woodyard, of Prince William County, $7. 

To G. B. Wright, of Fairfax County, $6. 

To William H. Wrenn, of Fairfax County, $427. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the message and 
bill to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
moves to refer the bill and message to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Mr. PAYNE. On that I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
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the Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes appeared to 


have it. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Division. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, nays 74, 


answered *‘ present ’’ 13, not voting 127; as follows: 
YEAS—136. 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Bishop. 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Connell, 
Coom bs. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Broussa., 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cowherd, 
Davey, La. 
De Armond, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 


Burgess, 
Curtis, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Grow, 


Adams, 
Babcock, 
Ball, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Brantley, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burleigh, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 


Dinsmore, 


So the —— 
owing 


The fo 


Dick, 
Douglas, 
Draper, 
Dwight, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 

Evans, 
Fleming, 
Fletcher, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Foss, 

Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, N.J. 
Gibson, 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 
Hull, 

Jack, 
Jackson, Md. 


Jenkins, 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 
Kehoe, 
Ketcham, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McLachlan, 
Mahon, 
Martin, 
Maynard, 
Minor, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Morris, 
Moss, 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
Norton, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 


NAYS—“4. 


Flood, 

Sainee, Tenn. 
Gilbert 
Green, Pa. 


Jackson, Kans. 
Johnson, 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Lester, 
Lever, 
Lindsay, 
Little, 
Lloyd, 
McAndrews, 
McClellan, 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—13. 


Joy, 
McRae, 
Mann, 
Metcalf, 


Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon 
Neville, 
Padgett, 
Pou, 

Rhea, 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 

Selby, 

Shackleford, 

Seeeentaee, 
Si 


. 


Mutchler, 
Prince, 


Richardson, Ala. 


Sherman, 


NOT VOTING—1L. 


Dougherty, 
Dovener, 
Driscoll, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Feely, 
Flanagan 
Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
Fox, 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Giass, 
Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Irwin, 

Jett, 


Until further notice: 
Mr. Hopkins with Mr. SHEPPARD. 
Mr. BrineHamM with Mr. Henry of Texas. 


Kern, 
aoe. 
Cnapp, 

Knox, 


Livingston, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 


McLain, 
—— 
ercer 
Me rer, Lia. 
Miller, 
Mondell, 
Moody, 
Naphen, 
Nevin, 
Newlands, 
Palmer, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre, 


nestion was ordered. 
ditional pairs were announced: 


Payne, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Me. 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H.C. 
Smith, Ss. W. 
Smith,Wm. Alden 
Southard 
Southwick. 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N.Y. 
Storm, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Young. 


Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Spight, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson 
Thomas, N. Cc. 
Thompson, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
White, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wooten, 
Zenor. 


Reid, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 


Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
rae his, 
an Voor 
Wachter, 
Wheeler, 
Wiley, 
Wilson, 
Woods 
Wright. 


Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
Mr. CANNON with Mr. McRag. 
Mr. Curtis with Mr. BuRGEss. 
Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 


On this vote: 


Marca 8, 


Mr. PatTreRsoN of Pennsylvania with Mr. RicHARDSON of 


Alabama. 


Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GorpDon. 
Mr. CONNER with Mr. ELLIorr. 
Mr. Cor iss with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. DINSMORE. 


Mr. Mupp with Mr. NapHen. 


Mr. Moopy with Mr. Rerp. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). 


The question is 


on the motion of the ge’itieman from New York to refer the bill 
and the veto message t« t}.e Committee on War Claims. 

The question was take; and Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee 
demanded a divisicn. 
I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 186, nays 2, an- 
swerec ‘‘ present’’ 18, not voting 144; as follows: 


YEAS—186. 


Mr. STEELE. 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me, 
Babcock, 
Barney, 
Bates, 
Bishop, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Bowersock, 
Bowie, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Connell, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
De Armond, 
Dick, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Douglas, 
Draper, 


Adamson, 
Boutell, 
Curtis, 
Flood, 
Foster, Vt. 


Adams, 
Aplin, 
Ball, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
a 4 

reazeale 
Broussard, 
Bull, 


Bu 

Burk, Pa. 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 


Dwight, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 

Evans, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 
Fletcher, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Fowler, 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gibson, 
Gilbert, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 
Irwin, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jackson, Md. 
Johnson, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kluttz, 

Kyle, 

Lacey, 


Lamb, 
Landis, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lessler, 


Lewis, Pa. 
Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
Little, 
Littlefield, 
Lloyd, 
Long, 
Loudenslager, 
McAndrews, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McLachlan, 
McLain, 
Maddox 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Maynard, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Mondell, 
Moody, 
Moon, 
Morris, 


M 
Mudd 
eville. 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 


Pon, 
Randell, Tex. 


NAYS—2. 


Bartlett, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—18. 


Gillett, Mass. 


Thompson. 


McRae, 
Mann, 
Metcalf, 
Needham, 
Prince, 


NOT VOTING—14. 


Burton, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cannon 
Cassingham, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 


Feely, 
Tene, 


extwole, 
Henry, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, 


Reeder 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Rixey, 
Robb, 
Rucker, 
Russell, 
Schirm, 
Site 
shallenberger, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
ani. Wm. Alden 
nodgrass, 
Southard 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Spight, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Vandiver, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Ml. 
Young. 


Richardson, Ala. 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis. 
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Minor, Reeves, Sheppard, Taylor, Ala. 
Morgan, Reid, Sherman, Thayer, 
Morrell, Rhea, Sims, Thomas, N. C. 
Mutchler, Roberts, Skiles, Tompkins, Ohio 
Naphen, Robertson, La. Smith, I. Trimble, 
Nevin, Robinson, Ind. Smith, 8. W. Wanger, 
Newlands, Robinson, Nebr. Snook, Warner, 
Norton, Ruppert, Sparkman, Wheeler, 
Patterson, Pa. Ryan, Stark, White, 
Patterson, Tenn. Scarborough, Stephens, Tex. Williams, Miss. 
Pierce, Scott, Stewart, N.J. | Wilson, 
Powers, Me. Shackleford, Swann, Woods, 
Powers, Mass. Shafroth, Swanson, Wooten, 
Pugsley. Shattuc, Talbert, Wright, 
Ransdell, La. Shelden, Tate, Zenor. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. ZENorR. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. Wooren. 

Mr. Mercer with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. MorrELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania, 

On this vote: : : 

Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. PuGs.Ley. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

- Mr. Hotumay with Mr. SNooK. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, has the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr,. PatTERSON] voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Then I wish to withdraw my 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the gentle- 
man’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama, and 
he answered “‘ present,’’ as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair lays before the House 
the following concurrent resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 12199) to 
regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States, are hereby author- 
ized and directed to correct the cross references by sections in said bill, made 
necessary by the changed numbering of the sections thereof, namely: 

Page 8, lines 2 and 3, strike out “thirty-three” and insert “thirty-two.” 

Page 6, line 23, strike out “five” and insert “four.” 

Page 8, line5, strike out ‘‘five” and insert “four.” 

Page 8, line 11, strike out “six” and insert “five.” 

Page 9, line 4, strike out “six” and insert “five.” 

Page 13, line 7, strike out “thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen’ and insert 
“twelve, thirteen, and fourteen.” 

Page 13, line 14, strike out “thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen" and insert 
“twelve, thirteen, and fourteen.” 

Page 16, line 13, strike out “five and six” and insert “four and five.” 

Page 16, line 17, strike out “ eighteen "’ and insert ‘“‘ seventeen.” 


Page 17, line 21, strike out “twenty-one” and insert “twenty.” 
Page 18, line 5, strike out “‘ twenty ’ and insert “ nineteen.” 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration, that these errors may be corrected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
asked for, and that is the pending question. 
question is negatived, the gentleman can then make his motion. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point that the | 


motion to refer takes precedence over the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question has precedence over the motion to refer. 

While the question was being taken, 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 68, 
answered “ present’’ 18, not voting 124; as follows: 


YEAS—140. 

Acheson, Connell, Fordne Hopkins, 
Allen, Me, Conner, Gaines, W. Va. Howell, 
Babcock, Coombs, Gardner, Mass. Huil, 
Bartholdt, Corliss, Gardner, Mich. Irwin, 
Bates, Cousins, Gardner, N. J. Jack, 
Blakeney, Cromer, Gibson, Jackson, Md, 
Boreing, Crumpacker, Gillet, N. Y. Jenkins, 
Bowersock, Currier, Graff, Jones, Wash. 
Brandegee, Cus Graham. bn, 
Brick, Dalzell Greene, Mass. Ketcham, 
Bristow, Darragh, Grosvenor, Knapp, 
Bromwell, Davidson, Hamilton, Kyle, 
_, peok. Hanbury, pace . 

walow, aper, Haskins, n 
Burk, Pa. i Haugen, Lassiter, 
Burke, 8. Dak, Eddy, Hedge, Latimer, 
Burkett, Emerson, Hemenway, Lawrence, 
Burleigh, Esch, Henry, Conn. Lessler 
Burton, Evans, Hepburn, Lewis, Pa. 
Butler, Finley, Hil, Littauer, 
Cannon, Fletcher, Hitt, Littlefield, 
Cassel, Foerderer, Holliday, Long, 


The previous question has been 
If the previous | 


The motion for the previous 





Loudenslager, Needham, Roberts, Storm, 
Lovering, Nevin, Schirm, Sulloway, 
McCall, Oimsted, Scott, Sulzer, 
McCleary, Otjen, Shattuc, Tawney, 
Marshall. Overstreet, Showalter, Thomas, Iowa 
Martin, Palmer, Smith, D1. Tirrell, 
Mercer, Parker, Smith, Iowa Tompkins, N. Y. 
Miller, Patterson, Pa Southard, Vreeland, 
Moody, Payne, Southwick, Wagoner, 
Morgan, Pearre, Sperry, Warner, 
Morris, Perkins, Steele, Watson, 
Moss, Reeder, Stevens, Minn. Weeks, 
Mudd, Reeves, Stewart, N.J. Wright. 
NAYS—48. 
Allen, Ky. Dougherty, Lloyd, Robb, 
Bankhead, Elliott, McAndrews, Robinson, Ind. 
Bell, Flanagan, McClellan, Selby, 
Benton, Flood, Maddox, Shallenberger, 
Billmeyer. Gaines, Tenn, Mahoney, Sims, 
Bowie, Glass, Maynard, Slayden, 
Breazeale, Gooch, Mickey, Smith, Ky. 
Brundidge, Jackson, Kans, Miers, Ind. Snook, 
Caldwell, Jones, Va. Moon, Spight, 
Candler, Kitchin, Claude Neville, Stark, 
Cassingham, Kluttz, Norton, Thomas, N. C. 
Clark, Lamb, Padgett, Thompson, 
Clayton, Lester, Randell, Tex. Underwvod, 
Cowherd, Lever, Rhea, Vandiver, 
Crowley, Lewis, Ga, Richardson, Ala. Williams, Ill. 


Do Arn nd, 
Dinsmore, 


Adamson, Gillett, Mass. McLachlan, Prince, 
Barney, Green, Pa. McRae, Sherman, 
Bou‘ell, Griggs, Mann, Wanger. 
Curtis, Joy, Metcalf, 
Foster, Vt. Loud, Mutchler, 

NOT VOTING—124. 
Adams, Dovener, Knox, Sibley, 
Alexander, Dwight, Livingston, Skiles, 
Aplin, Edwards, McCulloch, Small, 
Ball, eely, McDermott, Smith, H. C. 
Bartlett, Fitzgerald, McLain, Smith, S. W. 
Beidler, Fleming, Mahon, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bellamy, 083, Meyer, La. Snodgrass, 
Belmont, Foster, il, Minor, Sparkman, 
Bingham, Fowler, Mondell, Stephens, Tex. 
Bishop, Fox, Morrell, Stewart, N.Y. 
Blackburn, Gilbert, Naphen, Sutherland, 
Brantley, Gill, Newlands, Swann, 
Broussard, Glenn, Patterson, Tenn. Swanson, 
Bull, Goldfogle, Pierce, Talbert, 
Burgess, Gordon, Pou, Tate, 
Burleson, Griffith, Powers, Me. Tayler, Ohio 
Burnett, Grow, Powers, Mass. Taylor, Ala, 
Calderhead, Hay, Pugsley, Thayer, 


Capron, 
Cochran, 


Lin isay, 
Little, 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Rixey, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—18. 


Heatwole, 
Henry, Miss, 


tansdell, La. 
Reid, 


Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


Tompkins, Ohio. 
b! 


ITs) ry 
AT 


Conry, Henry, Tex. Robertson, La. Yan Voorhis, 
Cooney, Hilde brant, Robinson, Nebr. Wachter, 
Cooper, Tex. Hooker, Rucker, Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Wis. Howard, Ruppert, Warnock, 
Creamer, Hughes, Russell, Vheeler, 
Dahle, Jett, Ryan, White, 
Davy, La. Johnson, Scarborough, Wiley, 
Davis, Fla. Kehoe, Shackleford, Wilson, 
Dayton, Kern, Shafroth, Woods, 
Deemer, Kitchin, Wm. W. Shelden, Wor ten, 
Douglas, Kleberg, Sheppard, Young. 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 


Mr. Youne with Mr. WILEY. 
On this vote: 


Mr. Knox with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
Mr. DoVENER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 
Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. RUSSELL. 


The result of the vote was announced, as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on agreeing 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to say something 
in opposition to this resolution. As I understand, the rule allows 
twenty minutes for debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
demands recognition in opposition—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thisisa resolution that has 
not been debated; and under Rule XXVIII, paragraph 3. the right 
of debate undersuch circumstances is allowed for twenty minutes 
on each side, after the ordering of the previous question, on all 
questions or propositions upon which there has been no debate. 
Of course upon this resolution there has been no debate. This 
concurrent resolution involves a new question which has not been 
debated, and therefore under paragraph 3 of Rule XXVIII I have 
the right to be heard on it for twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Tennessee to a ruling made in 
the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, wherein it was held 
that ‘‘debate meant debate upon the main proposition and not 
upon anything incidentally connected therewith.” 



























































ne es | ct 


3020 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
rule. 
bated in Committee of the Whole it has been held that when we 


Of course, I recognize that 


get into the House, debate having occurred in Committee of the | Oleh 
sted, 
| Otjen, 


Whole, further debate is not allowed after the previous question 
is ordered. But this is a new proposition; it is one we have not 
had before; it is not incidental to the immigration bill. 
that we ought to be allowed debate on this new proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair further calls the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Tennessee to a ruling in the Con- 
gress just cited, wherein it was held that— 

The previous questior. having been ordered on a conference report relat- 
ing toasubject which had been debated in the House before being sent to 


a conference, it was held that the forty minutes of debate should not be al- 
lowed. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
10t cover this case. 
tion 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Oh, no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). An independ- 
ent proposition, which has not been considered before. It pre- 


Procisely; but that does 
I am contending that this is a new proposi- 


sents new questions entirely, and can not come within the rule | 


which the Chair has invoked. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Has the Chair read para 
graph 3 of Rule XXVIII, which is as broad as the English lan- 
gu2ge can make it? It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that we are 
certainly entitled to debate this proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is perfectly clear to the Chair 
that this is.a proposition which has been debated. The present 
proposition is merely the correction of a clerical error in the con- 
ference report; it is not a new subject, but is a subject which has 
been debated. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Has there been any debate 
on correcting this error, or these errors? There has not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s point is over- 
ruled. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Teunessee. I respectfully appeal from 
the decision of the Chair overruling my point of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point that that is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is perfectly clear to the Chair 
that there is no other purpose in the appeal than to consume 
time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Chair is very much 
mistaken in ascribing that motive to me, when I say that I desire 
to debate this proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Chair can not agree with 


The Chair overrules the point of 


I know, for instance. that where a question has been de- | 


I insist | Ba 
| Palmer, 


Mudd, 

| Needham, 
Neville, 
Nevin, 
Norton, 


Overstreet, 
Padgett, 


Parker, 


Payne, 
Perkins, 
Pou, 

Powers, Me. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder, 


Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 


Curtis, 
Glass, 


Green, Pa. 


Adams, 


| Adamson, 


Babe ck, 
Bankhead, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Boreing, 
Bowie, 





Bull, 
Burgess, 
Burkett, 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Dahle, 
Dayton, 

De Armond, 
Deemer, 
Dinsmore, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Eddy, 


Patterson, Pa. 
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Richardson, Ala. 
Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 

Ryan, 

Scott, 

Selby, 
Shallenberger, 
Shelden, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 


Smith, 8S. W. 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 
Spight, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C. 


NAYS—I8. 


Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—11. 


Johnson, 
Joy, 
Mann, 


Davey, La. 
Flood, 
Gordon, 
Little, 
Rhea, 


Metcalf, 
Mutchler, 
Prince, 


NOT VOTING—120. 


Edwards, 
Evans, 
Feely, 
Flepaing, 
Oss, 
Foster, Ill. 


Gaines, W. Va. 
Gill, 

Gillett, Mass, 
Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Grow, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Jack, 

Jett, 

Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Kern, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 


Lassiter, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
Maynard, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, La, 
Mickey, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Morris, 
Naphen, 
Newlands, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pearre, 
Pierce, 
Powers, Mass. 
Pugsley, 
Randell, Tex. 
Reeves, 

Reid, 

Roberts, 
Robertson, La. 


Robinson, Nebr. 


Ruppert, 


So the concurrent resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
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Thom mn, 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N. Y, 
Underwood, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Wright, 

Zenor. 


Richardson, Tenn 
Shackleford, 
Stark. 


Sherman, 
Wanger. 


Scarborough, 
Schirm, 
Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 

&kiles, 

Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 

Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
‘Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 
Vandiver, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wachter, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 

Wiley, 

Woods, 
Wooten, 
Young. 


order. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


he ought not to give a wrong reason. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. PAYNE. 


nays. 


The question is on agreeing to | 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 201, nays 18, 


The Chair can do that, but 


I call for a division. 
In order to save time, I call for the yeas and 


answered ‘* present ’’ 11, not voting 120; as follows: 
YEAS—201. 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Ball, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
tes, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Brown 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8S. Dak. 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Connell, 
Conner, 


Coombs, 
Cooney, 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fila. 
Dick, 
Dougherty, 
Draper, 
Driscoll, 
Dwight, 
Elliott, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 
Fletcher, 


Foster, 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 


Gilbert, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Graff. 
Graham 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 


Hay, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 


Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Howar 
Howell, 


pages, 

Hull, 

Irwin, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 


Ketcham, 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Kluttz, 
Knapp, 


Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Landis, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Lester, 
Lever, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Lloyd, 


Long, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McAndrews, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
oe, 
cRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Mahoney, 
Ma: 
Martin, 
Miers, Ind. 


Until further notice: 

Mr. MANN with Mr. Jett. 

Mr. Drisco_u with Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana, 

For the vote: . 

Mr. GILt with Mr. KLesrra. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
| from the President of the United States, which was read, ordered 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions: P 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report from the Soar of State covering a state- 
| ment showing the receipts and disbursements of the Louisiana Purchase Ex- 
position Company for the month of January, 1903, furnished by the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition Commission wed on nen of section li of the “Act to 
provide for celebrating the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of 
the Louisiana Territory,” etc., approved March 3, 1901. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuuite House, March 8, 1908. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, ordered 
| printed, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a report by the 
architects, with accompanying pictures, regarding the work of repairing 
Ses the te House and the erection of the Executive office 

uilding. 


Wuuitr Hovuss, February 28, 1903. 


RAILROAD THROUGH VANCOUVER BARRACKS AND MILITARY RESER- 
VATION IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and take from the Speaker’s table and pass the bill (5S. 
7445) authorizing and empowering the Secretary of War to locate 
a right of way for and granting the same and a right to operate 
and maintain a line of railroad through the Vancouver Barracks 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
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and Military Reservation in the State of Washington to the Port- 

land, Vancouver and Yakima Railway Company, its successors 

and assigns, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
empowered to locate a right of way, not exceeding 100 feet in width, through 
the landsof the Vancouver Barracks and Military Reservationif in his judg- 
ment it can be done in such a manner as not to interfere with the uses of 
said reservation for military purposes by the United States; and when said 


right of way shall be so located it is peteht Senet during the pleasure of | 
a 


Congress to the Portland, Vancouver and kima Railroad, a corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of Washington, its successors and as- 
signs, for the pu of constructing a railroad and telegraph line thereon: 
Provided, That the said right of way and the width and location thereof 
through said lands, the compensation therefor, and the regulations for op- 
erating said railroad within the limits of the said military reservation so as 
to prevent alldamage to public property or for public uses shall be pre- 


scribed by the Secretary of War prior to any entry upon said lands or the | 


commencement of the construction of said works: Provided also, That when- 
ever said right of way shall cease to be used for the purposes aforesaid the 
same shall revert to the United States, 

Src 2. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | 


consent that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects, and the Chair ap- 
points to tell the House the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. STEv- 
ENS. and the gentleman from Texas, Mr. SLAYDEN. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 71, noes 1. 

Accordingly, a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS] in support of the bill and the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] in opposition. ‘ 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
thorize the Secretary of War to locate a right of way not exceed- 
ing 100 feetin width through the lands of the Vancouver Barracks 
and Reservation if in his judgment it can be done without inter- 


fering with that reservation for any military purposes, and if a | 
right of way can be so located it is granted, during the pleasure | 


of Congress, to the Portland, Vancouver and Yakima Railway 
Company. Before that company can proceed with any construc- 


tion it must file its plans as provided by law, and the Secretary of | 


War shall prescribe the regulations, rules, and compensation for 


the construction, operation, and maintenance before any com- | 


mencement of this work can be had. 

This bill has been submitted to the Secretary of War. He has 
suggested certain amendments to protect the interests of the 
United States. Those amendments have all been adopted. The 
bill has been unanimously reported by the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs, by the House Committee on Military Affairs, and 
no one has reported any objection. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves the balance of his 
time. The gentleman from Texas is recognized. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINEs]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, digressing from the 


then pending measure a day or two ago, I took occasion to allude | 
to the sale of some relics that have long adorned the White House, | 


and I then, as now, denounced the act. I said a valuable and 
historic mirror I knew had been sold, and some relics given Presi- 
dent Jackson, and a sideboard given Mrs. President Hayes. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] stated that he did not 
believe that this sideboard had been so sold. That is what he said 
in substance. Now, I want to say that, as a matter of fact, that 
sideboard has been identified, not only by Mr. Hayes, the son of 
President and Mrs. Hayes, who has offered Mr. Frank, who now 
owns it, several hundred dollars for it, but Mr. Frank, a few 
moments ago, came here to the door and called for me and sev- 
eral others, and stated that he has it in his possession and that he 
is in receipt of letters from the Art School at Cincinnati, where 
the article was made, and that the letters describe it exactly. 
In addition to that, the Cincinnati Enquirer had a photograph 
taken of this sideboard, now in Mr. Joseph M. Frank’s saloon, the 
‘Washington Brewery,”’ in the city of Washington, and had that 
picture sent to Cincinnati, where it was compared with the picture 
of the article taken before it was sent to the White House in 1877. 


The original was taken by Mr. Fry, the artist who carved it, and | 


the two pictures are exactly alike, so the Enquirer and Mr. John 
R. McLean inform me. So there is no question in the world 
about the identity of the article. 

Mr. Speaker, without further taking up the time of the House 


I desire to read an article from the Cincinnati Enquirer, which | 


gives a history of this sideboard. It was presented along in No- 
vember, 1877. It describes it minutely. Of course, gentlemen, 
you understand that there should not be any politics in this. 


Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to an- | 


The other day, I think through a misunderstanding, you made 
politics of it. I know a great many of you have expressed regret 
to me that you voted against my resolution that I introduced, 
calling on Colonel Bingham to make a statement to Congress, 


telling us what he sold and what he had not sold of the relics. , 


Now, I will tell you what has occurred. 

This morning I received a letter from Mr. Patterson, of Penn- 
| sylvania, the grandson of Gen. Robert Patterson, who presented 
to President Andrew Jackson some relics which this gentleman, 
| Mr. Frank, tells me he bought. Only a few minutes ago he told 
| me that he had sold them to a very distinguished citizen of the 
| city of Washington, who has completed a mansion where he pro- 
| poses to putthem. Mr. Patterson has written to me, thanking 
| me for the speech I made here Saturday alluding to the Patter- 
son relics. He also wrote to his friend, Representative Parrer- 
| SON of Pennsylvania, calling on him to please run down these 
relics, so that he and his sisters might buy them,I presume. They 
were here a few days ago, the ladics members of the D. A. R., 
rejoicing in the history of our country and the history of Jackson 
and Armstrong and Monroe and Weshington and Jefferson, and 
| all the other American idols whose names are no more to be 
hemmed in by State lines than their patiiotism is capable of being 
‘ircumscribed within the same narrow limits. This gentieui.n 
| (Mr. Frank) said, ‘‘ Mr. Games, it was a shame to sell those 
things. Every one of them has a history that is dear to the heart 
of somebody in the United States.”’ 

Now, gentlemen, you have made politics out of this. You have 
voted down my resolution, and I want to read an editorial from 
a Pennsylvania paper on that point: 

(Harrisburg Star-Independent, Monday, March 2, 1903.] 
THE GAINES RESOLUTION. 


Just why the Republicans in Congress have elected to oppose any investi- 

tion of the charge that White House relics have been call oe destroyed it 
is hard tosay. The matter is not strictly a partisan one, though, of course, 
| it is possible to make a political issue out of it. Great church schisms have 
been caused by differences over the depth of an ot visance, a woman's smile 
has been known to cause a bloody war, and a Congress that is willing to un- 
seat a Congressman in order that another man might be given $10,000 in sal- 
ary would doubtless not experience any difficulty in making politics out of 
much smaller things than gilt candelabra and cold-water sideboards. 
} Nevertheless this is a matter that should be treated upon its own merits 





| and kept free from all political bias. If the custodians of arene property 
| are not properly treating gifts sent by the people to the White House or to 

anyother Government building in Washington the people havea right to 
know it. Consequently there is no good reason why the Gaines resolution 
should not be favorably acted upon. It is not even hinted that the actions 
of the custodians complained of have been anything more than a lack of re- 
spect for relics of historic interest, but that, if it be proved, is enough to 
| earn for them public censure. 

There must bs hundreds of articles scattered about Washington around 
which are clustered interesting memories, and it is not right that as soon as 
they get in the road ora change in their surroundings makes them incon- 
gruous, they are either put at auction and sold for a pittance or else thrown 
upon the nearest junk heap. Congress should see that steps are taken to 
preserve these articles and their histories. To take such an action would 
not be “descending to diminutives and tracing the whereabouts of second- 
hand furniture,” as Representative GROSVENOR suggested. Nor was Mr. 
| CANNON’S reference to Madison's clothesline relevant. 

The inquiry suggested, however, would insure that in the future the Gov- 
ernment would observe that courtesy toward the donors of gifts that com- 
mon politenessand good breeding demands of nations as wellasof individuals. 

What I want is for Congress not only to go and get these things 
presented by General Patterson, but those presented by the Art 
School in Cincinnati; indeed, all those other relics sold from the 
White House. 

Mr.SULZER. Do you not think this is a case for the police? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, I think the police would be 
very glad to be ordered to find them. I think the American 
people will police the White House hereafter before they let such 
a thing as this occur again. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent to place 
this little clipping from the Cincinnati Enquirer in the Recorp, 
giving a history of this thing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MOON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER]. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have order fora 
few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, we have heard much in the 
| last few days about the importance of doing business. We have 

heard, for instance, from the gentleman from Iowa yesterday 
| that the great supply bills of the Government were being held up, 
| and that the Republican party, the majority of this House, were 

determined to pass them; they had the power to do so; they in- 
| tended to do so; and yet he complained that by the action of the 

minority here the wheels of Government are being clogged. 
I want to ask the gentleman to explain if he will, or any member 


> an NS eee 


en ne ee ee NR 





EER Ie ee ee a a a 


‘ 
2 AS et Pye 


3022. 






of the majority here to explain if he will, why it is that within 
the last few daysof the session, when it isso important that these 
great suppiy bills shall be passed, your party has seen fit to con- 
sume a whole legislative day in stealing a Democratic seat in the 
House and giving it to a Republican? Whatreason was there for 
it? You do not even undertake to find out whether there was 
evidence or not. You did not even read theevidence. Thereare 
only two men in the House on the Republican side who even pro- 
fess to have read it, and they even do not claim to have read all 
of it. 

In the consideration of this election case it is not the mere fact 


of turning out a Democrat and putting a Republican in in his | 


place, but the method by which it was done, and the unseemly, 
unjust, and discreditable method by which you explain it. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, if it isa question. 

Mr. MILLER. Have you read the evidence in that case? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I have read a great deal of it, a great deal 
more, I think, than the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. MILLER. I have read all of it, every word of it. 
you read the testimony of Doctor—— 


Have 


Mr. VANDIVER. I will not take further time to answer | 


you now. [Laughter on the Republican side]. I have only five 
minutes and have something to say myself. . 


Mr. MILLER. Will you allow me toask you another question? | 


Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield any further. 

Mr. MILLER. Allow me to ask you one question? 

Mr. VANDIVER. If it is just a question, ask it. 

Mr. MILLER. Have you read the testimony of Dr. Faulkner, 
who testifies that the police of the city of St. Louis paid $21,000 
into the campaign fund of the Democratic party at the last elec- 
tion in that city? 
this case of Butler. | 

Mr. RUCKER. He never said it. 

Mr. MILLER. The receipt for the money is also found upon 
the same page. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. RUCKER. I say it is not true. 

Mr. MILLER. I know what is in the record, and unfortu- 
nately the gentleman from Missouri does not know. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri to yield to me for a second—— 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON (continuing). For me to say that the Repub- 


lican majority of Elections Committee No. 2, in their report, in | 


their discussion, rely not on a syllable of the proposition of the 
gentleman from Kansas; and he dare not deny it. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield further. Iwill read, gen- 
tlemen, a little of the evidence, which if the gentleman from 
Kansas has read he has certainly not comprehended. As to what 


to show that any contribution went into that district; and I am 
reliably informed that they did not; and the gentleman’s state- 


ment is misleading. They contributed to the State campaign, | 


and not the Congressional. 


Now, then, further, when he talks again of the result in that dis- | 


trict let him consider these facts: First, that it is a Democratic 


district, and has been Democratic for a whole generation, and | 


that with only three exceptions the Democratic party has always 
carried it for a an rter of a century. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for another | 


question? 


Mr. VANDIVER. I ask that the gentleman allow me two 


minutes more? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I want tosay, furthermore, that this is one 
of the largest and wealthiest districts in the United States; that 
it has always been represented here by a Democrat with three ex- 
ceptions. In the canvass of 1896 and 1898 the money question dis- 
turbed the politics of that district, and they sent a Republican 
here—a very creditable and honorable gentleman, I want to say, 
in Major Pearce, of St. Louis—and only once beside within the 
last quarter of a century has that district sent a Republican here. 

That district has gone Democratic even when your Ziegenheim 
machine undertook to control the politics of St. Louis, and a 
dirtier or more shameless administration of city affairs was never 
known in any State in the Union. Furthermore, let me say to 
yon the explanation of the result in that district in this campaign 


is vlearly brought out in the evidence of a Republican who testi- | 


fied in this case, a prominent Republican of St. Louis, Julius 

Wurtzberger, who was city collector, and occupied public office 

for nearly twenty y: 
The SPEAKER. 


expired. 
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You will find it on page 2262 of the record in | 


| with such temporary success. Butascertainas Holy 
| sins will find you out.”’ 
| against the trusts, but instead of effective legislation to bridle the 
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Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
put this in the REcorD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

; a MOON and several members on the Republican side ob- 
jected. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I now yield the balance of my 
A minutes—to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 

ITTLE]. 

- Mr. ITTLE. Does the gentleman from Missouri want more 
imer 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; just a moment. 

Mr. LITTLE. I will yield the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, here is what Julius Wurtz- 
berger said. The question referred to the nominations in that 
district and the dissension in the Republican ranks: 


Q. Did that have any result in leaving any dissatisfaction in the minds of 

Republican voters? 
_ A. It demoralized the Republican party to such an extent that the ward 
in which I had the pleasure to live in, which used to give more plurality than it 
gave Republican votes at the last election—in other words, at the last election 
when I was committeeman we had 1,950 plurality, I think, and I believe that 
is mene than the Republican votes that were cast at the last election in that 
ward. 

Q. So that pee to the defection and fight in the committee and the dis- 
satisfaction of the people growing out of that, the ward in which you lived 
ore a much larger plurality than it polled votes at the last election for the 

epublican party? 

A. Yes, sir; it was absolutely demoralized. ea stayed at home and 
else. 

Q. You were generally cognizant of the political conditions over the city at 
map pare 708 not? 

es, sir. 


In other words, dissatisfaction primarily in the ranks of your 
own party accounted largely for the great majority given for 
Butler in that election. Furthermore, let it be remembered that 


| this committee when they first brought in this case and asked for 


a day for the consideration of it alleged that there were sixty or 
more polling places in that district in which a clear 100 votes 
were added, each one to the Democratic column, but when they 
came in here, after the evidence is taken, they practically aban- 
doned that charge, and it is as false as every other charge which 
they have attempted to substantiate here. 
TheSPEAKER. Thetime of the gentleman has again expired. 
Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, of all the sessions of Congress held 
since the adoption of the Constitution this session will go down in 
history as the one incomparable humbug and colossal fraud. 
Vevar before has a great ee te party set about with such de- 
liberation and purpose to humbug the American people and met 
rit “ your 
You have made the pretense of legislating 


law which is a fraud and an abortion and only gives the Admin- 


crimes of the trusts. 

Early in the session it was announced that J. Pierpont Morgan 
was enraged against the great trust buster in the ite House 
and was threatening his defeat for the coming nomination. But 
no sooner had the farce of ing this law been consummated 
than we find Mr. Morgan, Mr. ALDRICH, and one Marcus A. 
HANNA in conference with the President, as announced by the 


_ city daily press of February 16, in the following item: 
MORGAN CALLS ON PRESIDENT—GREAT FINANCIER AMONG YESTERDAY'S 


VISITORS AT THE WHITE HOUSE. 


There were a number of callers at the White House last night, including 
members of Congress, with whom the President conferred on pending legis- 
lativematters. They included Senators HANNA and ALDRICH, whoremained 
with Mr. Roosevelt until nearly 11 o'clock. 7 

Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan, who returned to the city from_Richmond, Va., 
shortly before 10 o’clock, also called during the evening. He left the house 
with Senators HANNA and ALDRICH, going as far as their hotel with them, 
when he returned to his car at the railroad station, later leaving for New 
York City. 

Strange as it may seem to those not familiar with the ways of 
the Administration, as soon as this conference with the great 
king of trusts and monopoly was had we find the following au- 
thorized statement made by the Attorney-General on the same 
day that the conference above was held at the White House. 
The following is the statement as appearing in the Washington 
Post February 16, 1903: 

PRESIDENT SATISFIED—ATTORNEY-GENERAL TALKS OF THE ANTITRUST 
LAWS—LONG STRIDE FORWARD MADE—MEASURES DECLARED TO BE ADE- 
QUATE FOR REGULATION OF MONOPOLIES—PROMISES OF LAST FALL SAID 
TO BE REDEEMED—FAITH EXPRESSED IN THE EFFICIENCY OF THE NEW 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE. ° 
Attorney-General Knox, who is known to have prepared the important 

features of the antitrust bills now enacted into laws, on being asked as to 

how or were regarded by the Administration, said: 

“The legislation affecting the trusts at this session of Congress is 

the t mse to the Presi- 
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“Th ving and taking of railroad rebates is now prohibited by a law ¢ : “ 
oak oO effective enlentianaas against corporations as well as individuals, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is out of or 


der. 
risdiction to restrain " 
= a ee ee on Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, we are within—— 
AUTHORITY TO INVESTIGATE. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will pause until 


“The act creating the Department of Commerce vests in that Department order is restored. : 
complete authority to investigate the organization and business methods of Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
corporations en, in interstate and foreign commerce, and to that end Mr. LACEY. I can not yield. 
tocompel the testimony of persons having the desired knowledge. The The SPEAKER t Th tl f I de 
legislation is concise in its terms, but very comprehensive in itsscope. Un- Ane ~ pro tempore. e gentieman from lowa de- 
der its provisions a fair opportunity will be afforded to test the effect upon | clines to yield. 
the tendency toward industrial monopoly of its guaranties of no favors for Mr. LACEY. Weare within twenty hours of the final falling 
the great producer against the small one. of the $ Sade lL Th y enon bill th 
‘Discretion is lodged in the President as to the publication of facts useful © speakers gavel. there are forty-seven bills upon the 
to be publicly known, and a wise administration of the law promises much | Speaker's table, all awaiting action, and they concern one side of 
that is helpful and nothing that is harmful. the House as well as the other. At the north end of the Capitol 
INSURES DECISIONS. nothing can be done except by unanimous consent. At this end 


“The law to ex ite the hearing of cases and giving an a 1 directl : : ‘ : ‘ a 
to tn een pets toon in aati off dank taicens  earee oithin . ca, of the Capitol nothing can be done by unanimous consent; ob 


sonable time authoritative decisions upon important pending questions, in | 8tructionists arerunning riot. And so, with twenty hours of this 
the knowledge of which future legislation, if necessary, can be confidently | Congress remaining, with this amount of business pressing for 


ad. : . : 
tarpon the whole, the situation is eminently satisfactory, and is the result action, priceless hours are wasted by demands for wholly unnec- 


of concessions, modifications of views, and forms of expressions upon the | Ssary roll calls. 


part of many earnest and thoughtful men, who have endeavored within a Here the hammer fell. ] 
very brief session to meet a rational public demand in a rational and effect- r. STEVENS of Minnesota. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
nee t t G tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ganrns]. {Laughter and applause. 
— sta airs cate Rl sa cae Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, on last Saturday 
e legislation affecting the trus at this session of Congress is | addressed the House a few moments upon the subject of the sale 
h respo , 
wares sean in highly eratitying’ er nse to the Presi- | 4 the relics that have so long remained as ornaments and de- 


lightful reminders in the White House. In that speech my pur- 


. pose was to call to the attention of the House and country the 
been placated, Hanna and Knox are gratified, and the whole | fact that the relics, or at least some of them, had been sold, and 


thing is satisfactory to the Administration. The Rough Rider in | | referred to the fact that certain relics which had been given to 
the White House has lost bis spurs, and has put on the conserva- | General Jackson when President of the United States by Gen. 
tive habits of Morgan and Hanna. [Laughter and applause on | Robert Patterson, of Philadelphia; also certain mirrors, with the 
the Democratic — ‘ faces of distinguished American patriots carved upon the frame; 

This combination humbug will be exposed. Trusts and mo- | ajco g certain sideboard given by certain ladies to Mrs. Hayes 
nopoly, feeling secure, will continue to furnish the campaign funds | when lady of the White House, and accepted by Mr. Hayes, then 
for the Republican party and will renew with relentless greed | president, all of which had remained with others in the White 
their robbery and oppressions of the people. Nothing effective is | House until a few days ago, when they were sold—sold, if you 
intended to be done and nothing effective will be done. please, at an auction house as junk! 

The present relations of the Administration and its lieutenants My purpose in'calling this matter to your attention was in the 
with the trust magnates and mcnopolists is so completely demon- | hope that Congress would immediately take such steps as were 
strated by the following quotation from the Prophet Isaiah that | necessary to restore these relics to the White House, or cause 
I will quote it in a moment. Before the election, in their pre-| them to be placed in the Smithsonian Institution or some other 
tended determination to destroy the trusts, they and the trust equally noted and respected place. 
magnates assumed all the vicious characteristics of the most fero- | "There can be no question but that some of the relics were sold; 
cious animals in their purpose each to destroy the other, but after | we know of these three. It is not denied that others were sold. 
= Regen ee ae eee nee We do not ery ~_ relics wes aaa nee how many. That 

e wolf all dwell wi © Jam), an e seo an te Gown | they were sold at all is a most shocking thing for Congress and 
Mttle ‘child chal ion hen Re en | Amerie $0 realize. They should not have been sold atall. If 

And the cow and the bear shall feed; their young ones shall lie down | there was no room in the White House for them, they could 
together; and the lion shall eat straw like the ox. easily have been placed in public buildings selected by proper 
authority. 


[Laughter. ] 
Mr. Speaker, this picture expresses in prophetic language the I also adverted to the horrible spirit that would prompt any 
man, as an individual or as an officer of the American Govern- 


hypocrisy and eapeces of the Republican party; and when the 

American people learn how completely they have been bunkoed, | ment, to sell these relics, and I denounced then, as I do now, that 

the party that has always been the friend of the people, the | spirit that would thus act. 

champion of constitutional government, and the enemy of monop- But I must be brief. I do not—you do not—know what relics 

oly will be restored to power, and the principles of Jefferson and | were sold. If any were sold, we must presume that many or all 

Jackson will once more come to bless a patient and outraged | of them were sold, and my purpose is to find out what were sold. 
But the Republicans of the House, over the opposition of the 


people. [Loud applause. 
Democrats, as a unit voted against and tabled my resolution call- 


Behold the consummation of this fraud and farce. Morgan has 


[Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, how much.time | ing on Colonel Bingham, “‘ the officer in charge ’’ under the law, 
have I remainin | to make a report and show what had and what had not been sold 
The SPEAKER. Nineteen minutes. of these relics. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I yield three minutestothegen-| In the course of the debate it was denied by the distinguished 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. acer). 4 gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR]—I mean in substance 
Mr. LACEY. r. Speaker, I desire to furnish at this time for | denied—that the sideboard given to Mrs. Hayes and accepted by 
the Recorp a few facts that ought to go to the country along | President Hayes while they were occupants of the White House, 
with the speech of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE], | had been given Mrs. Hayes or that it had been sold. 
and which I think apply to the situation more pertinently than I desire now to read from the Cincinnati Enquirer, to which I 
Isaiah’s ores, m which he has read. alluded in my speech, by quoting a telegram from John R. Mc- 
In the last session of this Congress, running seven months, we | Lean, the owner and editor, I believe, of the Cincinnati Enquirer, 
had, in all, 56 roll calls. In the present legislative day, com- | in which Mr. McLean states, in substance, that it is a fact that 
mencing February 26 and ending March 3, we have had now 66 | the sideboard given Mrs. Hayes is now owned by the proprietor 
roll . Teg on the Democratic side.] There are upon | of a Washington brewery, located in the city of Washington, 
the Speaker’s table 47 measures, House bills with Senate amend- | D. C., Joseph M. Frank being the proprietor. 
ments, vainly waiting for action. One of those is tomark the| The Enquirer of the 27th ultimo contains an article printed in 
graves of the Confederates who died in the North or who had | that paper November 9, 1877, giving a full history of this side- 
been buried in cemeteries of the nation. That is a bill which | board, clearly showing from such article that the sideboard now 
should be near to the hearts of these gentlemen from the South. | owned by Mr. Frank and purchased by him at this auction sale 
That lies upon the Speaker’s table. was the identical sideboard which had been given to Mrs. Hayes 
Talk about patriotism! I want to give you just a few actual | and which has been, and remained until sold, in the White 
facts, gentlemen, in order that it may be seen what you are | House. 
doing —. A picture was taken of this sideboard, that is now in the Wash- 
Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee rose. ington brewery, very recently by the Cincinnati Enquirer, and by 
_Mr. LACEY. Ican not yield to obstructionists on the other | that enterprising paper published on the 27th ultimo. That pic- 
Bide. , ; “ ture shows, says the Enquirer, that it is the same sideboard given 
Mr. Ricwarpson of Tennessee attempted to make himself heard..' to Mrs. Hayes some time about 1877, because it compares exactly 
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with the picture taken of this sideboard by Mr. Frye, who made 
it and who took a picture of it as it stood in the White House. 

I will read now the particular words in the Enquirer on that 
point, which says: 

The accompanying reproduction (that is, the picture recently taken) of 
the sideboard doing saloon duty shows the identical decorations, establishing 
conclusively that it is none other than the Hayes sideboard, which, by reason 


} 


of the exceptionally tedious work done on it, cost a small fortune. 


I will now read from the Enquirer of the 27th ultimo, as fol- 
lows: 


SIDEBOARD MADE FOR WATER BOTTLES, BUT WHICH HAS PASSED TO WASH- 
INGTON SALOONKEEPER, CONSTRUCTED IN THIS CITY FOR MRS. PRESI- 
DENT HAYES—MAGNIFICENT PIECE OF FURNITURE WAS CREATION OF 
LATE HENRY FRY—‘ CLIPPING ” TELLS STORY. 

The passing from the Presidential mansion to the barroom of a Washing- 
ton resort of the magnificent sideboard which adorned the dining room of the 
White House during the time when Mrs. Lucy Webb Hayes was mistress 
there recently raised a storm of indignation among Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union members throughout the country, especially in Ohio, 
where the life work of Mrs. Hayes crystallized about the cause of temperance. 

So caustic became criticism that Col. Theodore Bingham, Superintend- 
ent of Public Buildings and Grounds at the national capital, instituted 
an investigation to ascertain if the sideboard sold as related was really the 
so-called Hayes sideboard. A dispatch to The Enquirer from Washington 
printed yesterday says in substance that Colonel Bingham has been 
unabie to obtain any substantial evidence that any such sideboard as the 
one sold to the saloon man ever graced the White House dining room during 
Mrs. Hayes’s time, much less having been presented to her. 

INCONTROVERTIBLE EVIDENCE. ’ 

That the Colonel's field of investigation was limited is made apparent by 
incontrovertible evidence found in thiscity. Thisisin the form of a clipping 
from the files of the Enquirer of November 9, 1877, as follows: 

“SUPERB SIDEBOARD—ARTISTIC WORK BY AN OHIO MAN TO ADORN THE 

EXECUTIVE MANSION AT WASHINGTON. 


“The second piece of beautiful and artistic furniture of the two ordered 
from Mr. Fry for the dining room of the White House is now completed. 

“It is not long since the dining table at which in the future will be seated 
all that Washington holds of the bravest and fairest of our own and other 
lands was sent to take place in the Presidential mansion. 

“The sideboard, just finished, is a fit companion piece for the table, both 
as regards its dimensions and workmanship. 

“It is made of solid mahogany, that when only polished and oiled retains 
all the richness of color that makes that wood so beautiful and valuable. It 
is divided in two unequal portions, the lower being of lesser height than the 
decorative piece above, yet the dimensions are so admirably proportioned 
throughout that there is to the entire piece an air of grace as well as mas- 
siveness. The lower portion is composed of a row of panels that open into 
deep compartments. On the center panel is carved the national bird perched 
in well-satisfied repose; he there represents the satisfaction hospitality brings. 
On each side of this center panel are a number of others that are carved in 
floral designs, and those are surrounded by a well-chosen conventional 
border. The subjects of these panels have been well chosen; the flowers 
that bloom in all their beauty in this State are beautifully represented, the 
honeysuckle, convolvulus, rose, lily, oleander, and others. 

“On the top piece above these opening panels, imbedded in mahogany, are 
pieces of ebony whereon are carved in intaglio the coat of arms of the United 
States. To Uncle Sam alone is to belong this generous and handsome side- 
board. The decorative centerpiece is an immense mirror, whose greater di- 
mension is horizontal. 

**On each side and disposed very gracefully are the side pieces, quadran- 
gular in shape, and which give for each of three displayed carved panels, 
one of which, of course, opens. Around the top is a well-executed stamped 
border of ivy. 

“On a similar sideboard the difference in height of the two portions would 
be too great, but on this immense piece it shows the workmanship to good 
advantage. 

** Some idea of the appearance of this sideboard may be gathered from a 
statement of the dimensions. It is 9 feet 3 inches in height; from the base to 
the decorative top it is but 3 feet 10 inches, which leaves 5 feet 5 inchesas the 
height of the graceful centerpiece. At the base it is 8 feet by 6. 

“This sideboard, like the table, is the work of Mr. Fry and the younger 


members of his family, and again it is a source of pride to Cincinnati that a | 


piece of work so meritorious should be ordered from this city, and so suc- 
cessfully.” 
A NOTED WOOD CARVER. 

The Mr. Fry referred to in the above article, printed over a quarter of a 
century ago, was the late Mr. Henry Fry, who ranked among the finest wood 
carvers this or any other country has ever produced. It was he who, on 
order from the White House, designed and executed toa great degree the 
magnificent piece of furniture now doing duty as a saloon ornament. 

Mr. William Fry, nowa teacher at the Cincinnati Art Museum, remembers 
well the work of his father on not only the sideboard, but its companion 
piece above referred to. A stereopticon photo of the White House dining 
room with the sideboard and table in place, and which is now in possession 
of Mr. William Fry, shows in every detail the work described when the hand- 
some piece left the hands of its maker. 

Then follow the words which I first read. 

It is clear to my mind that the sideboard sold and now in the 
possession of Mr. Frank is the identical sideboard alluded to by 
the Enquirer of November 7, 1877. 

Now, gentlemen, if Colonel Bingham would sell this kind of a 
relic, what other relics would he sell? What other relics did he 
sell? Where are they? Who bought them? Should not Con- 
gress at once purchase and restore them as property of the United 
States? : ot as 

But I have other additional authority showing that this side- 
board was sold. I read now from one of the Washington papers, 
the Washington Mirror, and I may add that I have seen in sub- 
stance the same statement in other papers of much larger circu- 
lation than this paper. The Mirror of February 14 thus reads: 


House. President and Mrs. Rocssvelt will be the last occupants who can 
order a wholesale change in the historic home of Executives. The episode 
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about the Hayes’s sideboard has caused certain Senatorsand Representatives 
to dive into the records of the past and revivean ancient law tothe effect that 
nothing may be changed in the exterior or interior of the White House and no 
furniture belongings sold, unless so ordered by a joint committee of the fenate 
and the House. ln other words, when the President fee!s that he would like 
to throw out every object of historic value and allow only those thine: iden- 
tified with his own Administration to remain, he will have to inform Con- 
gress of this wish and everything which he wishes sold will be submitted to 
a board of examination. 


If this board decides adversely, the President will have to possess his soul 
in patience, until the time comes when he will not be compelled toact as Con- 
gress dictates. Should this law have been unearthed last winter, the White 
House would be richer in treasures than it is to-day. No reasonable com- 
mittee would have sanctioned the vandalism which marked the restoration 
to colonial designs. This word “colonial” is repeated advisedly. The main 
vestibule is pure classic including the Ionic pillars and Sarcophagi. The 
East Room is a feeble reproduction of the Throne Room in the Bourben Pal- 
ace at Compiegne, and the State Dining Hall is copied from the Chapter 
Room, by Sir Christopher Wrenn, at Westminster Abbey. 

Only Mr. McKim knows where he found the model for the Blue Room. 
Perhaps it originated in a bad dream; but certainly nothing like it can be 
located in the acknowledged models of colonial style. Yet, we are seriously 
told that it is a colonial restoration. Are the pigeon boxes colonial—and the 
east entrance which all visitors to the city mistake for a subway station, is 
this also a reproduction of the homes of the early fathers? Well, perhaps 
Mr. McKim will get an opportunity to answer all these queries, if the signs 
of the times prove trustworthy. 

Suppose a committee of the House and the Senate should order 
to be torn from the state dining room the moose head, the deer 
head, the elk head, the bear head—heads of animals which I un- 
derstand the President killed, and which now adorn the walls of 
the White House? Do you suppose the distinguished gentleman 
would submit to such an order? 

Instead of these heads of animals adorning the White House, 
there should. it seems to me, be hanging the pictures of distin- 
guished Presidents of the White House and the various ladies of 
the White House, that now hang about the. cellar, we are in- 
formed. 

Think of these heads being stuck up on the walls within the 
dignified and historic White House, showing the marksmanship 
of the distinguished President, and the pictures of Dolly Madison, 
Mrs. Harrison, or, if you please, the present lady of the White 
House—if such is the case—hanging on the walls of the tunnel 
through which visitors enter at the rear of the White House. 

And here I digress, although I would like to say more, to state 
that I am informed that the paper recently placed on the walls 
of the White House is peeling off, that the veneering is cracking— 
blistering, as it were—coming off and exposing what? pine wood 
instead of oak wood, required by the contract. An oak-wood price 
was paid for it, Iam told, and now we find pine wood substituted 
with veneer that is cracking, and I am informed by Philadelphia 
and New York papers you can place your finger in these cracks. 

Gentlemen, what else could we expect? This work was done 
in about ninety days. The act providing for the improvement of 
the White House passed about the 28th of June, 1902, and the 
President moved into the White House, and, I believe, gave a re- 
ception, on or about October 22, and all this painting, decorating, 
etc., was done between these two dates. 

Could we expect more? Could we expect afirst-class job? Yet 
we have paid something over $600,000 for the work, and the archi- 
tect, Mr. McKim, was paid, we are informed, a commission of 5 
per cent for his work. These facts I think you should know, and 
the country should know, that we may, at least in the future, 
avoid such visitations upon the public, if not the President of the 
White House. 

All these acts are wrong,and I denounce them assuch. I appeal 
to you and I appeal to the country to condemn them. [Loud 
applause. | 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. STEVENS. LIyield nine minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {Mr. OLMSTED]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, within the last few minutes the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] has again reiter- 
ated the charge that this House has unseated a member without 
aquorum. Ido not think that charge ought to stand without a 
refutation upon the Recorp. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Do you deny the fact? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I therefore desire to make this statement: 
One hundred and seventy-seven members, constituting a quorum, 
must be present, but need not all vote, to make proceedings regu- 
lar. The previous question having been ordered, upon the motion 
of Mr. UNDERWOOD, to recommit the resolutions unseating Butler 


| and seating Wagoner, the point of no quorum was made, the 


doors closed, and absent members brought in. The roll call 
showed 146 Republicans voting ‘‘ yea,’’ 12 Democrats voting 
‘*nay,’’ and 17 members paired, answering ‘‘ present.”’ 

The Speaker pro tempore noted present also Mr. BANKHEAD. 


| Speaker HENDERSON was present. though not in the chair. This 
There is another interesting bit of gossip in connection with the White | pe P & 


makes a total of 179, two more than a quorum. So the previous 
question was ordered. The question recurring upon the motion 
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to recommit, a division (rising vote) was demanded. The ‘‘ayes’’ 
(Democrats) were 5, ‘‘noes’’ (Republicans) 165. Those paired, 
of course, did not rise, but were present, as were some Democrats 
who remained seated. It will be noted that 15 Republicans had 
come in since the quorum was ascertained. Mr. UNDERWOOD 
made the point of no quorum, which the Speaker pro tempore, 
Mr. DALZELL, overruled as dilatory. 

This occurred again upon the passage of the respective resolu- 
tions unseating Butler and seating Wagoner. Within twenty 
minutes after the roll call, showing more than a quorum present, 
a recess was taken until thenext morning. The rising vote upon 
the motion to take the recess showed 173 yeas and 4 nays, a full 
quorum actually voting, and not including the Speaker, the 
Democrats who remained seated, nor the Republicans who, being 
paired, did not rise. 

When the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DALZELL, overruled the 
point of no quorum as dilatory, the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr. RicHarpsON, who had so far disbanded his army that 
he had not enough remaining to demand the yeas and nays, ex- 
claimed: ‘*No occupant of the chair ever before did that. It is 
unjust and unfair.’’ But the Recorp of March 7, 1898, discloses 


that he was present and heard Speaker Reed three times in that | 


one day, and each time after a division upon which less than a 
quorum voted, overrule the point of no quorum as dilatory, and 
once refuse a demand for tellers upon a call for the yeas and nays 
for the same reason. 


interrupt to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Not now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I simply want to know what 
the gentleman is reading from. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. OLMSTED. At least as late as January 25, 1896, he made 
a similar ruling. On June 5, 1896, in the contested-election case 
of Martin v. Lockhart, at a stage of the proceedings almost iden- 
tical, the point of no quorum was overruled by a gentleman so 
fair as the gentleman from New York |Mr. Payne], and in Com- 


mittee of the Whole, on March 25, 1898, that experienced parlia- | 


mentarian, Mr. SHERMAN, of New York, made a similar ruling. 
It appears, therefore, that there was nothing novel nor surprising 
in the ruling made by the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. DaLzELu], 
and itis plainly evident that there were at least 15 more than a 
quorum present when the action was taken. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, will the gentleman yield? | 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. OLMSTED. Yes. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask the gentleman what he | 


was reading from? 


Mr. OLMSTED. I was reading the best IL could from my own | 


handwriting. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, then, it is not a copy of | 


any record of this House. 
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Mr. OLMSTED. Iam tired alsoof hearing the statement made | 


that the committee did not carefully consider the evidence in that | 


vase. At least four members of the five who signed the report 


read every page of it, and all of it was considered carefully except | 


the testimony of witnesses upon the point of Mr. WAaGoNER’s 
nomination, which point was waived by Mr. Butler’s counsel. 
We heard between ten and twelve hours’ oral argument. Mr. 
Speaker, I regret that there was not more time for consideration 
and more time for discussion, but it must be remembered that 
that was the second time the Butler case came before this House 
at this Congress. Once it was brought up, on June 28, 1902, by 
Committee on Elections No. 1, of which the gentleman from Ohio 
| Mr. TAYLER] is chairman, in a case in which he said upon this 
floor, ‘I desire here and now, measuring my words deliberately 
and carefully, to say that of all the other elections which have 
come to my attention, this was the boldest, the most impudent, 


and most outrageous election I ever heard of.’’ Mr. Butler was | 


unseated by this House upon that day. That was the first case. 
Now, to fill the vacancy—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. I must decline. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Now, to fill the vacancya special election was 
held November 4, 1902, and Mr. Butler was again returned as 
elected. Mr. WAGONER promptly presented his memorial here, 
and this House passed a resolution requiring the testimony to be 
taken by February 1 and that our committee should immediately 
proceed to the consideration of the case, hear arguments, and 
present it in time for the consideration of this House at this ses- 
8:on. 

We did the best we could. We presented it at the earliest day 
we could. We were prepared for and hoped to have ample time 
for deliberation upon this floor; but upon the other side, before 
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we had even filed our report, we were met with the threat that if 
that case was decided there should be no further legislation at this 
session that could be prevented. Having made the report, and it 
having been printed in the Recorp and laid over one day, the 
minority caucused and resolved to filibuster to the end of the 
session if that case were taken up. 

There was no partisan advantage to be gained by this Repub- 
lican House in unseating one gentleman and seating another. It 
did it simply because it believed it to be right, and because it de- 
clined to swerve from the plain line of its duty at the dictation or 
threat of a partisan minority. 

Now, I regret, Mr. Speaker, as I said, that there was not more 
time for discussion, but it was not our fault. Three hours of the 
day that might have been devoted to discussion of this case were 
consumed in preventing us from reaching it. Afterit was reached 
I tried by unanimous consent to obtain four hours, the time al- 
lowed by the Supreme Court of the United States for the consid- 


| eration of the most important cases. 


Gentlemen upon the other side objected. Then, knowing that 
ve would be met with filibustering and delay until the end of the 
session, there was nothing for us to do but to demand the previous 
question at the end of two hours’ argument, one hour on either 
side. Evenin that we were far more liberal than gentlemen were 
upon the other side in the Fifty-third Congress, when in a case 
coming from this very city they unseated Mr. Joy after twenty 


| minutes’ argument on either side, allowing to that gentleman 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would like to | 


nine minutes in his own behalf. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I yield the balance of my time 
to the gentleman from Washington [ Mr. Jongs} 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for two minutes, 
all the time remaining. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to 
say that the bill called up by the gentleman from Minnesota has 
been very carefully prepared, carefully gone over by the Secre- 
tary of War, and all the amendments suggested by him have 
been adopted. The bill very stringently protects the interests of 
the Government, and I trust that every member of the House 
wiil vote for it. 


ee ape anette 


I yield back the balance of my time. 
I ask for a vote. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
The SPEAKER. 


The question is upon suspen 
1 I 


taking the bill from the Speaker’s table, and passing the same. 


The question being taken, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee de- 


manded a division. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota asked for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yea 


answered ‘‘ present ’’ 15, not voting 110; as follows: 


YEAS—215. 


Adams, 


Davey, La. 





Hopkins, 


Mondell, 





Alexander, Davidson, Howard, Moody, 
Allen, Ky. Davis, Fla. Howell, Moon, 
Allen, Me. Dick, Hull, Morgan, 
Aplin, Dinsmore, Irwin, ris, 
Sall, Dougherty, Jack, Moss, 
‘tlett, Douglas, Jackson, Kans. Mudd, 
3, Dovener, Jackson, Md, Needham, 
yer, Draper, Jenkins, ille, 
-burn, Driscoll, Jones, Va. Nevin, 
ney, Dwight, Jonez, Wash. Olmsted, 
joreing, Eddy, Kahn, Otjen, 
soutell, Elliott, Kehoe, Overstreet, 
Sowersock, Emerson, Ketcham, Padgett, 
ie, Esch, Kitchin, Wm. W. Palmer, 
randegee, Evans, Kluttz, Parker, 
BY ley, Feely, Kyle, Patterson, Pa. 
zeale, Finley, Lacey, Payne, 
Fitzgerald, Lamb, Pearre, 
Flanagan, Landis, Perkins, 
Fletcher, Latimer, Powers, Me. 











Flood, Lawrence, Randell, Tex. 
Foerderer, Lessler, Ransdell, La. 
Fordney, Lester, Reeder, 
Fowler, Lewis, Pa. Reeves, 
Gaines, Tenn. Lindsay, Richardson, Ala. 
Gaines, W. Va. Little, Richardson, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mass. Littlefield, Roberts, 
Gardner, Mich. Lloyd, Robinson, Ind. 
Gardner, N. J. Long, Rucker 
Gibson, Loudenslager, Russell, 
Gooch, McAndrews, Ryar 
assel, Gordon, McCall, S 
‘ass ngham, Graff, McCleary, S 
ayton, Graham, McClellan, s 
Yonnell, Greene, Mass. McCulloch, S} 
nner, Grosvenor, McLachlan, Ss 
ymbs, Hamilton, McRae, She 
oper, Wis. Hanbury, Mahon, Showalter, 
Yousins, Haskins, Mahoney, Sibley, 
sromer, Haugen, ] hall, Slayden, 
srowley, Hay, Martin, Smith, 
Crumpacker, Heatwole, Maynard, Smith, Iowa 
Currier, Henry, Conn. Mickey, Smith, Ky 
Cushman, Hill, Miers, Ind. Smith, H.C 
Dalzell, Hitt, Miller, Smith, S. W 
Darragh, Holliday, Minor, Smith, Wm. Aldea 


ling the rules, 


s 215, nays 10, 





Ae tors one anagem 


a 


So, aS Ai en ae ee Ng 


Piet eee 
SRP ae pa tet peta henan 


3026 


Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Spight, 
Steele, 


Clark, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Lewis, Gia. 


Cowherd, 
Curtis, 

De Armond, 
Foster, Vt. 


Acheson, 
Adamson, 
Babcock, 
Bankhead, 
Barney. 
Bartholdt, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Bristow, 
Bull, 
Burgess, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Cochran, 


Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thompson, 
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Pometinn, N. Y. 
Vandiver, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wachter, 
Wagoner, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 


NAYS—10. 


Maddox, 
Pou, 
Rhea, 


Sulzer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Trimble, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—15. 


Green, Pa. 
Johnson, 
Jc vy, 


Mann, 


Metealf, 
Mutchler, 
Prince, 
Sherman, 


NOT VOTING—110. 


Dayton, 
Deemer, 
Edwards, 
Fleming, 
Foss, 
Foster, Tl. 
Fox, 
Gilbert, 
Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glass, 
Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Grow, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn, 


Knapp, 
Knox, 
Lassiter, 
Lever, 
Littauer, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Lovering, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 


Patterson, Tenn. 
Pierce, 

Powers, Mass. 
Pugsley, 

Reid, 

Rixey, 


Watson, 
Weeks, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wright, 

Zenor. 


Underwood. 


Sims, 
Stephens, Tex. 
White. 


Shattuc, 
soapesra, 
Skiles, 
Small, 
Sparkman, 
Stark, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Swann, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ala. 
hayer, 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Wheeler, 
Wiley, 


Conry, Hildebrant, Robb, Wilson, 
Cooney, Hooker, Robertson, La. Woods, 
Cooper, Tex. Hughes, Robinson, Nebr. Wooten, 
Corliss, Jett, eee, Young. 
Creamer, Kern, Scarborough, 
Dahle, Kleberg, Shafroth, 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


PUBLIC GROUNDS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith reports by the Secretary of State, Secretary of the 
Treasury, Secretary of War, Attorney-General, Postmaster-General, Secre- 
tary of the Navy, hocroters of ‘the Interior, Secretary of Agriculture, and 
the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, in compliance with the following 
provision of the sundry civil bill approved June 2s, 1902: 

“'The President is hereby requested to cause to be prepared and submitted 


<o Congress at the commencement of its next session a statement showing | 


what lots or parcels of land, other than public lands held for settlement un- 


der the public land laws, are owned by the United States and held by the | 


several Executive Departments or other branches of the public service, the 
area of each, the purposes for which each is held or occupied, in what State, 
Territory, or country, and in or near what town or city each is located.” 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuuits Hovssz, February 28, 1903. 


JEFFERSON MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the Senate 
bill 7307. 

The SPEAKER. For what ens 

Mr. LATIMER. To suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina moves 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill. Any amendments? 

Mr. LATIMER. No amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 7307) to provide certain souvenir medallions for the benefit of the 

Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association of the United States. 


Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of aiding in the erection at the 
city of Washington, District of Columbia, of an appropriate memorial to the 
author of the Declaration of Independence, Thomas Jefferson, the Secretary 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized to have prepared in the United States 
mint at Philadelphia four dies for medallions of such design and size as may 
be designated by the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association of the United 
States and approved by him; and he shall have made and struck from these 
dies such number of medallions out of silver or bronze, not to exceed 150,000, 
as may be requested by the said memorial association, the net proceeds from 


the sale of the said pro medallions to be applied to the fund for the 
erection of the pro memorial under the auspices of the said memorial 


association. 

Sec. 2. That the material from which the said proposed medallions are to 
be made shall be furnished to the director of the United States mint at Phila- 
delphia at the expense of the said Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association of 
the United States, a body corporate under the laws governing the District 


of Columbia. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama demands a 
second, The Chair will appoint the gentleman from South Caro- 
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lina [Mr. Latimer] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un- 
DERWOOD] to tell the House. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 47, noes 3. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DaALzELL). The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from South Carolina in favor of the bill 
and the gentleman from Alabama as opposed to the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama is not opposed to 
the bill, and hence is not entitled to control the time in opposi- 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, my genial friend from Ili- 
nois is a mind reader. On every occasion that I have taken the 
fioor he has risen to this point of order; but I desire to state to 
the gentleman that Lintend to vote against this bill. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman recognizes the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill may be taken up and considered as passed without a vote. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I must demand the regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. LATIMER. I do not think it necessary for any statement 
to be made to the members of this House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not at all. 

Mr. LATIMER. In order to get every vote for a proposition of 
this kind I think it is only necessary to state in a brief way the 
object of this bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] Similar bills to this have 
passed the House frequently in the past; and in the early part of 
this session a similar bill to this was passed, providing for souve- 
nir medallions in order to aid in building a monument to Wash- 
ington in Alexandria. The object of this bill is simply to give the 
Jefferson Memorial Committee, without any cost to the Govern- 
ment, and under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
this form of a souvenir medallion that is to be arranged, and it 
will cost the Government nothing to strike them off, because the 
ens proposes to furnish the material out of which they are 
made, 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. LATIMER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I understand, it is claimed on your side of 
the House that Thomas Jefferson was the father of Democracy, 
is it not? 

Mr. LATIMER. Iam willing to recognize him as such. 

Mr. PAYNE. He might aan le willing to return the compli- 
ment if he was living. [Laughter I was going to ask you this 
further question: If there is not money enough, generosity 
| enough, patriotism enough, and filial love enough to make these 
| people, claiming to be in symyathy with the principles of Jeffer- 
son, by voluntary subscription or otherwise, raise a fund for the 
purpose of erecting a monument to so great a man as Jefferson 
| was, without going into a sort of gift enterprise to raise a fund? 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I can say this to the gentleman 
from New York, that we are not asking him to contribute one 

| dollar toward this memorial. The Democrats of the country will 

willingly undertake this enterprise, with such patriotic Repub- 

| licans as love the memory of Thomas Jefferson. The object of 

| this, as I have said, is simply to give this association an oppor- 

| tunity to raise some money for this great patriotic purpose, and 
I am willing with that statement to leave it to the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri {[Mr. SHACKLEFORD]. 

Mr. LATIMER. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has sixteen min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
this bill not because of any demerit or defect in the proposed 
legislation of which I have any knowledge. My objection is 
that under the peculiar circumstances that surround us to-day 
we have not had that proper opportunity to investigate it that we 
ought to have had. There is no reason, Mr. Speaker, why all the 
legislation of the session should have been put in pigeonholes and 
held until the last six days of the session. It is done for what 
purpose? Simply to gag those who oppose the policies of the 
dominant + § 

A trust bill, for instance, has been brought here under the rule, 
which compels us to vote upon it as it is srepotet by the ma- 

ill precisely 





jority. Weare compelled to vote for the as it is 
presented by the other party, without an opportunity to discuss 
it or to offer to amend it. 

When you get hold of something that is of no icular im- 
portance; when, for instance, you take up the Fowler bill, which 
you never expected to pass, you give imited time for debate. 





— 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, my ss comes to-day because of the 
procedure in this House that denies to representatives of the peo- 
ple a fair opportunity to know what they are doing. Gentlemen 
on the other side have made the point that we are frittering away 
the valuable time of this House in its closing days, when we 
ought to be devoting our attention to the passage of the great 
bills that must succor and support the Government. Yet, Mr. 
Speaker, we find the majority on this floor turning aside from 
these great appropriation bills to wreak their vengeance on the 
people who dare vote the Democratic ticket. 

Why? When only six more days remain, when only six days 
until the gavel shall fall and this Congress shall go out of exist- 
ence, even with all these great appropriation bills pending, the 
animus of the Republicans has been such that they have turned 
aside from the consideration of these oe ohana bills to show 
their feelings and their animosities and their resentments against 
our State and our people by taking away from a member of this 
House the right to a seat upon this floor for six paltry days that 
yet remain, What great reason calls upon you, as statesmen, to 
turn aside from the important business which you say so much 
about, to consider this contested election case? Hurried up, you 
sent the contestee back to his district to take testimony, and he 
comes here with twenty-three hundred pages of testimony that 
you compelled him to take in a very short time, an unprecedentedly 
short time, and then you refuse to read it. 

I have heard it argued here by some gentlemen that that man 
ought to have been deprived of his seat on general principles; that 
they had read enough of the evidence to know that he ought to 
have been deprived of his seat. I heard an intimation a moment 
ago from the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MILLER] that the po- 
licemen had contributed to the campaign fund that brought about 
the result of which you complain. That is unqualifiedly false. 
The policemen of St. Louis did make a contribution to the State 
committee. Those funds were not contributed to the campaign 
of Mr. Butler. 

Mr. Speaker, you have taken from a member elected by the 
people his seat. You have seated one to represent the people 
whom they refused to elect. How have you reached that result? 
You have done it by forcing this election case here, not as an 
assault upon Mr. Butler, but an assault upon the sovereign State 
which I in part represent. Why did you turn him out, and why 
did you seat the other gentlemen? 

Ftentlemen of the Election Committee say that fraud was so 
rampant in that district that they were obliged to disqualify 
12,000 sovereign voters of Missouri in order to reach this man and 
take away from him the six remaining days of his term. Wiil 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. OLMSTED] say that a 
patriotic motive moved him when he turned aside in these last 
closing hours of the session, from the important business of the 
House, to take away from this man his right tosit here. Fraud! 
What fraud? The man whom you have seated here, Mr. Speaker, 
was not nominated by the party which you represent. He could 
not be nominated by your party in that district. How did he get 
here? 

Mr. VANDIVER. He was nominated by fraud. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. He was not nominated. Under the 
laws of Missouri, when a proper number of electors demand to 
present the name of any person to be voted for as Congressman, 
they may sign a petition to that effect, and when the requisite 
number of signatures has been obtained, that man goes upon the 
ticket as the nominee of those electors. We grant you that, if by 


some sort of forgery, a man’s name should be placed on the | 


ticket, without a single petitioner in his behalf, and he should 


base fraud. 

How did Mr. WaGoneEr get upon thisticket? He got upon it by 

stone and the signatures to that petition were in large part 
orged; the men whose names were placed upon that petition 
were not for him as a nominee for Congress; they never put their 
names to that petition. The petition was gotten up by forging 
the signatures of the persons whose names were upon it. Mr. 
WAGONER’s name went upon the ballot and he was voted for by 
as rank forgery as ever was perpetrated by any thief who ever 
marauded a bank on a forged check. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania deny that? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I ask the gentleman whether the name of 
Mr. WAGONER was not put on the Australian ballot by the Demo- 
cratic board of election commissioners of St. Louis? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. It was. The petition came there with 
& sufficient number of names; and the election commissioners, 
intending to do that which was fair and honest—not knowing 
that the petition was rank forgery—put his name on that ballot. 
And I want to call attention to some of the testimony. 
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Mr. OLMSTED. I want to ask whether the gentleman from 
Missouri knows—— 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I will answer the gentleman’s other 
question first, and then I will yield to him again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I want to answer the first question of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I say that if Mr. WAGONER’s 
name was on that ballot by fraud and forgery, he might have been 
elected, and might hold his seat. But I also say that if honest 
votes were cast for Mr. Butler, it was the duty of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania as a representative of the people, as an hon- 
est man, to ascertain what valid votes were cast for him, and credit 
him with them and cast out the invalid ones, if any there were, and 
abide by the result. And if that could not be done within the 
six days remaining of this session, every intendment ought to 
have been allowed in favor of the certificate of election; anda 
man’s seat should not be taken from him except upon a fair and 
honest showing. I say it was the gentleman's duty as an honest 
representative and an honest man to so treat that case. _ 

I concede that WAGONER’sS name was upon that ballot, entitled 
to be voted for, but it got there by forgery—rank forgery. Not 
only that, but some of the names upon whose petition Mr. Wac- 
ONER was placed on that ballot affixed their signatures to it, as the 
testimony shows, when they were languishing in durance vile, in 
the common jail of the city of St. Louis. Yet, my Repubtican 
brethren, this was the case that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has told you was so reeking with fraud that he must stop all the 
appropriation bills and important legislation toturn this man out 
for the six remaining days of his term. 

Mr. OLMSTED. May I ask one other question? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I want this testimony. 
E. Cross was asked this question: 

Did you sign the petition for the candidacy of George C. R. Wagoner for 
Congress? 

He answered ‘‘ No, sir.”’ 

Also Mr. Taaffe: 

Did you sign a petition for the candidacy of George C. R. Wagoner? 

I have no recollection of ever having signed such a paper. 

Abe Gallant: 

o Q. Did you sign any petition for the candidacy of George Wagoner for 
"An Mo, ote. 

E. H. Burkhart: 

e Q. Did you sign a petition for the candidacy of George C. R. Wagoner for 
AS hen tbe, 

William Burk: 

2. = an sign a petition for George C. R. Wagoner for Congress? 

A. NOLS ° 

Joseph Friel: 

2. = you sign a petition for George C. R. Wagoner for Congress? 

° oO. 


Mr. Joseph 


And so on, Mr. Speaker, name after name, name after name, 
name after name, forgery after forgery, and yet you put Butler 
out, not because the evidence showed that he ought to go out, but 
because you say there was so much uncleanness there that in your 
immaculate purity you wanted somebody to sit with you who was 
your equal and worthy to associate with you. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 


You turn out a Democrat simply because he is a Democrat and 


| a Democrat who has at his back a majority of 6,000 honest Mis- 


souri voters. You turn him out of this little, pitiful remnant of 
six days, performing, as you say, your “ patriotic’’ duty, that the 


| people of his district may be properly represented! Mr. Speaker, 
receive a majority of votes, he could hold his seat. But who will 
say that in such a case the election was not the result of fraud— | 


the annals of the American Congress show no parallel of such 
prejudice and unfairness. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Oh, let the gentleman go down and 
answer to the people of that district whom he has designated 
jailbirds and bawds. 

Mr. MILLER. Does the gentleman decline to answer? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes; I decline to yield to you. This 
is this case in a nutshell: What have we done in retaliation? 
Nothing. We have simply asked you to pass legislation according 
to the Constitution, and we are called filibusters. Yet when we 
meet you in the campaign and charge you with sixty days of fili- 
bustering in order to nullify the declarations of your own plat- 
form and deny to the people of the Western Territories the state- 
hood you promised them, you will justify that sort of filibustering. 

We are not filibustering. We are demanding that business 
here shall be transacted according to the rules of this House and 
the Constitution of the United States. Is that filibustering? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


expired. 
“Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, in the early days of the set- 
tlement of the section of Ohio where I live the Methodist Epis- 
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copal Church came first to the occupation of the ground and 


established a circuit in that neighborhood with some eight or ten | 


appointments. On one occasion, at the close of the Ohio confer- 


ence, there came a young preacher assigned to duty on that | 


conference. Speaking in the largest town, where he was located 


for his home, he made the acquaintance of an old class leader, a | 


prominent member of the church. This old gentleman listened 
to the first sermon of the young preacher. The text was ‘“‘And 
Peter’s wife’s mother lay sick of a fever.’’ The old gentleman 
listened to the sermon with a great deal of interest, but—— 
Several MemBers on Democratic side. Oh, that is old. 
Mr.GROSVENOR. Yes; that is old; but I will show you how 
well it fits. It is not much older than your grievances. He 
went froia post to post and appointment to appointment to listen 
to the young man and see whether he would fill the bill. On 
every occasion the young man gave out the same text: ‘‘And 
Peter's wife’s mother lay sick of a fever.’’ At the last place in 
the circuit the old gentleman had suggested to him that he would 
like to hear something brilliant and fine, something apropos of 
the present situation. He therefore listened with great interest 
to hear what the text was going to be. 
out: *‘And Peter’s wife’s mother lay sick of a fever.’’ The old 
man put his head down to that of a brother who was sitting next 
to him and said: ‘*‘Oh, Lord! hasn’t that old woman died yet?”’ 
|Laughter.] Now, it seems to me that that old woman who was 
disposed of here some days ago ought to be dead. . 


Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, we passed a bill to prevent the putting | 


of trade-marks upon plugs of tobacco and putting little coupons 
inside of smoking and cut and dried tobacco packages. 
s0 because we were afraid that the practice would lead up to im- 
morality. 
upon the idea of a gambling performance in order that a monu- 
ment may be built toa man whois dead. There is no feature 
against which the Otjen bill inveighs, nor is there one in the 
whole line of prize performances, that is the equal in point of 


nonmerit. from the moral standpoint, of this bill that the Ameri- | 
can Congress is engaged in considering this afternoon, a bill to | 
build a monument to a man who died nearly one hundred years | 


ago. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does not the gentleman think thatsince Jeffer- 
son has been dead almost one hundred years, and a great party 
has been claiming his name and has failed so far to build a monu- 
ment to his memory, that we ought to doa little something for 
those people? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think we ought to, but I think the men 
who cry out that he is their patron saint ought to build a monu- 
ment. I think the man who drafted the Kentucky resolutions of 
1798, and laid the foundation of the superstructure that caused 
the shedding of the blood of more than 200,000 American citizens, 
had better have the monument built by the men who admire his 


career. 

Mr. BURLESON. We will do it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would not engage in this sort of a 
nickel-in-the-slot performance, to build a monument to George 
Washington; and I think it is a most pitiful performance for the 
Democratic party of the United States to come here, after these 
roll calls, and demand that the American people shall take the 


machinery of their Government, their mints and their Treasury, | 


and go into the business of building a monument. Where will 
you stop if you open the door to this performance? I am opposed 
to the bill. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tieman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon]. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, having but a moment, I must pro- 
ceed in media res, and I want to suggest to my venerable friend 
from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] who has just taken his seat, that if 
he would follow the precepts of Thomas Jefferson, whom he de- 


nounces, and the great statesmen of that era, he would be much | 


more valuable to his country than his career has demonstrated 
him to be. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 


We are becoming cooler since this contest began in the closing | 


days of this session, and I am not here to appeal to the prejudice 
of any gentlemen in this House. 
never on any occasion have I felt it necessary to make a single 
partisan utterance in this House, nor have I on the hustings in 
discussing any public issue. 


men, or parties. 


This House is proceeding to-day, and it has been from the be- | 


ginning of this session, in violation of those principles of equality 
and justice which Jefferson taught, and all just and true men be- 
lieve in. The gentleman from lowa [Mr. Lacey] saw fit to refer 


The young man gave it 


We did | 


To-day we are proposing to pass a bill based distinctly | 


I believe it may be said that | 


Believing in the principles of Jeffer- | 
son the Democratic party and its representatives have been ever | 
able to defend them without appealing to the prejudice of section, | 
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to the fact on yesterday that by objecting to unanimous-consent 
proceedings in this House more than 250 bills had been side- 
tracked. He referred, I presume, to objections that had been 
made by myself up to the last few days; for I have been object- 
ing, and fair notice of those objections were given on the 26th of 
June last, and the reasons therefor, and again on January 13, in 
| this House. 

Let us look at this 
sent for a moment an 
proceed in that way. 

Mr. MANN. LIrise toa point of order. I should like to know 
whether the gentleman is speaking for or against the proposition. 

Mr. MOON, If the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. MANN. I do not object, because I am willing that the 
gentleman shall have the benefit of unanimous consent. 

Mr. MOON. Ido not desire the benefit of unanimous consent, 
I am speaking to the question that we have all been discussing 
during the whole of this legislative day since last Thursday. 
And in reply to the gentleman from Iowa I desire to say that I 
| approve of the defeat of these bills sought to be passed by unani- 
mous consent. I approve of the withholding of unanimous con- 
sent, because of the inability of this House intelligently to consider 
| a billunder that process. Youare aware, Mr. Speaker, that under 
the rules as they exist to-day the Speaker gives opportunity first 
| to one and then to another of his friends, and that we come in 
| here and none object, because we fear somebody will object to our 
bill, and the most pernicious legislation is passed in that way. 

Mr. LACEY. I will ask the gentleman a question in this 
connection. 

Mr. MOON. What is the gentleman’s inquiry? 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask a question here. 

Mr. MOON. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Does not the gentleman think a bill, where there 
| Was a mere clerical error in the numbering of a certain section, 
was a very proper matter to be corrected by unanimous consent 
instead of requiring two roll calls? 

Mr. MOON. Certainly; that is very just. There was no ob- 
jection to that. My objection went to bills on the Calendar 
sought to be passed by unanimous consent. No, gentlemen, it is 
| improper for you to invoke legislation by the unanimous-consent 
| proposition. You do wrong to yourselves by this method of con- 

sidering bills. You do injustice to your country by imposing 

upon it unjust legislation in this way. If this House can not 
| consider in an orderly and decent way a measure upon the Calen- 

dar, it is due to the existence of the code of rules under which 
| you are operating. 

Have you not seen in the last six days that if you proceed under 
the rules—in direct conformity and observance of the rules—that 
it is utterly impossible for you to pass any legislation expedi- 
tiously and wisely in this House? What have you considered? 
There has been no debate; there has been no consideration; there 
has been no deliberation, and yet the rules are being rigidly en- 
forced. In a wild flurry you have passed measures that you shall 

| regret. The proceedings of the last six days have demonstrated 
very clearly the utter impotency of the rules of this House, the 
utter inability of this House to transact business properly under 
the rules. 

You must give the power to the Speaker, abdicate your posi- 
tions as Representatives on this floor, destroy those privileges 
which you have as members, and sit here to register the decree 
of the gentleman that you put in the Speaker’s chair if you do 
anything under the rules. There is no deliberation; there is no 
legislation; there is no just and honest representation of the 
people in such methods. Measures should be put on the Calen- 
dar that they may be heard. You should obtain permission of 
this House alone for a hearing and just consideration of these 
bills. You must not leave to the Speaker the power of a dictator 
and vest in the Committee on Rules the duties of a privy council 
to the dictator. We had as well adjourn and let these gentle- 
men register their will, and adopt it. 

fee where you have placed legislation in the last six days, 
This object lesson has been given to you for the country’s good. 
| I believe in the majority controlling: I believe in drasiic rules; 
but I believe they ought to be just. You have, in order to enact 
legislation at all, been forced to make a rule by which if a gen- 
tleman registers his vote in the affirmative it means the action 
| that that vote intends to imply; but if he votes in the negative, 
| you have given a construction previously to that vote and say 
that it shall mean just what an affirmative vote means and what 
the voter did not mean, and even more—the passage of a bill 
without a moment of consideration. How tyrannical! how fool- 
| ish! how unmanly such conduct! 

I have no desire to refer to the partisan contest that has just 
assed. It has demonstrated a very ugly partisanship in this 
| House and on this floor. I would not say that the distinguished 
| gentleman [Mr. DaLzELL] who now occupies the chair and who 


—— of legislation by unanimous con- 
see if, as sensible legislators, we ought to 
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made a ruling which I r as unconstitutional and unjust was 
a dishonest man, for I believe that he is an honest and patriotic 
man; but under the pressure of such circumstances, in the ab- 
sence of a quorum, as shown by the Recorpitself, that gentleman 
of character and standing, by partisan feeling and partisan rancor 
and the dominance of an unwise majority, has m forced to 
violate the Constitution of his country, and you have indorsed it. 

You say, however, that you found a justification in something 
that a Democratic Congress had heretofore done with reference 
to the same contested district. Maybe the Democrats have done 
wrong as well as you have on many occasions, but you can not 
justify a wrong by your majority because a Democratic majority 
did wrong in this House. The reply is unworthy of the manhood 
of the Republican party. If ruin and disaster ever befall this 
country, it will be by reason of the fact that the constitutional 
rights and liberties of our people on this floor in and out of this 
House are trampled under foot by the outrages of a partisan ma- 
jority. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. MOON. Ishould like to have about a minute more. 

Mr. LATIMER. I yield one minute more to the gentleman. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, of course I can not discuss this ques- 
tion in a moment, but now, in reference to the complaint of our 
friends that we are persisting here in a course of obstruction, I 
desire to say that the unanimous-consent proposition is the ob- 


proceedings of this House, and it ought not at any time to be | 


tolerated. 

A roll call is not obstruction. That is guaranteed in the Con- 
stitution. I believe in the enactment of legislation in this House 
that no bill ought to be passed except upon a roll call, so that the 
constituency of these Representatives may know exactly where 
they stand upon public issues, and that they may not shelter them- 
selves behind a mere rising vote. Can gentlemen on the other 
side complain of the enforcement of this constitutional provision? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has five minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. LATIMER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, Iam so very sorry 
I can hardly express it, sorry for his sake that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] should have deserted that old familiar 
story of the young preacher and Peter's wife’s mother and taken 
resource finally in a diatribe against a man the latches of whose 
shoes neither he nor I are worthy to so much as dream of unty- 
ing. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I am sorry, because I 
love that old anecdote. It is one of the first things I ever became 
acquainted with and has been constantly presented for my ad- 
miration since. It is late in the history of America when a man 
can stand upon the floor of the House of Representatives and 
declaim against the author of the Declaration of Independence, 
against the author of the first act of complete religious freedom 
that the world ever saw on a statute book. Declaim against him 
because somebody has asked that the mint of the United States 
do what this bill requires. 

It is late in the day for a man to treat Thomas Jefferson in the 
attitude of a partisan. I can tell the gentleman that Thomas 
Jefferson has never had a monument erected to him at the expense 
of the Government, nor would he have wished it. It would not 
have been in keeping either with the simplicity or the individ- 
ualism of his magnificent character. The most splendid monu- 


ment that can be erected to him is standing now in the graveyard | 


on his old plantation at Monticello, and upon it is inscribed by 
his own request ‘‘Thomas Jefferson born—Thomas Jefferson 
died—Author of the Declaration of Independence, of the statute 
of religious freedom for the State of Virginia, and Father of the 
University of Virginia.’’ [Applause. ] ; 

He neglected to have inscribed there that his desire to dissem- 
inate information amongst the young who should grow up to 
mold the destinies of a republic in the future was such that he 
literally bankrupted himself. But history knowsall those things. 

Mr. Speaker, what is this bill? Here it is; it is verysimple. It 
is to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to have prepared in 
the United States mint at Philadelphia— 
four dies for medallions of such design and size as may be designated by the 
Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association of the United States and approved 
by him; and he shall have made and struck from these dies such number of 
medallions out of silver or bronze, not to exceed 150,000, as may be requested 
by the said memorial association, the net proceeds from the sale of the said 
proposed medallions to be applied to the fund for the erection of the pro- 
posed memorial under the auspices of the said memorial association. 

Src. 2. That the materia] from which the said proposed medallions are to 


be made shall be furnished to the director of the United States mint at Phil- 
adelphia at the expense of the said Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association 








| 


of the United States, a body corporate under the laws governing the District 
of Columbia. 


You have been erecting every day monuments to all sorts of 
unheard-of obscurities, giving the site and donating the pedestal 
at public expense; and yet when we come in here and ask this, 
gentlemen rise, and because the Republican party in its latter 
days, when it has fallen upon evil times and among evil tongues 
to defend it, can not stand for what the fathers of the country 
stood for, can not stand for the man whom Abraham Lincoln, 
the founder of your own party, almost worshiped, we are met with 


a partisan diatribe and with the statement that ‘‘ the Democratic ij 
party, if anybody, ought to erect his monument.”’ 


The Government will not erect this monument under this bill. 
Thess medallions will be sold; they will not cost the Government 
of the United States a dollar, because the Thomas Jefferson Me- 
morial Association will furnish the material. 
ualism of Thomas Jefferson that is speaking in this bill, and this 
monument will be erected, not by the Government, but by those 
who love him, and nobody except those who love him, whether 
Democrats or Republicans, will purchase a medallion or will con- 


tribute a cent of money. 


The people will contribute it in small sums, 
Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Ohio said that this was a 
Will the gentleman tell us where it is? 


gift enterprise. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

| like it. 
structive proposition; it is violative of the regular order of the | 


It is the individ- 


No great magnate will contribute it all. 


It is nothing under the sun 
When in the Forty-seventh Congress a bill like this was 


introduced with a view to erect a monument to George Washing- 
ton, who stood up here and denounced him as a partisan or in- 


dulged in this sort of diatribe? 
ter or lottery about it. 
there is a precedent for it, which I have cited. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mississippi has expired. 


Mr. LATIMER. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


There is nothing of a gift charac- 
The bill is just what I have read, and 


The time of the gentleman from 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 
The question is on the motion to 


suspend the rules, discharge the Committee of the Whole, and 


pass the bill. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 188, rays 2, 
answered ‘‘ present’’ 17, not voting 143; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me, 
Ball, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
sartlett, 
Bates, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
30 wie, 
Brandegee, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Brundidge, 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


3urkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burlesoa, 
Burton, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Connell, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cortiss. 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Crumpacker, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
De Armond, 


Bishop, 
Burgess, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Joy, 


YEAS--188. 
Dick, Landis, 
Dinsmore, Latimer, 
Douglas, Lawrence, 
Driscoll, Lessler, 
Dwight, Lester, 
Emerson, Lever, 
Esch, Lewis, Pa. 
Finley, Lind«ay, 
Fitzgerald, Little, 
Flanagan, Littlefield, 
Fleming, Long, 
Flood, Lovering, 
Fordney, McAndrews, 


Foster, Vt. 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 


McCleary, 
McCulloch, 
Mc! achlan, 
McLain, 


Gardner, N. J. Maddox, 
Gibson, Mahon, 
Gillet, N. Y. Mahoney, 


Gillett, Mass. 


Maynard, 





Glass, 

Gordon, 

Graff, 

Greene, Mass. 

Hemilton, Minor, 
Haskins, Mondell, 
Haugen, Moody, 
Hay, Moon, 
Hemenway, Morris, 
Henry, Conn. Mudd, 
Hill, Neville, 
Hitt, Nevin, 
Holliday, Norton, 
Hopkins, Olmsted, 
Howell, Otjen, 
Hull, Overstreet, 
Irwin, Padgett, 
Jack, Parker, 
Jenkins, Perkins, 
Jones, Va. Pierce, 
Jones, Wash. Pou, 
Kahn, Pugsley, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. Randell, Tex. 


Kluttz, Ransdell, La. 
Kyle, Reeder, 
Lacey, Reeves, 
NAYS—2. 
Grosvenor, Underwood. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—17. 


Knapp, Schirm, 
Loudenslager, Scott, 
Mann, Smith, Iowa 
Needham, Tawney, 
Prince, Tirrell, 


Rhea, : 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. ii 
tixey, } 
Robb, 

Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 

Russell, 

Ryan, 

Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Sheppard, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Sims, 

Slayden, 

Small, 

Smith, Il. 
Smith, Ky 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 

Stark, 

Steele, 

Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 

Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thompson, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Trimble, 

Van Voorhis, 
Warner, 

White, 
Williams, M1. 
Williams, Miss. 
Woods, 

Wright, 

Zenor. 


Wanger, 
Weeks. 
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NOT VOTING—143. 


Adamson, Eddy, Robertson, La. 
Allen, Ky. Edwards, Robinson, Nebr. 
Aplin, Elliott, Kete " Ruppert, 
Babcock, Evans, Kitchin, Claude Scarborough, 
Barney, Feely, Kleberg, Shafroth, 
Beidler, Fletcher, Knox, Shattuc, 

Bell, Foerderer, Shelden, 
Bellamy, Foss, i Sherman, 
Belmont, Foster, TL. i , Skiles, 
Bingham, Fowler, : Bight, 
Boreing, Fox, Stephens, Tex. 
Bristow, Gardner, Mass. Stewart, N. J. 
Brownlow, Gilbert, Stewart, N. Y. 
Bull, Gill, Storm, 

Burk, Pa. Glenn, Sulzer, 
Burnett, Goldfogle, McDermott, Sutherland, 
Butler, Gooch. McRae, Swann, 
Calderhead, Graham, Marshall, Swanson, 
Caldwell, Green, Pa. Martin Talbert, 
Cannon, Griffith, Metcalf? Tate, 

Cassel, Griggs, Meyer, La. Tayler, Ohio 
Clayton, Grow, Morgan, Thayer, 
Cochran, Hanbury, Morrell, Tompkins, Ohio 
Conner, Heatwole, Moss, Vandiver, 
Conry, Hedge, Mutchler, Vreeland, 
Cooney, Henry, Miss. Naphen, 

Creamer, Henry, Tex. Newlands, 

Cromer, Hepburn, Palmer, 

Crowley, Hildebrant, Patterson, Pa. 

Dahle, Hooker, Patterson, Tenn. 

Davis, Fla. Howard, Payne, 

Dayton, Hughes, Pearre, 

Deemer, Jackson, Kans. Powers, Me. 

Dougherty, Jackson, Md. Powers, Mass. 

Dovener, Jett, Reid, 

Draper, Johnson, Roberts, 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the session: 

Mr. McCauu with Mr. McCLELLAN, 

For balance of session: 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. ELuiorr. 

Mr. RoBEeRtTs with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. McRAg. 

Mr. ScurrM with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, 

Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

On this vote: 

Mr. PALMER with Mr. KEHOE. 

Mr. Patrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. Davis, 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. Smira of Iowa with Mr. FEELY. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. MERCER. I desire to present a conference report on 
House bill 7414, known as the public-buildings bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is it necessary to reserve a point of 
order on this report at the present time, or should it be made 
after the reading of the report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At any time before the report is 
debated. The Clerk will read the report. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 7414) to increase the limit of | 


cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public 
buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and | 
for other purposes, having met, after fulland free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 1, 3, 8, 9, 11, 13, 14, | 
15, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 29. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the | 
House numbered 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 16, 17, 28, 25, 26,27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 
and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2, and agree to 
the Senate provision with an amendment as follows: After the word “ dol- 
lars,” in the last line of the amendment, insert the owns “and authority 
is hereby given to the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and adjust any 





claims for damages due to the abrogation of certain contracts under a former 
appropriation for a Po building at Anniston, Ala.: Provided, The amount 
thereof can be liquidated for such sums as, in his opinion, are just and rea- 
sonable, and a sum of money sufficient to cover such adjustments and settle- 
ments shall be paid from the amount herein authorized;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. c 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the item “‘ United States post-office at East Liverpool, Ohio, $30,000," 
insert the following: “Provided, That such site shall be deemed to comply 
with the provisions of this act if bounded on two sides by streets, and on a 
third side by a public alley and shali contain not less than 13,000square feet; ’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


Insert in line 2 of the amendment, after the word “directed,” the words “in 
his discretion; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
DAVID H. MERCER 
‘HARLES W. GILLET, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, 
GEORGE TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following statement of the House conferees was read: 


_ The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disa 

ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (8S. 
7414) an act to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to au- 
thorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection 
and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes, submit the fol- 
lowing written statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon and recommended in the accompanying conference report on each of 
the House amendments, namely: 

1. Increases limit of cost of public building at Jacksonville, Fla., from 
$328,881.38 to $528,881.38, 

2. Increases limit -* cost of public building at Georgetown, 8. C., from 
$50,000 to $65,000. Also .ncreases limit of cost of public building at Anniston, 
Ala., from $75,000 to $150,000, and regulates liquidated Somgars, 

3. Increases limit of cost of public building at Chicago, Ill., from $4,000,000 
to $4,750,000, a decrease of $40,000 from the House amendment. 

8. Increases limit of cost of public building at Fargo, N. Dak., $80,000. 

9%. Increases limit of cost of pale building at Elizabeth City, N.C., $20,000, 
instead of $15,000, as provided by the House. 

11. Increases limit of cost of public building at Omaha, Nebr., $5,000. 

13. Increases limitof cost of public building at Washington, Pa., $30,000, in- 
stead of $5,000, as provided by the House. 

14. Increases limit of cost of public building at Nashville, Tenn., $160,000, 
instead of $60,000, as provided by the House. 

15. Increases limit of cost of public building at Marblehead, Mass., from 
$40,000 to $70,000; also increases limit of cost of public building at Superior, 
Wis., from $225,000 to $300,000. 

18. Allows an increase for public building at Amesbury, Mass., of $10,000 
instead of $2,000,as provided by the House. 

19. Limits cost of public building at Sterling, Ill., to $40,000 instead of 
$35,000, as provided by the House. 

20. Limits cost of public building at Traverse City, Mich., to $50,000, instead 
of $40,000, as provided by the House. 

21. Limits cost of public building at Pierre, 8. Dak., to $170,000, instead of 
$100,000, as provided by the House. 

22. Limits cost of public building at Yankton, 8. Dak., to $80,000, instead of 
$50,000, as provided by the House. 

20. Amends section 12 of Public Law 146 with reference to public building 
at Macon, Ga., increasing the limit of cost to $156,000. 

DAVID H. MERCER, 

CHARLES W. GILLET, 

J. H. BANKHEAD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. MERCER was recognized. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MERCER] a question. 

Mr. MERCER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand, the provisions for the hall 
of records and for the site south of the Post-Office Department 
building are retained in this bill? 

Mr. MERCER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. In the language of the House? 

Mr. MERCER. In the language of the House, with this 
change: Add to the provision with reference to the hall of rec- 
ords the words *‘ in his discretion,’’ referring to the Secretary of 


| the Treasury. 


Mr. CANNON. Does this bill as now reported appropriate 


| money for these various buildings? 


Mr. MERCER. No, sir; there is no appropriation in this bill. 

Mr, CANNON. No appropriation for anything? 

Mr. MERCER. Nothing. 

Mr. CANNON, It will be necessary then, if this is to be avail- 
able, that appropriations be made? 

Mr. MERCER. Yes, sir. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

The question was put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, and others. Division! 

Mr. MERCER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having counted the members in 
favor of ordering the yeas and nays) said: There are 41 in the 
affirmative—in the opinion of the Chair, not a sufficient number. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand that the other 
side be counted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having counted those voting in 
the negative). Ninety-seven noes. A sufficient number in the 
affirmative, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 205, nays 8, an- 
swered ‘‘ present ’’ 11, not voting 126; as follows: 


YEAS—205. 


Acheson, Bates, Brantley, Burleson, 
Adams, Benton, Breamels, Burton, 


Alexander, Serer, Brick, Butler 


Allen, Me. Op, Brown Calderhead, 
Aplin, Blakeney, Brownlow, Candler, 
Ball, Boutell, Cannon, 
Bankhead, Bowersock, P , ‘ Capron, 
Bartholdt, Bowie, Cassel, 
Bartlett, Brandegee, Cassingham, 








Connell, oe Loudenslager, Shatien, 

er, Gord * heppard, 
jo Graff, McAndrews, Showalter, 
Cooper, Tex Green, Pa. cCleary, er. 
Cooper, Greene, McClellan, Slayden. 
Cor Griggs, M Smith, Til. 
Co Grosvenor, Maddox, Smith, Iowa 
Cowherd, Hamilton, Mahon, Smith, Ky. 
Cromer, Hanbury, Mahoney, Smith, H. C, 
Crowley, Haskins, M Smith, 8. W. 
Crumpacker Haugen, Martin, mith, Wm. Alden 
Currier, Hay, Mercer ua 
Cushman, Hemenway, Miers, ind. Southwick, 
Dalzell Henry, Conn. iller, 8 
Darragh, om Mondell, Stark, 
Davey, La Hill, oody, Steele, 
Davidson, Hitt, Moon, Stevens, Minn. 
Davis, Fla. Hopkins, Morris, Stewart, N. Y. 
Dick, Howard, < Sulloway, 
Dinsmore, Howell, Mudd, Sutherland, 
Douglas, Irwin, Needham, Swanson, 
Dovener, Jackson, Kans. Norton, Tate, 
Driscoll, Jackson, Md. Olmsted, Tawney 
Dwight, Jenkins, Otjen, Tayler, Ohio 
Elliott, Jones, Wash. Overstreet, Thomas, Iowa 
Emerson, Jones, Va. Palmer, Thomas, N.C. 

‘’ Joy, Patterson, Pa. Thompson, 
Evans, Kitchin, Wm.W. Pearre, Tirrell, 
Finley, Kluttz, Perkins, Underwood, 
Flanagan, Knapp, Pierce, Vandiver, 
Fleming, Kyle, Powers, Me. Vreeland, 
Fletcher, Lacey, Ransdell, La. Wachter, 
Flood, Landis, Reeves, Wagoner, 
Fordney Latimer, Richardson, Ala. Warner, 
Foster, Vt. Lawrence, Rixey, Weeks, 
Fowler, Lessler, Robinson, Ind. White, 
Gaines, Tenn. Lester, Rucker, Williams, Tl. 
Gaines, W. Va. Lewis, Pa. Ryan, Williams, Miss. 
Gardner, Mich. Lindsay, Schirm, Young, 
Gardner, N. J. Little, Scott, Zenor. 
Gibson, Lloyd, Selby, 
Gill, Long, Shackleford, 
Gillet, N. Y. Loud, Shallenberger, 

NAYS—8. 
Fitzgerald, Payne, Russell, Snodgrass, 
Mann, Richardson, Tenn. Sims, Snook. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—11. 
Barney, Jack, Mutchler, Trimble, 
Burgess, Ketcham, Parker, Warnock. 
Gillett, Mass. Minor, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—126. 

Adamson, Feely, Lever, Robertson, La. 
Allen, Ky. Foerderer, Lewis, Ga. Robinson, Nebr 
Babcock, Foss, Littauer, Ruppert, 
Beidler, Foster, Dl Littlefield, Scar borough, 
Bell, Fox, secmenees, Shafroth, 
Bellamy, Gardner, Mass McCall, Shattuc, 
Belmont, Gilbert, McDermott, Skiles, 
Birgham, Glass, McLachlan, Small, 
Blackburn, Glenn, McLain, Sperry, 
Boreing, Goldfogle, McRae, Spight, 
Bristow, Graham, Ma rd, Stephens, Tex. 
Bromwell, Griffith, Metcalf Stewart, N. J. 
Broussard, Grow, Meyer, La. Storm, 
Bull, Heatwole, Mickey, Sulzer, 
Burk, Pa. Hedge, Morgan, Swann, 
Burnett, Henry, Miss. Morrell, Talbert, 
Caldwell, Henry, Tex. Naphen, Taylor, Ala. 
Clark, Hildebrant, Neville, Thayer, 
Clayton, Holliday, Nevin, Tompkins, N. Y, 
Cochran, Hooker, Newlands, Tompkins, Ohio 
Conry, Hughes, Padgett, Van Voorhis, 
Cooney, Hull, Patterson,Tenn. Wadsworth, 
Creamer, Jett, Pou, Wanger, 
Curtis, Johnson, Powers, Mass. Watson, 
Dahle, Kahn, Prince, Wheeler, 
Dayton, Kehoe, Pugsley, Wiley, 
De Armond, Kern, Randell, Tex Wilson, 
Deemer, Kitchin, Claude Reeder, Woods, 
Dougherty, Kleberg, eid, Wooten, 
Draper, Knox, Rhea, Wright, 
Eddy, Lamb, Robb, 
Edwards, Lassiter, Roberts, 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. McDERMoTT. 

Mr. Jackson of Kansas with Mr. NEVILLE. 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. Suir of Kentucky. 
Mr. Roserts with Mr. WILSON. 

Mr. REEDER with Mr. WoorTEN. 


For the vote: 


Mr. Kerouam with Mr. CLAUDE KITcHIN, 
Mr. Foss with Mr. Pov. 
Mr, BROMWELL with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. McLACHLAN with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
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Until 8 p. m.: 

Mr. Jack with Mr. Rura. 

Tne result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
POPULATION OF RESERVE CITIES. 

_Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on the 
bill (H. R. 7659) to amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and for other purposes, and move 
the adoption of the same. 








The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut presents a 
conference report, which the Clerk will read, together with the 
statement of the conferees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the eeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7659) to amend section 1 
of an act entitled “‘An act to amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed torecommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

‘hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2, 3, and 4. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the word “thirty” inserted by said amendment insert the word 
“twenty-five;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

CHARLES N. FOWLER, 
E. J. HILL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. B. ALLISON, 
NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The committee of conference submits the following statement: 

The law now provides that any city having a — of 50,000 can be- 
come a reserve city if three-fourths of the banks located therein make appli- 
cation to the Coperollas for that purpose. This bill reduces the requisite 


population to 25. 
CHARLES N. FOWLER. 
E. J. HILL. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of the bill, I will state, 
in the first place, that it has the unanimous support of the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency, that it has been agreed to by the 
Senate, and is now here for final action. The lawat present pro- 
vides that a reserve city must be.a city of not less than 50,000 
population. The multiplication of small banks, under the $25,000 
class of the act of March 4, 1900, in the smaller communities in 
the West and South made it necessary for their convenience that 
the grading of the reserve cities should be reduced below the pop- 
ulation of 50,000 people. It is purely a matter of convenience for 
the more rural sections of the country. 

This bill will have probably no effect along the Atlantic sea- 
board. The request came from the West and was concurred in 
fully by our Southern brethren. The whole effect of the bill, and 
it has absolutely no other effect, is simply to provide that cities of 
25,000 population may be reserve cities, where the small banks 
could go to place their reserve. That is the effect of it. It in- 
volves nothing else whatever. I have asked the members of the 
committee if any of them desired to use the time, and they say 
‘*no.”? Therefore I shall take up another question, unless some- 
body desires to ask some questions in regard to the bill, 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Connecticut what sized cities this will 
allow to have reserves. 

Mr. HILL. Cities of 25,000 population. I will state that the 
Senate insisted on cities of 30,000 population. The Banking and 
Currency Committee first reported 15,000. A compromise was 
reached of 25,000 population. 

Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will yield to me, I want to 
read a little article in a paper which I think may have some in- 
fluence upon the passage of this bill, possibly. The item, Mr. 
Speaker, is from the Louisville Courier-Journal. It is entitled 
‘* The minority’s mistake.”’ 


The filibustering course of the Democrats of the House is ill advised. It 
may have been well enough to filibuster to prevent the Republicans unseat- 
ing Butler, but after Butler was unseated the continuance of the filibuster- 
ing tacticsis not justifiable. For the minority of the House to say that there 
shall be no legislation at all simply because a partisan injustice has been done 
them by the majority, or the rules of the House perverted in doing it, is 
neither dignified nor logical. The country has some rights above those of 
political parties, and among these are the rights to needed legislation. For 
any party toattempt to ay it this legislation merely out of pique or anger 
against Lape opponents is an indefensible attitude to take. The impres- 
sion such action necessarily makes is little short of childish, and its effect 
is more to injure the party making it than the party against which it is 
directed. 

This comes from a very prominent Democratic paper. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What is the paper? 

Mr.PAYNE. The Louisville Courier-Journal. [Loud, derisive 
cries on the Democratic side.] Possibly the gentleman has heard 
of the paper, and has heard of the Democracy and the great repu- 
tation of the editor of that paper. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, certainly. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will you read in that connection an edi- 
torial from the Washington Post as well as the Louisville Courier- 
Journal? [Laughter on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I do not care to read an editorial of the 
Washington Post. The Washington Post, according to the latest 
editorial, has never found out that this special election was held 
last November—November, 1902—does not seem to know any- 
thing about it. 
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Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. 
Mr. PAYNE. 





That is the Star. 

I might go further and say that the editor of 
that paper, it seems, did not know that in December we asked for 
a rule to allow this case to be heard, the evidence to be presented 
and reported to the House in time so that it could be heard before 


the 4th of March. It has forgotten, evidently, that the Demo- 
cratic minority filibustered against that rule, evidently with the 
intention of preventing the opponent of Mr. Butler from coming 
in here with his evidence until after the 4th of March, under the 
general law in regard to contested-election cases. 

Mir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentile- 


man if he stands by the statement of the editorial from which he 
read from the Courier-Journal, stating that the minority have 
attempted to obstruct business and prevent legislation. 

‘Mr. PAYNE. Do I stand upon the statement? Do I stand 
with this statement! 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Have we attempted to ob- 
LI *t le i la ‘on? 

ir. PAYNE. Is there any man with common sense that does 
not know the truth of that statement? [Loud applause on the 
i? } 


Republican side, and cries of ‘‘ No!’’ on the Democratic oo 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then Iassume, Mr. Speaker, 
that the gentleman from New York, when he says that, when 
he assumes that, knows that we have done nothing of that kind 
and no man of common sense will make that charge. [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. And I would have stated—— . 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have asked you to leg- 
islate within your rules. [Applause on the Democratic side and 
jeers on the Republican side. | 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not yield tothe gentleman. 
why he continues to interrupt me. I might have gone a little 
further if I had written this editorial. I would have quoted the 
language of the editor of the Washington Post, perhaps, attributed 
to minority Senators, who said the action of the minority of the 
House here was not only childish, but assinine. [Great laughter 
and applause on the Republican side. ] 

That would have been my sentiment; and I would have stood for 
that statement,too. [Renewed applause on the Republican side. | 
But I was saying the Post did not know the facts in this case. 
They did not know that this report came in here, and this evi- 
dence, along about the ist of February. They did not know that 
the Elections Committee took it up and studied the facts. They 
did not know the fact that the counsel for Mr. Butler admitted 
that there was nothing in the evidence justifying the position 
that Mr. WAGONER was not properly nominated. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. That is untrue, absolutely untrue. 
[Loud cries of ‘‘Oh!”’ and great confusion on both sides of the 
House. 

Mr. DAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now take 
a recess until 10 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise toa parliamentary in- 

uiry. 

: The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
moves that the House take a recess until 10 o’clock to-night. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for a division. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Do business! Do business! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamentary inquiry, 
which is not dilatory, either. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 
Tie Chair is entitled to hear the gentleman’s parliamentary in- 

uiry. 
7 Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The question I wish to ask is 
this—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not hear the gen- 
tleman for the confusion in the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish to ask if anybody upon 
this side had any right to a division of the time that was con- 
sumed by the gentleman from New York? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecti- 
cut is in charge of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that. I think 
the Chair knows that when the gentleman does wish to talk to 
the bill. then the time is equally divided between the two sides. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is norule on that subject, 
the Chair will state. The gentleman in charge of the conference 
report controls the time. The gentleman from Connecticut, when 
he took the floor, offered to yield time to gentlemen on the other 
side. 


I do not know 
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Mr. HILL. Not only that, but prior to taking the floor I went 


to other members of the committee and asked them if they de- 


sired time. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, the previous question has not 


been called upon this motion. 


nized. 


I rose, and I desire to be recog- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered upon the motion to take a recess and the division has be- 


gun. 


The Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 57, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 15, not voting 135, as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bishop, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8S. Dak, 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capror 
Cassel, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Coomt 8, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 


Adamson, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 


Burgess, 
Crowley, 
Curtis, 
Gillett, Mass. 


Allen, Ky. 
Ball, 

Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Brantley, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Cassingham, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cowherd, 
Creamer, 
Dahle, 
Davey, La, 
Dayton, 
Deemer, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Douglas, 
Edwards, 
Fleming, 
Foss, 
Foster, Tl. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fox, 


So the motion to take a recess was agreed to. 


YEAS—143. 
Currier, Hildebrant, 
Cushman, Hill, 
Dalzell, Hitt, 
Darragh, Holliday, 
Davidson, Howell, 
Dick, Irwin, 
Dovener, Jackson, Md. 
Draper, Jenkins, 
Driscoll, Jones, Wash. 
Dwight, Joy, 
Eddy, Ketcham, 
Emerson, Knapp, 
Esch, Kyle, 
Evans, Lacey, 
Fletcher, Landis, 
Foerderer, Lawrence, 
Fordney, Lessler, 
Fowler, Lewis, Pa. 
Gardner, Mass, Littauer, 
Gardner, Mich. Long, 
Gardner, N. J. Lovering, 
Gibson, McCleary, 
Gill, Mahon, 
Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, 
Graff, Martin, 
Graham Miller, 
Greene, ‘Mass. Minor, 
Grosvenor, Mondell, 
Hamilton, Moody, 
Hanbury, Morgan, 
Haskins, Morris, 
Haugen, Moss, 
Heatwole, Mudd, 
Hedge, Needham, 
Hemenway, Nevin, 
Hepburn, Olmsted, 

NAYS—57. 
Elliott, Lever, 
Feely, Lindsay, 
Finley, McAndrews, 
Fitzgerald, Maddox, 
Flanagan, Mahoney 
Flood, Miers, Ind, 
Gaines, Tenn. Moon, 
Gaines, W. Va. Padgett, 
Gooch, Pierce, 


Griggs, 
Hay, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 


Randell, Tex. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. Russell, 


Lester, 


Ryan, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—15. 


Green, Pa. 
Jack, 
Mann, 
Metcalf, 


Patterson, Pa, 
Schirm, 
Shackleford, 
Sherman, 


NOT VOTING—135. 


Gilbert, 
Glass, 

Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Gordon, 
Griffith, 
Grow, 
Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Hughes, 
Huil, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jett, 

Kahn, 
Kehoe, 

Kern, 


Kitchin, Claude 


Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Knox, 
Lamb, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Little, 
Littlefield, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
Loud, 
Loudenslazer, 


McCall, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
McLachlan, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maynard, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Morrell, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pearre, 

Pou, 

Powers, Mass. 
Prince, 
Pugsley. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 

Rhea, 


Richardson, Ala. 


Rixey, 

Robb, 

Robertson, La. 

eee, Nebr. 
uppert, 

Seatbarcusti, 

Selby, 


Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Me. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Scott, 
Shelden, 
Smith, Il. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southwick, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wagoner, 
Warner 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Sulzer, 
Thompson, 
Trimble, 
White, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


Showalter, 
Smith, Iowa, 
Thomas, Iowa. 


Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Sibley, 

Skiles, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C, 
Southard, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 
Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Swann, 
Swenson, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 

Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. O. 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Wanger, 
Wheeler, 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 





—_———— ean 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. Gorpon. 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CassiInGHAM, 

Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. ScutrM with Mr. CLauDE KITcHIN, 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. MANN with Mr. Jerr. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. PatreRsON of Pennsylvania with Mr. RicHarpson of Ala- 
bama. 

Until 11 o’clock p. m.: 

Mr. THomas of lowa with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Broussarp. 

Until 7.30 p. m.: 

Mr. Smita of Iowa with with Mr. Srarx. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 57 minutes p.m.) the House took 
a recess until 10 o’clock p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House (at 10 o’clock p. m.) re- 
sumed its session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of no quorum present. By actual count there are less than 
100 men on the floor. 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand the yeas and nays on the pending 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 
yeas and nays on the pending question, which is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point of no 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the yeas and 
nays, and a quorum is not required on that question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I submit to the Speaker a 
point of order, that there is no quorum present, and I submit 
that point to be acted upon by the Chair when I make it. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require a quorum. It is not nec- 
essary to have a quorum to order the yeas and nays. The Chair 
has already made that ruling. ; 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have counted the House, | 
and there are less than 100 members present, and we have been | 
in recess for three hours. I make the point of no quorum present. | 


Mr. PAYNE. Who appointed the gentleman to count the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. (As many as favor agreeing to the conference 
report will, when their names are called, vote ‘‘aye,’’ those op- 
posed will vote ‘*‘no,”’ and the Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 204, nays 18, | 


answered ‘‘ present’’ 11, not voting 117: as follows: 
YEAS—04. 
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Smith, Wm. Alden Stewart, N. J. 


Snodgrass, 

Snook, 

Southwick, 

| 
perry, 

Stark. 

Steele, 

Stephens, Tex 


Stevens, Minn. 


Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Burleson, 
Clayton, 


Stewart, N. Y. at. 
Sulloway, Tirrell, 
Sulzer. Tompkins, N. Y. 
Sutherland. Trimble, 
Swann, Underwood, 
Swanson, Van Voorhis, 
Tawney, Vreeland, 
Tayler, Ohio Wachter, 
Taylor, Ala. Wagoner, 
NAYS—i8. 
Dougherty, Kluttz, 
Green, Pa. Little, 
Grigys, McRae, 


Jackson, Kans. 


Thomas, Iowa 


Miers, Ind. 





Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Wheeler, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Il. 
Wooten, 
Wright, 
Young, 
Zenor. 


Russell, 
Shackleford, 
Thomas, N. C. 


De Armond, Kitchin,Wm.W. Rucker, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”’—11. 








Burgess, Hildebrant, Prince, Sherman, 
Gillett, Mass. Joy, Rhea, Wadsworth. 
Goldfogle, Mann, Schirm, 
NOT VOTING—117. 

Allen, Ky. Dick, Jett, Powers, Mass. 
Ball, Driscoll, Jones, Wash. Reid, 
Bankhead, Dwight, Kern, Robb, 
Barney, Edwards, Kitchin, Claude Robertson, La. 
Beidler, Evans, Kleberg, Robinson, Nebr. 
Bell, Feely, Knox, Ruppert, 
Bellamy, Fleming, Lacey, Scarborough, 
Belmont, Foerderer, Landis, Scott. 
Bingham, Fordney, Lassiter, Selby, 
Blackburn, ‘08s, Lester, Shafroth, 
Blakeney, Foster, Tl Lewis, Ga, Showalter, 
Bowersock, Fox, Littauer, Skiles, 
Brantley, Gaines, W. Va. Livingston, Smith, M1. 
Broussard, Gardner, Mich. Loudenslager, Southard, 
Brundidge, Gill, McCulloch, Spight, 
Bull, Glass, McDermott, Storm, 
Burk, Pa. Glenn, McLain, Talbert, 
Burnett, Griffith, Maynard, Tate, 
Cannon, Grow, Metcalf. Thayer, 
Clark, Hanbury, Meyer, La. Tompkins, Ohio 

; Cochran, Haugen, Mickey, Vandiver. 
Conry, Heatwole, Moss, Watson, 

+ Cooney, Henry, Miss. Mutchler, Weeks, 

| Cooper, Tex. Henry, Tex. Naphen, White, 
Creamer, Hitt, Neville, Williams, Miss. 

| Curtis, Hooker, Newlands, Wilson, 
Davey, La. Hopkins, Patterson, Tenn. Woods. 
Davidson, Huzhes, Pearre, 
Dayton, Jack, Pierce, 

| Deemer, Jackson, Md. Pou, 


Until further notice: 
Mr. Jack with Mr. Raga. 


Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. SPIGHT. 
Mr. Dick with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana, 
Mr. Evans with Mr. BRANTLEY. 


Mr. ACHESON with Mr. Batt. 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. DRISCOLL with Mr. Henry of Texas. 


Mr. GIy with Mr. C 
Mr. Foss with Mr. Tater. 


OPER of Texas. 


Mr. CurTIS with Mr. BURGEssS. 


| and 


On this vote: 

Mr. Lacey with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 
| Mr. MORRELL with M 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 1488. An act for the relief of T. A. Woodress: 

H. R. 15802. An act for the relief of certain homestead settlers 
in the State of Alabama; 

H. R. 17026. An act granting a pension to Jerome W. Turner; 


r. Rep. 


by Mr. PaRKINSON, its reading 


| H.R. 17085. An act to effectuate the provisions of the addi- 

tional act of the international convention for the protection of 
| industrial property. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


Acheson, Crumpacker, Hill, Moon, 

Adams, Currier, Holliday, Morgan, 
Adamson, Cushman, Howard, Morrell, 
Alexander, Dahle, Howell, Morris, 

Allen, Me. Dalzell Hull, Mudd, 

Anlin, Darragh, Irwin, Needham, 
Bvbeock, Davis, Fla. Jenkins, Nevin, 
3artholdt, Dinsmore, Johnson Norton, 

Bates, Douglas, Jones, Va. Olmsted, 
Billmeyer, Dovener, Kahn, Otjen, 

Bishop, Draper, Kehoe, Overstreet, 
Boreing, Eddy, Ketcham, Padgett, 
Boutell, Elliott, Knapp, Palmer, 
Bowie, Emerson, Kyle, Parker, 
Brandegee, Esch, Lamb, Patterson, Pa. 
Breazeale, Finley, Latimer, Payne, 

Brick, Fitzgerald, Lawrence, Perkins, 
Bristow, Flanagan, Lessler, Powers, Me. 
Bromwell, Fletcher, Lever, Pugsiey, 
Brown, Flood, Lewis, Pa Randell, Tex. 
Brownlow, Foster, Vt. Lindsay, Ransdell, La. 
Burke, 8. Dak. Fowler, Littlefield, Reeder, 
Burkett, Gaines, Tenn. Lloyd, Reeves, 
Burleigh, Gardner, Mass. Long, Richardson, Ala. 
Burioa, Gardner, N. J. Loud, Richardson, Tenn. 
Butler, Gibson, Lovering Rixey, 


Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cassingham, 
Conne 
Conrer, 
Cooinbs, 

Cc oper, Wis. 
Corliss’ 
Cousins, 

Cow herd, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 


Gilbert, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 
Greham, 
Greone, Mass. 
Grosvenor, ‘ 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Hay, 

Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 


McAndrews, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McLachlan, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Mehoney, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer. 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 

M 


oody, 


Rol erts, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Ryan, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sibley, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 5. W. 


| report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendinents of the: House to the bill 
| (S. 7414) to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, 
| to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to author- 
the erection and completion of public buildings, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill of the following title in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

H. R. 11997. An act granting to the Hawaii Ditch Company, 
Limited, the right of way over public lands in the districts of 
North and South Kohala, in the island of Hawaii, for the pur- 
pose of constructing and maintaining ditches or canals and the 
necessary reservoirs, dams, and the like, for irrigation and domes- 
tic purposes in said districts. 
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CIVIL APPOINTMENTS OF PERSONS FROM MILITARY OR NAVAL 
SERVICE. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and discharge the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 18105) to amend sec- 
tion 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
the preference in civil appointments of persons honorably dis- 
charged from the military or naval service, and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up the bill 
H. R. 14105, moves to suspend the rules, and discharge the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service, and pass the bill. The 
Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended so as to read as follows: 

““Sxc. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military or naval serv 
ice by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness, and officersanc. 
enlisted men who served in the armies or navies of the Uni States between 
April 12, 1861, and August 25, 1865, being honorably discharged therefrom, 
shall be preferred for appointment to and retention in civil offices and em- 
ployments: Provided, They are found to possess the business capacity neces- 
sary for the proper discharge of the duties of such offices or employments.” 

Sec. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts and Mr. DNDERWOOD de- 
manded a second. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to be informed whether this is the 
Senate bil: or the House bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is a House bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Why not pass the Senate bill which has already 
passed the Senate? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not know there was a Senate bill. 

Mr. SULZER. I understand there is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. As far as I know, there is no Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no knowledge on that sub- 
ject; there is no Senate bill on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that a second may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle- 
man from Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR, and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, Mr, UNDERWOOD. 

The House divided: and the tellers reported—ayes 109, noes 12. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Ohio in favor of the bill and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. GILLETT] in opposition to it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 

nding in Congress during all of the present Congress, naving 
en introduced a second time to correct an error in April, 1892. 
It is called the ‘* Preference bill,’’ a measure which was asked 
for by the members of the Grand Army of the Republic, which 
is broad in its operation, benefiting the officers and enlisted men 
who served in the Army and Navy of the United States during 
the civil war, and such as were discharged in any service by rea- 
son of wounds, etc. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service and has never been reported back from that committee. 
This is a motion to discharge that committee and pass the bill. 
This bill was before the House of Representatives something like 
two years ago, but there was an amendment put into it that was 
considered unfortunate, and the result of it was that the bill was 
not passed. It was opposed by myself and others who felt that 
injustice was being done to the soldiers of the Grand Army in 
that way: 


This is a measure that will have no very great benefit, because, | jer cont, 


necessarily, under the limitation that these men must have the | 


efficiency and proficiency required by the rules of the civil serv- 

ice, makes it impossible that any very considerable number of 

the old Army shall be benefited by it: but it wiJl be a token of 

good will, it will be a message of confidence and .omfort to these 

men, and as such, I earnestly hope this House will pass it. [Ap- 
lause. 

: In Si closing days of this House it will be well for us if we 


can send this message to these men, and another message to the | provides. 


Mexican pensioners, and, again, send a token of good will in the | 


form of the Foraker bill to mark and decorate the graves of 
the Confederate soldiers buried from the Northern prisons and 
hospitals. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of 
this bill, but I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio this 
question: This bill having been introduced eleven months ago, 
and there now being only thirteen hours before the close of this 
Congres:, why is it that this matter has not been attended to 
before? 


Mr. Speaker, this is a bill which has been | 





MARCH 3, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not desire to stir up any bad blood 
here to-night. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Oh; this will not do that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am a man of peace always—under all 
circumstances. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What hope is there that the bill 
will pass the Senate now, if it passes this House? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can only hope that a measure of such 
manifest justice will go through the Senate without delay. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If the Senate should delay the 
bill eleven months, as the committee having it in charge in this 
House has delayed it, and as the majority of this House has de- 
layed it, what hope has the gentleman that the bill will be passed 
and become a law, so that we may ‘“‘send out this message,”’ as 
the gentleman says, to the old soldier? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, we must do the best we can—that 
is our duty; and if we are obstructed by a committee here and 
by the Senate there that is no reason why we should shirk our 
duty in so manifest a way as we would if we should refuse to 
pass this bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But you have shirked your duty 
for eleven long months by delaying this meritorious measure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have never shirked my duty for eleven 
long minutes; I have pursued it with a zeal and constancy equal 
to the quest of the Holy Grail. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Well, I congratulate the gentle- 
man on that; but his colleagues on that side have not given their 
cooperation in favor of this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If my friend from Indiana and his col- 
leagues will only help in the measure now it may be a sufficient 
reparation for all that is past. 

Mr. GRIGGS. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
This bill refers to “ officers and enlisted men who served in the 
Armies or Navies of the United States between April 12, 1861, and 
August 25, 1865.’ Why should it not extend up to date? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, there is really no necessity for that. 
The young men who served in the Spanish war do not require 
any aid of this character. They are able to take the examination; 
but these men must stand their chances with the others. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Iwill say to the gentleman that if he will ex- 
tend the time to the present date I will vote for the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. By the law as it stands the veterans of 
the Spanish war are allowed 15 per cent advantage in their exami- 
nation. 

Mr.GRIGGS. Why not give them the same privilege extended 
to soldiers who served between 1861 and 1865? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am trying to do this much. I should 
be glad, if it were practicable, to do all that the gentleman sug- 
gests. 

Mr. GRIGGS. If the gentleman will permit me, I will ask 
unanimous consent to extend the provisions of the bill to the 
present date. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio how 
this measure affects the apportionment of the various States. 
Will it interfere with the apportionment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not affect it at all. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio how the present law gives 15 per cent ad- 
vantage to a veteran of the Spanish war, or any other veteran, in 


| the examinations? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Because that is the law. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The law, Mr. Speaker, 
gives 5 per cent advantage, and it applies 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Weill, there is a difference of opinion on 
that point. One gentleman says 15 per cent, and another says 5 
I do not care how the fact may be. I am willing to 
make it 74 per cent if that will satisfy the gentleman. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The advantage to which 
the gentleman refers is on account of wounds or disability incurred 
in the line of service, and it amounts to 5 per cent only. There 


| is the same advantage under the present law for the veteran of 


the Spanish war as for the veteran of the civil war. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I havenot yielded for aspeech. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts is totally mistaken as to what this bill 
Let me read it, and I ask him to listen as I read it, with 
the proper punctuation. This bill applies only to— 

Persons honorably discharged from the military or naval service by reason 
of disability resulting from wounds or sickness. 

That is one class. If they never got into a battle—if they never 
were in actual service, if they were stricken with sickness—it ap- 
plies to them. And then we have this language: 

And officers and enlisted men who served, etc. 


That takes in all of them, The gentleman from Massachusetts 
is entirely mistaken. 
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Mr. GRIGGS. Will the gentleman + me—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I not consider the subject of amend- 
ment. I can not afford to do that. I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves the balance of his 
time. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] is 
recognized in a to the bill. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, it is, of course, 
unpleasant and unpopular to oppose a bill like this which appeals 
so to one’s sentiment. But, however it may be in this House, I 
think in my district my opinions and actions are known so well 
that no one will attribute my opposition to any lack of regard 
or of gratitude to the veterans of the civil war. 

Ido not think, however, the way for us to show our regard or 
gratitude is by passing this bill. e owe the soldiers of the war 
liberal pensions. 'Weowethem much, and are giving them homes 
for their old age when they are needy; but we ought not to pension 
them indirectly in this manner to deteriorate the civil service, 
and that is what this bill clearly does. 

Mr. TAWNEY rose. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I will yield to the gentle- 
man later, but not fora moment or two. This clearly does that, 
because it is now forty-two years since the civil war broke out, 
and we know that although there are some men who between 60 
and 70 years of age retain their full vigor and capacity—and we see 
illustrations of them numerously in this House—yet they are men 
of originally extraordinary vigor; they are men who have both 
the intellectual and physical strength which generally are com- 
bined in successful men. 

The gentleman who offers this bill isa good illustration. At 
the same time we notice that those same gentlemen here some- 
times taunt each other about senility, although we appreciate 
that that is meant as a joke and is entirely unwarranted in fact. 
But we all do know that as men approach their seventieth year 
they have not the capacity for entering into a new clerical service 
and perform it as well and alertly as the men of 27, which is the 
average age under the civil-service appointments. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
now? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No; not for a moment. I 
will in a moment or two, but I wish to finish this thought now— 
because everybody knows that men as they approach their seven- 
tieth year can not compete with young men in a new and clerical 
service to which they are unaccustomed, and each year their work 
is not apt to improve. 

Now, what to-day is burdening our civil service? What to-day 
is the oa against it—the main object for attack by its op- 
ponents? It is superannuation. The enemies of civil service say 
that the main trouble to-day with that service is that it is full of 
old men, and yet this bill injects into the service men from 60 
years of age upward to the preference of all others. That cer- 
tainly will deteriorate the public service. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts just said that this bill proposes to pension, in effect, the old 
soldiers. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Indirectly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will ask the gentleman if it is not a fact 
that if this bill becomes a law no old soldier can be appointed 
unless he passes the civil-service examination. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, the Civil Service Commission fixes a 
minimum requirement? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. I will ask the gentle- 
man not to use too much of my time, but ask his question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They must meet that requirement? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If they pass the civil-service examination, 
which is the requirement fixed by law, how, then, are we pension- 
ing them if we give them the preference right or require that 
they shall be certified in preference to those who may be above 
them on the eligible roll? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why, I do not think the 
gentleman could have listened to what I was saying. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Because the reason is that 
they decrease in efficiency as they approach 70 years of age. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ah, but do they not meet the requirements 
of the law? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes; but every year, instead 
of keeping up the requirement, they are going to deteriorate. 
Now, to-day the departments are full of old men; it is the weak- 
ness everyone admits and criticises, and each year, if you admit 
mainly men over 60, it will grow worse. That, it seems to me, is 


an objection to this bill which ought to prevail, because it neces- 


sarily increases the very objection which is now made to our civil 


service. Then there is this further objection: It seems to me that 
this is wrong in principle, because if it should apply to veterans 
of the civil war it should apply to the veterans of every war. 


The same principle applies to one as to the other. If a man who 
serves his country in war is entitled to preference to office, then 
every man who serves his country in any war is entitled to it. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. As the law now stands there is a prefer- 
ence given to the soldiers of the civil war who were separated 
from the service by reason of wounds or sickness. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is correct? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Please do not tell me what 
the law is, but ask me a question. 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is correct, is it not? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. What I want to ask the gentleman is this: 
Would it not improve the service if, instead of the soldiers who 
have been crippled or diseased being given this preference alone, 
it be extended to those who were not separated from the service 
by reason of disease or wounds, but who are healthy, able-bodied, 
and sound, physically and mentally? Will not this bill result in 
improvement? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why, Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
tleman, of course, put in that interjection not as a question, be- 
cause I have already answered it, but in order to make his remarks. 
Of course it will not. Thevery objection which I have suggested, 
of the age of all these men, is enough of itself to involve filling 
the civil service with men from 60 years old up. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No; I will not yield for a 
moment. I will take a minute or two myself. Moreover, this 
bill accomplishes az little good compared with the evil it ac- 
complishes, because the very few men who can get into the serv- 
ice, compared with the hundreds of thousands of veterans who 
can not get into the service, will do the veterans very little good, 
and at the same time those few, compared with the few hundreds 
which annually enter the civil service, are enough to seriously 
affect the service. 

So that this bill effects very little comparative good to the men 
it is meant to help, but it effects great comparative evil to the 
service. 

And there is one other reason why it ought not to pass. That 
is because, as I say, it establishes a precedent that if the soldier 
of one war goes in, the soldier of every war ought to goin. And 
in the future the Spanish-war veteran can say with perfect logic, 
‘If the veteran of the civil war is allowed a preference because 
he fought for his country, why am I not allowed that same pref- 
erence because I fought for my country?’ 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow a 
question? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. It seems tome the gentleman’s 
logic is rather funny. Will not the logical result of this bill, if it 
passes, be to establish a precedent that will eventually bring the 


| Spanish war veterans into the same line as the veteran of the 





civil war? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Ofcourse, that is logically so. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Then why do you not vote for 
this bill if you are speaking for the Spanish war veterans? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I am not speaking for the 
Spanish war veterans. I am speaking for the service. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 


| from Georgia? 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
I ask, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iwant to ask the gentleman a question in 
reference to this bill. The bill contains a proviso providing if 
‘“‘they,”’ the veterans, ‘‘are found to possess the business capacity 
necessary for the proper discharge of the duties of such offices or 
employments.”’ 

Will the gentleman tell me under this bill what methods are 
used to ascertain if they have the necessary business requirements? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I can not tell the gentleman. 
That is a matter of business administration. I yield three min- 
utes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]}. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Three minutes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the provisions 
of this bill, it will disturb the present method of apportioning 
the civil offices among the several States of the Union. It will 
‘*shut the door of hope’’—if I may be permitted to steal that 
phrase from the Executive—to every man who was not old enough 
to render service during the civil war. 


How much time have I, may 





se te ae A Se eo 











f. eacnee 
“9 


+ ape : 
Caco endh aiarcieahiensots sar 7 aaa 


3036 CONGRESSIONAL 


There can be no good reason, it seems to me, why this law 
should be passed. The ample provisions that have been made for 
the care and comfort of the old soldier will certainly justify this 
Congress in giving its attention, occasionally at least, to the wel- 
fare of the other citizens of the country. 

As I understand the provisions of this bill, Mr. Speaker, it will 
also make it possible for any man who had one day of service in 
the armies of the United States during the periods therein de- 
fined, by passing an examination and attaining a mark of 65 out 
of 100, to take precedence in appointment over a man of superior 
capacity, who may, for example, have obtained a marking of 95. 

That, Mr. Speaker, will disturb and impair the public service; 
and I appeal to gentlemen on this side of the House to record 
their votes in such a way upon this measure as will preserve to 
their constituents an equal opportunity to that.which is offered to 
other citizens of the country. I yield back the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I was ex- 
ceedingly interested to hear from the gentleman from Ohio of 
the kind messages which are to go out from this House. I want 
to know what the message is we are sending to the Spanish war 
veterans. 


If this bill is passed now in its present form, it will do great in- | 
If the principle is a good | 


justice to the Spanish war veterans. 
one, and I am not arguing that it is, to extend the preference in 
our civil service to the old soldier, it should be extended to every 
old soldier who has offered his life for his country in time of war. 
[Applause. ] 

No one in this House knows better than I, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Spanish war veterans are only the shadow cast by the Grand Army 
of the Republic on its march toward the setting sun. No one 
knows better than [ that to most of us has not been given the 
splendid privilege of facing the bullets of the enemy in the stricken 
field, but to many of the veterans of the civil war to whom this 
bill would apply that same opportunity has been denied. Yet the 
Spanish war veterans know, too, what it means to pass through 
the Valley of the Shadow of Death. 

Some of them have faced the bullets of the enemy, and all of 
them have faced the disease and fever of theputrid camp. There 
is not one of them but knows what it means to see the bodies of 
his comrades borne to their last long home and the mourners go- 
ing about the company street. Why, Mr. Speaker, should you 
deny to one man the meed that you accord to another, a man of 
greater opportunities, but no greater patriotism. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to propose an amend- 
ment to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to have an amendment to this bill considered. 
Is there objection? . 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If itis the character of amend- 
ment he has indicated, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I will read my amend- 
ment 





The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massachu- | 


setts has expired. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
tleman one minute more. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 


the words ‘ or between April 22, 1898. and August 13, 1898,’ ”’ so as 
to apply not only to officers and enlisted men who served in the 
armies and navies of the United States between April 12, 1861, 


and August 25, 1865, but also to the soldiers who served between | 


April 22, 1898, and August 13, 1898. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to considering this amend- 
ment as pending with the bill? 

Objection was made by Mr. Grosvenor, Mr. WILuiams of 
Mississippi, and Mr. Griaes. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio if more than one gentleman is going to close 
for the bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eleven minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Suzer}. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this is a very meritorious bill, 
one that will do justice to the veterans of the civil war. I am in 
favor of it. I want to see it pass unanimously. It should have 
passed long ago. Those responsible for the failure of this just 


measure will regret it in the days and years to come. 
Now, my friends, all that this bill does is to give a preference— 
a very slight preference—to the soldiers and sailors of the Union 


Mr. Speaker, I yield the gen- | 


My amendment is, ‘“‘In- | 
sert after the words ‘ eighteen hundred and sixty-five,’ in line 11, | 
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who fought. for our country between 1861 and 1965—to the men 
who saved the Union and made us all that we are and all that we 
hope to be. Now, what is that preference? It is a preference in 
the civil service that exists to-day in almost every State of the 
North. It is a preference to make the law of the land simply say 
that where in a civil-service examination, all things being equal 
among those competing in that examination, the soldier or the 
sailor of the Union during the civil war, who has been honorably 
discharged and who is in every other way thoroughly capable 
and well qualified, shall have the preference in appointment to 
office and retention in the same. That is all this bill does. That 
| is the whole thing in a nutshell. It is fair and it is just. I be- 
lieve in that, and I hope this bill will now pass this House with- 
out a dissenting vote. 

Let me say here again what I have often said before, that I am 
| now, ever have been, and always expect to be the true and the 
| sincere friend of the men who saved our country in the greatest 
hour of its ws We owe them a debt we can never pay. They 
are entitled to our everlasting gratitude, and gratitude, my 
friends, is the fairest flower that sheds its perfume in the human 
heart. [Applause.|] Let us be grateful lest we forget. My sym- 
pathy will always be with the brave boys who went to the front 
| in the greatest crisis in all our country’s history. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are in the dying hours of the Fifty-sev- 
enth Congress. It is nearly midnight, and to-morrow at noon we 
will adjourn sine die. This bill has been in Congress for years. 
How is it, I ask, that it never passes? Why is it always put off 
until the final hours? I know it will pass this House now, but too 
late, I fear, to reach the Senate and pass there. A very similar 
bill was defeated in this way in the closing hours of the Fifty- 
sixth Congress. Itis the old, old story of broken promises—prom- 
ises made to the ear and broken to the hope. The Republicans 
do not keep faith with the Union veterans. How much longer 
can they be fooled? I hope the fate of this bill will open their 
eyes and cause them to think. 

The subject-matter of this bill, sir, was introduced in this 
House on the 2d day of December, 1901. From that day to this 
| it has slept in a Republican committee of this House. H. R. 
| 14105, now before the House, was introduced April 29, 1902. 
| Appeal after appeal, effort after effort, has been made by the 
| friends of the measure to get it reported, but without avail. Who 
| has been responsible? The Republicans. And I ask if this bill 
| fails to become a law at this time, who must take the responsi- 

bility? The Republicans. How much longer will you deny the 
| just demands of the old veterans? How much longer must they 
| wait—and wait in vain? Republicans, you must answer. 
| Let us keep our word. Let us be just and make this bill a law. 
| It is not yet too late. The Republican leaders in this House and 
in the Senate can do so if they are sincere and mean what they 
| say. Iam with the veterans, and I am opposed to fooling them. 
It is late, but if we act quickly it is not too late. Republicans, in 
the name of justice, in the name of gratitude, will you do it? 
These grand old battle-scarred veterans are not asking much. 
There is little, very little, that we can do now or hereafter to 
fittingly repay the heroic soldiers and sailorsof the Union. They 
| deserve much. What they did will never perish. I say again, I 
have always been with them, and what is more, I always will be 
| with them so long asI live. [Applause. ] 

The ranks of theGrand Army are thinning out. Call the illus- 
| trious roll to-day and the silence tells the story. In a few years 
they will be no more. As the yearscome and go theyare getting 
| fewer and fewer, and we all know the time is not far distant 
| when the old soldier and sailor of the Union will be a sacred 
| 





memory of the past. But, sir, while they are here, while the few 
yet live, I say, let us give them the preference in the same spirit 
that they gave their lives, their blood, their fortunes, and their 
best efforts for the safety, the greatness, and the perpetuity of 
our glorious Union in the mightiest struggle in war that ever 
shook the world. [Applause. ] 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, my Democratic colleagues are with me 
in my efforts to do justice to the veterans of the civil war. I am 
glad to know this, and I am surprised, sir, to hear my friend from 
| Massachusetts [Mr. aensemes compare the soldiers and the 
| sailors of the greatest civil strife in the history of the world with 
the soldiers on dress parade during the Spanish-American war. 
|Laughter.} That war was a ninety-day affair—a military holi- 
|day. The Spaniards were not in it at all. Why, everybody 
| wanted to go, I believe, to the Spanish-American war—— 
| Mr. WACHTER. Did you? 
| Mr. SULZER. Yes, my benighted friend; I wanted to go 
| very badly. [Laughter.] The Republicans, however, wouldn’t 
letme. They were afraid I might come back. [Laughter.] The 
records of this House, and at Albany, N. Y., and in the War De- 
partment here, will tell the story if my friend will look them up. 
I organized a regiment in New York City to go to that war, but 
I was not permitted to muster it in by either a Republican 














1903. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3037 





governor of New York or a Republican President, presumably on 
account of my politics. [Applause.] Oh, yes; I wanted to go 
mighty bad, but I was forced to stay at home and fight Spain 
Congress by the Republican governor of the State of New York. 
{Laughter.]| He thought at that time that I might come back 
and be a candidate in 1898 for governor [laughter], but he was 
watching the wrong man; another citizen of New York State 
also organized a regiment and got it mustered in, and he came 
back and succeeded Frank S. Black as governor, and that man 
is now President Roosevelt. Brother Black had his eye on the 
wrong man, and history is different—but my friend can read all 
about it in the archives of hiscountry. Now, my friends, I think 
we all agree that there is no comparison between the terrific | 
struggle from 1861 to 1865 and the Spanish-American war. When 
I look back upon the war with Spain it pales into insignificance | 
in comparison with the former mighty conflict. Sometimes | 
now I really feel sorry for Spain, although you all know I was 
one of the chief members here who from 1895 to 1898, in season 
and out of season, never failed to denounce Spain and demand 
the freedom of Cuba. [Applause and laughter. | 

But, Mr. Speaker, oe Spain was a good deal like a giant 
kicking a cripple. We should not crow too much aboutit. His- 
tory will set it all right, and give every man his true place in that 
momentary international triumph of American arms on land and 
sea. 

Mr. SIMS. Have you forgotten Funston? 

Mr. SULZER. Not at all; Funston is swimming along all | 
right. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, Thackeray—that great master of English diction—once | 
upon a time was constrained to facetiously remark—that ‘‘ com- 
parisons are odious.’’ Now, I am nota Thackeray, and it is not 
my purpose to make comparisons between the soldiers of this 
war or the soldiers of that war. They all did theirduty. They 
were all brave soldiers. They were all true Americans. They all | 
loved their country and were willing to die that it might live and 
triumph. 

I am a friend of the Spanish-American war veterans. No | 
braver men ever faced a foe. Their glory will live while our his- 
tory is a memory, and the work they did for struggling liberty 
in Cuba and for humanity in Porto Rico will ever be an imperish- 
able monument to their valor,-their heroism, and their glory. 
They, too, deserve our help, our consideration, and our eternal 
gratitude. Feeling about this matter as I do—speaking from my 
heart—and imbued with the sentiments I now express, I would 
like to see the veterans of the Spanish-American war stand side 
by side with the old guard of the civil war in this bill, and I say 
for one here that I will vote for such an amendment with as | 
much pleasure as I shall vote for this bill. But whether this 
amendment is adopted now or not, it is bound to come in the next 
Congress, and the time will soon he at hand when every soldier 
and every sailor of the Republic who can show an honorable dis- 
charge, no matter in what war he fought, will stand on an | 


equal footing before the law of the land in regard to preferences | 
in civil appointments. 

Now, sir, I am for this bill with all my heart. Let us pass it 
and hurry it over to the Senate and pass it there ere we adjourn. | 
If we pass it here and let it die in the Senate it will do no good, 
but cause sadness and disappointment to thousands and thousands | 
of the bravest men the world has ever seen. I say to the gentle- 
men on the other side of this Chamber that if this bill fails to be- 
come a law during this Congress, they will be held responsible | 
for its defeat. How will you ever be able to explain why you 
left it in the committee for fifteen months, and now, on the eve | 
of adjournment, move to discharge the committee from further | 
consideration and try to pass it under a suspension of the rules, | 
when you know it is so late in the session that it is extremely im- 
probable if it can pass the Senate? The responsibility is yours. | 
If this bill dies in the Senate, the Republican party kills it. | 
Soldiers and sailors of the Union, remember this. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to print, inconnection | 
with my remarks, some data. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The | 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SULZER. The report in 1900 of the committee on legis- 
lation for veterans in public service, made at Chicago, was as 
follows: 

To the Thirty-fourth National Encampmen t, 
Grand Army of the Republic, greeting: 

CoMRADEs: The committee on legislation for veterans in public service, 
appointed by the commander in chief, submit the following report. Regret- 
tably, but necessarily so, it is one of progress: . 

PROGRESS REPORTS. 
reports aro not always satisfactory, particularly if they con- 
cern a subject that has been hammered at, unsuccessfully, for twenty years: | 
es) ly_so when hard, earnest, devoted work for simple justice to war | 





veterans during all those years produces little or no effect on those who 
make our laws. 


Less than forty years ago the Armies and Navy of the Republic, through 


their great leaders. mn to make progress reports. These latter, repre- 
senting an unparalleled sacrifice of life and health and limb to men’ and of 
suffering to women and children, borne without murmur or complaint dur- 
ing four years of cruel war, did not partake of the idea “how not to do it.” 
The paramount issue then was the Union. There was no dispute about that. 
To meet it no sacrifice was regarded too great. 3 

The progress reported from the battle line finally gave satisfactory assur- 
ance to the American people at home that war would cease and peace 
come again. This result was reached. When the struggle ended the issue 
was settled right, and settled forever. The Union was saved, our nation 
made forever free, and joy reigned throughout the land. 

But what of the survivors of those who wrought out so much for free gov- 
ernment and humanity? Has there been any such hope for them as Appo 
mattox gave to the people? Have they been remembered? Have their 
material interests been regarded; and if not, why? The pathway is strewn 
with promises. Alas! Promises made to the ear, but broken to the hope; 


| and hope deferred maketh the heart sick. “T'was ever so. 


As the result of war, two obligations were incurred. One was financial. 
It required money, principal and interest, to liquidate this. And the prom- 
ise to pay was well kept. The other was sacrifice. To be canceled by grati- 
tude. Not in eloquent words, but acts. Tocare for him who had borne the 
battle, the widows and orphans of the fallen, and to suitably recognize those 
who survived. How? Pensions to those who deserved them; a reasonable 
preference in the public service to those who were worthy and sought needed 
employment, This in justice. In incurring this obligation of sacrifice, a 
national debt was created. None more sacred. In settling it, political con- 
siderations have no rightful share. Such sacrifice was above ali politics. 
Gratitude is ever a paramount issue. 


A SAD REFLECTION. 


In the light of our present greatness as a leading power in the affairs of the 
world, the history of free government in America, having its origin with the 
liberty-loving pilgrim fathers who landed at Plymouth Rock, embodied and 
emphasized in the Declaration of Independence, fought for to succcess in the 
Revolution, and made absolutely secure in the sixties, the cause continually 
progressing—and ever in blood and sacrifice while the battle raged—some 
self-evident facts are apparent. It must not be forgotten that into the four 
years of 1861-65 were crowded four centuries of human progress of an ad- 
vanced civilization. A just payment of one obligation to those who did this 
and still survive is long past due. 

Yet a sad reflection is found for us in the knowledge we have, as represent- 


| atives of the survivors of those who fought for union and freedom and lib- 


erty successfully then, that thirty-five years after that war closed eommit- 
tees of this body are still reporting progressconcerning an important matter. 
The fulfillment of a promise involving not a dollar of appropriation, but to’ 
which the honor and good faith of the people were then pledged, ever since 
unredeemed. 

Even now history is repeating itself. What we have experienced of neg- 
lect and indifference for many years others are now finding out. Young men 
who served in the war with Spain, in Cuba and in the Philippines, are walk- 
ing the streets seeking employment from door to door. And finding it not. 
Is this right? ’ 

Looking over the debates of the Congresses there can be found many 
kind words spoken for the soldier and sailor, but absolutely nothing in way 
of statutory law insuring to those who enter the military or naval service 
in times of war—serving until the end of their terms of enlistment or the 
close of hostilities, being honorably discharged—a reasonable preference in 
the public service in times of peace. Pensions, yes. Willany American urge 
that any meager pittance as a pension doled out compensates loss of man- 
hood—the manhood that was ready to sacrifice life itself, voluntarily, in 
battle, in order that the Republic might survive—and the inherent desire 
to earn bread by labor? Perish the thought! We will not believe it. 


THE PREFERENCE BILL. 

Early in the Fifty-sixth Congress, viz, December 6-7, 1899, in order to carry 
out the expressed wishes of the thirty-third national encampment, Grand 
Army of the Republic, held at Philadelphia, a bill was introduced by Mr. 
THomAS C. PLATT, of New York, in the Senate (S. 283), and by Mr. JAMES 


| A. TAWNEY, of Minnesota, in the House (H. R. 2583). The loyal service of 


both these gentlemen commands our admiration, and they well deserve your 


| thanks. In the Senate it was referred to the Committee to Examine the Sev- 


eral Branches of the Civil Service, of which Mr. Jonathan Ross, of Vermont, 


| is chairman, and in the House to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 


Service, of which Mr. FrRepreRicK H. GILLETT, of Massachusetts is chair- 
man. Its text was as follows: 

“A bill in reference to the civil service and appointments thereunder. 

“Be it enacted, etc., That in every Executive Department of the United 
States Government, and in each and every branch thereof, whether reached 
by competitive or noncompetitive examinations under the civil-service laws 
(in which case the rules and regulations affecting the same shall so provide), 
honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, or marines, whoserved assuch between 
April 12, 1861, and August 26, 1865, shall be certified and preferred for appoint- 
ment to and retention in employment in the public service, and for promo- 
tion therein; age, loss of limb, or other physical impairment which does not 
in fact incapacitate, shall not disqualify them, provided they posses the 
business capacity necessary to discharge the duties of the position involved. 
And persons thus preferred shall not be removed from their position except 
for good cause, upon charges and after a hearing. 

“So. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed.” 

The language was identical with S. 3256, which had passed the Senate, but 
ailed of consideration in the House, though favorably reported thereto, in 
the Fifty-fifth Congress. Both in Senate and House, bills of similar import 
were introduced by others.. Among these, H. R. 5779, by Mr. Jacos H. 
BROMWELL, of Ohio. This latter, accompanied by a report by Mr. CHARLES 
B. Lanpis, of Indiana, was the one reported to the House. 


IN THE SENATE, 


Senate bill 283 was reported back with an amendment, March 22, 19%, the 
Senate Committee inserting after the words “sixty-five,”’ the following in 
italics: or in the recent war with Spain or in the Philippine Islands, they being 
otherwise duly qualified, etc. (as in the original bill) 

Your committee, through personal interviews and by correspondence with 





nearly every member of the Senate committee, endeavored to secure a modi- 
fication of the amended bill by striking out the word or and prefacing the 
other italicized words with the following, in small caps: AND FIRST AFTER 


VETERANS OF THE CIVIL WAR, THOSE WHO SERVED, etc. (as in the amended 
bill). But they would then listen to nothing. Mr. Hoan, of Massachusetts, 
and Mr. FoRAKER, of Ohio, insisted that the amendment should remain as it 
was. The bill passed the Senate in the form reported, May 16,and the chair- 
manof your committee, he being then department commander of New York, 
and the annual encampment in session at Utica, was so advised by Mr. PLATT, 
of New York, by wire. The very next day, however, May 17. somewhat 
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strange to relate, in the absence from the Senate of Mr. PLATT, as your com- 
mittee is advised, on motion of Mr. Hoar, the bill was recalled from the 
House, where it had been received and referred to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service, its passage by the Senate being on a later day reconsid- 
ered by that body, and it was returned to the Senate committee. The facts 
are stated. The reasons for them are unknown to us. 

The committee accorded a hearing on the bill May 31. Two sessions were 
held. We urged consideration on the line of our pro modification. 
Present to oppose it were the president of the United States Civil Service 
Commission and a representative of the Civil Service Reform League. 
Neither has ever been friendly to the veteran. The bill is still in the Senate 
committee, not being again reported prior to adjournment. The members 
of your committee present, aided by Comrades E. C. Johnson and J. W. 
Cobaugh and Department Commander of the Potomac G. H. a 
and Special Aid George H. Patrick, as also that earnest friend of the vet- 
eran, ex-Congressman James R. Howe, who et the chairman of 
your committee from Brooklyn on this errand, did what they could to 
secure action on the bill, but without avail. 

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON REFORM IN THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

H. R. 2583, upon the organization of the House Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service, was placed in the hands of a subcommittee consisting of 
Messrs. C. B. LAnp1s, Indiana; JAMEs R. MANN, Illinois; WrLuL1aM ELLIoTT, 
South Carolina, and CHARLES N. FOWLER, New Jersey. This subcommittee 
met June 2, a quorum was present, Mr. ELLIOTT pang absent. and by a ma- 
7 vote of that quorum decided to report the bill the full committee. 

hat the bill was so reported, credit is due solely to Mr. LANDIS and Mr. 
Fow.LerR. Upon the announcement of the subcommittee that they were 
ready to report, all else depended. 

At the meeting of the House committee held June 4, eight of its thirteen 
members being present—seven constituting a quorum—your committee was 
accorded a hearing. Following that, as your committee are advised, it was 
decided to amend and substitute the Bromwell bill (H. R. 5779)—Mr. Brom- 


WELL was a member of the committee—for that of others pending of a simi. 


lar nature, including the Tawney bill (H. R. 2583), and to report it with the 
modification asked for by your committee, and this wasdone. For the favor- 
able report of a majority of the quorum on this bill by the cammittee to the 
House—and it needed five votes—we are indebted to Messrs. C. B. LANbD1s, 
Indiane; J. H. BROMWELL, Ohio; J. D. BowErRsook, Kansas; M. H. Glynn, 
New York, and J. F. Fitzgerald, Massachusetts. It was a distinguished 
service, and they should be kindly remembered for it. The others present 
at the meeting of the committee were F. H. GiLLEettT, Massachusetts, chair- 
man; J. F. Lacry, Iowa, and C. N. Fowuer, New Jersey. 


THE HOUSE COMMITTEE'S REPORT. 


The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to whom was referred the 
bill CH. R. 5779) in reference to the civil service and appointments thereun- 
der, submit the following report: 

“In the matter of the appointment of persons to positions in the Execu- 
tive Departments of the Government under existing laws, soldiers and sailors 
who incurred disabilities in the service (the discharge must show that fact— 
Z : ed and who have taken the civil-service examination are to be pre- 

erred. 

“Under the provisions of the bill herewith reported this preference will ex- 
tend to and include all honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, or marines who 
served as such between April 12, 1861, and August 25, 1865, and to those honor- 
ably discharged soldiers, sailors, or marines who served in the recent war 
with Spain or in the Philippine Islands, without reference to the disabilities 
they may have incurred in the service. Under the present law the right of 
preference is based upon disabilities. Under the proposed bill the right of 
preference is based upon the service and ability of the soldier, sailor, or ma- 
rine who has served during the time of war and has an honorable discharge. 

“The present law has — rise to a great deal of dissatisfaction among 
soldiers and sailors, for the reason that the man who may have served only 
one month or less, if during that service he incurred any disability (causing 
him to be discharged from the service—J. W. K.), is given preference in the 
matter of employment by the Government over the soldier or sailor who may 
have served from the beginning until the close of the war, enduring all the 
bardships and privations incident to that service, but incurring no perma- 
nent disabilities. 

“ Your committee have thought it well to include those who served in the 
recent war with Spain or in the Philippines, being honorably discharged, 
givir.z them preference first after veterans of the civil war. The passage of 
this bill will not in any way affect the operation of the civil-service law, 
rules, or regulations with respect toexaminationsfor appointment. Soldiers 
and sailors, under the provisions of this be gan law, who apply for posi- 
tions will be required as now to pass the civil-service examination, the pref- 
erem » applying only in selection of persons from the eligible list. 

“The proposed bill also or to promotions as well as to appointments, 
and, if passed, will prevent the removal of any soldier or sailor except for 
good cause and upon charges and after a hearing. 

* Believing that the discrimination which the present law makes against 
the soldier or sailor who has an honorable record of service, but who was for- 
tunate enough not toincur any permanent disability (requiring his discharge 
from service—J. W. K.) is neither right nor just, your committee therefore 
recommend the passage of this bill.” 

PUBLIC OFFICE—PRIVATE SNAP. 

Instead of public office being a “ public trust,” it is too frequently regarded 
as “‘a private snap.” This idea permeates allour Government,in spots. An 
honorable discharge from the military or naval service—the greatest badge 
of honor that can come to any citizen in this Republic—as a recommendation 
when applying for employment to public officials, ought by them to be re- 
spected. In some departments, however, in recent years the badge or but- 
ton of the Grand Army of the Republic, evidencing service and sacrifice in 
the “days which tried men’s souls ”’—notably so in the navy-yard at Brook- 
lyn, N. Y.—is not alone regarded with disfavor by some of the “little bosses” 

ere, but makes him who wears it the subject of ridicule and not seldom of 
insulting lan ., unworthy to come from one who claims to be an Ameri- 
can; and besides this, though preferred for appointment, veterans are the first 
discharged, and usually in such a way that they can not hope to get back. 
This is no fancied picture. 

While such conduct has not the a: val of Hon. John D. Long, Secretary 
of the Navy, who has 7 times when appealed to shown in various ways 
his regard for the just claims of veterans of war, the statute-affecting em- 
ployment at navy-yards and the system in yogme of making the “ petty ins 
sole judge, jury, and executioner concerning the merits of men, when reduc- 
tions of force are made necessary for any cause, permits it. Some of these 
bosses hate the veteran who isa Grand Army man, The fact that no statu- 
tory law protects worthy veterans enables d tions and wrong, many 
times due to prejudice alone, being done to them. 


PRACTICAL GRATITUDE. 


Barat’ in — ——— of the oon “ pov Tat, by vote of the 
le and becoming operative January 1. 5 oun e following: 
A RTSOLe V., Sucre 9. * * * Appointments and promotions in the 
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civil service of the State, and of all the civil divisions thereof, including 
cities and villages, shall be made according to merit and fitness, to be ascer- 
tained, so far as poackoa. b coneingens, See so far as practicable, 
shall be competitive: Provided, however, That honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors from the Army and Navy of the United States in the late civil 
war, who are citizens and residents of this State, shall be entitled to prefer- 
ence in appointment and promotion, without regard to their standing onan 
list from which such appointment or promotion may be made. Laws shalt 
be made to provide for the enforcement of this section.” 

Here is an example of practical titude which is significant. If the debt 
of one State, to all veterans of the Union, is thus regarded and recognized by 
its people, what about the debt of other States? t about the debt of the 
States united? The latter debt is the greater. 


THE PRESIDENT. 

During the year the chairman of your committee has many times had oc- 
casion to go to our comrade, William McKinley, President of the United 
States, in the interest of othercomrades who needed help or protection. And 
never in vain. Numerous restorations to the public service of veterans 
wronged gave needed help, and some sweeping reforms in ideas of adminis- 
tration adopted by him for the protection of other veterans in their rights 
have produced good results for our people in other directions. 

A letter of the President to the Cabinet officers dated July 12,1899, requir- 
ing that where in any place in the civil service exempted from examination 
under an Executive order of May 29, preceding, a tion was held by an 
honorably discharged soldier or sailor of either war, he should not be remov 
therefrom until the papers in the case had first been sent to him, personally, 
was far-reaching. In line with the desire of your committee to establish the 
principle for which we are now contending in the form of a statutory law, 
that service in war is entitled to nae by retention and continuance in 
the employment of the Government in times of peace, this well-intended 
action was a long stride in the right direction. 

The example of the President is one worthy to be regarded by all subordi- 
nates. 

Of like character, in effect, was a peremptory order issued by the Presi- 
dent in January last to the United States Civil Service Commission, to submit 
an amended rule so that where a veteran of the war became disconnected 
from the civil service through no fault or misconduct on his own part, and 
was restored, accepting a minor place in order that he might help provide 
for himself and his family, that, on the recommendation of the appointing 
officer, he could be fully reinstated at the highest compensation he had re- 
ceived before Seoeening disconnected from the service. Such a rule was 
submitted and signed, being now known as Rule XI. Many veterans were 
thereby benefited. And the unjust precedents in this direction established 
for eight years by the United States Civil Service Commission, were set 
aside. These no longer exist to oppress the worthy veteran or rob him of 
his rights. 

THE LAST WORDS. 


“The agony and bloody sweat are over. Lip service has again been tried 
and found wanting. Hypocrisy and low cunning prevail. God help the vet- 
eran. Good-by.” 

The foregoing were the last penned words in the contest wa by your 
committee at the first session of the Fifty-sixth Con, for rights. They 
were written at 4p.m. June 7. By whom written, to whom addressed, is 
not material here. Voicing despair, they contain a rebuke to some of the 
lawmakers of the nation during thirty-five years last past, richly deserved. 
Due regard being given to the many expressions of national encampments on 
the subject of the veteran in the public service, to the work of the committees 
appointed by them from time to time for many years—and which has been 

srformed without money and without price—in this behalf, to the supreme 
ustice of our cause and the indifference shown to these appeals, cient 
reason is found for the expressions referred to. And they were not without 
effect. In less than five minutes Mr. BROMWELL of Ohio had the floor. It 
seemed as though justice was about to progress to some purpose. But pages 
7456 and 7457 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that day best tell what hap 
pened. Readand ponder. We quote: 


CIVIL SERVICE APPOINTMENTS FOR HONORABLY DISCHARGED SOLDIERS, ETC. 


Mr. BROMWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: ° 
“A bill (H. R. 5779) giving preference to peng discharged soldiers, sail- 

=. ane marines in all appointments in the civil service of the United 

ates. 

“ Be itenacted, etc., Thatin every Executive Department of the United States 
Government and in each and every branch thereof, whether reached by com- 
petitive or noncompetitive examinations under the civil-service laws (in which 
case the rules and regulations affecting the same shall so provide), honorably 
discharged soldiers, sailors, or marines who served as oan between April 12, 
1861, and August 26, 1865, shall be certified and preferred for appointment to 
and retention in employmentin the public service and for promotion therein. 
Age, loss of limb, or other physical impairment which does not in fact inca- 
pacitate shall not disqualify them, provided they the business capac- 
ity necessary to discharge the duties of the position involved; and persons 
thus preferred shall not be removed from their positions except for good 
cause, upon charges, and after a hearing. 

“Seo. 2. That all laws or ? of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed.” 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Retorm in the Civil Serv- 
ice was read. as follows: 

“After ‘1865,’ in line 10, insert ‘and firstafter the aforementioned vetorans 
of the civil war, those honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines 
who served in the recent war with Spain or in the Philippine Islands, they 
being otherwise qualified.’” , 

The Speaker. Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill’ 

Mr. Lentz. I do not rise to object; I want an answer to one question. 
Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BRoMWELL] tell me whether this bill en- 
larges the provisions already contained in our statutes on this subject? 

r. BROMWELL. It does to this extent: Under the present law the veterans 
of the civil war are ree a preference in these appointments, provided they 
are not incapacitated by wounds or disease. This extends the law to all hon- 
orably discharged soldiers. And then an amendment has been reported by 
the committee providing that after the veterans of the civil war preference 
shall be given in these civil-service appointments to “honorably discharged 
soldiers, sailors, and marines who served in the recent war with Spain or in 
the Philippine Islands.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection? 

Mr. Lentz. i have no objection. 

Mr. WILuiAmMs of Mississippi. I object. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I move the rules be sepenins in order that this bill may 
be considered and put on its e with the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 
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The SPEAKER. Let the Chair state the question. The gentleman from 
Ohio moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill which has just been read 
with the amendment indicated. 

Mr. OULZaR. Mr. Speaker, Lask the gentleman from Ohio whether this is 

he House bill? 
. Mr. BROMWELL. This, Mr. Speaker, is the so-called Grand Army bill, 
which was introduced under the auspices of the grand encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic. It is a House bill. 

Mr. SuLzerR. Mr. Speaker, this is a good bill. I am heartily in favor of 

its passage. It should have been reported long . I want to ask the 

walleman from Ohio why it has not been repo and before, so 
fiat the Senate could act on it? Why is it sae ee to be passed e 
last hour of the session? Is ita bluff (like the ant: t bill) to fool the old 
soldiers? Atall events the bill should and I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to it. It should have passed this House early in the session. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will answer the ——- by sa that this bill was 
considered by the Committee on Civil Service Reform only last Monday. It 
was repo to the House; but the business of the House been such that 
it was impossible to call it uP under merpension of the rules; and, as the gen- 
tleman well knows, it would have been impossible probably to obtain unani- 
mous consent, as has been evidenced here to-day by the fact that it was ob- 
jected to by the gate from Mississippi. ow, then, we have only a 
few moments left in which to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This debate is all out of order. 

Mr. SuLzER. The only complaint that I have to make is that you did not 
bring up and pass the bill before. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. WiLuiAMs of passe. I demand a second. 

pn eo MayI unanimous consent that a second be considered 
as ordered? 

Mr. WiLL1AMs of Mississippi. I object. 

The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. BRomMWELL and Mr. W1LLIAMs of Mis- 
sissippi. 

T 5 House divided; and the tellers yepestes-ayes 98, noes 9. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is seconded. 

Mr. ALLEN of nee, No quorum present. 

Several MEMBERS (on the Democraticside). Oh,no; donot make that point. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] makes the 
point that no quorum is present. 

Mr. Mercer. I make the point that that is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count the House. 

fone hundred and sixty-three members were counted as present. 

r. BROMWELL. Before the final announcement of this count, J wish tc 
say this: In view of the fact that there are but thirty-five minutes left be- 
fore the final adjournment and that forty minutes for debate can be claimed 
under the rule, and in view of the dilatory tactics of some gentlemen on the 
—— side of the House, it is evident that it will be impossible to get a roll 
call on this bill, which will probably be demanded. [Cries of “ Regular or- 
der!”] Itherefore ask permission to withdraw the bill from the considera- 
tion of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the bill. 

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Just one moment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Mr. § er, I object to the with- 
drawal of this bill by the gentleman from Ohio. uch as he has chosen 
to inject politics into this matter, I desire to say, asa member of the com- 
mittee reporting this bill, that this measure was supported by Mr. Glynn 
and myself in the committee. I think it is a proper bill and we should make 
every effort to have it passed. 

5 a: Alaa de. I move that the House take a recess until 10 minutes before 
o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not authorized to submit that motion in the 
absence of a quorum. 

Mr. DALZELL. There has been no announcement of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has announced the number present—not enough 
tomakeaquorum. The Chair is not advised of any new arrivals in the Hall. 

Mr. SuLZER. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. is is the regular order. 

Other members having entered the Hall, the Speaker announced 178, a 
quorum, present, 

“ FRATERNITY MEANS SOMETHING.” 


_ Among the declared tenets of faith of the Grand Army of the Republic 
is found the proclamation, “Fraternity without regard to former rank 
is the broad foundation stone on which our order rests.” This means 
cohesion. Clannishness, if you will. It naturally ewe, then, that help 
and protection to a worthy comrade requiring it, enjoined by its constitu- 
tion, isa paramount duty. One that may not pass unheeded. The material 
welfare of one, even the humblest among us, is the concern of every other 
—y : An injury or injustice to one becomes the cause of all. Have we 
een True 

In two essentials of obligation veterans ought to be a unit. The first is 

that vigilance be exercised to see that the pension laws enacted are executed 
ina spirit of honesty and fairness to the deserving soldier and sailor, and to 
the puntos widows and orphans. In none others are we interested. The 
second, to secure legislation accomplishing and then guard well the right to 
a preference of worthy veterans for public employment. An honorable dis- 
charge from service and present ability ought to be the only passports re- 
quired by them for such preference. 

The sentiment expressed by one of the later mayors of a now extinguished 
sreat city, who, concerning the claims for sae of a man who had 
ost one arm in the service, and by reason of another wound was, since the 

war, compelled to carry a leg in poy said, “ That is ancient history,” will 
not find lodgment in the hearts of the American people. And the minds of 
the lawmakers of the nation should not be perve by any such thought. 


DECLARATION FOR RIGHTS, 


It was long written, ‘‘ Who would be free, themselves must strike the 
blow.” What this organization most needs now is to proclaim a new Dec- 
laration of Independence—this time for rights. The peice right of veterans 
to serve in times of the country for which they ought in war. Prefer- 
ence inits publicemploy. Compensating wages by labor. And in fraternity, 
charity, and loyalty—one for all and for one—again do battle to secure 
“" Taal aaitenioenh at tee cease. br thie yoogls. andi fer Ube poeple” micht 

1at “government o: 8 8, CS) ple,and for the people” m: 
not perish from the earth, wee am task cuce socamnitbed to our care. With 
what result the whole world is familiar. 

That the war for the Union and what it cost in sacrifice may not be for- 

tten, nor its survivors be belittled—particularly by the politicians—in this 

7 and generation, is the supreme duty, with us, in this hour. 
hat volunteer service in the Armies and Navy of the United States, in 
ae war, eserves net alone mw ga my and but to 3S o-. 
are honorably dischar ng worthy and ca prefermen 
for opymntnens, romotion, ro retention in the public Survioe in times of 
peace, is a p to which we ought to stand committed, now and forever. 





RECOMMENDATIONS, 


Weask this encampment to approve and indorse the present report. 

We recommend that the work of this committee be pressed by a commit- 
tee of the Grand Army of the Republic during the coming year, or until the 
object in view in its appointment has been secured; and to aid in accomplish- 
ing that end, that a copy of this report, including the action of this encamp- 
ment thereon, be sent to each post in our organization, with instructions that 
the same shall be read at the meeting of the post next succeeding its sous 
and a resolution adopted by it approving of and urging upon Congress the 
passage of H. R. 5779 (the veteran preference in employment measure) now 
pending in the House of Representatives; thatthe Senators and Representa- 

ves in Congress be fully advised of such action 4 comrades, and that a 
copy of the resolution adopted by the post, officia signed by the com- 
mander and adjutant, be forwarded to the adjutant-general of the Grand 
Army of the Republic. 

CONCLUSION. 


Many little things occurring in the last battle of the campaign for justice, 
commencing with May 31 and ending June7, only when the gavel fell and 
the first session of the Fifty-sixth ne gee stood adjourned, might be told, 
but we refrain. Perhaps an awakened conscience may cause a change of 
heart in some directions. We shall hope so. And as to our friends, they 
will remain loyal and true. Itis well to say that President McKinley gave 
us his personal assurance that the bill now pending on the Calendar of the 
House (H. R. 5779) met with his pepeavess and Speaker HENDERSON, on the 
day after the adjournment, said the chairman of your committee ccn- 
cerning it that ‘ prompt consideration will be given the bill on the reas- 
sembling of Congress. The — of “help in December” may be 
redeemed. We shall rely upon it, anyhow. 
Fraternally, yours, 

JOS. W. KAY, New York, Chairman, 

CHAS. BURROWS, New Jersey, 

ISAAC F. MACK, Ohio, 

H. H. CUMMINGS, Pennsylvania, 

W. W. ELDRIDGE, Potomac, 

Curcaao, Inu., August 29, 1900. Commétttee. 


And this was promulgated to the posts of the entire order, offi- 
cially, as follows: 
Circular No. 1. 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
St. Louis, Mo., September 13, 1900. 

The accompanying “report of the committee on legislation for veterans in 
the public service” was rs and indorsed and the recommendations of 
the same adopted by the thirty-fourth national encampment, held at Chi- 
cago, Il., August 29, 1900. 

mplying with such action, the posts of our order are hereby requested 
to take due notice thereof and be governed thereby. A simple form of reso- 
lution only is required. Sucha form as may be used, if agreeable, accom- 
panies this circular. When action has been taken by the post, comrades are 
requested, if convenient, to see the United States Senators from their States 
and Representatives in Gengnemn from their respective districts, advising 
them of the action taken by the , and its wishes concerning the veteran 
reference law (H. R. 5779). Such resolution as may be adopted should be 
uly authenticated oe the signatures of the commander and adjutant 
of the t (and seal, by posts having one) and then be mailed promptly, ad- 
ad F. M. Sterrett, Adjutant-General G. A. R., St. Louis, Mo. 

This important work, which has been so ably and satisfactorily presented 
and advanced by the committee having charge of same, can easily be made 
the law of the land if the comrades perform the service herein required of 
them. Commanders and adjutants are specially enjoined to secure action 
without unnecessary delay. 

Fraternally yours, LEO RASSIEUR, 
Commander in Chief. 


Official: 
F. M. STERRETT, 
Adjutant-General. 





—, 1900. 
At a regular meeting of Post, No. ——-, Department of 
, Grand Army of the Republic, held at its headquarters —- ———-, on 
the above date, after reading and duly considering the “report of the com- 
mittee on legislation for veterans in the public service,” made tc the thirty- 
fourth national encampment at Chicago, Ill., August 29, 1900, the action of 
said encampment thereon, and the circular of the commander in chief, it was 
unanimously 

Resolved, That this post approves and urges upon the Fifty-sixth Congress 

















of the United States, at its session in December, the prompt passage of H. R. 
5779 (the veteran-preference measure) as an act of justice long delayed. 
* * * = « + x 


A transcript from the record. 
L. 8. 





, Commander. 








, Adjutant. 


Concerning what resulted therefrom, officially reported, page 
103 of the Journal of the thirty-fifth national encampment, held 
at Cleveland, Ohio, in 1901, over the signature of F. M. Sterrett, 
adjutant-general Grand Army of the Republic, contains the fol- 
lowing: 

LEGISLATION. 

The adjutant-general received resolutions from 1,287 posts, located in 44 
departments of the Grand Army of the Republic, indorsing the veterans’ 
owtenenes law, as set forth in House resolution 5779, beforethe Fifty-sixth 

‘ongress of the United States, which was forwarded by him to the commit- 
tee on legislation for the Grand Army of the Republic, authorized by the 
national encampment. The number of each post, with the name of the de- 

rtment, was collated on 23 written pages, which, being bound, the fol- 
aeeee eaeees was placed thereon: ‘To be filed with the custodian of 
reco under the seal of the order, Independence Hall, Philadelphia, Pa.,as 
a refutation of the charge made by Hon. Wm. P. Hepsurn,of Iowa, on the 
floor of Con; when the veterans’ preference law, House resolution 5779 
was under discussion in December, 1900, when he said, ‘No one is authorized 
to speak for these men.’” 


The report of the ‘“‘ committee on legislation for veterans in 
public service,”’ made at Cleveland, Ohio, in September, 1901, 
was as follows: 

To the Thirty-fifth National Encampment, Grand Army of the Republic, greeting: 


CoMRADES: The “committee on legislation for veterans in the public 
service,” appointed by the commander in chief in accordance with action 
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.orizing it taken by the thirty-fourth national encampment, held at Chi- 

, Ii1., August 29-30, 1900, strongly reaffirming the principles declared on 

the subject-inatter and the views of the bounden duty of all comrades of our 

great organization concerning it and other things, as set forth and expressed 
in its last previous report, now submit the following: 

— the last report was one of progress and of hope, based on promises 

made by the 8 

our comrade, the President of the United States, concerning the desired leg- 


islation, on all which your committee placed reliance, the result shows only | 


Yet the Union forces, as a body, never despaired of the grand re- 
sults finally achieved by them during the civil war, and hence this grand 
organiz n must not despair, regardies s of the character or strength of the 
foes it is called upon to meet in this, its present war for justice. 
THE VETERAN PREFERENCE LAWS. 
ich misunderstanding exists concerning the veteran preference laws 
and their scoy What they are should be made plain. The text of section 
lj}4, Revised Statutes, United States, is herein given. Soalso is the civil- 
service rule of October 29, 1884, secured only after a long struggle by the 
resent chairman of this committee. The statute is mandatory as to those 
red by it; and since the promulgation of the rule, boards ef examiners 
ave a.lowed the preference in certification necessary to those entitled to 
reference under the statute who are found eligible through competitive ex- 
ainination. 

Otherwise, even they could not be appointed. In operation, the bene- 
ficiaries of both statute and rule are, to the extent of 45 per cent, soldiers and 
sailors of the Regular and Volunteer Army and Navy, who enlisted and 
served since 1865. No preference whatever is accorded to those who were 
honorably discharged at the expiration of their terms of enlistment. or by 
reason of the ending of the civil war. And it matters not how many times a 
man was wounded. 


disaster. 


me 


The foregoing statement is true despite the wrong perpetrated on such | 


men by an inspired article emanating from Washington (the Civil Service 


Reform League, likely), which oo in the public press of the country | 
i 7 


while the veterans’ preference bill was pending in Congress, wherein it was 
made to oe that all veterans of the civil war were 
ence. The United States Civil Service Commission, thoug 
quested to do so by this committee, failed to set the matter right. 
more false teaching was scattered among the people. 

There is a law concerning the matter of retention of veterans already in 
the service. The force and applicability of that has recently been denied by 
the collector of customs and the collector of internal revenue at New York. 
And this denial appears to have been sustained by the head of one of the 
Executive Departments, viz, the Secretary of the Treasury. This furnishes 
one reason for an appeal to the President. 

Chapter 287, lawsof 1876,embodied in Statutesat Large, United States (vol. 
19), is in part as follows: 

“ * * * Provided, That in making any reduction of force in any of the 


ence 


Executive Departments, the head of such Department shall retain those per- | ‘ meee , 7s d I 
- ] — ; per | the bill (S.5417) to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, have exainined 


sons who may be equally qualified who have been honorably discharged 
from the military or naval service of the United States, and the widows and 
orphans of deceased sailors and soldiers.” 

The laws above referred to or quoted are the only ones which 
preference for veterans, either for appointment to or retention in the public 
service and, except for a recommendatory statute, section 1755, the spirit of 


which was gratitude, but is without force, no other legislation on the subject | 


has been enacted. Some changes of civil-service rules affecting veterans 
who become disconnected from the public service, in regard to reinstate- 
meut, have been made. And that is all. 


IN THE HOUSE. 


The defeat of the Bromwell bill (H. R. 5779) in the House of Representa- 
tives December 17, 1900, was most decisive. C 
reference is made to pages 383-387 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second 
session Fifty-sixth Congress. We will not take the time to inflict upon you 
the sad story to which the public records bear witness in the debate on this 
bill It shows an immense amount of inexcusable and lamentable lack of 


knowledge on the part of many men in public life—some of whom we call | 
regarding existing statute laws affecting the preference and status | 


comrade 
of veterans in the public service; or could it have been a fear of the Civil- 


Service Reform League, whose noisy opposition to this measure and the | 


veteran on general principles is baseless and without good reason, for other- 
wise, it is strong evidence of willful misrepresentation and deceit, all the 
more harmfuland reprehensible when emanating from high 
especially to be regretted if coming from those who served in the Union 
forces, and who therefore would be supposed to know the law and the facts, 
as well as the justice and necessity of such a law being enacted, and to speak 
the truth in matters concerning their comrades. 


A quotation or two in support of the foregoingstatement will suffice. For | pret ; 
their discharge from the service. 


instance: : 
Mr. HEPBURN (Iowa), a comrade, said: 


“I do not believe that anybody has the right to speak for those men who 


might be benefited by this law, and say that he represents them. 


“T do not believe that those men who served between 1861 and 1865, or the | 
ww | 


masses of them, ask for this legislation.” * 

* * * “Inder the law as it is to-day, preference is required in matters 
of appointment, other things being equal, to the old soldier.” * * * 

Mr. GROSVENOR (Ohio), a comrade also, said: 


“Mr. Speaker, I greatly desire the passage of some legislation upon this | 


subject, but I join the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] in the criti- 
cisms which he has made.”” * * * 


It is fair to assume that both these men knew better, because they received | 


the former report of your committee, and the action of the thirty-fourth 
national encampment on same was known to them. In addition, they had 
long experience as lawmakers of the nation. 

Sharing in the debate, besides Speaker HENDERSON, were BROMWELL 
and GROSVENOR, Ohio; R1icHARDSON and Sms, Tennessee; FowLER, New 
Jersey; HEPBURN and Lacry, lowa; TALBERT, South Carolina; BINGHAM, 
Pennsylvania; WHeELER, Kentucky; Moopy, McCALL, and GILLeTt, Mas- 
sachusetts; Clayton and Sunzer, New York; Livineston and FLEMING, 
Georgia, and MonDELL, Wyoming. 

Of these, BROMWELL, BrnGHAM, LAcEY, Moopy, Clayton, and SULZER 
spoke favoring the bill. Speaker HENDERSON appeared also todo so. The 
others opposed it. 

Preceding the debate, on the demand for a second, the vote by tellers was 
67 ayes to 84 noes. Following the debate, the vote on the motion tos md 
the rules and pass the bill,as announced by the Speaker, was 51 in the rm- 
ative to105in thenegative. And soit hasgoneintohistory. The yeasand nays 
were called for, but no roll call was permitted, though 25 arose in favor of same. 
This failure to get upon the record has ever been the result of allattempts to 
ass like legislation in the House. Of course, without the aid of Speaker 
Fiex Dereon the bill could not have been considered at all. Under the rules 
of the House, on the pending motion to suspend, no amendment of the bill 
was inorder. Permitted to come up at an inopportune time, without proper 
notice, no previous opportunity to arrange and prepare for discussion of 


peaker of the House and others, and encouragement given by | 





iven a prefer- | 
urgently re- | 


rovide a | 





Concerning what then took place | 


ublic officials, | 
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the bill was given. Your committee can not believe, from what happened 


| on that occasion (as also on June 7, 1900, when the bill came before the House 


less than one hour before the adjournment of the first session), and a sub- 
sequent flat-footed refusal made by the Speaker to the pleas of the com- 
mander in chief and the chairman of your committee, on February 11, 1901, 
for another hearing of one hour on the measure, when it could be properly 
discussed and amended to meet the wishes of its friends, as also to test, ona 
roll call, who were real friends of the veteran and who his opponents, that 
there was a desire to treat either the bill or the veterans fairly. 
IN THE SENATE. 

The Senate Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil 
Service, having in charge the bill S. 285, offered by Mr. Piatt, at the first 
session (referred to in our last report), held no meeting during the second 
session of the Fifty-sixth Congress. Mr. Ross, its chairman, had meantime 
been retired from the Senate, Mr. DILLINGHAM taking his place there, and 


| alsoasa member of thatcommittee. Repeated urging for a meeting of it pro- 


duced no effect, soon due consideration by your committee and other friends 
of the cause of the veteran, of the v hole subject-matter, and especially the con- 
tinued attitude of opposition of the Committee on Rules and of the House of 
Representatives, as stated by the Speaker, he saying, “It could not pass the 
House or Senate,” and particularly with a view to remove any object ons as 
to new legislation—one of the alleged causes for adverse action taken by the 
House—another bill, amendatory of section 1754, Revised Statutes United 
States, was drawn, and the same was introduced in the Senate by Hon. W. A. 
Harkr18, of Kansas, on January 7, 1901. It was known as 8. 5417. This was 


| referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment of the Senate, 


and on January 15 it was reported by its authority by Mr. HARRIS, to the 

Senate, without amendment. That bill, as then offered and reported, reads 

as follows: 

A bill to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
lating to the preference in civilappointments of ex-Army and Navy officers. _ 
Pe it enacted, etc., That section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

States be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 1754. Officers and enlisted men who served in the armies or Navy of 
the United States between April 12, 186], and August 25, 1865, being honorably 
discharged therefrom, shall be preferred for appointment to and retention 
in civil offices and employments, as also for promotion therein: Provided, 
They are found to possess the business capacity necessary for the proper dis- 
charge of the juties of such offices or employments.” 

Sec. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby sepenied. 

The committee report accompanying it (No. 1867) was as follows: 

AMENDING SECTION 17h, REVISED STATUTES. 

January 15, 1901.—Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, sub- 
mitted the following report (to accompany S. 5417): 

The Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, to whom was referred 


the same and report: 

Section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States reads as follows: 

‘Sno. 1754, Persons honorably discharged from the military or naval serv- 
ice by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness incurred in the 
line of duty shall be preferred for appointments to civil office, provided they 
are found to possess the business capacity necessary for the proper discharge 
of the duties of such offices.” 

Construing this section, the Civil Service Commission rule as follows, on 
October 29, 1884: 

Any applicant honorably discharged for such cause, i.e., by reason of 
disability resulting from wounds or sickness incurred in the line of duty, 
who, as the result of an examination has been placed upon a register as 
eligible for appointment, should be certified in preference to any other person 
thereon not entitled tosuch preference examined for the same part of the 
service, even though such persons are graded higher. Without such priority 
in certification, it appears to be hardly practicable to give the preference in 
appointment, which it seems to be the object of the statute to secure. You 
are requested to act upon this view in making certifications. 

The amendment embodied in the bill under consideration broadens the 
scope of this section of the law, which limits preference for appointment to 
persons discharged by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness. 

A large number of soldiers and sailors who were wounded and who served 
for years after being wounded are excluded, and preference is given to those 
who saw but little service,in many cases. The lapse of years has enor- 
mously reduced the number of men who saw service from 1861 to 1865. But 
few are left now who could avail themselves of the privilege hereby ex- 
tended, and it is the opinion of your committee that those who may now be 


| able an the civil-service examination and get upon the eligible lists should 
‘fe 


be preferred for appointment without reference to disabilities which forced 

In the second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, Senate bill No. 3256 was 
passed giving this privilege. It was also favorably reported from the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service of the House of Representatives with 
the following report: 

The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 8256) in reference to the civil service and appointments thereunder, 
submit the following report: 

In the matter of the appointment of persons to positions in the executive 
departments of the Government under existing law, soldiers and sailors who 
incurred disabilities in the service and who have taken the civil-service ex- 
amination are to be preferred. Under the provisions of the bill herewith 
ae this preference will extend to and include all honorably discharged 
soldiers, sailors, or marines who served as such between April 1, 1861, and 
August 26, 1865, without reference to the disabilities they may have incurred 
in service. Under the present law the right of preference is based upon dis- 
abilities. Under the proposed bill the right of preference is based upon the 
arvie of the soldier who has served during the war and has an honorable 

ischarge. 

The present law has given risé to a great deal of dissatisfaction among ex- 
Union soldiers and sailors, for the reason that the man who may have served 
only one month or less, if during that service he incurred any disability, is 
given preference in the matter of employment —_— Government over the 
soldier or sailor who may have served from the beginning until the close of 
the war, enduring all the hardships and privations incident to that service 
but incurring no permanent disabilities. The passage of this bill will not in 
any way affect the ration of the civil-service law, rules, or regulations 
with respect to examinations for appointment. Soldiers and sailors, under 
the provisions of this proposed law, who apply for positions will be required 
as now to pass the civil-service examination, the preference applying only in 
the selection of ms from the eligible list. 

The p bill also applies to promotions as well as to appointments, 
and if passed will prevent the removal of any soldier or sailor except for 
good cause and upon charges and after a hearing. 

Believing that the discrimination which the present law makes against 
the soldier or sailor who has an honorable record of service, but who was 
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unate enough not to incur any permanent disability, is neither right nor 
= your committee therefore recommend the peamge of this bill. 

Your committee therefore believe it is but justice to the few survivors of 
that great a to give them this privilege, and therefore recommend the 

e of the bill. 

On Janus 16, on the plea that the committee had not met and considered 
the bill, and that it was not understood by Mr. Wolcott, of Colorado, one of 
the committee who consented to its being reported to the Senate (the vote 
to report it was on a canvass of the mem of the committee on the floor 
of the Senate, a majority agreeing thereto),a motion was made by Mr. 
Lopax, of Massachusetts, to recommit the bill to the committee. 

It was so recommitted on January 17. This was regarded asa knock-out 
blow. Earnest work —— members of this committee and strong personal 
appeals in writing and by visitation made to the individual members of the 
Senate committee by the commander in chief and others effected a change, 
however. The committee did meet and consider it, and on February 14 the 
bill was again reported to the Senate with an amendment (shown in words 
struck through. J.W.K.) as follows: 


A bill toamend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relat- 
ing to the preference in civil appointments of ex Army and Navy officers. 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

States be amended so as to read as follows: 

* Sec. 1754. Persons peponeliy discharged from the military or naval serv- 
ice by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness, and officers 
and enlisted men who served in the armies or Navy of the United States be- 
tween April 12, 1861, and. August 25, 1865, being honorably discharged there- 
from, shall be preferred for appointment to and retention in civil offices and 
employments, as also for promotion therein: Provided, They are found to 
possess the business capacity necessary for the proper discharge of the duties 
of such offices or employments.” E ; 

Seo. 2. That all laws or garte of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 3 

The committee's report (No. 2289) accompanying the amended bill was 
the same as the report first made (No. 1867), except that in the last paragraph 
of the former, after the words ‘‘and therefore recommend the passage of 
the bill,” as they appear in report No. 1867, was added “as amended to read as 
follows:” (The text of the amended bill is as given above. J. W. K.) 

An intended amendment by Mr.Jonxs of Arkansas (evidently inspired by 
Mr. Procter, of the Civil Service Commission, and the Civil Service Reform 
League, both which, by the way, should be engaged in better business than 
devoting their time in the effort to belittle the services of and prevent jus- 
tice being done to war veterans as well as to create a wrong impression in 
the public mind through the public press regarding a preference in public 
service which all veterans do not receive, and for the reasons that such acts 
are unworthy of Americans, and their interference is unwarranted and un- 
called for, and as well obnoxious to the sense of justice existing among “he 
people at large, as we believe) was as follows: 


{In the Senate of the United SS 20, 1901. Ordered to be 
printed. 

Amendment intended to be proven by Mr. Jonzs of Arkansas to the bill 
(S. 5417) toamend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to the preference in civil appointments of ex Army and Navy 
officers, viz: At the end of section 1 insert the following: 


The preference herein provided for shall only be given where consistent 
with the maintenance of the apportionment of appointments among the 
several States and Territories and the District Columbia, as required 
by the civil-service act of January 16, 1883; and nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to deprive any State, Territory, or the District of Colum- 
bia of its equal representation in such apportionment upon the basis of popn- 
lation as ascertained at the last preceding census. 

In the open Senate numerous attempts were made by Mr. HARRIs to get 
consideration of the bill, but he was always met by an objection. Among 
the objectors shown in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD are Mr. KEAN and Mr. 
Wolcott. There were others. 

Indeed, it seemed as though the bill was not properly labeled. All efforts 
to secure action on the subject beyond the report of the committee failed. 
The chairman of your conmnittee finally ——— to Mr. FoRAKER, of Ohio, 
to move the bill. He solicited him, as a Mr. HANNA, of Ohio, and Mr. 
Scorr, of West Virginia, and many others, for reasons well known to them, 
to aid in having the Senate take action on the same, even if adverse to the 
bill, but all to no purpose. Objections continued being made to its consid- 
eration until the end. And so the bill died. 


SOME WORDS OF THANKS. 

From the beginning of the first to the ending of the second session of the 
Fifty-sixth Con s, of the Senators and Representatives, 447 in number, 
comprising it, there would need to be some straining of conscience to record 
as friends of the veterans of the civil war, from the view point of this 
committee—by their acts ye shall know them—any great number of them. 

Worthy of special thanks for efforts made at the second session were 
W. A. Harris, in the Senate; Jacon H. BRoMWELL, CHARLES B. LANDIS, 
B. T. Clayton, WILLIAM SULZER, and JAMEs A. TAWNEY, in the House; and 
to these may ‘be added those named elsewhere who spoke in favor of the bill 
while under consideration in the House. 

This isa white, not a black list. In it the committee desire to include 
those who were true blue under all circumstances. Beyond that it does not 
care to go. 

WHAT PRESIDENT M’KINLEY SAID. 

The declaration of President McKinley in his second letter of acceptance, 
‘Preference should be given to honorably discharged soldiers and sailors and 
their widows and orphans in respect to the public service” bespoke what we 
believe is fh the hearts of the people. It was a fair. index of their loyalty to 
our cause. And to them we should now appeal. 

RETROSPECTIVE. 

Looking back over the entire field of action, consideration being given only 
to the prominent factors in the contest, it may be stated here that at no time 
from the adjournment of the thirty-fourth national encampment, August 30, 
1900, until the closing hours of the Sore Congress, March 4, 1901, was 
there any relaxation or diminution of labor or sacrifice to secure proper leg- 
islation in way of simple justice. 

The prom tion, through national and department headquarters, to the 

sts of our order, by direction of the national encampment, of the commit- 

ee's adopted report, accompanied by circular No. 1, current series. from the 
commander in chief, foraction by them, and which, by the way, received atten- 
tion everywhere in our order (except in one department, where it appears that 
orders from superior headquarters were not in this instance recognized or 
obeyed), with result that more than 2,000 posts are on record as having 
petitioned for the passage of the bill: and the transmittal of personal letters 
containing a copy of the report alluded to, to each Senator and Representa- 
tive in Congress at his home address pecoting he meeting of Congress in 
December, and visitations to many of them at Washington during the ses- 
— = behalt of the desired legislation, are but two among the numerous 
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With the earnest cooperation of Commander in Chief Leo Rassieur, 
Adjt. Gen. Frank M. Sterrett, Department Commanders George H. Slay- 
baugh and Israel W. Stone, of the Potomac, and the committee on veterans’ 
— of that Copartncas, Comrade H. A. Cotauen, chairman, as also the 
aid of Comrades Daniel E. Sickles and George H. Patrick, all of which was 
willingly given, your committee feel that there has been no shortcoming in 
any direction on the part of the accredited representatives of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, to whom this work was committed in their efforts to 
do their full duty to the order and to its rank and file. And that responsi- 
bility for defeat rests elsewhere. 

CONCLUSION. 

We again repeat: “The agony and bloody sweat are over. Lip service has 

again been tried and found wanting. God help the veteran.” is country- 
men in Congress assembled have not helped him in thismatter. Perhaps the 
people will instruct some of them in their duty. It only remains for your 
committee to regretfully acknowledge defeat and gracefully retire. In 
doing so, we have some suggestions to offer for the consideration of the 
encampment. 
_ One of these is in the form of preambles and resolutions requesting the 
issuance of an Executive order by the President of the United States, on the 
subject of the veteran in the public service. This we ask may be adopted 
and a copy properly authenticated by the commander in chief and adjutant- 
general, at a time in the discretion of the commander in chief, be forwarded 
to the President for his consideration, and that copies of the same be fur- 
nished to the press. 

The other is ‘An Address to the American People,” by the Grand Army 
of the Republic, which we recommend may be adopted by the encampment, 
and that copies be furnished the press, with the request that the same may 
be published, copies being also sent to the commanders of all posts, urging 
that they will personally see the editors of their local papers and request of 
them its publication. 

We alsorecommend that the Harris bill (S. 5417) be introduced in the Fifty- 
seventh Congress, and its enactment into law again be urged bya committee 
of our order, to be appanted by the incoming commander in chief. And, to 
the end that there shall. be no question about such committee properly rep- 
resenting the Grand Army of the Republic, we further recommend that 
copies of this report, together with general orders announcing and naming 
the committee, may be sent to the membersof the Fifty-seventh Congress in 
Senate and House, to their home address. 

Respectfully submitted, in fraternity, charity, and loyalty. 

JOS. W. KAY, New York, Chairman, 
CHARLES BURROWS, New Jersey, 
ISAAC F. MACK, Ohio, 

H. H. CUMINGS, Pennsylvania, 

W. W. ELDRIDGE, Potomac, 


Committee. 

And this was approved and adopted. In compliance therewith, 
copies of the same were mailed, under direction of Commander 
in Chief Ell Torrance, to all members of the United States Senate 
and House of Representatives in the Fifty-seventh Congress. 
What followed this action appears in full on pages 597-599 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, of date January 13,1902. It wasa most 
remarkable attack on the representatives of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, who had been strictly performing a duty assigned them. 
And particulary distressing, because it came from men who were 
themselves veterans of the ‘‘ great war,’’ members of the grandest 
organization the world ever knew, and who should, in justice to 
the committee of the order, have informed themselves properly 
concerning the truth and the facts of the case. 

Concerning the subject generally and the attack, the Ohio Sol- 
dier, published at Chillicothe, Ohio, under date February 19, 1902, 
contains among other things an article which, with its caption, 
reads in part as follows: 


SOLDIERS’ PREFERENCE LAWS—A COMPREHENSIVE STATEMENT ON THAT 
SUBJECT BY THE CHAIRMAN OF THE NATIONAL COMMITTEE. 

There is no subject upon which politicians have more persistently misled 
the public, and with more success, than that of existing laws on preference 
of appointment for soldiers in public employment. The following communi- 
nication from Gen. Jos. W. Kay, of Brooklyn, N. Y., chairman of the national 
G. A. R. committee on veterans’ preference legislation, now and fora num- 
ber of years past, is so comprehensive and so fortified with existing lawsand 
civil-service rules that itshould be cut out by comrades everywhere and car- 
rjed under their hats for use in next fall’s Congressional elections. He says: 

“The article, ‘Squaring the Circle,’ in the Ohio Soldier of January 22, 
evidences and emphasizes a knowledge of the situation and of the subject of 
legislation for veterans ir the public service—or rather the lack of any such 
legislation preferentially affecting the interests of the men who served and 
sulfered until the end of their terms of enlistment or the close of the war for 
the Union, albeit wounded many times—that is refreshing. Particularly so 
in view of the seeming lack of knowledge prevailing in Congress—among our 
comrades there—on the same subject. 

“* * * The report of a committee made at Cleveland to the national en- 
campment, September last, fully covering the ground of the lawand making 
it plain, tells the story.” 

* os * a a = 

In the House of Representatives, the pension appropriation bill being un- 
der consideration, on January 13, it would seem that Mr. GROSVENOR was 
discussing the Harris bill (S. 5417) of the Fifty-sixth Congress, which was be- 
fore the Senate only, and to which, if he desired to aid his deserving com- 
rades, hecould take no exception, instead of the Bromwell bill (H. R. 5779), the 
effect of a clause therein being to excite his ire, which was then before the 
House and nottheSenate. His argument caused the question to be so mixed 
as to excite remark. Perhaps he so intended it. The clause concerning the 
Spanish war men inserted by the House committee, that he took exception 
to, was not in the Harris bill In any form or at any time 

Mr. HersurRy, in his remarks, had the correct bill (H. R. 5779) in mind, but 
still persisted, as in the Fifty-sixth Congress, in showing clearly an incorrect 
understanding of what the existing law on the subject of the veteran in the 
public service really is. * * * 

He seemed also to be wrongly advised concerning the authority of the 
committee of the Grand Army of the Republic to advocate H. R. 5779, as re- 
ported by the committee of the House. 

He said concerning this: 

“* * * The bill asapproved by the authorities of the Grand Army of the 
Republic did not contain that language. * * * Noauthority of the Grand 
Army of the Republic had ever asked for that bill. There was no committee 
authorized to approve of that bill. * * *” 
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That identical measure was the one passed upon by the National Encamp- 
ment at Chicago, August 29-30, 1900, in open session. The report of its com- 
mittee, in printed form, was in the hands of the ew ome over night. The 


situation requiring such an amendment to be accepted by the Grand Army, to 
avoid a worse injustice, was fully known to every one of them. And, know- 
ing it, by unanimous vote of the body, the — was sent to every post, 
through the 45 department headquarters, with a circular from the com- 
mander in chief requesting action. * * * 

And that was the authority for action by them. 

As a result nearly 2,000 posts petitioned Congress for the ge of that 
particular measure. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD shows in detail all this 
action to have been avy brought to the attention of the House. 

As already pointed out, the national encampment met at Chicago, August 
29-30, 1900. 

In General Orders No. 2, headquarters Grand Army of the Republic, St. 
Louis, Mo., dated September 28, 1900, the commander in chief, Leo Rassieur, 
in again naming the committee, says: 

‘The following comrades, whose excellent work, as shown by theirreport 
to the encampment, entitles them to the thanksof our order, are reappointed 
a committee on legislation for veterans in the public service.” * * * 

And in his report to the national encampment at Cleveland, on the subject 
of veterans’ preference legislation, the commander in chief, among other 
things, says: 

“The committee of the House of Representatives to which the original 
bill of the Grand Army of the Republic was referred, deemed it proper, in 
view of the action of the Senate on this subject in plodng the younger sol- 
diers and sailors on a par with the older veterans by 8. 283, as amended in 
the Senate committee and passed by that body, but recalled [from the 
House, J. W. K.], to include the soldiers, sailors, and marines who served in 
the recent war with Spain and in the Philippines, and were honorably dis- 
charged, giving them a preference next in order after the veterans of the 
civil war. Thisamendment by the House committee and the situation ne. es- 
sitating it was duly submitted to the Thirty-fourth National Encampment in 
the report of the legislative committee and was, without opposition, acceded 
to as.a further extension of the just principles involved in the original bill.” 

All these demonstrate beyond question that the committee did nothing 
except with full authority. ile the committee can stand for any misrep- 
resentation and abuse on that score, knowing its ition to be impregnable, 
it may not remain silent as to the other matter whereby a wrong impression 
again goes abroad, and which, ever since the adoption of the civil service 
principie, affects the veterans who deserve and most need help and protec- 
tion. This, I am sure, Comrade HEPBURN would not care, knowingly, to 
openly stand for and encourage. And yet Mr. HEPBURN is quoted in the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recor» of January 13 as having said: 

“* * * All gentlemen whoare familiar with the facts will recognize this 
as the truth, that in the competitive examinations the soldier whois now 
given preference by law is required only to reach a standard of 6. If he 
reaches 65 in competition with a man not a soldier who may have reached 99 
or 100, the name of the man with a rating of 65 must be sent up in response 
to a requisition.” 

What aninjustice, Itisnottrue. Based ona false premise, the statement 
is cruel. Mr. Hepburn must know that no preference whatever is now 
given—not an iota—to anyone who was not “honorably discharged from the 
military or naval service by reason of disability resulting from wounds 
or sickness incurred in line of duty.” 

The assertion is again made, without fear of contradiction based on truth, 
that the Union soldier who may have served from April 12, 1861, to August 
20, 1866, and, meantime, have been wounded twenty times, unless his discharge 
from service was given him for disability, and the discharge shows that 
fact, is not now, nor has he ever been, benefited one single point in a com- 

xelitive examination under United States civil-service law, or otherwise. 
hat is the situation to-day. 

The soldier who served a month or less in the Army during the war for 
the Union or since its close, and has a Saar iven him for disability 
comes strictly within the provisions of section 1754, Revised Statutes United 
States. He is passed at 65 and given preference in certification over one who 
braved it through to the end of his enlistment, or the war, as the case may 
be, despite his disabilities and wounds, and who may have gained a grade of 
9 or 100 per cent. The latter stands precisely on the same plane with other 
citizens in competitive examinations in so far as the National Government 
is concerned. As to the recommendatory statute, section 1755, which be- 
came a law on the same day, March 9, 1 it is a dead letter, more honored 
in the breach than by observance. 

Section 1754 of these statutes, intended at the time for the benefit of the 
Union soldier or sailor, has been operative since October 29, 1884, under the 
civil-service system, favoring to the extent of 45 per cent men who enlisted 
and served,and were discharged for causes therein mentioned, since the war 
for the Union ended. 

The language of the act permits it to be so construed, and the principle, 
that service in war which caused grent sacrifice demands recognition, under- 
lying it isa correct one for adoption in this Republic. It is too closely lim- 
ited, however, to permit the titude expressed in section 1755, passed on 
the same day, to signify anything whatever to the men who ina period of 
war serve and suffer, many of them from the beginning to the end of the 
same, and who, under the law as it stands, have not now and never had any 
consideration whatever shown to them. 

Personally the committee had and have no quarrel with Mr. GROSVENOR 
or Mr. Herpnurn. The former, at the uest of the committee, has intro- 
duced in this Congress, in the House, a bill (H. R. 248) which is practically 
the Harris bill (S. 5417) of the last on and that is now pending in the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. The same measure (8. 3310) was 
introduced in the Senate by Mr. FoRAKER .and is now pending in the Com- 
mittee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service in that body. 

We are all comrades and have no wish beyond “ who best can serve and 
bestagree” in our work for worthy men. Yethistory must not be perverted. 
Truth is more potent than fiction; facts are realities. The utterances of pub- 
lic men on the floor of Congress intended for the American pers should 
always be on a desire to do even-handed justice. More than this latter 
= an soldier does not ask or seek. With less than that he will not 

» satisfied. 

Fraternally, yours, for the Grand Army of the Republic Committee of 


1900-1901, 
. JOB. W. KAY, Chairman. 

The report of the ‘‘ committee on legislation for veterans in the 
public service,’”’ made to the national encampment at Washing- 
ton, D. C., in October last, was as follows: 

To anal Thirty-sizth National Encampment, Grand Army of the Republic, 
greeting: 

CoMRADES: The “committeeon leg’ .ixtion for veterans in the public serv- 
ice,” appointed by the commander in chi.:’, in accord with action authorizing 
it by the council of administration, acting for the -fifth national en- 
campment, at Cleveland, Ohio, Septem} sr 13, 1901, submit the following: 

Having before ns the reports of many like committees of our order, 7 
cially those of recent years, in which the principles contended for and the 


duty of comradeship concerning them were therein expressed and set forth, 
and well knowing the lack of results accomplished by apnees to Congress for 
legislation in the material interests of the veterans of the war who served 
out their terms of enlistment affecting the right of such to a preference for 
appointment, employment, and retention in the public service of the National 
Government,in harmony with the spirit of existing statute law, it is not nec- 
essary at this time to comment extensively on any shortcoming of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress at its first session, which it is our duty to report. The fact 
is there. Weshall therefore recite our own experience in another effort to 
secure justice for comrades, and thus enable the placing of the responsibility 
for failure where it properly belongs. 

At the request of your committee, represented by its chairman, who was 
thereby acting in entire harmony with the desire of the commander in chief, 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, of Ohio, in the House, on December 2, 1901, and 
Hon. Josepa B. ForAKER, of Ohio, in the Senate, on January 28, 1902, intro- 
duced bills known as H. R. 248 and 8. 3310, respectively, both being similar in 
language, as follows: 


A bill toamend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
aang to the preference in civil appointments of ex Army and Navy 
olicers. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Src. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military and naval 
service by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness, and officers 
and enlisted men who served in the Armies or Navy of the United States 
between April 12, 1861, and August 25, 1865, being honorably discharged there- 
from, shall be preferred for appointment to and retention in civil offices and 
employments, as also for promotion therein: Provided, They are found to 
possess the business capacity necessary for the proper discharge of the duties 
of such offices or employments.” 

Sere. 2. That all laws or aes of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

H. R. 248 was referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service of 
the House and 8. 3310 to the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of 
the Civil Service of the Senate. 

Your committee met, pursuant to call, at the Ebbitt House, Washington, 
aquorum being present, February 18, 1902. Meantime other bills had been 
introduced in both Houses bearing on the same subject. Consideration of 
all these being had by your committee, it was decided to recommend and 
urge the passage of H. R. 248 and 8. 3310 as introduced. 

On February 19 your committee attended a meeting of the “Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service” at the Capitol, arran by Hon. FREDERICK 
H. Giuuett, its chairman, in which all the pending bills were discussed. Com- 
rades Leo Rassieur, Joseph W. Kay, George H. Patrick, Thomas G. Sample, 
and Commander in Chief Ell Torrance spoke for the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, favoring H.R. 248. Messrs. Pov, SHALLENBERGER, ALLEN, BRISTOW, 
and Chairman GILLETT, of the House committee, also shared in the debate. 

No report ning made by the House committee on any of the pending bills, 
such a report not being likely, as the chairman of your committee was ad- 
vised, and deferring to the objections stated by Representative HEPBUKN 
in aspeech in the House January 13, 1902, as to the promotion feature (see 
pp. 597-599, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD), rr committee united over the sig- 
natures of all its members and those of the committee on legislation of the 
Department of the Potomac in a letter, a copy of which was furnished to 
Mr. HePsvrRn, as follows: 

BROOKLYN, N. Y., April 18, 1902. 
Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Str AND COMRADE: As the national ‘committee on seapeation 
for veterans in the public service’ of the Grand Army of the Republic, ap- 
pointed by General Orders, No. 3, C. 8., a copy of which is inclosed, we hand 
you the text of a bill to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, which is 
given below, and ask you to use your best efforts to secure anaes at the 
present session of Congress. The statute referred to now reads: 

“Sec. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military or naval serv- 
ice by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness incurred in line 
of duty shall be preferred for appointments to civil offices, provided they are 
found to possess the business capacity necessary for the proper discharge cf 
the duties of such offices,” 

The proposed bill would, if enacted into law,cause this statute to read: 

“Sec. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military or navalserv- 
ice he reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness, and officers and 
enlisted men who served in the armies or navies of the United States between 
April 12, 1861, and August 25, 1865, being honorably discharged therefrom, shall 
be preferred for appointment to and retention in civil offices and employ- 
ments, provided they are found to possess the business capacity necessary for 
the proper discharge of the duties of such offices or employments. 

“Sec. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed.” ow 

The lines italicized above are amendatory, and the remainder of the bill is 
the present law. 

The bill now submitted is an exact copy of the bill heretofore, to wit, 
H. R. 248, introduced by you December 2, 1901, except making a slight cor- 
rection in the title and striking out the words “as also for promotion there- 
in,”’ which, to avoid objection, we ask you to have omitted. 7 

From the proposed bill has been eliminated every word or phrase to which 
we ever have heard any objection, in or out of Congress, and we believe that 
it will receive the concurrence of the House. On behalf of the Grand Arm 
of the Republic we unanimously indorse and express our satisfaction with 
the terms and conditions of the bill, which have n revised after consulta- 
tion with Colonel HePpsuRN, of Iowa, and yourself, as well as others. - 

It will be observed that every person entitled to the benefit of the provi- 
sions of this measure by reason of the amendment must have been honorably 
discharged from the Army or Navy prior to August 25, 1865, and at the date 
of his appointment be able to discharge the duties of his prospective office or 
employment. In addition, where a prescribed examination for public em- 

loyees is required, he must pass the same and be duly certified by the Civil 
ervice Commission to be eligible for appointment. 
Very truly and fraternally, yours, 
JOS. W. KAY, 


Past Department Commander New York, G. A. R., Chairman, 
LEO 'RASSIEUR, _ 
Past Commander in om G. A. R., St. Louis, Mo., 
OHN P. 8. GOBIN, 
Past Commander in Chief, G. A. R., Lebanon, Pa., 
ENRY A. CASTLE, 
Past Department Commander Minnesota, G. A St. Paul, Minn., 


.R. 
GEO. H. PATRICK, 
Past Department Commander Alabama, G. A. R., soen Ala., 
0. H. COULTER, 


Past Department Commander Kansas, g: 48: Topeka, Kans., 
Senior Vice Department Commander Potomac, G. A. R., Washin jton, D.C. 


Committee on Legislation for Veterans in the Public : ice, 
Grand Army of the Republic. 
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The committee on legislation of the Department of the Potomac, G. A. R., 


*tfully concur in the above letter and proposed legislation. 
en L G. Kimball, senior vice-commander, Department of the Poto- 
mac, G. A. R., chairman; Nathan Bic ‘ord, past department 
commander of the Potomac, G. A. R.; Thos. 8. poe ns, t 
department commander of the Potomac, G. A. R.; Robert 
Reyburn, M. D., of Post No. 1, Washington, D. C.; A. Hart, 
unior vice department commander Potomac, of Post No. 2, 
ashington, D. C.; L. P. Williams, senior vice depart- 
ment commander Potomac, of Post No. 3, Washington, D. C.; 
Henry N. Copp, of Post No. 10, Washington, D.C.; Bernard T. 


Janne st junior vice department commander Potomac, 
of Post No. 19, Washington, D. C.; Edwin J. Sweet, t judge- 
advocate, Department Potomac, of Post No. 20, Washington, 


D. C.; Lewis H. Douglass, of Post No. 21, Washington D. C. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 18, 1902. 


Based upon that letter (prepared to meet the views of Messrs. HEPBURN 
and GROSVENOR at their ——— a new bill was introduced by Mr. GRos- 
VENOR, April 29, 1902, and referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. It is known as H. R. 14105. This was not reported to the House, 
nor was any other of similar nature, notwithstanding that Congress was in 
session from December 2, 1901, to July 1, 1902, and that the effort to secure 
some action was continued until the day and hour the first session of the 
Fifty-seventh Congress was adjourned. 

The Senate committee, April 26, 1902, reported S. 3310 to the Senate, with 
amendments, as follows: 


[Omit the part in brackets and insert the part printed in italics.] 


A bill to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
lating to the preference in civilappointments of ex-Army and Navy officers. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Src. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military or naval service 
by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness, and officers and 
enlisted men who served in the Armies or Navy of the United States between 
April 12, 1861, and August 25, 1865, being honorably discharged therefrom, 
shall be | mere mg for appointment to and retention in civil offices and em- 

loyments, as also for promotion therein [: Provided they], provided they are 

ound to possess [the business capacity necessary } equal qualifications for the 
proper discharge of the duties of such offices or employments with other com- 
petitors from whom the selection is made.” 4 

Sc. 2, That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. : 

And the bill, as thus amended, is now on the Senate Calendar. Can this 
be the measure of the nation’s gratitude expressed in section 1755, Revised 
Statutes, as the Senate committee seem to think? Certainly not. We ask 
for justice and are offered a stone. Should such a bill become law, then the 
statute (sec. 1754) signed by the martyred President, Abraham Lincoln, is 
repealed, and nothing is left. Even that little which was long since given to 
some is takenaway. And the soldiers and sailors of the Republic, even the 
few who are now preferred ones, are to be its victims; while the injustice 
and ingratitude ever meted out to those honorably discharged from the mil- 
itary or naval service by reason of the end of their terms of enlistment are 
still to continue. . 

Thirty-seven years is too long to wait for justice to the Union soldier and 
sailor, especially when anxiety is now expressed concerning the people of 
Cuba, Porto Rico, and the far-away Philippines, aye, even those of China, 
lest the national honor, pledged to them, be not fully observed. Are the 
obligations of America to foreigners more sacred or binding than those due 
to the defenders of the nation? 

We would remind the Congress that when the lamented President Wil- 
liam McKinley wrote, ‘‘ Preference should be given to honorably discharged 
soldiers and sailors and their widows and orphans in respect to the public 
service,” he simply reechoed and emphasized the sentiment emblazoned on 
a banner which stretched across Fifteenth street from the Treasury build- 
ing, Washington, at the time of the final grand review, in May, 1865, and 
which proclaimed, ** There is one debt this nation can never repay—the one 
it owes its defenders,” or words to like effect. 

And that, entirely in harmony with the foregoing, a recent convention at 
Saratoga Springs, > & — ng by performance the constitutional pro- 
vision adop y the people of the State in 1804 for the preference of vet- 
erans in the civil service, declares: 

“We believe that the devotion of those who took part in the great strug- 
gles of our country should be fully recognized, and we promise our support 
to such amendment to existing laws according to them recognition as may 
be deemed necessary in the furtherance of this resolution.” 

In otros oars’ with no result of all appeals to the Congress was that 
action of the President, in direct answer to the request of the last national 
encampment, contained in resolutions emanating from your committee of 
last year, which appears in the following: 


EXECUTIVE ORDER. : 


The attention of the Departments is hereby called to the provisions of the 
laws giving preference to veterans in appointment and retention. 

The President desires that whenever the needs of the service will justify 
it and the laws will permit, preference shall be given alike in appointment 
and retention to honorably discharged veterans of the civil war who are fit 
and qualified to perform the duties of the places which they seek or are 


filling. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wurst Hovss, January 17, 1902. 


It isconsidered well to state that Comrades John W. O’Brien, United States 
weigher, and A. Reiman, deputy collector of internal revenue, who were 
named ina mble of the resolutions above referred to, and who had been 
unjustly and illegally removed in disregard of the provisions of chapter 287, 
laws of 1876, which reads in part, as follows: 

“Suc. 8. * * * Provided that in making any reduction of force in any of 
the Executive Departments, the head of such department shall retain those 
poceces who may be equally qualified who have been honorably discharged 

rom the military or naval service of the United States and the widows and 
orphans of deceased soldiers and sailors,’’ * * * have, through Hon. Leslie M. 
Shaw, Secretary of the Treasury, and Hon James S. Clarkson, surveyor of 
customs at New York, both been restored to their itions. 

The President himself in some instances—notably so in the case of a com- 
rade who was postmaster at Skaneateles, N. Y., who applied for, but was re- 
fused, reappointment by the <pequeqnmen of the district, and to which his 
atteation was called by Comrade Maj. Gen. Daniel E. Sickles—ruled that the 
comrades concerned came within those intended by his Executive order, and 
directed their ae or restoration. 

Recognizing in these and in many other acts and words showing his pa- 
triotism that President Roosevelt is in full s mpathy with fair and just 
treatment being extended to our comrades of the “great war’ who seek or 
are in public service under the National Government, in accord with both the 
letter and spirit of existing law, and in harmony, as we believe, with what 
is s*ill in the hearts of the American people toward the survivors of that 





j 
| 
| 


| 


great struggle, your committee, through its chairman, thereby lending em- 
phasis to H. R. 14105, wrote him as follows: 
BROOKLYN, N. Y., May 10, 1902. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Annexed I take the liberty to hand youcopies of sections 
1753, 1754,and 1755 of the Revised Statutes, and H.R. 14105,¢ recently intro- 
duced by General GROSVENOR, to amend 8. 1754. 

As you know, the present law (S. 1754) prefers only those discharged for 
disability, and, technically, as to offices, but the latter word has been con- 
strued toincludeemployments. The proposed amendment applies the prefer- 
ence to offices and employments and extends it to all capable, honorably dis- 
charged soldiers. 

Section 1755 recommends all private employers of labor to prefer soldiers 
discharged for wounds, disease, and at expiration of terms of enlistment. 
The Government ought most willingly and voluntarily to doas much for 
“the boys” as it asks its citizens to do,and more, if possible. None of the 
veterans of the war of 1861-1865 will be here to anno fogislat rs many yearg 
longer, yet very many of them are quite capable of fair and even splendid 
work—and they need this work. Unless capable, the proposed amendment 
will not, and is not intended to, affect them. 

For obvious reasons it is better and more generous, more “in grateful rec- 
ognition of their services, sacrifices, and sufferings ’ (quoting from S. 1755), 
that the addition we desire should be made by statute than Executive or- 
der, and by the partyin power. Iamsure that a timely hint from you to 
Speaker HENDERSON and half a dozen members of the House whose names 
will occur to you would result in the prompt taking up and passage of H. R. 
14105, as Lam equally sure that the ohjests of this bill have your hearty ap- 
proval. It ieothe cordial support of the Grand Army, which will be satisfied 
with its enactment and execution; in fact, the bill was introduced at the re- 
quest of the order. 

I earnestly ask you to adopt the above suggestion, or, in the event that 
Congress should not act, that you will consider the matter of issuing an Ex- 
ecutive order or civil-service rule to the same effect. 

This letter is the following up of a personal interview of some time ago, 
in which I more fully set forth the ideas herein embodied. With great re- 
spect, Iam, 

Very respectfully, yours, 
. JOS. W. KAY. 

The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. 


{Extracts from the Revised Statutes of the United States. ] 


S. 1758. The President is authorized to prescribe such regulations for the 
admission of persons into the civil service of the United States as may best 
promote the efficiency thereof, and ascertain the fitness of each candidate in 
respect to age, health, character, knowledge, and ability for the branch of 
the service into which he seeks to enter: and for this purpose he may employ 
suitable persons to conduct such inquiries, and may prescribe their duties 
and establish regulations for the conduct of persons who may receive ap- 
pointments in the civil service. 

S. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military or naval service 
by reason of disability sanaliien from wounds or sickness incurred in the 
line of duty shall be preferred for appointments to civil offices, provided 
they are found to possess the business capacity necessary for the proper dis- 
charge of the duties of such offices. 

S. 1755. In grateful recognition of the services, sacrifices, and sufferings of 
persons honorably discharged from the military and naval service of the 
country, by reason of wounds, disease, or the expiration of terms of enlist- 
ment, it isrespectfully recommended to bankers, merchants, manufacturers, 
mechanics, farmers, and persons engaged in industrial pursuits to give them 
the preference for appointments to remunerative situations and employ- 
ment. 

Act of March 3, 1865 (res. 27), sections 1 and 2, volume 13, page 571, Revised 
Statutes. 

Act of March 3, 1871, section 9, volume 16, page 514, Revised Statutes. 

This brings the story up to date. In plain and concise form, with little in 
way of comment, your committee has endeavored to give some intelligent 
idea of its work. The heartburnings met with are passed over, the sacri- 
fices entailed not considered. The contest we wage is for justice, based on 

winciples which are greater than men. ‘Fraternity means something.” 
We aimed to do our duty. 

To Commander in Chief Ell Torrance, Adjt. Gens. Frank M. Sterrett and 
Silas H. Towler, Comrades Daniel E. Sickles, Henry 8. Peck, 8. C. James, 
Israel W. Stone, and B. F. Bingham (now department commander of the 
Potomac, formerly of this committee, but who resigned, being succeeded by 
Comrade Ivory G. Kimball), as also to the committees on legislation of the 
department of the Potomac, for advice, counsel, and other aid, willingly ex- 
tended. the thanks of the committee and of this national encampment are due. 

It only remains to offer such suggestions and make such recommendations 
as will enable the constituted authorities of our order tocontinue urging the 
justice of the cause of its rank and file. In view of all the premises herein 
stated or outlined, and of the fact that the Fifty-seventh Congress will reas- 
semble at its second session in December, we therefore recommend and ask 
as follows: 

First. That the “committee on legislation for veterans in the public serv- 
ice” be continued. That asimilar committee to this be appointed by the 
incoming commander in chief, with instructions to urge upon the lawmakers 





| of the nation at the coming session of Congress the enactment of H. R. 14105, 
| as introduced, or some similar measure of legislation. 


Second. That in the event of failure to secure a vote on the subject-mat- 
ter and the adjournment of the Fifty-seventh Congress occurs without legis- 
lation thereupon, the commander in chief and said committee are fully au- 
thorized, directed, and charged to appeal to the President of the United 
States, in the name of the Grand Army of the Republic, for justice, and 
respectfully request and urge that he will exercise the power conferred 
upon him by section 1753, Revised Statutes, to the end that, by Executive 
order or otherwise, he will make effective throughout the civil service, in a 
practical way, as applied to the National Government, the recommendatory 
provisions of section 1755, Revised Statutes, and also insure that the require- 
ments of all other laws affecting the rights of honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors in matters of pees, employment, and retention in the 
public service shall be carried out and observed. 

Third. That this report with its recommendations be in all things approved 
and adopted as the sense of the Thirty-sixth National Encampment, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and that copies thereof be sent to the Senators and 
Representatives in Congress to their home addresses. 

In fraternity, charity, and loyalty, 
JOSEPH W. KAY, 


LEO RASSIEUR, 

J.P. S. GOBIN, 

HENRY A. CASTLE, 

GEO. H. PATRICK, 

O. H. COULTER, 

IVORY G. KIMBALL. 
Committee. 


aThe text of H. R. 14105 already appears in this report. 
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And the Washington Post, of date October 11, 1902, in its ac- 
count of the proceedings of the thirty-sixth national encamp- 
ment, then in session at that city, says: 

HOUSE ATTACK RESENTED. 
Immediately upon the acceptance of the legislative committee's me me 
0 


the following resolution was introduced by Joseph W. Kay, of New York, 
and adopted as a reply to an attack made upon the committee on legislation 
in the House on February 19 last: 

‘‘ Whereas the work of the committee on legislation for veterans in the 


public service of the Thirty-third and Thirty-fourth National Encampments 
and their reports thereto were fully in accord with wy conferred upon 
such committee, the same being approved and adopted, an 


‘Whereas in the House of Representatives on January 13, and also before 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service of that body on February 19, 
1902, the authority of such committee was brought in question and its mem- 


bers accused of forgery and other weonghting in way of misrepresentation 
of the Grand Army of the Republic; an 

‘‘ Whereas the general orders from national neptqaeetors, and the journal 
of the Thirty-third, Thirty-fourth, and Thirty-fifth National Encampments, 


and as well the archives of our order at Philadelphia, refute any such charges 
of forgery. lack of authority, or any shortcoming on the parts of such com- 
mittee: Therefore, 

“Resolved, That this national encampment deems it a matter of duty and 
justice to its authorized representatives herein referred to to declare in this 
solemn form that said committee was fully justified in its action and fully 
authorized in the manner in which they represented the order, and that the 
Representatives in Congress who attacked their position on the occasions 
mentioned had no basis whatever for any such criticism; be it further 

“Resolved, That we commend our representativeson such committee for 
their faithful discharge of the duties intrusted to them concerning legislation 
for veterans in the public service.” 


The foregoing fully placed the Grand Army on record concern- 
ing the whole business—and it could do no less except through 
stultification. It certainly disposed of any question of doubt con- 
cerning the authority of its committees. : 

In accordance with the requirements of the report proper, a 
copy of the same, with the following letter, was sent as therein 
required, addressed to every member of the Senate and of this 
House. In many cases the report has been sent several times: 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
OFFICE OF COMMANDER LIN CHIEF, INDEPENDENCE HALL, 
Philadelphia, November 22, 1902. 
Hon. Freperick H. GiuuEett, M. C., 
Chairman, etc., House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: In the discharge of my duty I have the honor to send you 
herewith a copy of the report of the “committee on legislation for veterans 
in the public service,” which was submitted to, and unanimously adopted by, 
the rational encampment, Grand Army of the Republic, at its meeting in 
Washington, D. C., October 10 last. This report explains itself and is com- 
mended to your attention and consideration. Especially so the recommen- 
dations concerning action by the Congress. Your active assistance and sup- 

ort are earnestly asked to the end that legislation may follow on the lines 
indicated in the report at the coming session. 

It is my pleasure to advise you, also, that in General Orders, No. 2, 
even date herewith, the committee appointed by the commander in chief 
to represent the Grand Army of the Republic on the subject has been named 
and promulgated. Said committee is constituted as follows: Joseph W. Kay, 
New York; Isaac F. Mack, Ohio; Leo Rassieur, Missouri; J. P. S. Gobin, 
Pennsylvania; George H. Patrick, Alabama; O. H. Coulter, Kansas; Ivory G 
Kimball, Washington, D. C. 

Very truly, yours, 
THOS. J. STEWART, 


Commander in Chief. 
Duplicated to home address November 25, 1902. 


Since then, from the convening of Congress at its second ses- 
sion until now, as I am advised, the guns have been thundering 
‘*along the whole line’ for justice. Personally I know that the 
great department of New York, through its commander, Allan C, 
Bakewell, has been active. Doubtless my associates in this House 
from that State have heard from him, as I have, and the REcorp 
since February 21 shows that department after department have 
been moving in the same direction, all pleading for legislation 
which should long, long ago have been enacted by the Congress 
as a matter of national honor, and in the doing of which the pay- 
ment of not a single dollar of appropriation is involved. 

But not alone is national honor overlooked by us. Something 
that should be of equal moment to us all, personal political honor, 
is at stake. It has caused to be written and sent, hopeless that 
other appeals would receive consideration, two letters, which I 
will now read. In them is embodied a cry of anguish, the voice 
of despair, caused by our neglect. Truly the veterans who pre- 
served our Union of States and saved free government upon the 
earth have reason to cry aloud. 


WAR VETERANS AND Sons’ ASSOCIATION, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., February 28, 1908. 
Hon, CHARLEe DioK, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

ComRADE: “A friend in need is a friend indeed.” In such view I write 
you. T’nder date 25th I have letter from General GROSVENOR which is dis- 
co .ag. His antipathy to civil service seems to control him in the matter 
of H. R. 14105. And so last evening I wrote him, inclosing a copy of my let- 
ter to GrLuetT of date 14th in which are some intimationsof what happened 
in Chicago and New York in the summer of 1900, based on which Major Mc- 
Kinley. ih his letter of acceptance, used the la quoted in inclosed re- 

rt. My object was to fully advise the General. In my letter to GILLETT 

ne was referred to Mr. PayNE, Mr. HANNA, Mr. Scott, Mr. Manley, and Mr. 
Cortelyou concerning how those words came to be written. And why? His 
answer, as usual, was “consideration of my letter would be given, but he did 
not think that he would be able to comply with my request for a meeting of 
his committee.” Personal political honor is with some le stronger n 
that of a national character, and I suggested this in the letter referred to. 

The conditions in the campaign of 1900, both as to the political situation 
and that of the national encampmer:t, were altogether unsatisfactory. As 


to both the sky was overcast. A solution of all was found at a meeting at 
the Palmer House, Chicago, August 28, 1900, some 40 or more leading vet- 
erans, all of whom were t commanders in chief or department comimand- 
ers, being present from States where the situation was the worst, the out- 
look most threatening. Sickles was asked to organize another whirlwind 
tour, as in 1896, but emphatically refused to volunteer to do any such thing. 
He did consent to act as chairman of that meeting, and appointed a com- 
mittee of five to wait on some yews in a representative capacity at the 
Auditorium, I being one of the five. The four others went to the national 
committee, stated the situation and what was wanted, which was agreed to, 
viz, a change in Commissioner of Pensions and the passage of the veteran 
bill then pending (BROMWELL's), as also approval of a court of pension ap- 
poole bill, the latter wish being vetoed by the President later on, but con- 

rmed as to the others, and at the encampment all opposition was stifled, 
Following that, the strongest organization ever perfected among veterans 
was wane to bear in every doubtful locality. You will recall this. 

I called personally on Saturday morning, saw Mr. PAYNE, went over the 

und with him and the others then there, and, losing my return ticket to 
ew York, bought another, went directly to Washington, and on Labor Day 
saw the President, who congratulated me; and he then and there called for 
the draft of his letter of — and changed it, at my suggestion, toread 
as it went to the people. And then, returning to New York, the other mat- 
ters were taken up, and everywhere the fighting was forced until the close 
of the polls. In that campa the Veterans’ Patriotic © deserved and 
received the thanks of Mr. HANNA, Mr. Manley, and Mr. Paynz, in letters 
to myself and others. In the name of Heaven, is the sense of honor lost en- 
tirely among Americans? 

As chairman of the committee of the national encampment, Grand Army 
of the Republic, it not being in politics, I could not write to GILuerr, or 
GROSVENOR, or anybody else, as I now write you. As chairman of the ex- 
ecutive committee of this association, which is political and local, and of the 
which you are an honorary member and comrade, I can and do write you. 
Satisfy yourself that Iam right and then lend your aid tosee that the promise 
made to the representatives of the veterans by another body ha’ ‘ing a rep- 
resentative capacity is carried out at this session. The time to talk and par- 
ley is gone, and the time for action is at hand. You areat liberty so use what 
is herein written as you may think Many of those named by me can 
be reached. Regarding Mr. GrLLett simply as a “ foi!” to again deceive the 
veterans of the nation, I will not again stand for such treatment of their 
cause. And, in order that I may not longer be & party to it, have resigned 
my membership and chairmanship on the Grand Army committee, and will 
go at this matter as a citizen, from another direction. A copy of my letter 
of resignation is sent herewith. 

When I reflect that even the change in the Pensién Commissioner was 
brought about only because the promise concerning it was made known to 
President Roosevelt, and he, holding it to be a matter of honor which might 
not be pushed aside, made the change, and under such circumstances no 

wer on the earth could have saved Evans, it seems to me that political 

onor is not regarded at its value, or as having any, except in rare instances, 
and by few men. Among these I place President velt and Mr. PAYNE, 
The latter has *‘ stood by the guns.” 

When I think that nearly three years have since the promise of 
1900, and from thirty-eight to forty-two years since the promises of the peo- 
plein the “ great war” days to the men who saved the nation were made 
all being dishonored though nonperformance, it seems to me that national 
honor and personal political honor, alike, must be at a low ebb. We need 
your help. We want the party in power to do our people justice,now. And 
more than that is not sought. 

Assuring you of the fraternal regard for you of our entire membership, 
but having little for those who by es low cunning, and chicanery try to 
‘** fool all the people all the time,’’ which has made necessary my action of 
resignation and such a letter as this to you, I am, 

Fraternally and truly, yours, JOS. W. KAY, 
Chairman Executive Committee, 
War Veterans’ and Sons’ Association, 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
OFFICE OF CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATION 
FOR VETERANS IN THE PUBLIC SERVICE, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., February 27, 1908. 
THOMAS J. STEWART, 


Commander in Gio? Grand Army of the Republic, 
Independence Hall, Philadelphia, Pa, 

CoMRADE; In line with the reservation made by me in gotapting the 
chairmanship of the “committee on legislation for veterans in the public 
service” at the time of my arescement thereto, by you, I hereby surrender 
the charge and resign said chairrnanship and also my membership on that 
committee, to take effect forthwith. I am constrained to take this action 
notwithstanding the active help you have rendered, and which has also been 
so generously extended to the committee in its work by many department 
encampments and department commanders in their appeals to Congress, 
and concerning which Iam advised. This course is taken in order that I 
may be free to write, as in the letter a copy of whichaccompanies this, what 
my conscience dictates to me to say asa veteran of war and a citizen con- 
cerning the treatment meted out to my comrades of long ago, and which, 
having regard for my obligation as a comrade, — for them in a repre- 
sentative capacity on such committee, lam not privileged, nor permitted, 
under our laws, to do. : 

Your active, earnest coo tion in the work of trying to secure legislation 
in aid of our rank and file been unceasing. In this my associates on the 
committee and others herein referred to have rendered active help. To 
that end, also, my own efforts have been directed; but it all avails nothing. 
And so, having reached “the parting of the ways,” my vow A to —— 
greater than men and to the ————— whose representative I have been 
entails upon me that I sever connection which has been to me one of 
great sacrifice—lay down the “ white man’s burden” and cry “ quits.’ r 

When a great organization such as ours can appeal to reason and for fair 
treatment to the veterans of the great war to those “who have ears and hear 
not” in the Congress of the nation for, lo, these many years, there comes 4 
time when manhood rebels, conscience protests, and from another viewpoint 
and forum than thatof the Grand Army of the Republic the subject of decent 
treatment of the soldiers and sailors of the Republic must be brought to 


attention. 
Fraternally, yours, JOS. W. KAY. 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Albany, N. Y., February 27, 1903. 
Hon. WILLIAM SU 


LZER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Srr: I have the pleasure to acknowledge receipt of your courteous 
letter of February 24, ex Jressing yourselt interested an R. 14105, amenda- 
tory of section 1754 of the Re Statutes, oan & preference of 
veterans, and I am directed by Department Commander well to express 
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his ap tion of your attention. It wit give him further cause for grati- 
tude if you will have his request of the instant mentioned in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD as a petition, and personally see the 
House, Gen. C. H. GRoSVENOR, and Hon. F. H. Gituerr, of the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, in the interest of action bei 
taken on the bill at this session. The Department Commander will be p 
to hear from you as to probable results. 

WILBUR F. BROWN, 


Respectfully, 
— m Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I quite agree, 
as stated by the gentleman from New York, that there is no fair 
comparison between the services which the men who served in 
the civil war rendered and the services of those that wezs in the 
war with Spain, but the gentleman seems to misapprehend the 
ground upon which I base my objection to this bill. 

My objection is that the way to reward the soldiers of any war is 
not by preference in the civil service, but it is by means of pen- 
sions. The civil service ought not to be injured under the guise 
of giving preference; and that, I think, is what this bill effects. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I suggest to the gentleman that 
when these men enlisted in the Spanish war they did not know 
how long it was to last or how terrible it would be; they demon- 
strated their patriotism and deserve great credit. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not mean to intimate 
that their patriotism was not equal to that of the men who went 
into the civil war—— 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Certainly it was, and the proba- 
bilities of long duration of war looked very promising, they de- 
serve great credit. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. But their services certainly 
were not equal if their patriotism was— 

There is one other objection to this bill. Under the civil-serv- 
ice law at ea the appointments are apportioned among the 
States; each State has a certain number. But if this bill should 
go through these preferences will entirely annihilate that appor- 
tionment by States. The soldier, no matter from what State he 
may come, will take precedence over everyone else—— 

A MemsBer. So he should. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Sothat the States from which 
these old soldiers come will fill the civil list, and there will be no 
room for appointees from other States. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that this bill provides for the soldiers of the Spanish- 
American war if they are disabled; it gives them a preference, 
the same as other soldiers, if they are disabled. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is the present law. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Not as to the soldiers of the Spanish-Ameri- 


can war. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The present law does that; 
this bill leaves those soldiers just as they are under that law. 
The veterans of the Spanish war and the veterans of the civil war 
stand under the present law on exactly the same basis. But the 
next provision of this bill applies exclusively to soldiers of the 
civil war, and in no wise touches the soldiers of the Spanish war. 

And while I admit that the services of the veteran of the Span- 


ish war, so far as regards the spirit of patriotism which inspired | 


them, do not fall below those of the veteran of the civil war, yet 
the soldiers of the Spanish war endured no such hardships and 
rendered no such services as those of the civil war. 

Yet the logic is precisely the same. The only ground upon 
which this preference can be granted is that service in war enti- 
tles a man to preference in the matter of appointment—gives an 
equal preference to the one who served three days and the one 
who served three years. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I should like to ask the gentleman, what 
is the provision of the present law with reference to the examina- 
tion that veterans have to take? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. There is no provision in the 
law about that; that is entirely a matter of administration and 
rule. The law does not touch that. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Does not the law authorize the Civil Serv- 
ice Commissioners to prescribe an examination that veterans of 
the civil war must undergo before they can enter the civil service? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is entirely a matter of 
rule and regulation. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Now I ask the gentleman whether in his 
opinion these words of the bill do not modify that provision: 


Provided, They are found to possess the business ca city necessary for | 


the proper discharge of the duties of such offices or employments. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Those words are in the 
present law, if remember rightly. No;I am mistaken; they are 
not in the law. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Well, if there is a law authorizing an ex- | 
amination to be prescribed for these soldiers, will not this lan- | 
guage in the present bill have the effect to modify that, so that | 


really no examination could be prescribed? 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I really donot think it will. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massachu- 





setts [Mr. GILLETT] hasexpired. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] has six minuves remaining. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, who proposed an amendment to this bill, has a wonder- 
fully short sight or a fleeting memory of the men who are entitled 
to the gratitude of the country. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not yield to any gentleman in these 
six minutes. The gentleman from Massachusetts talks of the 
soldiers of the Spanish war who served in the United States or in 
the island of Cuba; he would exclude from the generosity of the 
Government all the men who went over to the Philippine Islands; 
who went to Pekin and planted our flag upon the battlements of 
the Celestial City. 

He strikes out all those and then picks up the few whose serv- 
ices were rendered within the limits of the United States and 
Cuba. He leaves out the sailors. He leaves out the men who 
served in the Indian wars. He leaves out everybody except a few 
whom he happened toremember—the Santiago men. That shows 
how generous and widespread the generosity of the gentleman is. 

The honorable chairman of the Committee on Civil Service Re- 
form [Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts] says that to permit these 
few veterans to have this preference woul damage seriously the 
civil service of the United States. The other gentleman proposes 
to extend the damage by taking in everybody else! That is the 
logic of the opposition to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ohio 
now yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwillnot. Now, let us see whether this 
bill is in conformity with the great sentiment of the American 
people. It is bad, is it, to introduce into the civil service of the 
country rewards for military service? It is injurious to the Re- 
public to do that? 

Before the great war six of the American Presidents had been 
soldiers, and from Abraham Lincoln, inclusive, down to the pres- 
ent occupant of the Presidential chair but one man was ever 
elected by the American people to be President of the United 
States who had not been a soldier. [Applause. | 

What do you say to that? That is the American sentiment that 
these gentlemen appeal against. Governors of States, Senators 
in Congress, Members of the House of Representatives on this 
floor, men in all the various civil offices of the country, have been 
chosen by the people because of a purpose to honor and reward 
for the services they have performed for the country in battle 
and in war. 

And now comes a gentleman who says that it is against the 
spirit of the civilization of this age to confer civil honors upon a 
soldier! Is not that a strange argument? Gentlemen, here isa 
very small token of your esteem for the old soldiers of the war. 
Let us give it to them. I will undertake to say, to guarantee, 
that the civil service will be in no worse hands, altheugh it can 
not be, than itis now. [Laughter and applause. | 

Let us give those few men as they linger this side of the tomb 
this little expression of confidence and affection for them, and 
they will see to it that in the discharge of their duties as men 
taken from the civil lists of the country there will be exhibited 
the same patriotism, the same love of country that they exhibited 
when they made it possible for the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. GILLETT] tostand here representing in part a great, glorious, 
and united.country. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 172, nays 50, 
answered ‘‘ present’’ 14, not voting 114; as follows: 


YEAS—!72. 
Acheson, Butler, Draper, Graham, 
Adams, Calderhead, Driscoll, Green, Pa, 
Alexander, Caldwell, Dwizht, Greene, Mass. 
Allen, Me. Capron, Eddy, Grosvenor, 
Aplin, Cassel, Emerson, Hamilton, 
Bartholdt, annem, Esch, Hanbury, 
Bates, Connell, Feely, Haskins. 
Beidler, Conner, Fitzgerald, Haugen, 
sillmeyer, Coombs, Flanagan, Hedge, 
Bishop, Cooper, Wis. Fletcher, Hemenway, 
Borcing, Cousins, Foster, Vt. Henry, Conn. 
| Boutell, Cromer, Fowler, Hepburn, 
Bowie, Crumpacker, Gaines, Tenn. Holliday, 
Brandegee Currier, Gaines, W. Va. Hopkins, 
Brick, Cushman, Gardner, Mich. Howell, 
Bristow, Dahle, Gardner, N. J. Hughes, 
Bromwell, Dalzell. Gibson, Hull, 
Brown, Darragh, Gillet, N. Y. Irwin, 


| Brownlow, Davey. La. Goldfogle, Jackson, Kans. 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Davis, Fla. Gooch’ Jenkins, 
Burkett, Dick, Gordon, Jones, Wash, 


Burleigh, 


Dovener, Graff, Kahn, 
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Kehoe, Miers, Ind. Reeves, Stewart, N. Y. 
Ketcham, Miller, Roberts, Storm, 
Knapp, Minor, Robinson, Ind. Sulloway, 
Kyle, Mondéell, Ryan, ulzer, 
Lacey, Moody, Scott, Sutherland, 
Landis. Morgan, Shallenberger, Tawney, 
Latimer, Morrell, Shelden, Thomas, Iowa 
Lewis, Pa. Mudd, Showalter. Tirrell, 
Lindsay, Nevin, Sibley, ! Tompkins, N. Y. 
Littlefield, Norton, Smith, Ml. Trimble, 
Long, Olmsted, Smith, Iowa, Van Voorhis, 
Loudenslager, Otjen, Smith, H. C. Wachter, 
Lovering, Overstreet, Smith, 8. W. Wadsworth, 
McAndrews, Palmer, Smith, Wm. Alden Wagoner, 
McCleary, Patterson, Pa. Snook, Warner 
McClellan, Payne, Southard Warnock, 
McLachlan, Pearre, Southwick, Wiley, 
Mahon, Perkins, Sperry, Williams, Tl. 
Mahoney, Powers, Me. Stark, Wright, 
Marsball, Pugsley, Steele, Young, 
Martin, Reeder, Stevens, Minn. Zenor. 
NAYS—5D0. 
Breazcale, Hay, Parker, Smith, Ky. 
Burleson, Johnson, Randell, Tex. Snodgrass, 
Candler, Jones, Va. Ransdell, La. Sparkman 
Clayton, Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhea, Stephens, Tex. 
Cowherd, Eluttz, Richardson, Tenn. Swann, 
De Armond, Lamb, Rixey, Swanson, 
Dinsmore, Lawrence, Kobb, Taylor, Ala. 
Finley, Lever, Rucker, Thomas, N. ©, 
Flood, Little, Russell, Underwood, 
Gardner, Mass. Lloyd, Shackleford, Vandiver, 
Gilbert, McCall, Sheppard, Williams, Miss. 
Gillett; Mass. Maynard, Sims, 
Glass, Padgett, Slayden, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—14. 
Burgess, Joy, Prince, Thompson, 
Burton, Mann, Richardson, Ala. Wanger. 
Curtis, Muichler, Schirm, 
Jack, Needham, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—114, 
Adamson, Crowley, Jett, Pon, 
Allen, Ky. Davidson, Kern, Powers, Mass, 
Babcock, Dayton, Kitchin, Claude Reid, 
Ball, Deemer, Kleberg, Robertson, La. 
Bankhead, Dougherty, Knox, Robinson, Nebr. 
Barney, Douglas, Lassiter, Ruppert, 
Bartlett, Edwards, Lessler, Scarborough, 
Bell, Elliott, Lester, Selby, 
Bellamy, Evans, Lewis, Ga. Shafroth, 
Belmont, Fleming, Littauer, Shattuc, 
Benton, Foerderer, Livingston, Skiles, 
Bingham, Fordney, Loud, Small, 
Blackburn, Foss. McCulloch, Spight, 
Blakeney, Foster, Il. McDermott, Stewart, N.J. 
Bowersock, Fox, McLain, Talbert, 
Brantley, Gill, McRae, Tate, 
Broussard, Glenn, Maddox, Tayler, Ohio 
Brundidge, Griffith, Mercer, Thayer, 
Bull, Griggs, Metcalf, Tompkins, Ohio 
Burk, Pa. Grow, Meyer, La. Vreeland, 
Burnett, Heatwole, Mickey, Watson, 
Cannon. Henry, Miss. Moon, Weeks, 
Clark, Henry, Tex. Morris, Wheeler, 
Cochran, Hildebrant, Moss, ite, 
Conry, Hill, Naphen, Wilson, 
Cooney, Hitt, Neville, Woods, 
Cooper, Tex. Hooker, Newlands, Wooten. 
Corliss, Howard, Patterson, Tenn. 
Creamer, Jackson, Md. Pierce, 


So (two-thirds having voted to suspend the rules) the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. EL.Liort, 

Mr. Joy with Mr. CocHRAN. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. McRak. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

For the vote: 

Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. Griaes. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

. Joint resolution (S. R. 170) for the transfer of the authority, 
power, and jurisdiction conferred upon the Secretary of the Treas- 

ury by the act ‘‘to regulate the immigration of aliens into the 

United States”’ to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 


EMILY LAWRENCE REED. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Committee 
on Pensions from further consideration of the bill (S. 6702) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Emily Lawrence Reed, and to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk wil! report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the a roll, subject to the provisions 
e 


and limitations of the pension laws, name of Emily Lawrence Reed, 


a 


ener 


widow of Walter Reed, late major and surgeon, United States Army, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $125 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving, in special recognition of the eminent services of said Walter Reed in 
discovering the means of preventing as well as the cause and method of the 
transmission and propagation of yellow fever. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the rules and passing the bill. 

es ane of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
demandsasecond. The gentleman from Tennessee and the gentle- 
man from Virginia, Mr. Hay, will take their places as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported ayes 36, noes 2. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
recognized in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, it is hardly necessary for me to ad- 
dress the House upon this bill, because on yesterday evening when 
che bill relating to Major Gorgas, who was united with Major 
Reed in these discoveries in respect to yellow fever, was under 
discussion, I went rather fully into the subject and explained 
why that bill ought to pass. Dr. Reed was born in the State of 
Virginia. 

During the war with Spain Major Reed was president of the 
board of medical officers to investigate and report on the preva- 
lence of typhoid fever. He was strongly impressed with the idea 
that flies were a very considerable agency in spreading this ¢dis- 
ease. Major Reed’s greatest achievement for science and human- 
ity, however, was his contribution in respect to the cause, spread, 
and prevention of yellow fever. 

I want to say that that achievement is computed to have saved 
more lives than were lost in the Spanish war and to have saved 
more money than was spent in that war. The Senate in passing 
the bill placed in it these words: 

In special recognition of the eminent services of said Walter Reed in dis- 
covering the means of preventing as well as the cause and method of trans- 
mission and propagation of yellow fever. 

I do not think it is necessary for me to proceed further. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to know whether the facts show 
that Major Reed’s services in the Army were connected in any 
way with his death? 

Mr. HAY. Major Reed died last fall of appendicitis, of which 
he had had several attacks, and in his ardent wish to further this 
discovery he neglected to take care of himself. He was serving 
in the Army and serving here as a medical officer at the time of 
his death. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. 
me for a moment? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. How much time does the gentleman 
want? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Only for a question. There 
are a number of gentlemen on this side of the House who have 
bills of a private nature, not public bills, but local to their dis- 
tricts, whe would like to obtain consideration for those bills. May 
I ask the gentleman from Virginia whether his side of the House 
proposes to consume time by demanding the yeas and nays upon 
this vote? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. HAY. I will say to the gentleman from West Virginia in 
the first place that I have no control over the situation; and I 
will say to the gentleman in the next place that this is not a pri- 
vate bill, but a public billto reward a man who has done eminent 
service to his country. 

It is a bill recommended by the Secretary of War, by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and Iam recognized here, I may say, 
because the Department of the Government in which this gentle- 
man has served has insisted ‘upon this persion being allowed to 
Mrs. Reed. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. 
of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. HAY. It is not my bill—— 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Lintend to vote for it. Ionly 
want to know whether the gentleman will ask his side of the 
House not te consume the time of the House and the time which 
could be o- to other members of the House to get recognition 
for their bills that they wish to pass by asking his own side to 
desist from calling for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAY. I will say to the gentleman from West Virginia 
that Iam not asking my side to do that for this bill. I can not 
control the situation, and the gentleman knows it, and I would 
not control it if I could. je 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Then I understand the gen- 
oa is willing to filibuster against a courtesy offered to him- 
self. 


The question is on suspending 


The gentleman from Virginia is 


Will the gentleman yield to 


I am not opposed to the bill 
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Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The gentleman is mistaken if he un- 
derstands that. The gentleman from Virginia is exercising his 
constitutional right. 

Mr. HAY. I did not hear the last remark of the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia whether he will ask unanimous consent that this 
bill may be without a roll call? 

Mr. GRIGGS. I object, Mr. — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rqvest is not made. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, as I said a moment ago, this is not 
my bill. This gentleman was not my constituent. It is not my 
bill in any sense of the word. Itis nota bill in which I am more 
interested than any other member on either side of the House 
ought to be interested, and I have simply been recognized for the 
purpose of oon the bill to the House. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HAY. I yield to the gent)eman from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask my friend if he does not 
know that the calling of the veas and nays and taking up the time 
on this bill will probably prevent the opening of two or three 
reservations that would furnish homes for ten, fifteen, or twenty 
thousand of our American people—a bill that is on the Calendar 
here? 

Mr. HAY. Ido nvt know that at all. 

Mr. RUCKER. ‘hat bill could have been passed during the 
three-hour intermission that you took a little while ago. 

Mr. HAY. That bas nothing to do with this. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I should like to make a suggestion. 

Mr. HAY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. ROBINSON]. : 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would suggest tothe gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Gains] that he has the precedents of 
his party on this floor within the last week, precedents in abun- 
dance, to justify him in using his efforts with the Republican 
Rules Committee of the House. 

And I will say to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] that 
he had this entire session of Congress in which to pass the legis- 
lation which he now complains he has a lack of opportunity to 
= in the closing hours of this session, and which he flaunts 

ere in the face of this House, without sincerity, I believe, be- 
cause he knows the legislation can not pass the Senate. The 
gentleman from West Virginia can ask the Rules Committee to 
pass the bills which he refers to en bloc. 

on LACEY. I know the gentleman does not want to misstate 
anything —— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I will not yield. Instead of oc- 
cupying time in seeking to pass 25 bills which have a like situa- 
tion on the Speaker’s table, why does the gentleman not use his 
efforts with his own side and appeal to his own Committee on Rules, 
because he has the precedents established by them to guide him. 
Now I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

. Mr. LACEY. The matter has been hanging here for a long 
ime. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Do you mean soldier bills? 

Mr. LACEY. No. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman is a soldier. 
With regard to these 25 soldier bills on the Speaker’s table, let my 
friend ask the Committee on Rules to do in the soldier’s case what 
they have done in other cases. 

Mr. LACEY. Iam talking about free homes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Freehomes! You have had three 
or four months, and why have you neglected to pass it? That 
shows the emptiness of the pretense of obstructive tactics that is 
charged against the Democrats. 

Mr. HAY. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I want to 
occupy five minutes. This is a bill that it seems to me under 
other circumstances would pass by unanimous consent. 

The record of Major Reed is a very extraordinary one. His 
contributions to science and to the cause of humanity are un- 
equaled by those of any man of this later generation whose name 
I can now recall. I was not in a few moments ago when the bill 
was called, and I do not know whether the attention of the House 
has been directed to what General Wood has said with respect to 
the services of Major Reed, but whether it has or not, General 
Wood’s statement will bear repetition. He says: 

I know of no other man on this side of the world who has done so much 
for humanity as Dr. Reed. His discovery results in the saving of more lives 
annually than were lost in the Cuban war, and saves the commercial in- 
terests of the world a greater financial loss each year than the cost of the 
Cuban war. He came to Cuba at a time when one-third of the officers of m 
staff died of yellow fever, and we were discouraged at the failure of our ef- 
forts to control the disease, In the months when the was ordinarily 
worse it was checked and driven from Habana. 


hat was the first time in nearly two hundred — that the city had 
been rid of it. The value of his discovery can not appreciated by per- 


sons who are not familiar with conditions in tropical countries. Hereafter 


it will never be ble for yellow fever to gain such headway that quaran- 
tine will exist from the mouth of the Potomac to the mouth of the Rio 
Grande. Future generations will meg fully the value of Dr. Reed's 
services. His was the originating, directing, and controlling mind in this 
work, and the others were assistants only. 

Higher praise could not be awarded any man. And I say that 
if this Congress should expire without providing for the needy 
family of this man—who has made such contributions to the 
cause of science and to the relief of his fellows, not only now, 
but for the years to come, and who has not only saved to this 
country now, but who will save to it in the years to come, untold 
millions of money as well as untold suffering—this Congress 
would die in disgrace. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. HAY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. nee: 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, in regard to this bill, I wish 
to say that it was before the Committee on Pensions and very 
carefully considered. We had in the hearings before that com- 
mittee some of the most prominent physicians in the United States. 

The committee was satisfied that the proposition to pension the 
widow of Dr. Reed was a just proposition. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has alluded to the invaluable services that were 
rendered by Dr. Reed. He it was who began the investigation 
into the supposed cause of the spread of yellow fever by a partic- 
ular species of mosquitoes. 

He it was that first successfully demonstrated that the disease 
was carried or transmitted from a yellow-fever patient to a healthy 
person through this particular variety of mosquito, and he it was 
that first suggested and put into practical use the method of sepa- 
rating healthy persons from those diseased with yellow fever. 

As a result of these precautions and of his discoveries in this 
line, yellow fever has been almost completely if not entirely 
eradicated from Habana. I am told that there has not been a 
single case of yellow fever in Habana during the last two years 
as the result of Dr. Reed’s experiments and investigations. 

The only fear and the only thought of the great majority of 
the Pension Committee was that $125 a month, while it is in ex- 
cess of what is usually allowed to the widows of soldiers and 
sailors in the service of the United States, was belittling the in- 
valuable services which had been rendered by Dr. Reed to place 
the amount so low. I think I speak the sentiment of nearly if 
not quite all of the Pension Committee, when I say that I hope 
the House will pass this bill. 

Mr. STEELE. Was it not understood that another gentleman 
had a great deal to do with this investigation? 

Mr. BROMWELL. No and yes. There had been investiga- 
tions, there had been theories, and there had been suppositions 
that this disease was transmitted through some particular form 
of insect. It was thought at first that flies were transmitting the 
disease; others suggested mosquitoes. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAY. Icall for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I believe I have the time 
in opposition to the bill. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
if he was not through. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I was merely going to add, that while 
others have suggested that this disease was transmitted through 
the medium of insects—some supposed flies and others mosquitoes 
to be the means of communication—Dr. Reed was the first man to 
practically demonstrate the fact that this disease was transmitted 
by mosquitoes to the exclusion of all other insects, and in addi- 
tion thereto was carried by a particular variety of mosquito. 

Mr. STEELE. We passed a bill, a special bill, last night fora 
gentleman by the name of Gorgas, an officer, and I understood 
from the speeches made at that time that Gorgas had quite as 
much to do with it as had Dr. Reed. I never understood it be- 
fore, and I want now the information, if the gentleman has any, 
on that subject. 

_Mr. BROMWELL. The information I had from many physi- 
cians 

The a The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demanded 
a second because I did not understand the bill, and did not know 
but that I might want to speak in opposition to it. I have no de- 
sire to use the time myself in opposition to this bill, but if any 
gentleman wants to speak in opposition toit, I think, in courtesy, 
I should yield to him. 

Mr. LESSLER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to yield to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia has not the 
floor. The gentleman from Tennessee has the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]. 
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Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, permit me to say that I am not 
angry at any Republican individually, and I am not angry at 
them ‘‘en bloc.’ [Laughter.] I desire to submit a few reasons 
why the Democrats have considered it their duty to engage in 
what the Republicans are pleased to term “ filibustering.” 

Mr. STEELE. What do you call it? [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Mr. CLAYTON. If that adolescent specimen of personal pul- 
chritude will contain himself a minute I will give the reason. 
Be good, lest you compel me to annihilate you with a rhetorical 
fanfaronade. [{Laughter.] Now,will you be good, Mr. Dooley? 
[Laughter.| Iam entirely in a good humor. Iam not going to 
say anything, if I know it, to rub the hair the wrong way. God 
knows we have pelted and belted you Republicans enough for 
the last four or five days. 

Your consciences are smarting now, and Iam going to leave 
you to your conscience and the righteous indignation of your 
just countrymen. [Applause on the Democratic side and laugh- 
ter and jeers on the Republican —. Oh, yes; your horselaugh 
is like your horseplay; it will not fool the country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we had a right to complain of the Repub- 
lican party, of their conduct for the last six years, which has from 
time to time grown worse and more intolerable. 

A Memeer. It is too bad you did not have Bryan. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Good gracious, there is another Dooley! 
{Laughter.] Sit down and be good and do not interrupt me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The House will 
be in order and all gentlemen will be seated. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Iam sort of an old stager on the stump, and 
Tam going to speak. If you little Willies want to interrupt me, 
sail in. You can not disconcert me. Now, sit down and be 
good and let me alone. I can not lick them “en bloc,’’ but I can 
lick some individually. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that even under Reed the Repub- 
lican party allowed the Democrats on all great political questions 
to have a record vote. Republican intolerance and tyranny has 
gone to that extent by geometrical or arithmetical progression, so 
that in this Congress you have denied us on every important po- 
litical question, I may say on every important public question, a 
right to have a record vote which wou! show to the country how 
the Democrats stood on public questions «nd how you stood. 

You have brought in your r=!s, compelled us to vote for your 
measures unamended or ‘en bloc,’’ withoat giving us an oppor- 
tunity to have a record vote upon an amendment, and in: many 
instances without giving us an opportunity to offer any amend- 
ment. This tyranny has gone on from time to time until patience 
on this side of the House has ceased to bea virtue. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

You have deprived us of every right except the constitutional 
right to have a roll call on the passage of any bill. We will con- 
tinue to fight you by the just use of this power until you give us 
at least fair treatment. |Applause on the Democratic side. 

Your tyranny culminated a few days ago in expelling, without 
proper consideration, a Democrat elected from a Democratic dis- 
trict to this House. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLiAMs] 
and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] substan- 
tially charged that when you cgmmitted that iniquity there was 
not a quorum present—not a quorum of men here. We knew 
that under the — rules you counted men who refrained from 
voting as present for the reason that no man has a right to be 
physically present and parliamentarily absent. 

But neither *‘ the Reed rules’’ nor any other rules ever went to 
the extent of holding that you could consider a man present who 
was not in the building at the time. The gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. WiiaMs] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RicHARDSON] charged the fact to be that a quorum was not 
physically present when you voted to unseat Butler. It was not 
nere. Nineteen men who were not here were “considered ”’ 
—— Those charges were made and thrown at you here on 
the floor. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania who made that ruling did 
not dispute the fact. Those who were present when the outrage 
was perpetrated did notdeny it. But some four or five days after 

he occurrence of the outrage and the public charge was made on 
this floor, when you saw the just judgment of your countrymen 
condemning you, you come in here with a labored essay, written 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED], and seek to 
falsify the record by amending it nunc pro tunc. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall not imitate, I trust, the bad manners 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. I shall not apply 
to you nor to him any epithets. I might say that some gentlemen 
of immense proportions are superabundant adipose tissue com- 
bined with hot air. [Laughter.] I might designate the gentle- 
man from New York as vox et preeterea nihil. ughter. | 

ret cer pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


Mr. CLAYTON (to Mr, RicHarpson of Tennessee). Give me 
just a little more time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield the gentleman two 
minutes more. 

Mr. LACEY. Why not ask unanimous consent that you be 
given time? 

Mr.CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, donot let gentlemen on the other 
side make these interruptions in my time. LIappeal to you togive 
me the time I am entitled to. Some time when I have plenty of 
time, when we are not limited, I will just walk down to the cen- 
ter with any of you and have a talking match to the finish. 
{Laughter. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall not imitate the gentleman from New York. 
I shall not quote from the newspaper that he quoted. Icould do 
it; for a few months ago, that same newspaper, the Courier-Jour- 
nal, was criticising your President, and calling him the ‘* broncho 
buster.’’ When the gentleman from New York publishes that 
editorial reflecting upon the Democrats, let him parallel it with 
that editorial which calis your President a ‘‘ broncho buster,”’’ 
which ridiculed him, and said hard things about him that I would 
not say, and no other Democrat here would say. 

Mr. Speaker, I have here an editorial from the Washington 
Post of last Sunday, which I read, in view of the statements made 
by the gentleman from New York: 


THE BUTLER-WAGONER SCANDAL. 


We think that nearly every honest and unbiased person will sympathize 
with the indignation of the House Democrats over the despotic, not to say 
brutal, manner in which the Republican majority have disregarded decency 
and justice in the case of the Butler-Wagoner contest. 

These contests have always been more or less sorrowful and scandalous, 
and the Post has invariably protested inst them, no matter what form 
they took. But in this instance every evil possibility has been brought into 
an Salovely prominence. 

Mr. Butler was elected to the Fifty-seventh Congress from the Twelfth 
district of Missouri. He came to Washington with all the legal and proper 
credentials. And that should have been enough. 

If his adversary had, or thought he had, legitimate grounds for a challenge, 
he should have submitted his case to the local courts, where all the facts 
were accessible and where credible witnesses were easily within reach. In- 
stead of that he appealed to a partisan tribunal, 1,200 miles distant, and in- 
voued nae a competentand informed verdict, but the irresponsible tyranny of 
mere force. 

The manner in which Mr. Butler's case has been robbed of all its claims 
to righteous consideration; the fact that he was unseated without a quorum 
and in defiance of the Constitution; the notorious circumstances of arrogance 
under which he was thrown out of court, denied a hearing, and dragged ig- 
nominiously at the chariot wheels of the conqueror—these things recall the 
daysand practices of the Goths, the Vandals, and the Huns far more than 
they suggest the régime of modern civilization. 

We take no special interest in Mr. Butler personally. In our philosophy 
his case constitutes merely an abstract proposition in morals. But the fact 
that he has been deprived of his rights without the smallest reference to law 
and honorable observance is a fact with which men, without regard to party 
fecling or alignment, may well concern themselves. 

The House has been made to declare that he was defeated at the polls—not 
as the result of proof or of judicial and dispassionate inquiry, but by force 
of partisan rulings by the and in the absence of the quorum required 
for the legitimate dis 1 of such questions. That the Democratic minority 
resent this action with bitterness is quite intelligible. That they should let 
their resentment take the shape of indiscriminate obstruction is at least 
human. A flagrant wrong has beencommitted, and the Republicans can not 
reasonably object to a harvest of their own sowing and cultivation. 

We find in this incident fresh corroboration of our claim that election con- 
tests should never be referred to Congress, where the tribunal is always par- 
tisan and conscienceleas, but submitted to the local courts, where at least 
the material for a just decision is easily at hand. 

We _e had too many of these scandals, and this last seems to be the 
worst 0 b 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SuULZER}. : 

Mr. SULZER. Mr.Speaker,itis not my intention to discuss the 
merits of the pending pension bill, save to say that it will have my 
sincere support and that I trust it will pass the House without 
opposition. My purpose now, sir, in accepting the time courte- 
ously yielded to me by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON] is to fix the responsibility for the elimination of the 
$2,000,000 appropriation in the sundry civil bill to purchase a 
site for a new post-office in the city of New York. I want the 
people who are most interested in this post-office matter to under- 
stand the situation here, and I believe when they do they will not 
blame the Representatives in Congress from the city of New York 
for the delays and the failures which thus far have attended the 


ee: nm 
.@ er, when the conferees’ report on the sundry civil 
bill was before the House for approval a little while ago I en- 
deavored to get a few minutes’ time from the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who controlled all the time, to briefly ex- 
ean, — and ane — sentiments - my ee 
re: ing the appropriation for the new post-office in the city 0 
New York. I had been informed that the appropriation for 
$2,000,000 put in that bill at our request by the Senate would be 
held in the bill by the House conferees, and I only learned after 
the conferees had that the appropriation of $2,000,000 to 


agreed 
urchase the site in the city of New York for the new post-office 
uilding had been stricken out. The gentleman from Illinois de- 
clined to let me be heard then. He did not want the matter 
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discussed, and I was denied the right to be heard. The gentleman 
from Illinois declined at that time to give me a moment’s time, 
and Iam compelled to avail myself of this opportunity to say 
briefly what I wish to say regarding this matter. ; 

The city of New York, which I have the honor to represent in 
part on the floor of this House, is the richest city in the world, 
the most populous city on this continent, and the metropolis of 
our country. Every citizen in all our land has every reason to 
feel a just pride in the commercial greatness of the Empire City, 
and it seems to be a remarkable fact and a most humiliating con- 
dition of affairs here that no matter what the great city of New 
York wants or how badly something there is needed, it can have 
no relief, it can get no aid from the Congress of the United States. 
The greatest city in our country is and always has been studiously 
ignored by the National Legislature. The way we are treated 
here is an outrage, and I say it has got to stop. 

For years, Mr. Speaker, the people of New York City have been 
making a determined, but a fruitless, effort to get a new post- 
office, and the Representatives of that city in this House, in season 
and out of season, month in and month out, have done everything 
in their power to secure the necessary legislation; but all in vain. 
We have pleaded and begged and appealed, but without avail. 
Congress seems to be deaf to the supplications of the first city in 
the land. The humblest hamlet in any State can get a Federal 
building or a magnificent post-office for the mere asking, but New 
York City can not have simple justice in a matter of the greatest 
urgency and necessity and that affects more or less every other 
part of our entire country and all the people. It is strange; but, 
then, there is a reason for it. 

The present post-office building in the city of New York isa 
disgrace to the Federal Government. It is old, damp, worn-out, 
overcrowded, and dilapidated. It is totally unfit to properly 
transact its immense postal business. It was built many years 
ago, and its usefulness is now practically a thing of the past. 
New York City to-day is more in need of better post-office facili- 
ties than any other city in the United States. This old post-office 
building away down town is wholly inadequate, and has been so 
for years, to properly handle and distribute the vast amount of 
mail that comes in and goes out of the great metropolis. It is 
damp and dirty and dingy. It is cramped and clammy and un- 
healthy. The Government employees there, compelled to work 
underground, are daily endangering their health and risking their 
lives, and are so crowded for lack of space and necessary room 
that it is impossible to expedite the distribution of important mail 
matter; and this deplorable situation affects, I say, not only the 
people in the city of New York, but the people all over the coun- | 
try, because it is well known that New York City is our greatest 
postal distributer. 

Mr. Speaker, the post-office of New York City pays the Govern- | 
ment an immense revenue profit every year; more, I believe, than 
any other three cities in the land and more than many States of 
the Union. The net annual revenue from the New York City 
post-office is about $6,000,000, and increasing more and more 
every year. With these apparent facts staring us in the face, it | 
is a shame, in my judgment, that for this reason or that excuse | 
it has been absolutely impossible for the people of New York City, | 
or their representatives in Congress, to get Congress to remedy | 
the postal evils in New York City and give the people there a 
post-office that will reflect credit on the Federal Government and 
facilitate the distribution of the mails. 

It is well known, Mr. Speaker, to t’:ose members familiar with 
this question that after several years of weary effort and arduous | 
struggle we finally succeeded in getting the Committee on Public | 
Buildings and Grounds of this House to pass a law merely ap- | 
pointing a commission composed of the Postmaster-General, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General to go to | 
New York City and select a suitable site for the new post-office | 
building. No appropriation to pay for the site was made in this | 
law, because we were told such a proposition was unheard of and 
contrary to precedent, and that no appropriation was ever made 
by Congress until the site was selected, and that just so soon as 
the site was selected Congress would forthwith appropriate all | 
necessary money to pay for the same and to begin the construc- 
tion of the building. 

That is all we could then do, and so we waited patiently for | 
the commission to -get to work and select the site. For some | 
occult reason, inscrutable to the uninitiated, no doubt, the com- 
mission seemed to be dilatory, and for months did nothing. Some 
unknown, intangible, mysterious agency was at work to thwart | 
the will of the people of the city of New York and prevent the 
commission from speedily selecting a proper site: but everything | 
comes to an end and to those that wait, and just before this Con- 
gress was about to adjourn the commission sent to us what per- 
ported to be its report regarding the selection of the site. We 
could do nothing but wait, we were told over and over again, un- 
til the commission made its report. We were powerless. The 





report, however, came at last. it was sent here only a few days 
ago, after the sundry civil bill, which had to carry the appropria- 
tion, had passed the House of Representatives and was in the 
Senate. Wasthisby design? But, nevertheless, just so soon asthe 
report came to Congress we went to work, and after much effort 
succeeded in getting the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate to consent to put in the bill in the Senate an appropriation for 
two millions to purchase the site and begin to do something. 

Now. I want to say the site selected is not to the liking of the 
people of New York City. It is in the most out-of-the-way place, 
and was selected, I am told, to placate the Pennsylvania Railroad. 
But be that as it may, we got the appropriation on the bill in the 
Senate and began to look forward with some degree of expectancy ~ 
to the beginning of the new post-office in our city that would re- 
flect credit on the Government and be commensurate with the 
wealth, the population, and the commercial supremacy of our 
metropolis. But, alas, again we were doomed to sorrowful dis- 
appointment. Thedistinguished gentleman from [Illinois and his 
colleagues from Indiana and Arkansas, composing the conference 
committee on the part of the House, who have not a city in their 
districts with a population as large as that contained in the small- 
est borough of New York City, did not think the time was quite 
at hand for the Government to pay for the site or to begin the 
building. The site might be changed, don’t you know. And, 
again, it might not be suitable after all. But if it were to be the 
site finally, nothing could be done until the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road got its tunnel into the city and the excavations made for 
its terminal. Besides this, Congress had appropriated enough 
money—over a billion and a half of dollars—and it was time 
enough anyway to consider this in the next Congress. 

And then, again, New York City is too far away from the dis- 
tricts of these gentlemen for them to know much about this site 
or to care much about it, and they must go there and see for 
themselves. Perhaps they have never been to New York and 
want to go there semiofficially and find out a little about it, and 
learn for themselves if the people are so anxious and if there is 
an imperative need of a new post-office. Then, again, another 
railroad company was jealous of the influence of the Pennsyl- 
vania. It wanted asite, too, forsooth. It protested. And so the 
appropriation went out. We were powerless. We did all we 
could. Now, I am informed, Mr. Speaker, that some of the com- 
missioners designated to select the site never saw the site finally 
agreed on. One of these commissioners, I am told, was never in 
the part of our city where the site is located. But, be this as it 
may, I care not, the important thing now that I wish to impress 
on this House and the people of New York City, is that the 
conferees on the part of this House, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon], the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway], 
and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRar], made a deter- 
mined fight in conference to strike out this appropriation of 
$2,000.000, notwithstanding our pleading and protest, and then 
when they brought the conference report back into the House 
they refused to give a New York member the opportunity to say a 
single word in explanation. 

Were they afraid to have this matter discussed in the open? 
Were they sensitive to criticism which they knew must follow 
their betrayal and inexplicable action? Or, were they being 
used merely as ‘‘cat’s paws’”’ of conflicting railroad interests, 
that would rather have no post-office at all in New York City. un- 


| less it can be placed where they desire? I want the people of 


New York City to understand that the reason this appropriation 
was stricken out, and the cause for the delay in getting the new 
post-office and better postal facilities, is the great railroad inter- 
ests at stake, which have not yet been harmonized, and until 
their wishes are complied with the people must wait. 

While the conflict of railroad interests has been going on 
‘**dust has been thrown in the eyes of the people,’’ and everything 
has been done to retard this great public necessity,and I say now 
to the newspapers of New York City and to the people there, 
some of whom have wondered, no doubt, why their representatives 
were unable to get this appropriation for the new post-office. that 
we never will be able to get it until the conflicting railroad and 
other selfish and personal interests are satisfied and withdraw 


| their opposition. This is the truth and all there is about it. 


While the conflict rages as to where the new post-office site shall be 
and which corporation will benefit the most by it, everything will 


| remain at a practical standstill, and there will be in our city no new 


post-office. Let the great metropolitan newspapers look beneath 
the surface in this matter and they will have no difficulty in fix- 
ing the responsibility. I do not care to indulge in further criti- 
cism, although I could, or censure those who have stood in the 
way, although any man familiar with the circumstancesinvolved 
in this long delay, who has witnessed the cunningand the chican 

ery of the agents here of selfish interests and the manipulations 
which have been going on for years regarding this very important 
matter, knows as much about it as I do, and I trust the press of 
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New York City will look into the matter alittle deeper than they 
have heretofore and place the responsibility where it justly be- 
longs. 

Now, sir, I want to say again in conclusion in behalf of my col- 
leagues of New York City that they are not responsible—they have 
done all in their power, no men could do more—but the sad truth 
is we are in a hopeless minority and impotent to legislate for our 
city except with the consent of the majority; and that majority— 
the Republicans—will do nothing for the Democratic city of iw 
York, especially if it will conflict with the grasping greed of 
monopoly and the sordid interests of the railroads that want the 
new post-office site located at their terminals or not at all, and 
their agents here have apparently more influence with the Re- 
publican majority in Congress than the just demands of all the 
people of New York City and their representatives included. 

Mr. HEPBURN rose. 

Mr. SULZER. Ican not yield. My time is nearly exhausted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Iam surprised at the gentleman making that 

int now—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. He mustconfine his remarks, under the rules 

f this House, to the discussion of the pending bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Why did not the gentleman make that point a 
little while ago against the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE]? 

Mr. hOBINSON of Indiana. Which rule? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Rule XXVIII. 

Mr. SULZER. And the gentleman from Iowa has been speak- 
ing in violation of the rule nearly all day. Mr. Speaker, this does 
not come out of my time, does it? But at all events I have said 
practically all I want to say now in regard to this matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired, so it will not be taken out of his time. [Laughter.] The 
gentleman’s time had expired just as the gentleman from Iowa 
rose to a point of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker,a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like the Chair to inform me through 
the gentleman from Iowa why he did not make that same point 
of order against the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired. The Chair assumes that the gentleman from Iowa does 
not press the point. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would prefer to have a ruling on the point. 

Mr. SULZER. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is well known that in the dis- 
cussion under suspension in the House the subject discussed can 
not extend beyond the bill itself which is then being considered. 
Whether the rule limits it to a discussion which would be literally 
in opposition or in favor of the bill may be another question, but 
at least the rule requires that the discussion shall be on the sub- 
ject then before the House for consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield three 
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has but two 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
five. That makes seventeen. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is right. I yield the 
remaining time to the gentleman from Virginia | Mr. Maynarp]. 

Mr. MAYNARD... Mr. Speaker, I do not believe, and I cer- 
tainly hope it is not necessary for me to say a word in behalf of 
the bill to pension Dr. Reed’s widow because of the very eminent 
service he has rendered, not simply because he was a surgeon in 
the Army of the United States or because of the service he per- 
formed to the United States and the United States Government, 
but to the world at large. 

All of the scientists who appeared before the committee—and 
they were men of note in the scientific world—assured the mem- 
bers of that committee that there had been nothing since Dr. Jen- 
ner discovered vaccination for smallpox which had been of so 
much benefit to the human race. 

Surgeon-General O'Reilly, of the United States Army, said be- 
fore the committee that when the Spanish war broke out he ex- 
pected to lose large numbers of men, owing to the prevalence of 
yellow fever. 

He said that since Dr. Reed had made this discovery and per- 
formed these great services, he would no more fear sending a 
United States army to camp in Brazil or in any part of South 
America or in Cuba than he would to an encampment in the State 
of New York. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that a citizen of this country, even though 
he were not an officer of the Army or of the Navy, who had per- 


I yielded twelve and then 


And one minute to the gentle- 


formed such distinguished services, not alone for this coun 
but for mankind in general, should receive at the hands of this 


Government a substantial recognition of those services. 


plause 


The question was taken. 


Mr. 


[Ap- 


The dPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 


ICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand a division. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, we may as well have the yeas 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 163, nays 25, 





answered ‘‘ present ’’ 27, not voting 135; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 
Aiea. Me. 
pin, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowie, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Brundidge, 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Clayton, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 


Darragh, 
Davidson, 
De Armond, 
Dick, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Driscoll, 


Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Cassingham, 
Cowherd, 
Davey, La. 
Dinsmore, 
Finley, 


Babcock, 
Bishop, 
Brick, 
Burgess, 
Burton, 
Connell, 
Coombs, 


Adams, 
Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Ball, 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney. 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 

Burk, Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 


| Clark, 
| Cochran, 
| Conner, 





Conry, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 


YEAS—163. 
Dwight, Lever, 
Eddy, Lewis, Pa, 
Elliott, Lindsay, 
Esch, Littlefield, 
Fitzgerald, Long, 
Flanagan, Loudenslager, 
Fletcher, Lovering, 
Flood, McAndrews, 
Foerderer, McLachlan, 
Fowler, Mahon, 
Gaines, W. Va. Marshall, 
Gardner, Mich. Martin, 
Gardner, N. J. Maynard, 
Gibson, Miller, 
Gillet, N. Y. Minor, 
Glass, Mondell, 
Goldfogle, Moody, 
Graff, Moon, 
Greene, Mass. Morgan, 
Griggs, Morrell, 
Hamilton, Morris, 
Hanbury, Moss 
Haskins, Mudd, 
Hay, Mutchler, 
Hedge, Needham, 
Hepburn, Norton, 
Hill, Olmsted, 
Howell, Overstreet, 
Hull, Palmer, 
Irwin, Parker, 
Jack, Patterson, Pa. 
Jackson, Kans. Payne, 
Jenkins, Pearre, 
Jones, Va. Perkins, 
Jones, Wash. Ransdell, La. 
Kahn, Reeves, 
Kehoe, Rhea, 
Knapp, Richardson, Ala. 
Lamb, Richardson, Tenn. 
Landis, Rixey, 
Lawrence, Robinson, Ind, 

NAYS—%. 
Gordon, Reeder, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Russell, 
Kluttz, Shackleford, 
Kyle, Sheppard, 
Lacey, Smith, Iowa 
Little, Smith, Ky. 
Padgett, Snodgrass, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"’—27. 

Cromer, Holliday, 
Emerson, Johnson, 
Foster, Vt. Joy, 
Gill, Lk Fa. 
Heatwole, McCleary, 
Henry, Conn. Mercer. 
Hildebrant, Metcalf, 


NOT VOTING—15. 


Deemer, 
Dougherty, 
Edwards, 
Evans, 
Feely, 
Fleming, 
Fordney, 
Foss, 
Foster, Il. 
Fox, 
Gaines, Tenn. 


Gardner, Mass. 


Gilbert, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glenn, 
Gooch, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Haugen, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Hughes, 
Jackson, Md, 
Jett, 

Kern, 
Ketcham, 


So (two-thirds voting in 
pended and the bill passed. 


Kitchin, Claude 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lessler, 
Lester, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Littauer, 
Livingston, 
Lond, 
McCall, 
McClellan, 
MeCulloch, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Mann, 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pierce, 

Pou, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Pugsley, 
Randell, Tex. 
Reid, 


. 

Shallenberger, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, M1. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, S. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Stark, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala, 
‘Thompson, 
Tirrell, 
Fae conte, 

an Voor 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wagoner, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wright, 
Young. 


Stephens, Tex. 
Thomas, lowa 
Trimble, 
Zenor. 


Nevin, 
Otjen, 
Prince, 
Schirm, 
Sherman, 
Wadsworth. 


Robb, 

Roberts, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 
Ruppert, 

Scar borough, 


a : 
Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sims, 

Skiles, 
Sparkman, 
Eplgnt, 
Storm, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 

Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C. 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Vandiver, 
Wanger, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Ml. 
Wilson, 
Woods, 
Wooten. 


the affinnative) the rules were sus- 
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The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. Tuomas of North 
Carolina. 

Mr. McCay with Mr. McCLEeLuan, 

On this vote: 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. PuGsLey. 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. BREAZEALE, 

Mr. Storm with Mr. Srs. 


PENSIONS TO MEXICAN WAR SURVIVORS. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (S. 8522) to increase the pensions of Mexi- 
can war survivors to $12 a month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey moves to suspend the rules and pass a bill which will be re- 
ported by the Clerk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, all Mexican war survivors now on the roll, or who may hereafter be 
placed on the roll, under the acts of January 29, 1887, March 3, 1891, and Feb- 
ruary 5, 1897. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I ask unanimous consent that a sec- 
ond be considered as ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
objects. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER] 
and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] will take 
their places as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 65, noes 1. 

Acca a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey is recognized. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Does the gentleman from Alabama 
desire any time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman does not 
desire recognition, I will now proceed. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I reserve my time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL]. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I donot desire to speak in opposition 
to this bill, but to say a word of condolence to some of the mem- 
bers of this House; and as there are quite a number of them en- 
titled to sympathy, I hope no one will make any point of order 
against me. 

I speak, Mr. Speaker, for some of the members who have con- 
stantly and earnestly lent their efforts to the promotion of cer- 
tain bills, of interest not only to their constituents, but fre- 
quently of interest to the country atlarge. These members have 
followed their bills through the committees, have obtained favor- 
able eee in many instances unanimous reports; have se- 
cured the favorable consideration of the Speaker and of those in 
authority in the House, and yet to-night they see their bills, of 
interest to them, and therefore of interest to the country, gradu- 
ally approaching their final resting place. 

Since the fateful day when the good city of St. Louis cast a 
bone of contention into this House, we have made very little 
progress in the consideration of bills under suspension of the 
rules. Gentlemen upon the other side have characterized the 
minority, and we upon this side have retaliated. If the country 
at large believes all that is said by each about the other, then the 
sovereign voters of this country evidently are very poorly repre- 
sented in this great legislative body. 

I shall say nothing about the contested-election case upon which 
so much eloquence has apparently been wasted, but I wish to say 
a word of pee for those members of the House who to- 
morrow will see consigned to their last resting place, with the 
Speaker of the House as chief undertaker and the Committee on 
Rules as pallbearers, their progeny upon which they have looked 
so fondly since the first Monday in December. 

I can speak with a degree of sympathy in this matter, because 
I have been greatly interested in a bill which I believe is not only 
of importance to North Carolina, but of great importance to the 
country at large. I refer to the bill authorizing the construction 
of a light-house at Diamond Shoals, off Cape Hatteras, on the | 
coast of North Carolina. 

There is no more important bill which has been reported by the 
House Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce than this 
bill. This is the most dangerous point npon either the Atlantic 
or the Pacific coasts. It has been appropriately termed the grave- | 
yard of the seas. Thousands of lives have been lost there and ' 


millions of dollars’ worth of shipping and valuable cargoes have 
there found their destruction. 

During all the history of our country this point has never been 
marked by any stable aid to navigation. While at other places 
light-houses have been constructed, yet at this point, up to 1897, 
not even a buoy had been placed there to remain for any length 
of time, on account of the severe storms which prevail. In 1889 
Congress passed a bill appropriating $500,000 for the purpose of 
constructing a light-house on Outer Diamond Shoals, 8 miles out 
in the ocean. 

<a protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

r. SMALL. I desire five minutes more. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. All right; I yield the gentleman five 
minutes more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized for 
five minutes further. 

Mr. SMALL. Under that appropriation the Light-House 
Board made a contract with certain contractors of Pittsburg, 
Messrs. Anderson & Barr, to construct a light station there at a 
price of $485,000. These contractors made an effort to do so, and 
spent $100,000 in the construction of a caisson and in other prepa- 
rations for the purpose of erecting this light station, and before 
it was completed, in fact, in its early stages, a storm came and 
swept the works away, entailing a loss upon these contractors, I 
have understood, of more than $100,000. 

From that time no effort was made by the Light-House Board 
to mark this place of such great importance to navigation until 
1897, when the Light-House Board, under the authority of Con- 
gress, constructed two light-ships for the purpose of maintaining 
one there constantly. In August, 1899, the light-house, in a terri- 
ble storm, was carried away. 

It was placed there again in October of the same year, and the 
light-ship was maintained there until last Monday week, when in 
the terrible storm that prevailed that light-ship was carried from 
her moorings; but, having motive power of her own, she gradually 
made her way into Hampton Roads and to the navy-yard at Nor- 
folk. A light-ship does not answer the purpose, on account of the 
severe hurricanes which occasionally prevail there. 

Therefore it is due the shipping and commercial interests of 
this country—indeed, the shipping of the world—that this most 
dangerous point upon our coast should be marked by some stable 
structure. This is a bill which has been considered by the Com- 
mittee of Commerce of the Senate and passed that body. It was 
thoroughly and carefully considered by the House Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. It proposes to give to a gen- 
tleman, a citizen of the State of Maine, by the name of Albert F. 
Eels, authority to construct a light-house there for the sum of 
$590,000. 

The light-house, the construction of which is described in the 
bill, is to be 200 feet high. He is confident of his ability to make 
it a permanent structure. He is to operate it one year and then 
it is operated by the Light-House Board for the period of four 

years, and only at the end of the term of five years, providing it 

is in a firm, stable, and secure condition at the end of that term, 
and has received the approval of the Secretary of War, is he to 
= one cent compensation for the investment which he has 
made. 

It would seem that a bill of this character, where the Govern- 
ment has been so thoroughly protected, when the shipping and 
commercial interests of this country demand the construction of 
such a light, should receive the approval of Congress. What is 
the condition of the bill to-day, gentlemen of the House? 

It at one time at least had the approval of the Speaker suffi- 
ciently to induce him to give it consideration; but it seems there 
is a gentleman in the House who, for good and sufficient reasons 
of his own, so far as I know, has seen fit to oppose it; and this 
bill, together with, I have no doubt, other equally meritorious 
bills which are pending and. have favorable reports, has had no 
opportunity to be considered in this House. 

I merely sought this opportunity at this late hour to give ex- 
pression to my grievance, and to explain to you this bill, which 
to-morrow will receive its quietus and be put into its last resting 
place until next December. [Loud applause. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Grigas]. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker,I desire toexpress my great grati- 
fication at the fact that this tardy justice is now about to be done 
to the veterans of the Mexican war. Since my service in Con- 
gress I have fought in season and out of season that these veterans 
might receive this small increase from $8 to $12 per month in 
recognition of their services. I am delighted to-night that the 
time has at last arrived when the members of this House are will- 
ing to grant this recognition to them. 

Now, I want to explain, Mr. Speaker, in addition to what I 
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have already said, why I interrupted the gentleman from Ohio 


[Mr. GROSVENOR] a few moments ago on a bill which has 


this House. The bill which the gentleman advocated gives a 
from the armies 


preference to ‘‘soldiers honorably discharged 
and navies of the United States between April 12, 1861, and 
August 25, 1865.” 

I would not under any circumstances oppose preference for any 
soldiers who fought for their country at any time, but I desired 
at that time to ask the gentleman from Ohio if he would yield 
me the time to ask unanimous consent to strike out from that 
bill these words: ‘“‘ From April 12, 1861, to August 25, 1865.” 

Not because I am opposed to giving preference to soldiers of the 
Union Army who fought between these two dates, but because I 
was and am in favor of giving recognition to every soldier who 
enlisted in our Army at any time from the war of the Revolution 
till the present day. [Applause.] 

It comes with a bad grace from an American citizen to throw 
cold water upon the men who enlisted in the war between the 
United States and Spain. When a man enlists in the Army, he 
does not know what the service is to be. If it is to be a hard- 
fought war, he does not know it when he tenders his services 
to the country. 

Simply because a war was hard fought and long drawn out is 
no reason that preference should be given to him over those who 
have enlisted, for what they knew not, but for the service and 
for their country. For that reason I arose and asked my friend 
from Ohio to permit me to interrupt him long enough to ask 
unanimous consent of the House to strike that out and give 
preference to all soldiers, from the beginning of the Government 
until to-day. That was my pu ,my only pu I now 
oe back the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Ala- 

Jama. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from New Jersey if he will now use some of his time. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. How much time have I remaining, 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has fifteen min- 
utes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Does the gentleman from Alabama 
wish to consume any more of his time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I expect to use the other five minutes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I yield one minute to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [{ Mr. ea 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Spea 
this discussion. This matter of increasing the pension of the 
Mexican soldiers has long lain very nearmy heart. I have worked 
for it in season and out.of season, ever since I have been a mem- 
ber of Congress. It is a matter of extreme gratification to me 
that in the expiring hours of this Congress this act of tardy and 
partial justice is about to be done them. 

These old men, as I stated last night, are rapidly fading into 
their graves, but the glory they have achieved for this country 
will long survive them. They will not live long to enjoy the 
small benefits that are now extended to them, but it will come 
to them as a message of good cheer from the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress and will be appreciated by them and all their friends, and I 
hope the bill will pass unanimously. [Applause.] 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I now yield one minute 
to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER]. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the chairman of 
this committee for having called up this bill for consideration of 
the House, even at this late date in this session. “When I came to 
Congress, one of the first bills I had the honor to introduce was 
one for the relief of an old Mexican veteran. 

I am glad a favorable report was made upon that bill, that it 
received favorable consideration by the Committee on Pensions, 
and that it went to the Senate with the approval of this House 
and became a law by passage in the Senate and by the signature 
of the President. He was a good example of these veterans, be- 
ing between 70 or 80 years of age; these men who have been 


The time of the gentleman has 


er, I do not desire to prolong 
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Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, it happened unexpectedly while 
the House was discussing a pension bill that something was said 
on the subject of light-houses. I should not say anything now 
but for the fact that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
SMALL], while not mentioning me by name, made a reference 
which he evidently intended for me. 

It is true that I have opposed a bill before this House appropri- 
ating $590,000 for a light-house for the coast of North Carolina. 
In the brief space of five minutes it will be impossible to tell all 
the reasons, because such a discussion must largely be upon 
eee of a technical nature; but I shall have time to mention 
a few. 

In the first place, the attention of this House will be attracted 
by the magnitude of this proposition. I am informed that 
$590,000 is far and away more than has ever been expended for 
any light-house in the United States. If we adopt such a meas- 
ure, it is not best that we should take it up at midnight on the 
closing day of the session. 

At the same time, it is very far from me to begrudge expense 
for the saving of human life; and the amount is not my principal 
objection. But this proposition is a very peculiar one. A con- 
tractor comes forward and says, ‘‘I will erect a light-house; it 
shall be maintained for five years, the last four years by the Gov- 
ernment; it shall be equipped with lenses, etc., by the Govern- 
ment; and at the end of that time you shall pay me $590,000.”’ 

He does not file his plans; he does not tell what his foundation 
shall be in those treacherous sands at least 105 feetdeep. He gives 
no assurance of any success in his enterprise. And what is more, 
why should he not tell the methods and construction contem- 
plated, so that the work may be thrown open to competition, and 
anyone may bid upon it, as upon other Government work, thus 
giving a fair prospect that the work will be done in the best and 
most economical manner. 

Next to this, we have the estimates of very excellent engineers, 
not only competent, but eminent, that this light-house can cer- 
tainly be constructed in the best form for $300,000, and for $150,000 
in another form. We have the expression of the Light-House 
Board against this project. 

Now, it is not safe for us to hastily override the recommenda- 
tion of the executive officers of the Government. They say that 
the place specified here is not the best place for a light, and that 
even if erected at great expense it might not serve the purpose 
of saving life and property. 

They say that the putting up of a light-house there must be 
supplemented by an expensive breakwater to cost an additional 
$1,200,000. Instead of having that expensive construction, the 
service had better be performed by the location of another light- 
ship, as the wrecks occur to vessels coming in from the south 
rather than from the direction served by this light. Also, it is 
said that the structure would not afford sufficient room. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of anything that saves human life, 
that gives light and direction to the course of the mariner; but I 
am not in favor at this late hour of midnight, within the last 
twenty-four hours of the session, of passing on a great proposition 
of this kind, for the apparatus of a bog signal and light-house and 
necessary quarters, very expensive in its nature, against the rec- 
ommendation, and I may almost say the protest, of the officials 
of the Government who have this matter in charge. 

If they are not competent let us turn them ont, but if they are 
competent to do this work and provide this service we should not 
ruthlessly disregard their recommendations. 

Now, I will yield for the question which the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. SMALL] desired a short time ago to ask me. 
I know that I have very imperfectly covered the ground. There 
are many more arguments that could be offered. 

Mr. SMALL. Does not the gentleman know that of this 

590,000, $80,000 is for interest upon the investment of the. con- 
tractor for the five years that he must wait for his money, 
$10,000 





Ohio has expired. 
Mr. BURTON. I concede that the interest for five years upon 


| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 


waiting all these years for the small pittance which they will | the proposed investment by this contractor would be something 


receive by this bill and which they should have received long 
since and they ought to receive more. 

1 am glad this is a Senate bill, so that when it passes this House 
it will not have to go to the other end of the Capitol, but can go 
immediately to the President of the United States, and I trust it 
will receive there promptly his signature and go to the country 
as a message of good cheer to these old men for the services per- 
formed and which have been so lightly recognized. 

The only criticism of the bill is that it does not include also the 
veterans of the Indian wars. They should receive like consider- 
ation at the hands of this House. They are all old, and many of 
them dependent, and should receive an increase of pension like 
this. But that can not be done now, and I am glad the old Mexi- 
can veterans get this increase. [Great applause.] 


| like $90,000. But the highest estimate on this work by the engi- 
| neers of the Government is $300,000. 

| Mr.SMALL. But the Light-House Board agreed to $485,000 
| two years ago. 

| Mr. HEPRURN. Mr. Speaker, I would not desire to discuss 
this matter at all, but for the fact that a gentleman belonging to 
| another committee has seen fit—as I think, meddlesomely—to in- 
| terfere in the consideration of this bill; and I understand that he 
| has been so potential as to prevent the Speaker of the House from 
| giving this matter that consideration that he proposed to give it. 
| Mr. Speaker, the gentleman up to this time has given no reason 
| why this bill should not be considered. As a truth, this place 
| where this light is to serve the mariner is the one dangerous place 
'‘ above all others upon all our extended coast. 
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This is the one place where engineering skill up to this time 


has failed—utterly failed after many and many trials—to make 
any headway at all against the storms, against the raging waters, 
in the direction of the establishment of a light-house. 

The gentleman says that this measure does not meet with the 
approval of the Light-House Board. It is a commendation that 
it does not meet with the approval of those gentlemen, I am glad 
that it does not. 

The gentleman says that the Light-House Board, whom he 
wants to follow, says that a light-house, when it is established on 
Diamond Shoals, must be protected by a breakwater that will 
cost a million dollars; and yet he complains of the expense of this 
proposition, which is but a little more than half that sum. 

Mr. Speaker, there is not a dollar to be paid, not a cent of ex- 
penditure upon the part of the United States, under this biil, un- 
til this work is an cgney wpe fact and until it has stood there 
defying the elements for full five years, and those who know tell 
us that during that period of five years we may reasonably ex- 
pect the presence of one, at least, of those terrific storms, those 
southwestern hurricanes, which test the strength and durability 
of works of this kind. 

If this work stands for five years, if it meets the requirements 
of resistance against the raging elements in one of those south- 
western hurricanes, it is there for all time, and that establishes 
the fact of its efficiency at the foundations, notwithstanding the 
criticisms of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton]. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill was considered by the committee whose 
duty it was to consider it, not by the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. It was considered by the committee whose duty it was 
to give it careful attention. 

For weeks they did give it attention. They did not ask the 
Light-House Board, because they had condemned it long ago. 
They had substantially said that it is impossible for the skill of 
man to raise at that point a structure which will withstand the 
storms of the ocean. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. My point of order is that the gentleman from 
Iowa is not talking to the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. At least, Mr. Speaker, if he is not talking to 
the bill, he is talking common sense—something that the gentle- 
man from New York does not alwaysindulge in. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order, and the time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentle- 
man frem Alabama if he desires to consume any more of his time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL]. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to occupy any fur- 
ther the time of the House upon this question, but I will ask the 
indulgence of the members for a few moments more. I do not 
doubt the honesty of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton} 
any more than I doubt his ability, but I believe the gentleman 
from Ohio only yesterday had his attention called to this bill, 
while I called the attention of the House to the fact that this bill 
was under consideration by the Committee on Interstate and For- 


eign Commerce and its distinguished chairman since about the | 


middle of December; and, while in the beginning they looked 
with disfavcr upon this project, yet when they had considered it 
carefully they agreed unanimously to report in its favor. 

The gentleman from Ohio says the Light-House Board makes 
objection to the point at which this light is to be located. Let 
me call to your attention what the Light-House Board said in 
1888. At that time the Board said that it was satisfied that it is 





| a month, who were maintained upon the pension roll. 


entirely practicable to erect a structure at or near the outer | 


shoals, and in view of the dangerous character of the shoals off 
Cape Hatteras, of the great loss of life and property which occurs 
there annually, and of the urgent demands of commerce, the 
Light-House Board stated that it was of opinion that provision 
should be at once made for the establishment of a light and fog 


signal at or near the outer shoals off Cape Hatteras, North Caro- | 


lina—the very point where it is proposed that this light-house 
shall be constructed. 

We have here a report from the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
which says that at this point the depth of water has been com- 
cg stable since 1850; that there has been no change there. 

f the Light-House Board have changed their opinion, and I do 
not doubt the statement of the gentleman, I should like to know 
what has brought about that change of: opinion as to the proper 
location of this light-house, because they said in 1888 that it was 


the proper ; 

The gentleman — about the cost of the light at $590,000. If 
a light-house could be constructed there and could be main- 
tained permanently, the matter of a hundred thousand dollars or 
& million dollars ought not to be considered by Congress, in view 
of the great benefits which would accrue to the commerce of this 


country and of the world. There was evidence before the com- 





| 


mittee that this light-house would actually cost $400,000. That 
was not an unfair estimate. Yet in 1888, when materials were 
at than they are to-day, this very Light-House Board 
which is complaining at the excessive cost agreed to pay $485,000 
to Pittsburg contractors. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. SMALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. Is the gentleman not aware that the model of 
the light-house in 1888 was radically different from that suggested 
by the gentleman who is to undertake the task, according to the 
provisions of this bill? 

Mr.SMALL. There was some difference in the plans, Mr. 
Speaker, but nevertheless 

Mr. BURTON. Is the gentleman not aware also that that is a 
sufficient difference to make a difference in the cost of construc- 
tion of at least 40 per cent? 

Mr. SMALL. I could not concede that. 

Mr. BURTON. Is not the gentleman from North Carolina 
aware that one objection the Light-House Board has made to the 
plans presented by the present commission in the bill is that 
the size would not be sufficient; there would not be room for the 
machinery; that it would be impossible to operate a light-house 
there? Is the gentleman not aware that there would not be room 
enough for the fog signal? 

Mr. SMALL. I will say that the bill provides that the accom- 
modations shall be such as those provided at Minots Ledge light- 
house, off the coast of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BURTON. Is the gentleman not aware that Minots Ledge 
light-house is altogether different in the accommodations re- 





quired? Minots Ledge does not have a fog whistle, whereas on 
this itis intended to have one. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


ir. LOUDENSLAGER. LI yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from [linois [Mr. Mann}. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to take any time, and 
I only rise to say a word in regard to the pending bill, if the House 
will forgive me for a moment for diverting the attention of mem- 
bers from the light-house, which is not a proposition now pending. 

I speak in reference to the Mexican war pension bill simply be- 
cause I learned to reverence the Mexican war veterans, for the 
reason that my father was one of those veterans. He is still 
living. Having for a number of years drawn a pension as a 
Mexican war veteran at the rate of $8 per month, not long ago, 
through old age, his pension was increased to $12 a month as a 
veteran of the civil war. 

In behalf of his compatriots in the Mexican war, speaking a 
word as he would speak it for the men who served with him in 
the Mexican war, I am glad and proud that we are now prepared 
to confer upon those old gentlemen who braved their lives when 
they were youths in the service of the Government this slight 
tribute to their worth and their need. [Applause. } 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, we have listened to 


| some discussion on the light-house question, which may have 


given to the members of this House some light upon that matter, 
but very little light upon the question under consideration by 


| the House. 


This is a service pension bill for the soldiers of the Mexican 
war, increasing that pension from $8 a month to $12 a month. 

The annual report of the Commissioner of Pensions on June 30, 
1901, showed that there were about 3,900 of those men drawing $8 
The re- 
port of June 30, 1902, showed that there were about 3,400, or that 
there had been a loss of more than 10 per cent in one year; and I 
presume at this time there not more than 3,000 of these survivors 
of that war who will receive benefit by virtue of this bill. 

In May of this year fifty-five years will have elapsed since the 
close of the Mexican war, and there is no doubt but that the 
average age of those who now survive will be beyond seventy-five 
years, so that the benefit conferred upon them will be of but short 
duration. The average amount to be paid in the first year is 
about $150,000, and I believe that there is no one here upon either 
side of this Chamber who is unwilling at this time to vote that 
this benefit be given to those soldiers. I ask that a vote be taken 


| upon this bill. 


Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Alabama ob- 
jects. The question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill. 

The question being taken, Mr. UNDERWoop demanded a division. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 192, nays 0, an- 
swered ** present ’’ 16, not voting 142; as follows: 
YEAS—192. 


Acheson, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowie, 
Brandegee, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 


Burke, S. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 


Burton, 
Butler, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cassingham, 
Clayton, 
Connell, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 


Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
De Armond, 
Dick, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Driscoll, 


Bishop, 
Bru nd idge, 
surgess, 


Dayton, 


Adams, 
Adamson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Babcock, 
Ball, 
Bankhead, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Bowersock, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 

Burk. Pa. 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Clark, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 


Dwight 
Edd 
Elliott 
Emerson 
Esch, 
Feely, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flanagan, 
Flo ml, 


ines, W. Va. 
ner, Mich. 





Gibson, 
Gill, 

Gillet, N.Y. 
Glas s, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 
Green, Pa. 
Greene, Mass, 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 
Holliday, 
Howell, 
Irwin, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 


Jones, Wash. 


Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Lever, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Lindsay, 
Little, 
Littlefield, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
Loudenslager, 
McAndrews, 
McCleary, 
McLachlan, 
Mahon, 
Mahoney, 
Marshall, 
Martin, ~ 
Maynard, 
Mickey, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, 

Ma mn, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Moss, 

Mudd, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Overstreet, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker. 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 


Kahn, Reeder, 
Ketcham. Richardson, Ala. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Richardson, Tenn. 
Kluttz, Rixey, 

Knapp, Robb, 

Kyle, Roberts, 
Lacey, Robinson, Ind. 
Lamb, Rucker, 

NAYS—0. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—16. 

Hay, Mann, 
Jack, Mercer, 
Joy, Metcalf, 
Loud, Mutchler, 

NOT VOTING—142. 
Davis, Fla. Kehoe, 
Deemer, Kern, 

Douglas, Kitchin, Claude 
Edwards, Kleberg, 
Evans, Knox, 
Fleming, Landis, 
Fletcher, Lassiter, 
Foerderer, Latimer, 
Fordney, Lester, 

Foss, Lewis, Ga. 
Foster, Tl. Littauer, 
Foster, Vt. Long, 

Fox, Lovering, 
Gaines, Tenn. McCall, 
Gardner, Mass. McClellan, 
Gilbert, McCulloch, 
Gillett, Mass. McDermott, 
Glenn, McLain, 
Graham, McRae, 
Griffith, Maddox, 
Grow, Meyer, La. 
Heatwole, Miers, Ind. 
Hemenway, Morris, 
Henry, Conn. Naphen, 
Henry, Miss. Neville, 
Henry, Tex. Newlands, 
Hildebrant, Norton, 

Hitt, Otjen, 

Hooker, Patterson, Tenn. 
Hopkins, Pierce, Tenn. 
Howard, Pou, 

senghes, Powers, Me. 
Hull, Powers, Mass. 
Jackson, Md. Pugsley, 
Jenkins, Reeves, 

Jett, Reid, 


Ryan, 

Schirm, 

Scott, 
Shackleford, 
Sheppard, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H.C. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 

Stark, 

Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thompson, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wagoner, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wright, 
Young, 

Zenor. 


Perkins, 
Prince, 
Sherman, 
Wanger. 


Rhea, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 
ussell, 
Scarborough, 
Selby, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Skiles, 
Smith, Nl. 
Smith, Ss. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Storm, 
Swann, 
Talbert, 
Tawney, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wiley, 
Wilson, 
Woods, 
Wooten. 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. LAnpis with Mr. RUSSELL. 
Mr. Hutu with Mr. Hay. 
Mr. Jack with Mr. Raga. 
Mr. DreeMER with Mr, MUTCHLER. 
Mr. Je*KiINs with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SmirH with Mr. Rep. 
Mr. Brick with Mr. BALL. 
Mr. Woops with Mr. Wooren, on this vote. 
Mr. Wa. ALDEN SmiTH with Mr. Davis of Florida. 





Maron 8, 





Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague 
[Mr. Jetr]. I should like to change my vote from ‘“‘ yea”’ to 
** present.”’ 

The name of Mr. MANN was called, and he voted ‘‘ present.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bill of the following title: 

H. R. 3420. An act granting a pension to Anna O. Brush. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 17288) making appropriations for the naval service for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 17493) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1903, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the following con- 
ference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Illinois calls up the con- 
— are on the naval appropriation bill, which the Clerk 
will reaa, 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading of the report, and call for the reading of the 
statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the reading of the report may be omitted and the 
statement only be read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will read the 
report and the statement. 

The report of the committee of conference was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17288) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, foo, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 
12, 13, 23, 24, 31, 38, 35, 86, 37, 38, 59, 40, 42, 44, 45, 47, 54, 55, and 79. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2, 6, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 25, 27, 28, 80, 82, 34, 48, 49, 51, 53,56, 
57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 71, 72, 75, 76, 77, and 78, and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the language proposed to be inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: “And also naval constructors and 
assistant naval constructors; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$4,336,940; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the language proposed to be inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: ‘“‘and no part of the same shall here- 
after be used for the purchase of land; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of said amendment, after the word “and,” 
strike out the words “ William L. Marcy,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “the mayor;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 26: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of said amendment, after the words “sum 
of,” strike out the word “five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “one;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House récede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $82,800;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and a to the same with an 
amendwent as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$17,900; and the 
Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$77,442.52;” 
and on page 53 of the bill, line 22, after the word “Academy,” strike out 
the words “two hundred and sixty-nine thousand three hundred and ninety- 
seven dollars and thirty-four cents” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“two hundred and seventy thousand three hundred and ninety-seven dollars 
and thirty-four cents” and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 48; That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter struck out by said amendment, 
insert the following: “: ided further, That members of the Fifty-seventh 
Congress who will not be members of the Fifty-eighth Congress and in whose 
districts or States appointments have not been made or vacancies filled in 
the Fifty-seventh Congress may, immediately upon the of this act, 
= the additional appointments herein provided for;"’ and the Senate agree 

o the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 4 of said amendment strike out the word 
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“nine” and insert in lieu thereof the word “thirteen;” and the Senate agree 


e same. 

* ak numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“That after January 1, 1904, all candidates for admission to the Naval 
Academy at the time of their examination must be between the ages of 16 
and 20 years.” 

And the Senate ae to the same. 

Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of 
the United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed, by 
contract or in navy-yards, as hereinafter provided, 3 first-class battle ships 
carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful ordnance for vessels of their 
class upon a trial displacement of not more than 16,000 tons, and to have the 
highest practicable speed and great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of 
armor and armament, not exceeding $4,212,000 each; two first-class battle 
ships, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful ordnance for vessels 
of their class, upon a trial displacement of not more than 13,000 tons, and 
to have the highest practicable speed and t radius of action, and to 
cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding $3,500,000 each; two 
steel ships, to be used in training landsmen and apprentices, to be propelled 
by sail, and to cost, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $370,000 each; one 
wooden brig, to be used for training landsmen and apprentices at stations, 
to be propelled by, sail, and to cost, exclusive of armament; not exceeding 

50,000. 
rAd the contract for the construction of each of said vessels shall be 
awarded by the Secrétary of the Navy to the lowest best responsible bidder, 
having in view the best results and most expeditious delivery; and in the 
construction of all of said vessels the provisions of the act of August 3, 1886, 
entitled ‘‘An act to increase the naval establishment,” as to materials for 
said vessels, their engines, boilers, and machinery, the contracts under which 
they are built, the notice of any pro ls for the same, the plans, Grewia, 
specifications therefor, and the method of executing said contracts shall 
observed and followed, and, subject to the provisions of this act, all said ves- 
sels shall be built in compliance with the terms of said act, and in all their 
parts shall be of domestic machinery; and the steel material shall be of do- 
mestic manufacture, and of the quality and characteristics best adapted to 
the various purposes for which it may be used, in accordance with specifica- 
tions eo by the Secretary of the Navy; and not more than two of 
the five battle ships provided for in this act shall be built by one contractin 
party: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy may buildany ora 
of the vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may designate, and 
shall build any of the vessels herein authorized in such navy-yardsas hemay 
designate, should it reasonably appear that the persons, firms, or corpora- 
tions, or the agents thereof, bidding for the construction of any of said ves- 
sels, have entered into any combination, agreement, or understanding, the 
effect, object, or purpose of which is to deprive the Government of fair, open, 
and unrestricted competition in letting contracts for the construction of any 
of said vessels.” 

And the Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 73; That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 69 of the bill, line 12, after the word “ tested,” 
strike out the word ‘“ before; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the language proposed to be inserted by 
said amendment, and also on page 69, lines 12 and 13 of the bill, strike out 
the words “August first, nineteen hundred and three; and the Senate agree 


to the same. 

GEORGE EDMUND FOSS, 
ALSTON G. DAYTON, 
F. C. TATE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
EUGENE HALE, 
GEO. C. PERKINS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


Statement of House conferees on H. R. 17288, making emprcqetiens for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- | 


ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 17288) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904, ont for other purposes, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon and recom- 
mended in the accompanying conference report on each of the amendments 
of the Senate, viz: 

On No. 1: Allows commutation of quarters for constructors and assistant 
naval constructors, but strikes out provision for allowances as provided for 
officers of the line, pay, and medical corps of commen sat rank, 

On No. 2: Reduces the emergency fund from $40,000 to $25,000. 

On Nos. 3, 4,and 5: Restores the Sp alpen on for transportation, recruit- 
ing. ond contingent items for enlisted men and apprentices as originally pro- 
vided by the House. 

On No, 6: Provides that the unexpended balance remaining in the Treasury 
on June 30, 1903, from the appropriations, ordnance, and ordnance stores, 
1900 and 1901, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby reappropri- 
ated and made available during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, for ex- 
penditure in the fulfillment of contracts heretofore made and properly 
chargeable to said appropriation. 

On No. 7: Strikes out the appropriation of $250,000 for depots for coal. 

On No. 8: Strikes out the provision for power and heating plant, to be im- 
mediately available, at Boston Navy-Yard, $230,000. 

On No.9: Restores the House provision as to totals, which is simply clerical. 

On No. 10: Strikes out the pov increasing the limit of cost for dry 
docks at Portsmouth and Boston. 

On No. 11: Makes provi for continuance of construction at the navy- 
ard, Charleston, 8S. C., and for two new buildings, a machine shop and power 
ouse, in all $300,000, and provides for the reconveying of a small triangular 
iece of land, about one-thirtieth of an acre, not needed for the navy-yard, 

the city of Charleston at the same rate per acre as that at which it was 
pure by the United States. 

On No. 12: Strikes out provision for plumber and sheet-metalworker’s 
shop, $75,000, for Norfolk Navy-Yard, as ¢ proposed by the Senate. 
oomnpal oP Restores the House provision as to totals, which is a clerical 





On No. 14: Increases the eggreseintions at navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal. 
$138,000, for buildings, etc., and provides that the balances from any appro- 
eee for dredging be reappropriated for “Dredging or other means of 
copes the channel in Mare Island Strait.”’ 
m No. 15: Provides for building for bureau of equipment, $120,000, at 
navy-yard, Pensacola. ; 

On No. 16; Provides for an ice-making plant, $5,000, at Tutuila. 

On No. 17: Changes the totals accordingly. $ 

On No. 18: Changes the totals, in all, public works, in accordance with 
provisions heretofore made. L 

On No. 19: Provides that no portion of the $10,000,000 for reconstruction of 
the buildings, etc., at the Naval Academy shall be used hereafter for the 
purchase of land. ; 

On No. 20: Provides that the Secretary of the Navy may limit estimates of 
cost for all buildings and improvements, including the hospital and dredging 
at 7 Naval Academy, authorized in the act approved July 1, 1902, as he may 
see fit. 

On No. 21: Provides that $60,000 for additional temporary quarters and 
recitation rooms, etc., at theNaval Academy may be immediately available. 

On No. 22: That the Secretary of the Navy, the Superintendent of the 
Naval Academy, and the mayor of Annapolis, Md., are hereby appointed a 
commission to ascertain the sites of, and to have erected suitable tablets 
upon, the historic places within the grounds of the United States Naval 
Academy at Annapolis, Md., and the sum of $500 is hereby appropriated for 
such purpose. 

On Nos. 23 and 24: Strikes out_authorization for a design for monuments 
to be erected in the Vicksburg National Military Park and also for monu- 
ment in the Arlington Cemetery. 

On No. 25: Makes a change in totals, which is a clerical computation. 

On No. 26: Reduces the amount of the appropriation for the expenses of 
a board of naval officers to examine site or sites for a naval magazine on 
the New England coast from $5,000 to $1,000. 

o. 27: Strikes out provision for sulphuric acid plant at Indian Head. 

. 28: Changes totals in accordance therewith. 

2 . 29: Changes the totals in accordance with provisions heretofore 
e. 


$ aa o. 30: Provides for a naval hospital, District of Columbia, at a cost of 

000. 

On No. 31: Strikes out appropriation of $100,000 for the enlargement of the 
general hospital at Fort Bayard, N. Mex., as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 32: Increases the appropriation for provisions, etc., for enlisted men 
from oy to $4,000,000. 

On No. 33: Strikes out the provision for reappropriation of $500,000 to the 
naval supply fund. 

On No. 34: Appropriates $1,000,000 for purchase of clothing and small stores 
for issue to the naval service, the present fund being inadequate to meet the 
requirements of the service at this time, to be added to the “clothing and 
small-stores fund.” 

On Nos, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, and 40: Strikes out provision for increasing the pay 
of clerks for Bureau of Steam Engineering. 

On No. 41: Restores the House totals. 

On No. 42: Strikes out the increase of the salary of certain professors at 
the Naval Academy and restores the House provision. 

On No. 43: Provides for one assistant librarian at $1,000. 

On Nos. 44 and 45: Strikes out provision for two clerks at the Nava 
Academy. 

On No, 46: Changes totals in accordance with the above. 

On No. 47: Strikes out five additional medical inspectors and restores 
House provision. 

On No. 48: Provided further, That members of the Fifty-seventh Congress 
who will not be members of the Fifty-eighth Congress, and in whose dis- 
tricts or States appointments have not been made or vacancies filled in the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, may immediately 7 m the passage of this act make 
the additional appointments herein provided for. 

On No. 49: Provides for the recommendation of midshipmen by the Ist of 
June instead of the Ist of ay. 

On No. 50: Provides that the increase of the ap intments of midshipmen 
to the Naval Academy shall continue until the ‘ ch day of June, 1913, instead 
of 1909, and thereafter one midshipman, as now provided by law, shall be ap- 
pointed for each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress. 

On No. 51: Provides for the appointment by the President of a midship- 
man from Porto Rico upon the recommendation of the governor of Porto 
Rico. 

On No. 52 Provides that after January 1, 1904, all candidates for midship- 
men to the Ne val Academy at the time of examination must be between the 
ages of 16 and 20 years. 

On No. 53: Reduces the House provision from ten years’ service to seven 
years’ service of commissioned officers in the Marine Corps selected for ap- 
pointment to fill vacancies in the grade of field officers in any of the staff de- 

artments. 
, On Nos. 54 and 55: Strikes out provision for the grades of staff sergeant. 
majorand staff quartermaster-sergeant for the Marine Corps, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

On Nos. 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, and 69: Provides for in- 
creases in appropriations for the Marine Corps made necessary by the in- 
creased number of officers and enlisted men as heretofore provided. 

On No. 70: Restores the House provision for the further increase of the 
Navy of 3 first-class battle ships with a trial displacement of 16,000 tons 
and 2 steel training ships and 1 wooden brig, and strikes out the 1 armored 
cruiser of 14,500 tons, and provides in lieu thereof 2 first-class battle ships of 
13,000 tons trial displacement, and also restores the House provision givin 
the Secretary of the Navy authority to build ships in the navy-yards an 
making it mandatory upon him to so build in case there is combination of 
the part of contractors. 

On Nos. 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78: Provides for the testing of subsurfac¢ 
boats with submarine boats by the Secretary of the Navy in his discretio# 
without limitation as to time. 

On No. 7% Strikes out the provision relating to the retired officers of 
the Navy ordered to active duty by which they shall get the benefit of active 
service. 

The bili as passed by the Senate appropriated $82,512,312.43, being an im) 
crease of $3,172,892.28 over the amount carried as it was passed by the Housa 
Of this sum the committee of conference recommended that $635,021 by) 
stricken out and that $2,537,871.28 be agreed to. 

The bill now carries $81 ,877,291.43. 

GEORGE EDMUND FOSss, 


ALSTON G. DAYTON, 
F. C. TATE, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. FOSS. Mr.S 
the members of the 


aker, I do not care to take up the time of 
ouse at this late hour in an exhaustive ex- 


planation of this conference report. 
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Mr. RIXEY. Will my friend allow me to ask if he proposes 
to give any time to anyone on this side who desires to speak to 
the report? We would like to have five minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. As I understand the gentleman representing that 
side, no time is asked for. 


Mr. RIXEY. Well, of course, I do not know what the gentle- 
man representing this side stated, but several gentlemen do de- 
sire some time, and we would like to have five minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to finish my statement, in the first 

lace. Mr. Speaker, as I said, 1 do not care to enter into any 
bectiie statement in regard to the conference report. The state- 
ment signed by the conferees, two on this side and one on that, 
has been read, and sets forth very clearly and accurately what 
was done by the conferees. 

I wish, however, to say this: This bill carries $81,877,000 in ap- 
propriations for the naval service. It is the largest naval appro- 
priation bill, and I may say that I believe that it is the best naval 
appropriation bill, which has ever passed this body. 

It provides for a liberal increase in the number of men; it pro- 
vides also for an increase in the line officers and in staff officers, 
as recommended by the Secretary of the Navy; and it provides at 
the same time for a naval programme the like of which the 
American Congress has never before authorized. [Applause.] 

The contention of the House conferees all along has been for 
the provision which was passed by the House authorizing the 


construction of three great battle ships of 16,000 tons. The Sen-- 


ate struck out that provision and substituted therefor battle ships 
of a smaller type, of about 12,000 tons. 

The House conferees called before the Naval Committee after 
the Senate had put this amendment in the bill the chiefs of our 
great bureaus, who compose the board of construction of the 
Navy Department, and, after a very exhaustive hearing, came to 
the conclusion that they could not submit to the Senate amend- 
ment; that it would mean a backward step in the evolution and 
growth of the American Navy. 

So they held out to that position until they finally brought the 
Senate conferees to write into this bill the old House provision 
for the three great battle ships of 16,000 tons each. [Applause. ] 
We said that we believe in building up the American Navy; we be- 
lieve in adding to the number of ships, but we wanted those ships 
to be the best ships in the world, ships that could meet the best 
ships of any foreign nation, and we stuck to that House provision 
until we won. [Applause. } 

I may say that all along during the consideration of this bill 
the important contentions of the House conferees have finally 
been yielded to by the Senate. Consequently, it is a matter of 
oride that the House conferees bring in this report in the closing 

ours of this session of Congress. 

It is a great bill. The Secretary of the Navy, who is making a 
magnificent record as an able and efficient public administrator, 
has already said that it was the greatest naval appropriation bill he 
ever knew, because it has been so liberal and generous in its fea- 
tures, providing this magnificent fleet of battle ships to bear aloft 
the flag of our country upon the seas and to defend the honor of 
our country whenever that honor shall be assailed. [Applause. ] 

I say to you here to-night that I believe that this splendid pro- 
gramme only meets the popular expectation of the American peo- 
ple from one end of the land to the other; because, if I judge the 
sentiment of the American people correctly, they are for a strong 
and efficient Navy—a Navy that will not only protect our com- 
merce on the high seas, but protect us against the assaults of for- 
eign nations, and at the same time will stand guard for that great 
Monroe doctrine which has been written into the history of our 
land. [Applause.] 

Now, Ido not care to indulge in a lengthy speech, so I will yielda 
few minutes of my time to my honored colleague on the commit- 
tee who will not be with us in the next Congress, but who has 
given us the benefit of his great ability in the consideration of 
these mighty questions in the committee room and on the floor 
of this House. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tay- 


LER]. 

r. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, if my friend and col- 
league, the chairman of our committee, had remained in confer- 
ence a few hours longer, I do not know what kind of a th he 
might have been able to make. But the condition of exhaustion 
in which he found himself compelled him to reach the lame and 
impotent conclusion when he made reference tome. [Laughter.] 

am sure that we are all glad that we have a chance, Mr. 
Speaker, to congratulate the conferees on the part of the House 
on the conclusion of their great labor, and especially that we 
have an opportunity to congratulate them and ourselves on the 
fact that they have brought in here a report embodying a bill 
which, in every essential feature, is the bill which this House 
adopted and a short time ago. 

I am sure, Mr. Speaker, that wherever the American flag floats, 
wherever to-morrow the information will go, every American 


heart will beat with pride when it has learned that we are to go 
on in this great policy of building up our naval establishment. 
And our friends who live along the seaboard ought to understand 
that in the interior of this great and growing country there is as 
much pride in the development of our Navy as exists in any other 
part of our country. [Applause.] 

We know that Congress will receive the support of that great 
heart of our people in the hope that it shall continue the good 
work that has been so splendidly developed. Now, when it is 
known that we are to build three of the most splendid and mag- 
nificent battle ships that we have ever constructed and two great 
battle ships only slightly less in magnitude, it will assure our peo- 
ple that everywhere our coast and our country will be protected, 
and the American citizen and flag will be everywhere defended, 
[ Applause. ] 

And, Mr. Speaker, it will serve notice on the world that this 
country is willing to pay a large premium for the peace that it is 
determined to have and that it is bound to have, if it must fight 
for it. [Applause.]} 

But we find, Mr. Speaker, in this great development of our 
Navy, as I look at it, a reasonable assurance that not in our time, 
not for many years to come, will we have to ‘* Cry ‘ Havoc,’ and 
let slip the dogs of war.”’ [Applause.] 


Mr. FOSS. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 


expired. 


Mr. RIXEY. And that is the fairness of the gentleman who is 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs! 
Mr. FOSS. The gentleman from Virginia does not mean that; 


I was about to yield him time. 


Mr. RIXEY. That may be, but the gentleman was unfortu- 
nate, for I notified him that several gentlemen wanted to speak 
on this side in criticism of the report. 

Mr. FOSS. I was not aware that any gentleman was going to 
criticise the report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


=. 


fr. FOSS. On that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 174, nays 19, an- 
swering ‘* present ’’ 20, not voting 137; as follows: 


YEAS—174. 

Acheson, Dinsmore, Ketcham, Perkins, 
Alexander, Dougherty, Kluttz, Randell, Tex. 
Allen, Me. Dovener, Knapp, Ransdell, La. 
Aplin, Draper. Kyle, Reeder, 
Barney, Driscoll, Lacey, Reeves, 
Bartholdt, Dwight, Lamb, Roberts, 
Bartlett, Eddy, Lawrence, Robinson, Ind. 

sates, Esch, Lessler, Ryan, 
Benton, Feely, Lever, Scott, 
Billmeyer, Finley, Lewis, Pa, Showalter, 
Bishop, Fitzgerald, Lindsay, Slayden, 
Boreing, Flanagan, Littlefield, Smith, Iowa 
Boutell, Fl . Livingston, Smith, H. C. 
Bowie, Foss, Long, Snodgrass, 
Brandegee, Gaines, Tenn. Loudenslager, Southard, 
Brick, Gaines, W. Va. McAndrews, Southwick, 
Bristow, Gardner, Mass. McCleary, Sperry, 
Bromwell, Gardner, Mich. McLachlan, Stark, 
Broussard, Gardner, N. J. Mahon, Steele, 
Brown, Gibson, Mahoney, Stevens, Minn. 
Burk, Pa. Gill, Marshall, Stewart, N.J. 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Glass, Martin, Stewart, N.Y. 
Burkett, Goldfogle, Maynard, Sulloway, 
Burleigh, Gooch, Mickey, Sutherland, 
Burton, Gordon, Miller, Tate, 

Butler, Graff, Mondell, Tawney 
Cannon, Green, Pa. Moody, Tayler, Ohio 
Capron, Greene, Mass. Moon, Taylor, Ala. 
Cassel, Hamilton, Morgan, Thomas, Iowa 
Clayton, Hanbury, Morrell, Thompson, 
Cochran, Haskins, Morris, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Connell, Haugen, Moss Underwood, 
Conner, Hedge, Mudd, Van Voorhis, 
Coombs, Henry, Conn. Needham, Vreeland, 
Cooper, Wis. 7 burn, oo ee 
Cousins, i orton agoner, 
Cromer, Holliday, Olmsted, Warner. 
Crowley, Howell, Otjen, Warnock, 
Currier, I : Overstreet, Williams, Il. 
Dalze’ Jackson, Kans. Padgett, Wright, 
Darragh, Jenkins. Palmer, Young, 
Davidson, Jones, Wash. Parker, Zenor. 
Dayton, or Payne, 
Dick, Kahn, Pearre, 

NAYS—19. 
Brundidge, Johnson, Robb, Snook, 
Burleson, Jones, Va. Rucker, Stephens, Tex. 
Candler, Kitchin, Wm. W. Shackleford, Trimble, 
De Armond, Little, emperd. Vandiver. 
Griggs, Rixey, Smith, Ky. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—20. 

Babcock, Emerson, Jack, Mutchle:, 
Beidler, Foerderer, Littauer, Patterson, Pa. 
Burgess, Hay, Loud, Prince, 
Cowherd, Heatwole, Mann, Sibley, 
Curtis, Hemenway, Mercer, ‘Wanger. 
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NOT VOTING—137. 


Adam: Evans, Lester, Shafroth, 
diame, Fleming, Lewis, Ga. Shallenberger, 
Allen, Ky. Fletcher, loyd, Shattuc, 

Ball. eae Lovering, Shelden, 
Bankhead, Foster, Dl. McCall, Sherman, 
Bell, Foster, Vt. McClellan, Sims, 
Bellamy, Fowler, McCulloch, Skiles, 
Belmont, Fox, McDermott, Small, 
Bingham, Gilbert, McLain, Smith, Ml. 
Blackburn, Gillet, N. Y. McRae, Smith, 8. W. 
Blakeney, Gillett, Mass. Maddox, Smith. Wm. Alden 
Bowersock, Glenn, Metcalf, Sparkman, 
Brantley, Graham, Meyer, La. Spight, 
Breazeale, Griffith, Miers, Ind. Storm, 
Brownlow, Grosvenor, Minor, Sulzer, 

Bull, Grow, Naphen, Swann, 
Burnett, Henry, Miss. Neville, Swanson, 
Calderhead, Henry, Tex. Newlands, Talbert, 
Caldwell, Hildebrant, Patterson, Tenn. Thayer, 
Cassingham, Hitt, Pierce, Thomas, N. C. 
Clark, Hooker, Pou, Tirreil, 

Conry, Hopkins, Powers, Me. Tompkins, Ohio 
Cooney, Howard, Powers, Mass. Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Tex. Hughes Pugsley, Watson, 
Cortiss, Hull, Reid, Weeks, 
Creamer, Jackson, Md Rhea, Wheeler, 
Crumpacker, Jett, Richardson, Ala. White, 
Cushman, Kehoe, Richardson, Tenn. Wiley, 

Dahle, Kern, Robertson, La. Williams, Miss. 
Davey, La. Kitchin, Claude Robinson, Nebr. Wilson, 

Davis, Fla. Kleberg, Ruppert, Woods, 
Deemer, Knox, Russell, Wooten. 
Douglas, Landis, Scarborough, 

Edwards, Lassiter, Schirm, 

Elliott, Latimer, Selby, 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Patrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. RIicHARDSON of Ala- | 


bama. 
Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. SuLZER. 
Mr. Gruuett of Massachusetts with Mr. BELMONT. 
Mr. StorM with Mr. WILEy. 
On this vote: 
Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate. by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, | 


announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bill 
of the following title: 

H. R. 5357. An act for the relief of William Leech; 

H. R. 11340. An act for the relief of McClure & Wellbanks; 

H. R. 13075. An act to amend section 3 of the ‘‘Act further to 
prevent counterfeiting or manufacturing of dies, tools, or other 
implements used in manufacturing,”’ etc., approved February 10, 
1891. 

H. R. 15155. An act to refund the amount of duties paid on 
merchandise brought into the United States from Porto Rico be- 
tween April 11, 1899, and May 1, 1900, and also on merchandise 
brought into the United States from the Philippine Islands be- 
tween April 11, 1899, and March 8, 1902, and for other purposes. 


H. R. 15799. An act to confirm the name of Seward square for | 


the space formed by the intersection of C street south and Penn- 
sylvania and North Carolina avenues, District of Columbia; and 

H. R. 16881. An act to authorize the court of county commis- 
sioners of Geneva County, Ala., to construct a bridge across the 
Choctawhatchee River, in Geneva County, Ala. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
BaRNEs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

H. 8. 1517. Anact for the relief of Robert Brigham; 

H. R. 6745. An act for the relief of Anthony R. Ravenscroft; 

H. R. 16842. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the goverument of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6703. An act for the relief of George A. Rogers; 

H. R. 14050. An act to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 15804. An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1904, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 16069. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to sell certain lands therein mentioned; 

H. R. 16656. An act regulating the importation of breeding 
animals; and 

H. R. 16970. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the l year ending June 30, 1904, 
and for other purposes. 


XXXVI——192 


i 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Icall up the conference report upon the gen- 
eral deficiency bill. 


The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17493) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 3), 198, and for prior years, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senete recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4,5, 15, 17, 26, 
83, 34, 40, 44, 50, 55, 94, 119, and 156. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 6, 7. 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 18, 19, 21, 28, 28, 24, 25, 27, 28 
29, 30, 31, 82, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 41, 42, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 5, 44, 58, 57 
61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 1, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81. 82, 
87, 88, 89, 90, 91, $2, 9B, 25, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 108, 104, 105. 106, . La 
110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 126, 129, 
190, 131, 182, 193, 154, and 137, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: “For the following sums, under the act entitled ‘An act 
to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the pur- 
chase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erestivon and completio 
of public buildings, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1908, namely: 

“Rome, Ga., post-office: For continuation of building under present limit 

40,000. 

. ‘“*Emporia, Kans., post-office: For completion of building, $9,000. 
“Council Bluffs, lowa, post-office: For purchase of additional land, $7,509. 
“Fitchburg, Mass., post-office: For completion of building, $5,000. 
“Centerville, Iowa, post-office: For continuation of brilding, $5,000. 
“Durham, N. C., post-office: For continuation of building, $:3),000. 
“Goldsbcro, N. C., court-house, post-office, etc.: For continuation of 

building, $15,000. 

“ Elizabeth, N. J., post-office: For continuation of building, $60,000. 
| ** Rochester, N. Y., post-office and court-house: For continuation of build- 
| 
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ing, $20,000. 
** Martinsville, Va., post-office: For continuation of building, $10,000 
“ Janesville, Wis., post-office: For completion of building, $5,000 
“Atlantic City, N. J., post-office: For continuation of building, $25.0 
“ Batesville, Ark., post-office and court-house: For continuation of building 
$10,000. 
“St. Joseph, Mo., post-office: For continuation of building, $50,000 
*“ Sterling, DL, post-office: For commencement of building, $20.00 
“Champaign, pean enen For commencement of building, 
“Traverse City, Mich., post-office and custom-house: For 
mont of building, $20,000. 
** Moberly, Mo., post-office: For commencement of building, $20,000. 
“Columbia, Mo.. post-office: For commencement of building, $20,000 
“Tacoma, Wash., post-office, court-house, and custom-house: For 
mencement of building, $30,000. 
“Spokane, Wash., post-office, court-house, and custom-house: For com- 
mencement of building, $30,000. 
“Pierre, S. Dak., post-office and court-house: For commencement of build- 
ing, $30,000. 
* Yankton, S. Dak., post-office: For commencement of building, $30,000. 
“Natchitoches, La., post-office: For commencement of building, $30,000. 
“Bar Harbor, Me., post-office: Additional for purchase of site, $6,000 
“Calais, Me., post-office and court-house: Additional for purchase of site, 
$5,000. 
*"« Hamilton, Ohio, post-office: Additional for purchase of site, $10,000. 
‘Albert Lea, Minn., post-office: Additional for purchase of site and com- 
mencement of building, $15,000. 


com- 





“Crookston, — ee Additional for purchase of site, $2.000 
‘* Saratoga Springs, N.Y., post-office: Additional for purchase of site, $5,000. 
“Dixon, Ill., post-office: For site, $10,000. 

“Tuscaloosa, Ala., post-office: For site, $7,500. 

“Hagerstown, Md., post-office: For site, $10,000. 

**East Liverpool, Ohio, post-office: For site, $30,000. 

“Florence, Ala., post-office: For site, $7,500. 

“York, Nebr., post-office: For site, $10,000. 

“Ann Arbor, Mich., post-office: For site, $12,000. 

“Carbondale, Pa., t-office: For site, $12,000. 

“Grand Island, Nebr., post-office: For site. $10,000. 
“Woonsocket, R. L., post-office: For site, $15,000. 

“Bluefields, W. Va., post-office and court-house: For site, $10,000. 
“Chippewa Falls, Wis., post-office: For site, $10,000. 

“Portland, Me., court-house: For site, $60,000. 

“Bedford, Ind., post-office: For site, $6,000. 

‘Marinette, Wis., post-office: For site, $10,000. 

“Gainesville, Ga., post-office: For site, $5,000. 

“Valdosta, Ga., t-office: For site, $5,000. 

“ Webster City, lowa, post-office: For site, $8,000. 

“Butler, Pa., post-office: For site, $20,000. 


“Corning, N. een For site, $15,000. 
‘Westminster, Md., post-office: For site, $4,000, 


“ Meadville, Pa., post-office: For site, $8,000. 

‘* Mason City, Iowa, post-office: For site, $8,000. 

‘Marion, Ind., post-office: For site, $25,000. 

“Pine Bluff, Ark., post-office: For site, $7,000. 
gs a, Tex., post-office, court-house, and custom-house: For site, 

25,000. 

“Baker City, Oreg., post-office: For site, $5,000. 

* Bessemer, Ala., post-office: For site, $12,000. 

**Ocala, Fla., post-office: For site, $4,000. 

“ Burlington, Vt., post-office and custom-house: Temporary quarters, 
moving, and all incident expenses, $10,000. 

“Richmond, Va., custom-house and post-office: Additional for site, $27,350. 

“Bureau of Engraving and Printing, Washington, D. C.: For additional 
land and commencement of buildings, $100,000. 

“Atlanta, Ga., post-office and court-house: Additional for site, $30,000. 

“Toledo, Ohio, post-office: Additional for site, $118,000. 

“For municipal building for the joint use of the United States and tho 
District of Columbia, at Washington, D. C.: For continuation of building 
under present limit, $250,000, one-half of which sum shall be paid from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia and the cther half from the Treasury 
of the United States. 

“ Jacksonville, Fla., post-office and custom-house: For commencement of 
building, $50,000. 
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“For the acquisition of square No. 143 in the city of Washington, D. C., 
as a site for the hall of records, $400,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. . 

“To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to have epee plans pre- 
pared for a hall of records, $5,000; said plans shall not oe a of con- 
struction of a building involving a total cost exceeding $2,000,000, and no plan 
shall be adopted unless authorized by legislation hereafter to be enacted,and 
said plan or any compensation connected therewith shall ny bo ery 
and shall not in any way run with the construction of the building, and no 
obligation for such preliminary plans shall be incurred to cost in excess of 
$5,000 herein appropriated.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out all of said amendment after the word 
* directed,” in line 12, and insert in lieu of the matter stricken out the follow- 


ing: ‘‘to report the same to Congress for its action; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

‘Salaries, Department of Justice: For the payment of the salary of the 
disbursing clerk from March 1 to June 30, 1908, inclusive, at the rate of $2,750 
per year instead of the rate of $2,300, $150.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: On page 43 of the amendment, in line 24, strike 
out “‘one hundred” and insert “seventy-five;” and on page 43 of the amend- 
ment strike out line 25 and on page 44 strike out lines 1 and 2 and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

‘For compensation, to be fixed by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, 
of such special agents in the Bureau of Corporations, and for per diem, sub- 
ject tosuch rules and regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
mae prescribe, in lieu of subsistence. at a rate not exceeding $4 per day to 
each of said special agents, while absent from their homes on a, one for 
actual necessary traveling expenses for said special agents, including neces- 
_s sleeping-car fares, $60,000." 

nd the Senate agree to the same. 
J.G. CANNON, 
8. 8. BARNEY, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
CH R. 17498) making appropriations tosupply deficiencies, submit the follow- 
ing written statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon 
by the conference committee as submitted in the accompanying report: 

The Senate made 137 amendments to the bill, adding $6,659,961.39 to the 
amount thereof as it the House. Of this sum, the amount of $3,000,000 
was to meet obligations imposed by the new public-buildings act, as a substi- 
tute for which the conference committee recommend specific appropriations 
for the new buildings, extension of limit of cost of buildings, and acquisition 
of new sites, in each case where the appropriation is necessary and in amount 
as the Treasury Department recommend. 

These specific items aggregate $1,755,850. 0 

The chief items inserted by the Senate, and which it is recommended that 
the Senate recede from, are as follows: 

Payment to foreign cable companies, $117,507.34; 

Payment to the Norwegian steamship Nicaragua, eee : 

Payment to the Washington Market Company, $3,347.25; 

. a: for injuries to private property by gun firing and mortar prac- 
ice, $3,831.72; 

Payment on account of British steamship Mogul, $16,123.70; the Secretary 
of War being directed to examine and report to Congress what amount, if 
any, should be paid on this account, and ‘ . 

Payment to W. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., $83,620.59. 

The amendment of the Senate providing for salaries and contingent and 
miscellaneous expenses for the Department of Commerce and Labor, modi- 
fied so as to appropriate in the aggregate $301,000, is sarees to. The provi- 
sion authorizing the transfer to this a of $100,000 out of the 1,000 
under the Department of Justice for enforcing the interstate-commerce and 
other acts, pro 2d by the Senate, is stricken from the bill. 

The remaining sums added to the bill are chiefly to meet deficiencies in 
appropriations, for the payments of judgments of the courts, and audited 
accounts, ascertained and certified to Congress since the bill passed the 
House. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $20,320,672.47, being $1,052,264.75 
less than as it passed the Senate and $5,607 696.64 more than as ft passed the 


House, 
J.G. CANNON, 
8.58. BARNEY 
L. T. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if the House will bear with me 
for a very short time, I will tell exactly how this agreement was 
arrived at. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CANNON. I do not yield to anybody. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I should 
like to know if it will be in order, after the disposition of the 

nding bill, to move to fe into Committee of the Whole fur the 
Farther consideration of the Fowler bill. [Laughter on the Dem- 
ocratic side. 

Mr. C ON. Mr. Speaker, I am in earnest, with a message 
to the House touching this bill. I ask the attention of this side; 
I ask the courtesy of the other side to allow me ten minutes with- 
out interruption. 

Several Mempers. You shall have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Gentlemen know that under the practice of 
the House and under the rules of the Senate the great money bills 
can contain nothing but appropriations in pursuance of existing 


law, unless by consent of both bodies. If any one of these bills 
contains legislation, it must be by unanimous consent of the two 
bodies; and the uniform practice has been, so far as I know, the 
invariable practice has been, with the exception of one amend- 
ment upon this bill, that when one body objected to legislation 
proposed by the other upon an ppeeeeeiees bill, the body pro- 
posing the legislation has receded. ~ 

In this case the trouble in arriving at an agreement all clus- 
tered about one amendment. There were many amendments of 
a legislative character proposed by the Senate; there were many 
amendments, covering hundreds of thousands of dollars of claims, 
pure and simple, proposed by the Senate. 

One by one the legislative provisions and the claims disappeared 
as the Senate receded, until we came to an amendment to pay the 
State of South Carolina $47,000. A word as to that. in May 
last, on the omnibus claims bill then passed, a basis was fixed for 
the adjustment of the accounts of Virginia and Baltimore and 
South Carolina with the United States, growing out of the war 
of 1812-1815. 

The auditing officers of the Treasury, in pursuance of that law, 
adjusted the accounts of Virginia. An indefinite appropriation 
was made to pay the respective States whatever should be found 
due by the auditing officers. Upon that basis and under that 
legislation the sum of $100,000 in round numbers has been paid 
to the State of Virginia. 

Under *hat same law, which is the law to-day, the auditing offi- 
cers, in the adjustment of accounts, found due to the State of 
South Carolina the sum of 34 cents. Now, the Senate of the 
United States, notwithstanding the law to which I have referred, 
proposed legislation on an appropriation bill to the extent of 
granting to the State of South Carolina $47,000. 

The House conferees objected, and the whole long delay has 
been over that one item. In the House of Representatives, with- 
out criticising either side or any individual member, we have 
rules, sometimes invoked by our Democratic friends and some- 
times by ourselves—eavh responsible to the people after all said 
and done—by which a majority, right or wrong, mistaken or 
otherwise, can legislate. 

In another body there are no such rules. In another body leg- 
islation ishad by unanimous consent. In another body an indi- 
vidual member of that body can rise in his place and for one 
hour, two hours, ten hours, twelve hours. It is a matter of his- 
tory that a Senator on the Republican side, in a former Congress, 
talked to death a river and harbor bill. 

There comes a time constantly in the settling of bills when you 
must do so and so or so and so, else your bill can not pass, and 
this with reference to the great money bills. In my opinion, such 
a condition existed as to this bill and clustered about this one 
amendment. There was also an amendment put on the bill in 
that body involving legislation to the extent of granting to the 
State of Vermont $150,000 in adjustment of her war claims. 

The Senate receded, but your conferees were unable to get the 
Senate to recede upon this gift from the Treasury, against the 
law, to the State of South Carolina. By unanimous consent 
another body legislates, and in the expiring hours of the session we 
are powerless without that unanimous consent. ‘‘ Help me, 
Cassius, or I sink!’’ 

Unanimous consent comes to the center of the Dome; unanimous 
consent comes through Statuary Hall and to the House doors and 
comes practically to the House. We can have no legislation 
without the approval of both bodies, and one body, in my opin- 
ion, can not legislate without unanimous consent. There was 
the alternative. 

In my owe this applied not only to the deficiency bill, but to 
the naval bill, an agreement as to the naval bill, Yourconferees 
had the alternative of submitting to legislative blackmail at the 
demand, in my opinion, of one individual—I shall not say where— 
or of letting these great money bills fail. Now, what are we go- 
ing to do about it? This bill contains many important matters— 
your appropriations for public buildings, legislation lately had 
all along the line of the public service to the extent of $20,000,000. 

Now, I have taken the House into my confidence touching this 
matter, as it is my duty todo. I am getting to be a somewhat 
aged man. I pray God that my life may be spared until an intel- 
ligent and a righteous sentiment, North and South, East and 
West, pervading both of the great parties will lash anybody into 
obedience to the right of the majority to rale—and majorities and 
minorities shift back and forth. 

Ah, says somebody, did that work in reference to the matter of 
statehood, and did you believe in statehood? I did not believe in 
statehood, and Iam putting now the strongest case against my 
own party, but a monioati of the people, voiced in the Senate and 
the House, had the right to have its will expressed. : 

Gentlemen, I have made my protest. I do it in sorrow and in 
humiliation, but there it is; and in my opinion another body under 
these methods must change its methods of procedure, or our body, 
backed up by the people, will compel that change, else this body, 
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close to the people, shall become a mere tender, a mere bender of 
the pregnant hinges of the knee, to submit to what any one mem- 
ber of another body may demand of this body as a price for legis- 


lation. 


the conference report. . 
The question being taken, Mr. UNDERWOOD demanded a divi- 


sion. 


[Prolonged applause and cheers. } 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The question is on agreeing to 


Mr. PAYNE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 179, nays 18, 
‘answered present ’’ 12, not voting 141; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Boutel 
ate 
randegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard. 


Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Currier, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 


Burleson, 

De Armond, 
Dinsmore 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Griggs, 


Burgess, 
Emerson, 
Gillett, Mass. 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Babcock, 
Ball, 
Bankhead, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney 
Bowersoc 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
rowan, 
rundidge, 
Bull, 
Calderiead, 
alder 
Caldwell, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 


Dahle, 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 


mer, 
las, 


YEAS—179. 

Dayton, Kitchin, Wm. W. 
pny, ‘ ey 

ugherty, napp, 
Dovener, Kyle, 
Draper. Lacey, 
Driscoll, Lawrence, 
Dwight, er, 
Eddy, Lever, 
Elliott, Lewis, Pa. 
Feely, Lindsay, 
Finley, Littauer, 
Fitzgerald, oe 

anagan, vin m, 

" Llo = 
Foerderer, McAndrews, 
Fordney, McCleary, 

F McLach 
Fowler, Mahoney, 
Gaines, Tenn. Marshall, 
Gardner, Mass. Martin, 
Gardner, Mich. Maynard, 
Gardner, N. J. Mickey, 
Gibson, Miller, 
Gill, Mondell, 
Graff, Moody, 
Green, Pa. Moon, 
Greene, Mass, Morgan, 
Hamilton, Morris, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, Mudd, 
pause, bed 
ay, orton 
Heatwole, Olmsted, 
edge, Otjen, 
Hemenway, Overstreet, 
Hepburn, Padgett, 
Hildebrant, Parker, 
Hill, Payne, 
Holliday, Pearre, 
Howell, Perkins, 
Irwin, Powers, Me. 
Jenkins Ransdell, La. 
Jones, Wash. Reeder, 
yoy. Reeves, 
Kahn, Richardson, Tenn. 
NAYS—18. 
Jackson, Kans. Needham, 
Jones, Va. Neville, 
mb, Randell, Tex. 
Little, Shackleford, 
Loud, Stark, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—12. 
Goldfogle, Mercer, 
Jack, Metcalf, 
Mann, Patterson, Pa. 
NOT VOTING—141. 
Edwards, Landis, 
Esch, Lassiter, 
Evans, Latimer, 
Fleming, Lester, 
Fletcher Lewis, Ga 
Foster, Til. ng 
Foster, Vt. Loudenslager, 
Fox, vering, 
Gil McCall, 
Gillet, N. Y. McClellan, - 
McCulloch, 
Glenn, McDermott, 
Gooch, McLain, 
Gordon, McRae, 
Gra i Maddox, 
Griffith, on, 
Grosvenor, Meyer, La. 
Grow, Miers, Ind. 
Henry, Conn Minor, 
Henry, Miss. Morrell, 
Henry, Tex Mutchler, 
itt, Naphen 
Hooker, Newlan 
Hopkins, Palmer, 
powered, Patterson, Tenn. 
ughes, erce, 
ull, Pou, 
Jackson, Md Powers, Mass. 
Jett, Pugsley, 
Johnson, Reid, 
Kehoe, Rhea, 
Kern, Richardson, Ala 
Ketcham Roberts, 
Kitchin, Glande Robertson, La. 
Kleberg, Robinson, Nebr. 
Knox, Ruppert, 


So the conference report was agreed to. 


Rixey, 
Ro 


Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Ryan, 
Schirm, 
Sontt, ra 
eppara, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Sims. 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Snod ‘ 
Snook, 
Southard 
Southwick, 
rry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 


Tawney, 
are Ohio 


Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wagoner, 
Warnock, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wright, 
Young, 
Zenor. 


Stephens, Tex. 
Tate, 
Williams, Miss. 


Prince, 
Sherman, 
Wanger. 


Russell, 
Scarborough, 
Belly, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 


Shelden, 
Skiles, 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CASSINGHAM. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now take 
a recess until 10 o’clock this morning. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
moves that the House take a recess until 100’clock a. m. 


mand 


Mr. PAYNE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 48, an- 
swered ‘* present ’’ 10, not voting 145; as follows: 


Aplin, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Billmeyer, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brown. 


Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Currier, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 


Bartlett, 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Cassel, 
Clayton, 
Cochran 
Cowherd, 
Dinsmore, 
Feely, 
Flanagan, 
Flood, 
Gaines, W. Va. 


Dougherty, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Hay, 


Adamson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Babcock, 
Ball, 
Bankhead, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Bowersock, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burgess, 
Burnett. 
Caldwell, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 
Deemer, 


YEAS—147. 
Davidson, Holliday, 
Dayton, Howell, 
De Armond, Irwin, 
Dick, Jenkins, 
Dovener, Jones, Wash. 
Draper. Kahn, 
Driscoll, Ketcham, 
Dwight, Kitchin, Claude 
Eddy, Knapp, 
Elliott, Kyle, 
Emerson, Lacey, 
Esch, Lamb, 
Finley, Lawrence, 
Fordney, Lessler, 
Fos Littauer, 
Fowler, Loud, 
Gaines, Tenn Loudenslager, 
Gardner, Mass. McCleary, 
Gardner, Mich. McLachlan, 
Gardner, N. J. Mahon, 
Gibson, Marshall, 
Gill, Martin, 
Gillet, N. Y. Metcalf, 
Glass, Miller, 
Goldfogle, Mondell, 
Graff, Moody, 
Greene, Mass. Morgan, 
Hamilton, Morrell, 
Hanbury, Morris, 
Haskins, Moss, 
Haugen, Mudd, 
Heatwole, Needham, 
Hedge, Nevin, 
Hemenway, Norton, 
Hepburn, Olmsted, 
Hildebrant, Otjen, 
Hill, Overstreet, 

NAYS—48. 
Gooch, Mickey, 
Gordon, Moon, 
Griggs, Randell, Tex. 
Johnson, Richardson, Tenn. 
Jones, Va. Robb, 
Lever, Robinson, Ind. 
Lewis, Pa. Ryan, 
Little, Shackleford, 
Lloyd, Sheppard, 
McAndrews, Sims, 
Mahoney, Slayden, 
Maynard, Small, 


Jack 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—10. 


Mann, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. Mercer, 


«McCulloch, 


NOT VOTING—14. 


Douglas, 
Edwards, 
Evans, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fleming, 
Fletcher, 
Foerderer, 
Foster, Il. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fox, 
Gilbert, 
Glenn, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 
en 
opkins, 
Howard, 
oes, 
Hull, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jett, 
Joy, 


Knox, 
Landis, 
Lassiter, 


Latimer, 
Lester, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Lindsay, 
Littlefield, 
Livingston, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
McClellan, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Meyer, La. 
Miers, Ind. 
Minor, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Patterson, Pa. 


Richardson, Ala. 
Rixey, 

Roberts, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 
Ruppert, 


Russell, 


The A wee being taken, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee de- 
a division. 


Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Me. 
Ransdell, La, 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Iowa. 
Smith, H.C, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N.J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Young. 


Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Tate, 
Thompson, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Williams, Ml. 
Zenor. 


Prince, 
Sherman. 


Scarborough, 
Selby, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Skiles, 

Smith, Ill. 
Smith, 8S. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Sparkman, 
Spvight, 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 

Wiley, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Woods, 
Wooten, 
Wright. 
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So the motion to take a recess was agreed to. of certain citizens of Virginia for damages to their property inci- 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. dent to the encampment at Manassas and march from Camp 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED | Alger to Thoroughfare Gap, Virginia,” etc.—to the Committee on 
STATES. War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported | _A message fro:n the President, transmitting to Congress a re- 
that this day they presented to the President of the United States | port by the architects, with accompanying pictures, regarding the 
for his approval the following bills: work of repairing and refurnishing the White House and the 

H. R. 12098. An act to amend section 1 of the act of Congress | erection of the Executive office building—to the Committee on 
approved May 14, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act extending the homestead Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
laws and providing for a right of way for railroads in the district | _ A message from the President, transmitting a report from the 
of Alaska:”’ Secretary of State covering a statement showing the receipts and 

H. R. 6703. An act for the relief of George A. Rogers; disbursements of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company 

H. R. 14050. An act to amend an act to regulate the height of | for the month of January, 1903, etc.—to the Committee on Indus- 
buildings in the District of Columbia; trial Arts and Expositions, and ordered to be printed. ; 

H. R. 16842. An act making appropriations to provide for the | _ A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the | ttansmitting an inventory of property under his charge belonging 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; to the Government—to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered 

H. R. 17046. An act making appropriations for the fortifica- | to be printed. 4 ‘a 
tions and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for | A message from the President, transmitting reports by the Sec- 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for | Tetary of State, Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of War, 
other purposes; Attorney-General, Postmaster-General, Secretary of the Navy, 

H. R. 16138. An act granting the right of way to the Kenova | Secretary of the Interior, Secretary of Agriculture, and the Com- 
and Big Sandy Railroad Company through the Government lands missioner of Fish and Fisheries, in compliance with the pro- 
at Lock No. 2, Big Sandy River, ai 1 at Lock No. 3, Big Sandy | Visions of the sundry civil bill—to the Committee on Public 





River, both in Wayne County, W. Va.; Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
H. R. 7361. An act for the relief of C. W. Colehour; 
H. R. 8186. An act for the relief of John D. Chadwick; REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
H. R. 1517. An act for the relief of Robert Brigham: RESOLUTIONS. 


H. R. 16910. An act making appropriations for the Depart- Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904; and | ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
H. R. 16990. An act making appropriations for the service of | the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, | as follows: 
1904, and for other purposes. | Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. peepee ? — ne oa the bill of _ House = R. pert 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | © Provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of building thereon at Bridgeton, in the State of New Jersey, re- 


y ol cd 7 ; . : ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
oe aoe — a py eg twee 3918); which said billand report were referred to the Committee 
H.R. 1517. An act for the relief Robert Brigham: , of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


: : ar He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
of kent 0 - pe ae ame ey wea ee | bill of the House (H. R. 10302) to provide for the erection of a 
Wm 17088, An act canine wed aan to Jerome W. Turner: | Public building at Grand Rapids, in the State of Michigan, re- 


S ae B ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
= = Se an not on aamiebe ne . ‘tion of aliens (No. 3914); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
sabe the: Unit ed Stat vows _ | mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


. st _ Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
H. R. 17202. An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- | , .- “1.4 ’ ; ae 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, | bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17292) to 


amend an act entitled ‘*‘ An act to permit the Pintsch Compressing 

and for other purposes; Con = ores ; : B 
58( : tai ompany to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington, 

oak oe a — the relief of ce homestead settlers reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 


H. R. 17085. An act to effectuate the provisions of the addi- oe ); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
tional = of the international convention for the protection of Mr GROSVENOR can dee >Conmmtitad on 4k Weis 
industrial property; : furt Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred a resolution of the 

H. - oe Ls SS 7 oe = ane House regarding the scarcity of coal, reported the same without 
_ieabapeee : 6 aa 8S & ; ; , | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3916); which said reso- 
plements used in manufacturing, ae on February 10,1891; lution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

~4 = aaa ay teeth ~ eam <anaaenee a, poe lt of Mr. BULL, from the Committee on Accounts, to which was 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, referred a resolution of the House regarding employment, duties, 





; and compensation of employees of the House of Representatives, 
The SPEAKER anncumoed his signature to enrolled bills of the | 7)" — the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
following titles: (No. 8917). 


S. 5118, An act granting anincrease of pension to Adam Stuber; Xa 
S. 4641. An act for the relief of Benjamin Franklin Handforth; | PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
S. 7425. An act authorizing and empowering the Secretary of INTRODUCED. 
War to locate a right of way for and granting the same and a Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
right to operate and maintain a line of railroad through the Van- | of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
couver Barracks and Military Reservation, in the State of Wash- | follows: 
ington, to the Portland, Vancouver and Yakima Railway Com- By Mr. GLENN (by request): Joint memorial from the legis- 
pany, its successors and assigns; - | lature of the State of Idaho, requesting an appropriation for the 
8. 7307. An act to provide certain souvenir medallions for the | improvement of the Pend d’Oreille River in {daho—to the Com- 
benefit of Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association of the United | mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 
States; and By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A memorial of the legislature of the 
S. 7414. An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public | State of Utah, asking an appropriation of $75,000 for irrigation 
buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, | purposes—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 
to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and By Mr. CORLISS: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 





for other purposes. Michigan, in re fiftieth anniversary construction St. Marys 
Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 4 minutes a. m., Wednesday, | River—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 
March 4, 1903) the House took a recess until 10 o’clock a. m. By the SPEAKER: A memorial of the legislature of Montana, 
asking Congress to pass 8. 6339 or H. R. 15965—to the Committee 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. on the Public Lands. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the followi executive com- ote 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as| PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
follows: Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
A m from the President, returning, without approval, | following titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 
House bill No. 9632, entitled ‘‘An act for the allowance of claims By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 17553) granting an increase 
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of pension to George R. Thayer—to the Committee on Invalid | ator from North Dakota reports from the Committee on Claims 


Pensions. a resolution and asks that it may be now considered. It will be 
By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 17554) granting a pension to | read. 

Caroline Hurley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
Also, a bill (H. R. 17555) granting a pension to Cynthia A. | agreed to, as follows: 

Embry—to the Committee on Pensions. Resolved, That the bill S. 4497, entitled “A bill for the relief of the heirs 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17556) granting a pension to Martha Clark— | of Mary Anderson,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the accom- 
he C ittee on Invalid Pensions panying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, 

to the Commi me . ERY : ‘ in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 17557) granting a pension to | bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” approved 
Ellen S. Pickering—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. March 3, 1887; and the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance 


By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 17558) granting a pension | — the provisions of such act and report to the Senate in accordance there- 
A ’ =e eee eee es - * with. 
to W. K. Proffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 17559) granting an increase en : 
of pension to Mary J. Allen—to the Committee on Pensions. A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 17560) granting an increase | BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 


of pension to Susie G. Seabury—to the Committee on Invalid to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 





Pensions. votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 17288) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
PETITIONS. ETC. fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 


The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


: , the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Resolutionsof the convention of West- | (H. R. 17493) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 


ern Retail Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, of Kan- lati . bye one 

sas City, Mo., in support of the extension of reciprocity—to the Ti asadtcchermie June 80, 1908, and for 
Commetiee ne ~ a the Grand A: £ the Repub- | +... 2°, message further announced that the House had passed the 
lic Depectanstsh cg Wisconsin. ‘ionien aaieanciiite chanel aa no ° . (S. 3522 ) wo increase the pension of Mexican war survivors to 

’ . ’ - , 12 . 

House bill 14105, relating to the appointment of soldiers in the en, Tare ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 9 ge 
dence, R. I., for reduction of tax on distilled spirits—to the Com- signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
mittee on Ways and Means, signed by the President pro tempore: 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of Walter P. Phillips and others, of | 4 bill (S. 3522) to increase the pension of Mexican war sur- 
the committee of the American National Red Cross, relating to | Vivors to $12 per month; : ‘ . 
amended by-laws—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. A bill (S. 6702) granting an increase of pension to Emily Law- 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance | Tence Reed; 5 £5 ; . ; 

Union of Glen Campbell, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the | A Dill (H. R. 3420) granting a pension to Anna O. Brush; 
Constitution defining legal marriage to be monogamic, etc.—to A bill (H. R. 5357) for the relief of William Leech; _ 
the Committee on the Judiciary. A bill (H. R, 7659) to amend section 1 of an act entitled ‘‘An 

By Mr. McANDREWS: Resolutions of Division No. 1. Ancient act to amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the 
Order of Hibernians, in conjunction with Division No. 18, Ladies’ United States, and for other purposes. . - 

Auxiliary, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Cook County, IIl., A bill (H. R. 11340) for the relief of McClure & Willbanks; 

asking for the speedy relief of Col. Arthur Lynch from a British A bill (H. R. 13075) to amend section 3 of the ‘‘Act further to 
prison for the part he took in the Boer war—to the Committee on | prevent counterfeiting or manufacturing of dies, tools, or other 
Foreign Affairs. | implements used in manufacturing, etc.,’’ approved February 10, 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petition of Cherry Creek Grange, No. 58, | 15913. . ie ins 5 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Oakes, Colo., in favor of House bill | A bill (H. R. 15155) to refund the amount of duties paid on 
15369, known as the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee merchandise brought into the United States from Porto Rico be- 
on Agriculture. tween April 11, 1899, and May 1, 1900, and also on merchandise 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Affidavits showing the necessity brought into the United States from the Philippine Islands be- 
for light-house keeper's dwelling on Grosse Isle, Michigan—to the | "Ween April 11, 1899, and March 8, 1902, and for other purposes; 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | <A bill (H. R. 15799) to confirm the name of Seward square for 

Also. resolutions of the common council of the city of Wvan- | the space formed by the intersection of C street south and Penn- 
dotte, Mich., asking for a post-office building—to the Committee | Sy!vania and North Carolina avenues, District of Columbia; 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. A bill (H. R. 16881) to authorize the court of county commis- 

sioners of Geneva County, Ala., to construct a bridge across the 
Choctawhatchee River in Geneva County, Ala.; 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 





SENATE. A bill (H. R. 17288) making appropriations for the naval service 
Ww — r Marc] 1903 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; and 
EDNESDAY, March 4, 1903. | A bill (H. R. 17493) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 


[Continuation of the legislative day, Tuesday, March 3, 1903.] | in the nes for = fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
Se ae . | for prior years, and for other purposes. 
At the expiration of the recess, 10 o’clock a. m., Wednesday, I oe part 


March 4, 1903, the Senate reassembled. STATEMENT OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
ESTATE OF MARY ANDERSON. | Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire at this stage to ask the 
Mr. McCUMBER. I report from the Committee on Claims a | Senate to insert in the REcorp and also to print as a document a 
resolution, and ask for its immediate consideration. | history of the appropriations during the present Congress. _ 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I do not believe there isa | ,/m this connection I also desire to have printed a comparison 
quorum here. of the appropriations of the Fifty-seventh Congress with the ap- 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will call the roll. | PTopr!ations of the preceding Congress, the Fifty-sixth. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- It will be seen from this comparison that the appropriations for 
swered to their names: : the present Congress are in excess of the appropriations of the pre- 


Allison Dryden Kearns Perkins. ceding Congress $113,619,073.97, the total appropriations for the 


Bacon, Fairbanks, Kittredge, Pettus, present Congress being $1,554,108,514.84, whilst the appropriations 
Bailey, Foraker, Lodge, Platt, N. Y. for the last Congress were in the aggregate $1.440,489,438.87. 
a Foster’ ee Mee iiss, tein: This increase seems very large, and requires that a statement , 
Blackburn, Frye, Martin, awlins, should be made somewhat in detail in order that the larger items 
Burton, Ga inger, Mason, Simon, of difference can be shown. This done, it will not be necessary 
Cn A e, aaa er to speak of the minor items of the comparison. There have been 
Cullom, ’ Hanna, Morgan, Tillman. large increases of items of appropriation; in one item, at least, a 
Deboe, Heitfeld, Nelson, Wetmore. large diminution of the appropriation for this Congress as com- 
Dillingham, Kean, Patterson, pared with the Fifty-sixth Congress, namely, that for the Army. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I wish to announce that my col-| The first and most important increase included in the state- 
league [Mr. CLAy] left the Chamber last night ill, and I presume | ment for this Congress is an appropriation of $50,130,000 for the 
he is detained this morning by illness. | isthmian canal, which accounts for nearly one-half of the total 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-seven Senators have | increase. = . 
answered to the roll call. There isa quorum present. The Sen- There is also an increased appropriation for the Fifty-seventh 
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Congress over the Fifty-sixth of $53,377,221 for the postal service, 
but there was also a large increase in postal revenues, making 
this service more nearly self-sustaining than it has been for many 


years. The increase of revenue for 1901 over that for 1900 | 
amounted to nearly $10,000,000, and for 1902 over 1901 more than | 


ten millions, and though the increase for the present fiscal year 
must be partially estimated, it is believed that the increase will 
be more than twelve millions. Although we appropriated for 
the year 1902 $123,782,688.75 for the postal service, the amount 


paid out of the Treasury over and above the postal receipts was | 
$2,490,635.34, the postal receipts being $121,848,047.26. During | 


this time the efficiency of the service was increased in many ways, 
notably by a large expenditure for rural free delivery, and more 
largely increased during the years 1903 and 1904 by means of in- 
creased appropriations. This increase in the efficiency of the 


service has also resulted in increased receipts of the postal reve- | 


nues. 

These two items of the isthmian canal and the increase of ap- 
propriations for the postal service amount to $103,507,221, or 
within ten millions of the totalincrease of the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress over the Fifty-sixth. There are other increases. It will 
also be remembered that in the Fifty-sixth Congress there was 
no river and harbor bill, and during the first session of the 
present Congress we appropriated $27,000,000, in round numbers, 


for rivers and harbors. In addition to that, there was carried an | 


appropriation, made necessary by the execution of contracts for 
river and harbor improvements in the bill of last year, $5,700,000, 
and in the sundry civil bill of this year $20,000,000, making in all 


appropriations amounted to $23,300,000. This shows an increase 


Fifty-seventh Congress over the Fifty-sixth. 

The naval appropriation bill, which was finally agreed to early 
this morning, provides for an appropriation of $81,877,291.48, and 
there was appropriated for the current year $78.856,363.13. These 
two appropriations show an increase of $17,490,947.56 over naval 
appropriations for the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

The appropriations for public buildings in the Fifty-seventh 
Congress are in excess of deste made in the Fifty-sixth Congress, 
in round numbers, $10,000,000, as few public buildings were pro- 
vided for in the Fifty-sixth Congress as compared with the Fifty- 
seventh. 

The exceptional appropriation this year for the Philippine 
Islands of $3,000,000 must be included as an important increase. 








| 


— 


The only marked instance in the reduction of appropriations in 
the Fifty-seventh Congress as compared with the Fifty-sixth is 
— in the appropriations for the Army, which are $60,000,000 

ess. 

There are increases in addition to those I have named of smaller 
amounts in the various bills, and there are also reductions in the 
various bills, but these will measurably balance each other, and 
it will be seen that the increased appropriations of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress are accounted for chiefly in the items I have 
named and are for the current necessities of the Government, 
and have received the approval of both Houses of Congress, and, 
in the main, of all parties in Congress. 

I ask that these two tables may be printed in the Recorp, and 
also printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT - tempore. The Chairs hear no objection. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask 
him what was the deficiency this year in the postal service as 
compared with the previous year? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator means last year? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. The Senator states in the calculation he 
now makes that it is in the neighborhood of $2,000,000. I desire 
to compare that with the previous year. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not that data before me, but my recol- 
lection is that the deficiencies last year were in round numbers 
about $4,000,000. In other words, the deficiency this year is the 


| smallest we have had for many years. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I desire to suggest to the Senate whether 


all | it would not be well to have the explanatory remarks of the Sen- 
352,700,000. During the Fifty-sixth Congress the total of like | 


ator from Iowa printed also as a part of the document containing 


| the tables. It seems to me that as explanatory of the tables it 
of $30,000,000, in round numbers, for rivers and harbors for the | 


would be quite necessary to understand them, and I ask that his 
remarks may be included in the document. 

Mr. ALLISON. They will appear in the Recorp, I suggest to 
the Senator, and that probably will suffice. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator has no objection, I would 
suggest that they also appear in the document. 

— ALLISON. I have no objection, of course, but it seems 
me-——. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the tables presented by the 
Senator from Iowa and his accompanying explanation be printed 
asa Senatedocument. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The tables are as follows: 


Chronological history of appropriation bills, second session of the Fifty-seventh Congress; estimates and appropriations for the fiscal year 1908-4, and appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year 1902-8. 


[Prepared by the clerks to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Representatives. ] 












































| Reported to the House.| Passed the House. | Reported to the Senate.| Passed the Senate. 
Title. Estimates, 1904.| SL OS lr OOOO | — 
Date. Amount. Date. Amount. Date. Amount. Date. Amount. 
| 1908. 1903. | 1908. 1903. 
RNG itinins Hividn vacticteces tisdale | $5,660,150.00 | Jan. 20 6 ee. Jan. 24 | $5,268,860.00 | Feb. 23 $5, cs, 200. 00 Feb. 25 | $6,113,360.00 
o_o Saini linc ahineiniasatpaeetatnaehe | %7,411,011.67 | Jan. 9 , 875, 276.83 | Jan. 15 | 73,875,276.83 | Jan. 29 7, 243,777.88 | Feb. 8 | 79, 147,584.55 
Diplomatic and consular. -..................| 2,145, 415.69 | Jan. 12 1, 929, 625.69 | Jan. 19 1,944, 625.69 | Jan. 24 1,981, 100.69 | Jan. 26 1, 984, 550. 69 
District of Columbia@...................... 11, 005, 628.00 | Jan. 17 7, 750,655.00 | Jan. 20 7, 750,655.00 | Feb. 7 9, 396,090.00 | Feb, 13 9, 424, 354. 00 
Fortification.......................--...-.--|  15,004,480.00 | Jan. 26 7,098, 943.00 | Feb. 20 7,093, 943.00 | Feb. 27 7,188, 416.22 | Feb. 28 7, 188, 416. 22 
1902. 1902. 
DN h 6iitts Sanaetinnenonbsésobaciccnains 7,685, 790.52 | Dec. 9| 7,715,990.52 | Jan. 29| 7,789,675.52 | Feb. 13 | 9,245,979.58 | Feb. 16 | 9,324, 479.58 
1902. | 
Rete aie... cc ndndietinaeine 26, 425,618.50 | Dec. 12 | 26,931,053.16 | Dec. 17 | 27,474,119.16 | Jan. 19 | 27,656,233.66 | Jan. 20 | 27,656,233. 66 
| 1908. 1908. | 
Bay NEI on co ccd ccccdcceninsnntibe 696, 933.82 | Jan. 21 644, 273.67 | Jan. 26 644, 273.67 | Feb. 19 654, 348. 67 | Feb.. 27 654, 348. 67 
in. 56th nani cbedin opanotegeomntion 82, 426,030.58 | Feb. 6 | 79,048,420.15 | Feb. 19 79, 339, 420.15 | Feb. 26 | 81,277,281.15 |....do-...| 82,512, 312.43 
| 1908. 1902. | 1902. 1902. 
DOR d vcincntBittnbindindnctdttiamtbimidicinnd 139, 846, 480.00 | Dec. 5 | 139,847,600.00 | Dec. 6 | 139,847,600.00 | Dec. 17 | 139,847, 600.00 | Dec. 17 | 189,847, 600.00 
| 1908. 1908. | 1908. 1908. 
OO Ee ee ee eee 158, 010,520.00 | Jan. 23 | 153,330,049.75 | Feb. 5 | 153,330,049.75 | Feb. 18 151,579, 149.75 | Feb. 25 | 151, 489, 208. 35 
Ty a ee j (¢) cil Is Tl iat ities, eesiateastl asin erates Gokiteal neni te edidtinetinnl indidainete nie dtd ete eiteaninainn gina thin inatinaee 
eR AR ACRE AE TET eS C: | @80,048,957.52 | Feb. 2 | 78,017,929.10 | Feb. 14 79,849,949.10 | Feb. 24 |” 83,279.650.10 | Feb. 26 | 86, 475, 280. 10 
RR i io tel ae ee eed | 601, 366, 956.30 |.......... 581, 423,616.87 |.......... 684,208, 447.87 |..........| 505, 047,987.65 |.........- “601, 817, 728.25 
(1902, 1902, | 1902. 1 
Urgent deficiency, Animal Industry, etc -.| ‘Dec. 18 1,125,000.00 | Dec. 15 | 1, 180,000.00 | Dec. 16 1, 132,400.00 | Dec. 17 1, 140, 400. 00 
Additional urgent deficiency, District of |f © 74:09, 000,00 ) jpg. 1903. | 1908. 1908. 
I nen tinh acempnbuminengee Jan, 13 100, 500. 00 Jan. 18 100,500.00 | Jan. 15 100, 500.00 | Jan. 15 100, 500. 00 
Deficieacy, 1908, and prior years. -.....-..- |Web. 21) 13,698,781.80 | Feb. 23, 14,712,975.88 | Feb. 28 | 18, 906,448.09 | Mar. 2 21, 372, 937. 22 
at ia a a id sails ietillel | 625, 366,956.30 |.......... 596, 347, 898. 67 atienasinie 600, 151, 923.70 |..........| 614,687, 885. 74 |.........- | 624, 431, 565. 47 


De O nis, ode eae anantiberrteede } ¢7,500,000.00 |.......... s nceieeaillteseanit heal oenasdtae dae ee edeatiadtaiid scan mtaman | 


i 
| 





Total regular annual appropriations | 632, 866, 956.30 | cca sada vnceibapstince 
RE ED Bhabha sacd Eisncns cncccsstsolodsbsethsul asputebiioesess 


Permanent annual appropr 





Grand total regular and permanent 
annual appropriations ............- 


965, 456,776.80 |..........]...............- | i a Bes Nhe ad | 
| 
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Chronological history of appropriation bills, second session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, etc.—Continued. 


































Law 1903-4. | Law 1902-3. 
Title. fa - 
: Date. | Amount. ' Amount. 
| 19038. 
Agriculture....... 2.22. ceccee cnccee cocces esccen co cnne co ccee cen ceeecner ence enssnenecwen rene eee n nee eeneseeeeeees  ohanintiadl Mar. 3} $5, 978, 160. 00 $5, 208, 960. 00 
Army spe eating re ee ee ere ne eeende eens oer prerbeavenyemseoesanrey | Mar. : = aS eee a 
ee OS a \ , 968, 250. 69 | , 957, 925. 69 
District I oe a cen iiadiintl ean ede eatin nano geese eeagteden cnee coaeeeneconiinavedesthouhe | » 2 8, 647, 497.00 | 8, 544, 469. 97 
a aad chee aeerecnac qeececoccseceegevenceaneseapoareinens 7, 188, 416. 22 | 7, 208, 955. 00 
Indian . 8, 512, 950. 47 8, 986, 028. 10 
Legislative, etc 27, 505, 953. 66 25, 396, 681. 50 
Military Academy 653, 248. 67 2, 627, 324. 42 
SR ee rea RIDE cnss nas seacesden wangen.t donmuabane hpaloreng DeAnna cea deieRebsiaetekpaiiy ne-detn smaneme oa-eane ives Geaetieron .--| 81,877,201. 43 78, 856, 363, 13 
EE Bl nti niin beta canneetiiceuteneialiieiatinadihsdntiebibnss recta aveptuvesenpehaaninuneeeet Dec. 23| 189,847,600.00| 189,842, 230.00 
1903. 
ae a ies ca ab ce ait ence, cas pcg kiiaaconpdickeceens cubindwatibneadareannetiti Mar. 38 153, 401, 549. 75 | 138, 416, 598. 75 
River and harbor .... .--..----2----cne--scencccens emcees enceen cnccae ennens encces occces eocces ween ce eees cocenn meneee neeeee| eos enenne (f) | 926,771, 442.00 
ORE Gi iarotncinted 5 uccns nessun vemcatencececcesqnencsdececscoccundescsnses een ynccececevecosacceusseve caucce ccascccess Mar. 3/| 482,272,955.10 | 760,163, 359.13 
a a ea a sean cpntnlaadadedendaws didticdemanll i ei ~~ §96,082,625.82 | 595, 800, 474. 10 
1902. 
Tr INS OURS occ cb ikkedibnster es kee band den snbbsededscsdwecesusbecsece sdbedoucce seduce dieses | Dec, 22 1, 140, 400. 00 
g 
| 1908. 28, 050, 007. 82 
Additional urgent deficiency, District of Columbia, etc. ...... ...... 2.220 e2seee cnecee enn ene enccen eeceeeeneees ceeen=e- Jan. 20 100, 500.00 | 
I ale wb tntn Esso wadeth bond endelNddencabbeksnd Soccen cecsin vite cusensabacsdbseuessswasonsse Mar. 3 | 20, 320, 672. 47 
5 ipmpee niumieannnighidiswcenatebens eae | 617,644,198. 29 623, 850, 481. 42 
ee anc aS bine did er ennd wenn case GatnsdndenahebhEGntehenecees ss reon Cogs eheThenianceuneeneedelyoesessees | 3, 250, 000. 00 2,722, 795.13 
Se Rah a dco anes bosses ccadbenduatedtiensses disedcoccnsnacuudetasepntschodetlvawséubaeubblenecueaded | piudaadeatibibl< ddbsewte tore 50, 130,000. 00 
OD olen sin el diene GUE ESS aah GEebewkeeee coeneSeenkepenitendbdvEnoninnae access 620, 894, 198. 29° 676, 703, 26.55 
a oo ns on edad hdd bee caeccatiisnhe cangudb<osUhcbadin tenets ceceenescconadedehecececuucelecsceceese | 182,589, 820.00 k 123, 921, 220. 00 
 ssnimcsienagliestaie : odieeteatiaa 
Grand total regular and permanent annual appropriations. ..............-.---.----..------------------+------- Deel 753, 484, 018. 29 1 800, 624, 496. 55 
ceili te He ee ier a A eet 2 caked ed is 
ei ines adesinsetend tenitighbaesncete ceudckqekeyucaucrandecobeten _.. $585, 000,000. 00 
ee I I a ic ald Goda nko dan. < casntwecececd cess - -canmncesececesmeceeessdcccescs céecccecececason 144, 767, 664. 00 


Total estimated revenues for fiscal year 1904......................--..-.------------- Pade shia ecidiad 4iccns bane tkeeendaascssucocs caenasecsean 729, 767, 664. 00 


a One-half of the amounts for the District of Columbia payable by the United States, except amounts for the water department (estimated for 1904 at 
$133,256), which are payable from the revenues of the water department. 

> Tneludes all expenses of the postal service payable from postal revenues and out of the Treasury. 

¢ Noamount is estimated for riversand harbors for 1904 except the sum of $18,570,339.38 to meet contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improve- 
ments included in the sundry civil estimates for 1904. 

é@ This amount includes $18,570.339.33 to meet contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements for 1904. 

e This amount is approximated. 

tS No river and harbor bill passed for 1904, but the sum of $20,233,150 is appropriated in the sundry civil act to carry out contracts authorized by law for 
river and harbor improvements for 1904. 2 é 

9 In addition to this amount, the sum of $5,768,757.50 is appropriated in the sundry civil act tocarry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor 
improvements for 1908. 

+ This amount includes $20,233,150 to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements for 1904. 

i This amount includes $5,768,757.50 to carry out contracts authorized ey, law for river and harbor improvements for 1903. 

k This is the amount submitted be | the Secretary of the Treasury in the annual estimates for the fiscal year 1908, the exact amount appropriated not 
being ascertainable until two years after the close of the fiscal year. 

‘In addition to this amount, contracts are authorized to be entered into, subject to future appetepiotions by Congress, as follows: By the District of 
Columbia act, $2,118,405; by the Military Academy act, $3,500,000; by the naval act, $21,069,500; by the river and harbor act, $38,336,160; by the sandry civil 
act, $1,511,000; by the deficiency act, $232,750; by the public buildings act, $15,943,650; by the isthmian canal act, $180,000,000; in all, $262,711,465. 


Comparison of appropriations made by the Fifty-seventh Congress and the Fifty-sixth Congress for the fiscal years 190), 1903, 1902, and 1901. 































































Fifty-seventh Congress. Fifty-sixth Congress. 
Title of act. cme nee eae ——— — - —_—_——- 
| Fiscal year 1904. | Fiscal year 1908. | Fiscal year 1902. | Fiscal year 1901. 
rr — — - } — 
j 
Se SD a a $5, 978, 160. 00 $5, 208, 960.00 | $4, 592, 420. 00 $4, 023, 500.00 
I oe i ES asannabed os aubsekddseaadeduqencauamen 78, 138, 752. 83 91, 730, 136. 41 115, 734, 049.10 | 114, 220, 095. 55 
Ne a ted dnampindsincnineelibeccss 1, 968, 250. 69 1, 957; 925. 69 | 1, 849, 428. 76 1,771, 168. 76 
I oti 3 dactihodadsod bub adbelenedbdes sdubccincwneeevinnadubiibipheesig 8, 647, 497.00 8, 544, 469. 97 8, 502, 269. 94 7, 577, 369. 31 
ik oie anak Kida shtinns ceil neiinaay ceddedaens dabbecendhbndinknah ints 7, 188, 416. 22 7, 288, 955. 00 7,364, 011.00 7, 383, 628. 00 
Nee ee a cas cn dibaaied aad aeindul ohadinigniawea= 8,512, 950. 47 8, 986, 028. 10 9, 747, 471.09 8, 197, 989. 24 
Legmative, ado dedt 256s cB Sis cwatvavecedncwedditarwetada sates sestamanéwesouds cnet 27, 595, 953. 66 25, 396, 681. 50 24, 504, 968. 85 | 24, 175, 652. 53 
Military Academy 653, 248. 67 2, 627, 324. 42 772, 653. 68 | 374, 306. 67 
) a Se ae 81, 877, 291. 43 78, 856, 363. 13 78,101, 791.00 916. 67 
Pension. ........ 139, 847, 600. 00 139, 842, 230. 00 | 145, 245, 230. 00 230.00 
I Sal EU ee a Se  Luki seoaibbbemadpbeaecedeebe Joe 1538, 401, 549. 75 138, 416, 508. 75 123, 782, 688. 75 58,288.75 
INS .c\ plats ong iedlin diosne dub duavewinledaupevidedjesissace ndudalseasdnucie|s cede sneaneena deen 26, 771, 448.00 |............-.----.. 560, 000. 00 
I es te ccnteeneduens 82, 272, 955. 10 | 60, 163, 359. 13 | 61, 795, 908. 21 | 65, 319, 915. 45 
an a a a i 596,082, 625.82 |  595,800,474.10| _582,072,800.38| 557,948, 010.93 
Deficiencies........... Diieethbatidede Gacted doccan Glebe wecdindcccsbadideanawtatedsmece 21,561, 572.47 | 28,050, 007. 52 | 15, 917, 446. 94 15, 688, 330. 61 
I 0 Si LS ere oe ik i ssinnnadiialebbbsntedivnn chjeee~ 617,644,198.29|  623,850,481.42 | 597, 990, 337, 22 573, 636, 341.54 
I No ot 1 Lice Mlticn ascends cikdncath Gdedpdabeussencees ceene 3, 250, 000. 00 2, 722) 795. 13 | 7,990; 018. 67 | 3, 802! 301. 34 
I a a o  mbillll bosebn Case RAne wadues + tecunlecnciniiepadpeneegbees PROD Sa secivcdenes sce <a itn siccksseinceaeiel 
Total regular annual appropriations. .. . ..... ...... ..2.02 2-000 cesee e222 ---eee 620, 894, 198. 29 76, 708, 276. 55 605, 980, 355. 9 ; 577, 438, 642 83 
Ce ee is iuck Semabuandichbbaceeadceudecesss 132, 589, 820. 00 | 123, 921, 220. 00 124, 358, 220. 00 122, 712, 220.00 
Grand total regular and permanent annual appropriations -.................- 753, 484, 018. 29 800, 624, 496.55. 730, 338, 575.99 | 710, 150, 862. 88 
Total appropriations by Congresses....................--..-----0-------0---+ 1, 554, 108, 514. 84 1, 440, 489, 438. 87 
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST PRODUCTS OF THE UNITED STATES. the growth or product of the soil or industry of the United States, 


Mr. LODGE. I ask to take from the table the resolution call- | etc., and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
ing on the Committee on Finance to report to the Senate whether The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be referred 
any, and if so, what, countries discriminate against any article ‘ to the Committee on Finance, in the absence of objection. 
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KIOWA INDIAN AGENCY. 

Mr. STEWART. I present a paper, being a petition of the 
Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians in Oklahoma, praying 
that an investigation be made into the affairs of the Kiowa In- 
dian Agency. I move that the petition and accompanying papers 
be printed as a document, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHANNEL IN SABINE LAKE, TEXAS. 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 17248) to amend ‘‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved June 13, 1902. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has heretofore been 
read to the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois 
objects. 

Mr: BAILEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Texas. [Putting the question.] By the 
sound, the *‘ ayes’’ have it. 

Mr. MASON. Iam amember of the Committee on Commerce, 
but I did not happen to be present at the time the bill was re- 

orted. 

7 Mr. HOAR. Did the Chair announce the result of the vote? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair has not announced it. 
Mr. TELLER. Let us have the result announced. 

Mr. HOAR. Then—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The “‘ayes’’ have it. 

Mr. MASON. I had the floor. Iam speaking upon that ques- 

tion. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Illinois is out of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 
The *‘ ayes’ have it, and the bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to cail for a division at once, as soon as I 
learned that the Chair had announced the vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is entitled to a 
division, if he asks for it. The question is on the motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill on which a division is called 
for. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair announce the subject of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be announced to the 
Senate. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 17243) to amend ‘‘An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved June 13, 1902. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I confess that I do not 
know what the bill relates to, and I think it ought to be read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. GALLINGER. Or the Senator can make a statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. With the Senator’s consent—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will state that the last river and harbor act 
made a certain appropriation for a Texas improvement. When 
they came to apply that money the War Department found that 
there was a proviso which rendered it difficult to apply it as it 
was intended. The War Department recommend the passage of 
this bill. It has passed the House unanimously and has been 
recommended unanimously by the Committee on Commerce of 
this body. The whole purpose of it is to simply enable the War 
Department to use money that can not be advantageously used 
now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator explains it so that I now 
understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the call for a division and I suggest 
to the Senator to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did request unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill, and I renew the request. 

Mr. MASON. I renew the call for adivision. I desire to state 








that the bill changes very materially, as I understand it, a pro- 


visicn in the river and harbor act. I have been endeavoring to 
get some one to explain to me the reason or the necessity for the 
change. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have just stated it to the Senate and in the 
presence of the Senator. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator has stated it, but in general terms. 
My constituents who happen to be residing in that neighborhood 
and are —— have urged me to object to the consideration 
of this bill. 


Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MASON. I say it is manifestly unfair to press the bill at 
this stage of the proceedings. Since I came into the Chamber I 
have asked for a communication with my constituents by tele-. 
phone. I am told repeatedly that they do not understand the 
provisions of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Illinois will permit me, is 
it not true that three or four days ago when I made my request 
for unanimous consent, the Senator from Illinois then had before 
him the same information he now has? 

Mr. MASON. And no more. 

Mr. BAILEY. And no more. The Senator, however, sought 
to obtain more, and his constituents have not advised him. 

Mr. MASON. I will say to the Senator that on two particular 
occasions I have asked for information from my constituents, and 
as I have been called on the long-distance telephone from New 
York, where my people temporarily are, I have no means of 
knowing but what they are the very ones who have made the call, 
and are trying to explain to me the prejudice which this bill will 
be to their interests. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will tell the Senator—— 

Mr. MASON. To be perfectly frank—there is no need of hav- 
ing secrets about it—some of the people interested who have built 
the railroad, or own the railroad, are my constituents and live in 
Chicago. They have said that this change of the channel will 
greatly prejudice interests at Port Arthur. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from [Illinois permit me to 
state exactly what the change is, and then he can judge for him 
self? 

Mr. MASON. I do not think I can judge for myself. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. President, let us have the question 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand; but I simply want to interrup} 
the Senator from Illinois long enough to say that under the law 
this channel which the War Department is authorized to buili 
| would be connected with the Port Arthur Channel, the privat 

property of the railroad company, and the Port Arthur Channel 
Company refused to allow the Government to connect with this 
channel. Now, the Government simply proposes to go around 
the other way and to connect with another navigable stream. 

How in the world it can be of anyinjury to that canal company 
for the Government now to connect with a navigable stream, 
after they have refused to allow it to connect with their canal, is 
beyond my comprehension. It may be that they desire to force 
some terms upon the Government for the connection with their 
| canal; but surely private enterprise will not be permitted to stand 
| here and defeat in such a manner a public work authorized by 

Congress. 

Mr. MASON. The public work which has been authorized by 
Congress the Senator from Texas is now seeking to change. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is still a public work. 

Mr. MASON. It may be a public work, and yet may be wholly 
prejudicial to the property of the people who are interested in 
that locality. So far aslam concerned, I can see by the statement 
of the Senator from Texas that there is some difference of opinion 
as to whether the channel shall be constructed as the present river 
and harbor bill fixes it so that it goes directly by Port Arthur-—— 

Mr. BAILEY. No; thereisnot. The present river and harbor 
bill simply provides that Port Arthur shall have a connection 
with the canal, and the people who own this canal refuse to allow 

the Government to connect. Then the Government can not 
| prosecute this public work unless it is permitted to connect with 
another navigable stream. That is the whole proposition. 

Mr. MASON. That is not the statement I received from the 
chairman of the committee of the other House. There is no dis- 

| position on his part, according to his statement, at any time to 
| prevent a connection between these public improvements and the 
|canal. I can not conceive how the people who own the canal 
| could object to having any connection with this Government im- 
provement. 

Mr. BAILEY. They have done it; and since the Senator from 
| Illinois seems to have had a conversation with the chairman of 
| the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the other House, I will 
_ask him if the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
| of the House did not urge that this bill should be passed? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly he did. 
| Mr. BAILEY. And it was unanimously reported? 

Mr. MASON. I understand that. He came to me saying that 
he desired this change at the request of one of the members. 
There is no secret about it. I think this is a very serious change, 
and I should like to have the report from the War Department 
read now, so that the Senate may understand the situation of the 


matter. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I think we had better proceed 
in an orderly way, so as to see if the Senate desire to consider t+. 
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bill. I will say to the Senator from Illinois that I have no dispo- 
sition to consume the hour and twenty-five minutes remaining of 
the session in the consideration of this bill, and if the Senator 


thinks it is his duty to occupy the remainder of the time for the | 


purpose of defeating the bill I am going to withdraw it. I am 
not willing to inconvenience Senators who have uncontested mat- 
ters which they desire to have considered. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the bill the Senator desires to have consid- 
ered a House bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. It is a House bill, which has been considered 
by the committee and approved. 

Mr. MASON. I donot know why the Senator intimates any- 
thing of the kind he has done. I have tried to set an example to 
Senators on both sides, and I have not been a member of any fili- 
bustering expedition. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply ask the Senator to let us see whether 
or not the Senate is going to consider the bill before any report 
is read or anything else is done. 

Mr. MASON. I think myself, Mr. President, that if the mat- 
ter can be delayed for ten or fifteen minutes, and the Senator 
will then call up the bill, I shall perhaps have more information 
regarding it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I shall not be able to get this matter before the 
Senate again, and I demand the regular order, Mr. President. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion | 


of the Senator from Texas | Mr. BAILEY], that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

Mr. MASON. Iaskfor a division, Mr. President. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 28, 
noes 13. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The want of a quorum has | 


been developéd, and the Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Alges, Cullom Kean, Platt, N. Y. 
Allee, Dietrich, Kearns, Proctor, 
Allison, Dillingham, Kittredge, uarles, 
Bacon, Dryden, Lodge, awlins, 
Bailey, Fairbanks, McCumber Simmons, 
Ball, Foraker, McLaurin, Miss. Simon, 
Bard, Foster, La. Mallory, Stewart, 
Berry, Foster, Wash. Martin, Taliaferro, 
Blackburn, e, Mason, Teller. 
Burnham, Gallinger, Millard. Tillman, 
Burrows, Gamble, Mitchell, Turner, 
Burton, Hanna, Morgan, Wellington, 
Carmack, Harris, Nelson, Wetmore. 
Clark, Mont. Heitfeld, Patterson, 

Clark, Wyo. Hoar, Pettus, 


Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-one Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I wish to announce that my 
colleague [Mr. Money] is absent from the Senate on account of 
sickness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the 
motion of the Senator from Texas [Mr. BatLzy] to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill named by him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas]; but that pair 
is transferred to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEst], and I 
vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. cARMACK (when his name was cailed). I havea general 


pair with the Senator from Wisconsin |[Mr. SpoonER]; but I shall | 


vote, and if that Senator does not appear I will withdraw my vote. 
I vote ** yea.”’ 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Depew], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scott], and 
therefore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote 
oe yea.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. CLay]. I do not see that Senator here this morn- 
™' and therefore I withhold my vote. 

r. MITCHELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
voted without noticing that my pair, the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Dusois], was absent. 
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| Mr. HEITFELD. I will say to the Senator from Oregon that 
| my colleague [Mr. DuBois} is ill this morning, but the Senator 
| from Oregon is at liberty to vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator know how his colleague 
would vote if present? 

Mr. HEITFELD. My colleague if present would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. My colleague [Mr. Money], 
| who is detained from the Senate by reason of illness, is paired 
| with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLrey]. 

Mr. MALLORY (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
| have a general pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proc- 
|ToR}. As he is not present, I will withdraw my vote. I voted 
thinking he was here. 

Mr. TILLMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I in- 
| quire if the Senator from Vermont | Mr. DILLINGHAM], with whom 
'T am paired, has voted? I noticed him here a while ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
| the Senator from Vermont has not voted. 
| Mr. TILLMAN. Then I will withdraw my vote, because I 
| want to preserve my pair. I do not know, however, that it will 
| make any difference, and, under the circumstances, I will let my 
| vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 9; as follows: 





| 
| 


j 
| 
| 
| 
| 





YEAS—41. 

Allee, Deboe, Jones, Ark. Rawlins, 
Allison, Dolliver, Kean, Simmons, 
Bacon, Dryden, McLaurin, Miss. Simon, 
Bailey, Fairbanks, Martin, Stewart, 

| Bard, Foraker, Mitchell, Teller, 
Berry, Foster, La. Nelson, Tillman, 

| Blackburn, Foster, Wash, Patterson, Wellington, 

| Carmack, Frye, Perkins, Wetmore. 

| Clark, Mont. Gallinger, Pettus, 
Cockrell, Harris, Platt, N. Y. 

| Cullom, Heitfeld, Quarles, 

NAYS—9. 

Burnham, Kearns, McCumber, Millard, 
Dietrich, Kittredge, Mason, Platt, Conn. 
Hanna, 

NOT VOTING—40. 

Aldrich, Culberson, Hawley, Penrose, 
Alger, Daniel, Hoar, Pritchard, 
Ball, Depew, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Bate, Dillingham, Lodge, Quay, 
Beveridge, Dubois, McComas, Seott, 
Burrows, Elkins, McEnery, Spooner, 
Burton, Gamble, McLaurin, 8. C. Taliaferro, 
Clapp, Gibson, Mallory, Turner, 
Clark, Wyo. Hale, Money, Vest, 
Clay, Hansbrough, Morgan, Warren. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 17248) to 
amend ‘‘An act making appropriations for the construction, re- 
| pair,and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
| bors and for other purposes,’’ approved June 13, 1902. 

Mr. MASON. I have quite a number of nominations of post- 
masters to report, and I move that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will state to the Senator from Ilinois that I 
will save him that trouble. If he has any idea of undertaking to 
defeat this bill by delay, I will withdraw it. If it is to become a 
law at ail, it must pass the Senate within the next twenty or 
twenty-five minutes. If it is the purpose of the Senator to defeat 
it, I recognize that he can do it. All he needs to do is to say so 
frankly, and I will simply withdraw the bill. 
| Mr. MASON. I have repeatedly spoken frankly with the Sen- 
ator and to the Senate. I do not think it is fair to press this bill 
at this time, in view of the request I made of the Senator a few 
moments since to give me a few minutes to get into communica- 
tion by telephone with the persons interested, but I am willing 
that the bill shall stand now, and after we go into executive ses- 
sion and confirm the poztmasters who are to be reported upon we 
can then take up the bili. We have about an hourand a half left 
of the session. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had appointed Mr. Payne, of New York, Mr. Grosvenor, 
of Ohio, and Mr. RicHarpson, of Tennessee, a committee on the 
part of the House to notify the President that the two Houses have 
completed the business of the Fifty-seventh Congress, and are 
ready to adjourn unless he may have some other communication 
to make to them. 





PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BaRNEs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on this day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 5118) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Stuber; 
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An act (S. 7414) to increase the limit of cost of certain public 
buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public 
buildings, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 7307) to preserve certain souvenir medallions for the 
benefit of the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association of the 
United States; 

An act (S. 6702) granting an increase of pension to Emily Law- 


rence Reed; 


An act (S. 3522) to increase the pension of Mexican war sur- 
vivors to $12 per month; and 

An act (S. 7425) authorizing and empowering the Secretary of 
War to locate a right of way for, and granting the same and a 
right to operate and maintain a line of railroad through the Van- 
couver Barracks and Military Reservation, in the State of Wash- 
ington, to the Portland, Vancouver and Yakima Railroad Com- 
pany, its successors and assigns. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be epysintet by the Chair to 
join a similar committee appointed by the House o epresentatives to wait 
upon the President of the United States and inform him that the two Houses 
have completed the business of the present session and are ready to adjourn, 
unless he may have some other communication to make to them. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ALLISON and Mr. 
Jones of Arkansas as the committee on the part of the Senate. 
PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator will state his par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to know what is the present attitude of 
the bill in regard to the Philippine Islands tariff? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been displaced as the 
unfinished business by the adoption of the motion of the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. BaILEy]. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to saya few words upon the Philippine 
tariff bill that will not occupy three minutes, I think, certainly not 
more than five, and I should like to ask unanimous consent that 
that bill may be taken up for that sole purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts asks unanimous consent that the Philippine tariff bill 
may be taken up. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. If that bill has been displaced it can not be 
taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts asks unanimous consent that it be taken up in order that 
he may make a few remarks. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that it may be taken up 
for the sole purpose of allowing me to make some remarks upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not object to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I inquire if the effect of that would be to dis- 
place the bill which the Senate, on my motion, has by vote 
taken up? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will not, because that bill 
will be temporarily laid aside in order that the Senator from 
Massachusetts may submit his remarks. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think it is my duty to call the 
attention of the Senate and of country to the first great object 
lesson which instructs us as to the absolute unfitness of the 
American people undertaking to govern distant dependencies. 

Here are nine or ten million people, upon whom is impending 
a terrible famine accompanied by gee ene This does not rest 
on the authority of discontent. e statement comes from the 
Philippine people thougi. their chieftain, Aguinaldo, and in even 
more terrible language from Governor Taft. If nine or ten mil- 
lion Americans had such a calamity impending over them, we 
would lay aside every thought of other business or affairs; we 
would have an extra session of Congress; we would sit da 
and night; the whole resources of the charity and the vein 
and the humanity of the American people would be taxed to their 
utmost. 

Now, what have we done? We have appropriated $3,000,000— 
30 cents, or thereabouts, apiece—to relieve that people. Governor 
Taft tells us that that will be utterly inefficient, and that unless 
we make this or some other provision for restoring their indus- 
tries a terrible fate is not to be averted. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if my colleague will allow me, 
he surely does not quote Governor Taft as saying that $3,000,000 
is not enough. That is the sum he asked for. He said $2,500,000 
or $3,000,000. 

Mr. HOAR. It was not enough, he said, unless we had in ad- 
dition the tariff legislation which my colleague proposes. 

Mr. LODGE. This is another measure here. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam repeating what my colleague said, in sub- 
stance, in regard to the necessity for this bill. 


Mr. LODGE. I thought my colleague was finding fault with 
the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. HOAR. Not in the least. Iam saying that is what we 
have done. Governor Taft says, in addition to that, this thing is 
necessary, and my colleague, in his eloquent and — speech 
the other day, said the same thing—that it was requi by hu- 
manity and justice and absolute necessity—and yet we are going 
home for nine months; the bill is talked to death, and we have 
notice that it shall not be passed. 

I do not say this as a criticism on the gentlemen who think that 
in the closing hours of the session this remedy shall not be dealt 
with in an hour. That is notthe point. The point which I make 
is that the Executive, the Senate, and the House of Representa- 
tives are not fit to govern the destinies of a people who have no 
voice in the Government. It is the first-—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HOAR. I will get through in a minute. It is the first 
great object lesson of the wretchedness and iniquity of what the 
American people did two years ago in regard tothis people. Now 
I will give way. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the Senator makes some 
complaint because the bill to which he refers was talked to death. 
The fair inference is—— 

Mr. HOAR, No, Mr. President, I disclaim that complaint. 
On the contrary, I did not criticise the action of Senators who 
said that it was not their duty to let this bill go through within an 
hour or two hours without debate. My point is that the Execu- 
tive, the Senate, and the House of Representatives are not fit 
bodies to deal with the exigencies of a people 8,000 miles away. 
That is my point. Does the Senator differ from me in that re- 
spect? s 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not in the slightest. I am in hearty ac- 
cord with all the Senator says upon that subject. 

I only rose, Mr. President, for the purpose of setting right any 
inference that might neonate be drawn from the Senator’s lan- 
guage that some great harm had been done to the people of the 
a Islands by reason of the defeat of this bill, use I 
recall that the Senator yesterday in pointed language and with 
irresistible logic declared and demonstrated that this bill as urged 
by the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] could be 
. a earthly good to the Philippine Islands and would afford no 
relief. 

Mr. HOAR. My point is, if the Senator will pardon me once 
more, not in reference to the defeat of this bill. I am speaking 
of our going away without doing ae: 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I did not misunderstand 
what the main point of the Senator from Massachusetts was; but 
he concurred with me and with others that the bill which the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts urged would be of no avail 
and would bring no substantial benefit to the suffering people of 
the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
make a statement. 

I wish to call attention to a little colloquy that took place last 
night between the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. ee) 
and myself. I said in the course of the debate, on page 2991 o 
the REcorp: 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] was pressing a bill 
upon the consideration of the Senate, and rose in his place and said if another 
speech—there had been only one h made in opposition to his bill—was 
to be made against his bill he would have to abandon it. 

Mr. Hoar. The Senator is as mistaken as ever a benighted individual was 
in this world. I never said anything of the kind. 

Mr. CARMACK. Of course, we are all benighted in comparison with the lu- 
minousand illuminating intellect of the great and distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts, but all the same the Senator did substantially say that very 
thing, and the Recorp will show it. 

Mr. Hoar. Now the Senator has got to “substantially.” I neve~ said that 
thing, either verbally or otherwise. I will see what I said in a moment. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator did say if there was to be further debate upon 
aoe he would have to abandon it; that he could not pass it at this session 
of Congress. 

ape Senator from Massachusetts then retired and returned and 
said: 

I have from the Official Reporters verbatim et literatim whatI said. Isu 
pose the Senate has not forgotten what the Senator from Tennessee said I 
said. Here is what I said: 

“Mr. Hoar. I said when this matter was called up that if there was an 
serious desire on the part of any considerable number of Senators that it 
should not be of now I would not pressit. Tothat p Iadhere. 
I saan that when the Senator from Georgia had completed hisremarks. 
and bly one or two other Senators had made some brief statements of 
their views, as we might as well have a vote on the measure now as at any 
time, that that would be the desire of the Senate; but I do not think within 
twenty-four hours of our final adjournment that I ought to press it if that 
proposition be not concurred in.” 

t is what I said, and then the Senator made thatstatement and accused 


me of losing my “ee because I did not submit to it. 
Mr. CARMACK. I hope the Senator will not leave yet. 


Mr. Hoar. Iam not going to leave. 
Mr. CARMACK. I want to say to the Senator that if he will go back and 
get the next page he will get the language to which I refer. 
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Mr. Hoar. What followed was that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
BAcon] rose and said he desired to go on with his s h. Then the Senator 
from Colorado rose and said that there would be other s thes, and that he 
did not think we could finish the bill at this session, and I withdrew it; that 


is all. 

That is not a full and complete statement of what followed. I 
have no doubt the Senator from Massachusetts thought he was 
presenting a full and complete report of the colloquy to which 
reference had been made, but in his excitement (for I thought 
the Senator was a little more excited than the occasion required) 
and in his haste to return and confound me with the REcorpD 
the Senator did not present a complete statement of what fol- 
lowed. 

I wish to call attention to what did follow. Before the Senator 
from Colorado had come into the colloquy at all, before he had 
uttered one single word, the Senator from Massachusetts said—— 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would read the whole thing, 
if he will. Read right along. 

Mr. CARMACK. I have no objection to doing that. 

Mr. HOAR. The whole dialogue. 

Mr. CARMACK, After what I have just read, after what the 
Senator read last night, this occurred: 

Mr. BAcon. Will the Senator pardon me just a moment? 

Mr. Hoar. Certainly. 

Mr. Bacon. Let me cali the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts 
to one fact. All of this bill, so far as it is preventive in its character in the 
exclusion of anarchists, was by my motion put upon the immigration bill as 
an amendment, and it become a law. 

Mr. Hoar. Yes, the anarchist part of it. 

Mr. Bacon. That has become a law, which I consider the important part 
of the bill Ihave always been in favor of it. 

Mr. Hoar. That is true. 

Mr. Bacon. That much has been done by this Congress. I confess, so far 
as I am concerned, the remainder of the bill is vicious to the last de , 
While I shall not attempt to use any obstructive tactics, I shall have to debate 
itat length. The bill has never yet been debated in the Senate. 

Mr. Hoar. That I understand, but the Senate debated the bill several days 
some time ago, and debated the same question. 

Mr. Bacon. I do not mean that the Senate never debated it at all. 

‘ Mr. QuAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
2 Mr. Hoar. I want to know if Senators anywhere on either side of the 

Chamber, if I can find out in some way, are willing to have a vote taken after 

the Senator from Georgia gets through? If they are not, I shall stop now. 

The condition upon which the Senator stated his willingness to 
press the further consideration of his bill was not that there 
should be no extended debate, but that a vote should be taken 
upon the conclusion of the speech that was then being made, or, 
in other words, that there should be no further debate at all. 
That is the way I understood the Senator’s language, and that is 
what it must mean if I have any understanding of the meaning 
of words. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it is hardly necessary to say any- 
thing. I should like to have put into the Senator’s extract of 
what I said what he has omitted, in order to have the whole mat- 
ter goin. I said to the Senate: 

I said when this matter was called up that if there was any serious desire 
on the part of any considerable number of Senators that it should not be dis- 
posed of now I would not press it. To that purpose I adhere, I had hoped 
that when the Senator from Georgia had completed his remarks, and possibly 
one or two other Senators had made some brief statements of their views, as 
we might as well have a vote on the measure now as at any time, that that 
would be the desire of the Senate; but I do not think within twenty-four 
hours of our final adjournment that I ought to press it if that proposition be 
not concurred in. 

Mr. CARMACK. I put that in the Recorp. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, after I had expressed the hope that when 
the gentleman from Georgia and possibly one or two other Sena- 
tors had spoken there might be a vote, the Senator from Georgia 
stated his reasons for wanting to debate the bill at length. Then 
I added— 

I want to know if Senators anywhere on either side of the Chamber, if I 
can find out in some way, are willing to have a vote taken after the Senator 
from Georgia gets through? 

Of course everybody, I suppose, understood—the Senator from 
Tennessee does not seem to have so understood it—that I did not 
mean that there should not be some few other brief s thes. I 
had said that previously. Then the Senator from Colorado rose 
and said what had a very significant meaning of course, coming 
from a Senator of his experience. He said that the bill was not 
likely to pass. Everybody knows what that notice meant. 

I do not think this is a matter of very great importance. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to finish one sentence. 

I made the statement in the purest good nature. The Senator 
from Tennessee made a statement which implied that I had said, 
in substance, that if the Senate did not stop with one speech I 
would withdraw the bill. I said, ‘‘My dear man, you are as much 
mistaken as ever a deluded man was in his life.”’ It was not in 
anger, but half in jest. 

r, CARMACK. I accept it in all good temper. I did not 








myself consider it a matter of any great importance, but I did 
not wish to be put in the attitude of trying to misrepresent the 
position of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. LODGE. I believe I was recognized, was I not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts was recognized. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have not detained the Senate 
in the discussion of the Philippine bill in the last forty-eight 
hours because, as the Senate is well aware, I was above all things 
anxious to have a vote upon it. I can not quite permit some of 
the statements which have been made here this morning to pass 
without a word, for if I did it might be supposed that I and the 
majority of the committee which I represent by silence gave 
assent to those statements. 

The governor-general of the Philippine Islands urgently de- 
manded three measures which he thought very necessary for the 
well-being of the islands and for the relief of conditions which had 
been produced there partly by war and partly by other causes for 
which no man and no government was responsible, and all of 
which measures he deemed to be of the first importance. ° 

One of those measures was an appropriation of $3,000,000 to 
enable him to advance money, so that the people of the islands 
could restock their farms and secure the carabaos, or water 
buffaloes, necessary for their agricultural operations, 90 per cent 
of which had been destroyed by the rinderpest. That appropria- 
tion, as he asked it, was made in the sunéry civil bill by the 
House and adopted by the Senate. 

The measure which he put above all others was the one estab- 
lishing a stable currency in the islands. That measure in the 
form which he desired, placing the currency in the islands upon 
a gold standard in such a manner as to cause the least possible 
shock to business and to values, has passed, and, receiving the 
President’s signature, has become a law. 

The third measure which he demanded has failed. It has not 
failed through any fault of the committee or of the House of 
Representatives. The House passed that bill at the very begin- 
ning of the session. It came here, was taken up at once by the 
Committee on Philippjnes, and was placed upon the Calendar. 
From the beginning of the session down to the present time I 
have tried constantly to find opportunity to pass those two bills. 
The currency bill, as I have said, has become a law. The other 
bill it was impossible for me to get before the Senate until yes- 
terday. I made an attempt one afternoon early ix. the session, 


| and objection was then made to the bill from the other side of 


the Chamber. Yesterday it was formally taken up and debated. 

It was not a bill of any difficulty. It was a bill the subject- 
matter of which was perfectly familiar to the Senate, and it has 
been defeated by the opposition to it upon the other side of the 
Chamber. I question no man’s motives. I do not quarrel with 
the methods. I simply state the fact. 

Mr. President, it has been argued here that the bill ought not 
to pass because it would give no relief to the Philippine Islands, 
and it has also been argued that it ought not to pass because it 
would bring into this country such enormous importations of 
sugar as actually to imperil the sugar industry of the United 
States. As to its giving no relief to the islands, I do not suppose 
it would materially affect the importation of sugar from the 
Philippine Islands either this year or next year. The great 
motive of that bill, if I understand the governor-general aright, 
is that it would be a stimulus and a hope to the business of the 
island; and the greatest humanity we can show to these people is 
not in the gift of money, however necessary that may be, but in 
the opening to them of channels for the reviving of business. 

The governor-general believed that this bill would stimulate 
business, that it would encourage business to proceed, and busi- 
ness would mean employment and improvement in the condition 
of the people. And as for its affecting any industry in this country, 
Mr. President, it is absolutely impossible on the face of it. As I 
said the other day, in the vast volume of the imports of the United 
States, the little amount of sugar that would come from the 
Philippine Islands in one year or in two years or in five years 
would not be known, and although it would be nothing to us, it 
would be everything to those people. 

I do not myself agree with my colleague that the American 

ple are not able to deal with that great problem in the East. 
T believe they are thoroughly able to deal with it, and that they 
have dealt with greater and mightier problems before. I can not, 
in these closing hours, undertake to argue that question, but I 
believe we are competent, and that we will deal with it well. 

It is a great misfortune, in my judgment, that this bill has 
failed. It is the bill of the House. It isthe bill of the committee. 
It is the bill of the majority of the Senate. It has been defeated 
here. Senators have not hesitated to take the responsibility of 
killing it. It was their province to do so, and the country can 
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judge on whose shoulders the blame will lie. [Applause in the | Mr. PATTERSON. I want to take five minutes out of the 





galleries. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Applause is not permitted in 
the galleries. The Senator from Texas [Mr. BaiLzy] demands 
the regular order. The regular order is the bill before the Senate. 
It isin the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to 
amendment. 

Mr. MASON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Illinois, that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have not during the session, or 
indeed at any time, undertaken to delay any legislation by long 
discussion or debate, but I can not permit this opportunity to 
pass without saying that we are going home, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts said, for nine months—some of us forever—and we 
are leaving undone a great duty. As this is probably the last 
time I shall have to deliver a lecture to my young and mistaken 
friends upon this floor, I want to make a suggestion to them as 
to their future conduct. 

We came here this session, Mr. President, with many great 
questions pressing upon the Senate. Three new States were to 
be born. They were conceived in convention in both parties, and 
it was promised by both of the great parties that their knocking 
at the door for admission would not be a knocking in vain. We 
had the great isthmian canal to construct. To read the history 
of that canal, with all of its intricate diplomatic correspondence, 
is like reading aromance. The very moment we settled the war 
with Mexico, Great Britain saw the natural situation for a canal 
and set her ship afloat on thatday. Arriving at the mouth of the 
San Juan River, she elected a mulatto boy king of the Mosquito 
Indians, assumed suzerainty over the Mosquito Indians, claimed 
territorial rights, and from that day to this she has stood in the 
door of diplomacy and prevented the construction of that great 
canal. 

But at last we overcame it. At last, after all these years, we 
are to construct a canal that shall be all American, on the plan 
suggested by Webster and by Blaine, on a plan that will make 
every American proud that there is to be a great waterway con- 
structed with American capital, defended, if necessary, by Ameri- 
can guns, and to the present Administration we owe the new Hay- 
Pauncefote treaty, which gave us a right to construct the canal 
along American lines. So we were ready to do that. 

Three new States stood knocking at the door. They are our 
people. Our God is their God. Their blood runs in our veins 
and ours in theirs. The promise was sacredly kept by breaking 
it, and we were able to break the promise because in this great 
body the minority, and not the majority, governs. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to tell the Senator from Illinois that it 
is perfectly apparent what his purpose is. He intends to speak 
this to death. I will save him the necessity of making that kind 
of a valedictory to the Senate. If that is his purpose, I had 
agreed to yield to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PatrErson], 
who desires to make some observations—— 

Mr. MASON. I will say to the Senator that he need not yield 
to me anything. I am not proposing to speak anything to death. 
I have not occupied the floor of the Senate at any time since the 
distinguished gentleman has been here to exceed more than ten 
minutes. Iam not purposing now to talk anything or anybody 
to death. Iam simply calling attention to the rules. 

Mr. BAILEY rose. 

Mr. MASON. Iam willing to yield to the Senator to ask me a 
question. I have the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. lam perfectly willing to let the Senate judge 
what is the purpose of this kind of a speech on this kind of a bill. 
I will not 

Mr. MASON. The Philippine bill is the bill now pending be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, it is not. 

Mr. MASON. The Philippine bill was taken up temporarily at 
the request of the Senator from Massachusetts, that he might 
make some remarks upon it. He was followed by his colleague, 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I demanded the regular order. 

Mr. MASON. In the meantime I was recognized as entitled to 
the floor to speak upon the Philippine bill, on which I expect to 
speak ina moment. If the Senator desires to revise my speech, 
to interrupt it. or to make any suggestions to me as to what I 
shall speak upon, it will be the first instance of that kind that I 
have known of in the United States Senate. I was saying when 
I was interrupted—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
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time that will be occupied by the Senator from Ilinois to makea 
rejoinder to some statements made by the chairman of the Philip- 
pine Committee. I will limit myself to five minutes. Will the 
Senator kindly yield to me? 

Mr. MASON. I have no doubt there will be plenty of time. I 
do not expect to take long. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. MASON. I suppose it would be just as well for the Sen- 
ator to take the floor after I have finished my remarks. Is that 
agreeable? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I would. rather do it now. Iam entitled 
to reply to what the Senator from Massachusetts said, and five 
minutes will give me all the time I desire. 

Mr. MASON. I might make a reply to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that would suit you very much better. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam afraid the Senator from Mlinois is in 
accord with the proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
He could only be in accord with that if he was surrounded in 
some degree by the darkness that surrounds the mind of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. I would have been through by this time 
if the Senator from Ilinois had yielded. 

Mr. MASON. And so would I, Mr. President. [Laughter.] 
The Senator from Colorado must realize that he has many years 
to serve, and that my time is exceedingly short. [Laughter.] 

I was begging and pleading with my friends upon this side of 
the Chamber to adopt some rule hereafter so that filibustering 
could not be indulged in. It is the only body in the world. I be- 
lieve, with the exception possibly of one or two, where the mi- 
nority controls the action of the whole body. The brakeman of 
this railroad train is a much larger man than the general super- 
intendent. 

We deceive ourselves. We are opposed to filibustering until 
the time comes when we want to filibuster in our own behalf, 
and then we realize the necessity of unlimited debate. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Texas intimated that even I, as good as 
I have been for six years, who had never enlisted under the ban- 
ner of filibusters, who had never taken advantage of the weak 
and childish rules of this body—the Senator intimated that even 
I, at the last moment, was endeavoring to delay legislation. 

Mr. President, the statehood bill hath gone floating out on the 
isthmian canal. The Aldrich bill stands like the first mourner in 
a procession. The Philippine bill, the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts very wisely said. was needed to complete the promise, 
and he called attention to Governor Taft’s statement. That also 
marches along in the funeral procession. The pure-food bill my 
distinguished successor as chairman of the Committee on Manu- 
factures has coddled and nursed all these years. Witnesses have 
testified from ocean to ocean as to the necessity of having some 
national legislation upon pure food. But pure food and pure 
drink, wrapped in the panoply of mourning and despair, march 
along with the statehood bill, all of them going to an open grave, 
all of them worthy of consideration and passage, and all of them 
marked for the deadhouse, because the Senate of the United States 
is afraid to trust its own majority to transact the public business. 

Mr. President, in the feeble efforts I have made in this body to 
amend the childish rules, this lack of rules, there never has been 
a suggestion that there should not be plenty and sufficient debate. 
Every amendment suggested as to the rules was to give at least 
ten days’ notice before the movement for the previous question. 
But when any bill touches a thing that we think is not quite right 
we arise and, as some one has said before, we enjoy the physical 
exercise of the use of tongue, teeth, and vocal organs without the 
least impairment or exertion of the brain. 

My final appeal, then, to my colleagues is: Amend your rules 
so that the majority can transact your business. This is a Gov- 
ernment of majorities. The Supreme Court of the United States, 


| which passes in final judgment upon our very act, by a decision 


of five to four, can change the policy of the Government, and 
70,000,000 people abide by that decision and await the action that 
shall follow it. Under that decision of five to four, or a majority 
of one, the movement of the armies may be changed, the move- 
ment of the Navy may be altered, territory may be taken or sur- 
rendered, your tariff built up or taken down; but, being a Govern- 
ment of majorities, 70,000,000 people say, ‘‘ We have submitted 
our cause to an honest, fair, American tribunal, and the majority 
of one have decided against us.’’ But in this body all of the legis- 
lation that impinges upon the imaginary rights of anyone is 
meee this line to the graveyard. 

Now, Mr. President, let me say to you younger men, in the 
study of parliamentary law, who have had so little experience, it 
is not necessary for the movement of the previous question that 
you should absolutely cut off debate without giving the minority 
an opportunity of being heard. The amendment offered by one 
Senator gave twenty days’ notice, so that each man in the 
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minority or majority could have a fair opportunity to express 
himself. 
But the rule or the lack of rule is here. It is here with many 


of the old barnacles and old habits and customs. If those gentle- 
men who are standing against the wall would move away an inch 
or two I could point to you the ancient snuffboxes. Some forty 
or possibly sixty years ago a resolution was passed by this body 
that at each session a new snuffbox should be produced and a 
new bunch of snuff should be introduced for the convenience of 
Senators upon both sides. It was anonpartisan resolution. There 
is just as much snuff on the Republican side as there is on the 
Democratic side. It would take an act of Congress to take those 
snuffboxes out. But they go well with the rules of the Senate. 
Nobody here uses them that I have ever seen. I have never even 
caught one of the pages indulging in the snuff. I do not know 
that I ever saw a Democrat ora Republican use it. But it is 
there. It is a part of the dignity of the United States Senate, and, 
like the rules, unchangeable as the stars. |Laughter.] 

Now, Mr, President, I felt that I must say a word in reply to 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts. I see my friend, who 
has asked me to yield five minutes of my time, which I will 
gladly do, if he has any remarks to make. I do not wish to yield 
the floor at the present time, as I have a thought, and the Senate 
would not be happy if I should leave without delivering it to 
them. I will yield five minutes, or any reasonable time, to the 
Senator from Colorado. I desire not, however, to yield the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I do not think that it is 
just right to allow the Senate to adjourn with the statement 
made by the junior Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. LopGr] un- 
challenged. He charges that several members, although he does 
not impugn their motives, are responsible for the defeat of one 
of the measures that were recommended by the Philippine Com- 
mission for the welfare of the Philippine Islands, and he takes 
great credit to hivaself because he championed that measure. 


Senator from the State of Massachusetts himself defeated the 
recommendation of the Philippine Commission. He spoke of 
three recommendations. The first was a gold standard for the 
islands. That was granted without a division. 





It isa gold stand- | 


ard, however, with no gold provided for circulation, the islands | 


being provided altogether with silver and paper money. 

The next recommendation was a reduction of at least 75 per 
cent of the Dingley rates of duties upon goods imported into the 
United States from the Philippine Islands. The House of Repre- 
sentatives acted upon that recommendation of the Philippine 
Commission and passed a tariff-reduction bill making a 75 per 
cent reduction, and the Senator from Massachusetts in his own 


from Massachusetts, complains because his colleague says that 

the American people can not handle this question. He says the 

American people can handle any question that any other people 

can handle. That is true; but the race of people has never been 

born that can govern any people without their consent and have 
ce. 

What is the news this morning from Manila? A battle within 
a short distance from the capital of the islands with our soldiers 
and the constabulary mixed with them. The fighting Filipino, 
in order to deceive ourselves, is a ladrone now; but he fights and 
he kills us, and he will fight; and if I were a Filipino, as I am an 
Americano, I would fight, too, as long as there was another sol- 
dier except my own countrymen in my country. 

Make the most of this. I have no desire to say things in un- 
kindness or bitterness, but let us be honest witheach other. Our 
beloved country, the country that we honor and love, that our 
fathers fought for and our children will fight for, has madea 
mistake, and under the law of compensation we are settling for 
that mistake every hour. 

I do not care what your religious faith may be, history tells us 
that there is no vicarious atonement for a nation’s mistake. We 
can not go to the throne of grace and wipe out this mistake. Let 
us quit talking about Republicanism and Democracy. Let us get 
into the middle aisle of Americanism, and let us admit that we 
have undertaken what the older republics died of. Let us admit 
word mistake. Let us go fairly and frankly about it to set it 
right. 

Gentlemen say there will be a loss of prestige. Oh, Mr. Presi- 
dent, how can the American people lose prestige in doing right? 

At the close of the war with Spain we were confronted with 
the two propositions. There lay Cuba with our promise that we 
had gone out upon the high plane for liberty. There stood Cuba 
asking the keeping of the promise. We pledged ourselves to 


| the people of the world that we were not seeking territory. There 
I want to say, Mr. President, the RecorD shows that the junior | 


were the Philippine Islands, with the same language, the same 
religion, born in the same climate, with the same sports, the same 
history. In the island of Cuba we kept faith. In the Philippine 
Islands we set a new standard of national honor. It was crimi- 
nal aggression to break our faith with Cuba, but high destiny— 
things that we could charge to God—when we ravaged the home 
of the Filipino. 

What is the result of these two treatments? 
Cuba there is peace. 


In the island of 
They are singing their songs of liberty. 


| They are working out their own salvation with fear and trem- 


right saw fit to oppose the recommendation of the Philippine | 
Commission to cut down the reduction one-half and to insist that | 


instead of a reduction of 75 per cent 50 per cent should be the 
only reduction given. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts and other members of the 
Committee on the Philippines and other members of this body see 
fit arbitrarily to cut down the recommendation of the Philippine 


| 


| 


Commission one-half, can he or anybody else object when other | 
members of this body insist that there shall be no reduction at | 


all? He refuses one-half and we refuse the rest. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator let us pass the bill with a 75 
per cent reduction? 

Mr. TELLER. No. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought not. The Senator’s colleague has an- 
swered for him. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Massachusettsis getting 
generous at a time when he knows that it is utterly impossible 
forthe House of Representatives to adopt the bill. Ido not know 
what the motives were that induced the Senator from Massachu- 


setts to oppose his mighty influence against the recommendation | 


of the Philippine Commission, a recommendation that they in- 


sisted was necessary for the future welfare and prosperity of the | 
Philippine Islands, and 1 do not think it comes with good grace | 


from a Senator who threw himself athwart the recommendation 


of the Commission to find fault with those who went just a little | 


further in the path that he blazed and the path that he made. 
We simply followed in his wake. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, at the beginning of the session 
yesterday, at sundown last night, and until nearly sunrise this 
morning the Philippine question was here to vex and to worry us. 
I had not thought to take the time of this body, and yet I am con- 
strained, from a sense of duty, to say, why not be honest with 
each other and admit that we have made a mistake in the Philip- 
pine Islands? Why should we longer hug the delusion that the 
Republic can maintain its purity as a Republic and govern an 
alien people thousands of miles away without their consent? It 
never been done, and it never can be done. 


The junior Senator from Massachusetts, whom I am pleased to 
call my friend, and who is just as earnest as the senior Senator 





bling. 

They know that government comes by experience. When you 
talk about one country governing another, you are talking about 
what has been tried in all of the past and has always failed. In 
the island of Cuba they honor the American people. In the is- 
lands of the Philippines they despise them. 

Talk as you please, there is no complaint to be made of one 
party or another. We voted for that treaty. We made a mis- 
take, and I speak for myself, when we did it. I trusted to older 
heads, with more experience and better judgment. Why not 
now set aside the question of party? When those people are 
starving to death, why not get together and say, ‘‘ Let us treat 
them as we did in Cuba?’ 

Mr. Lincoln was riding in his carriage one day in Washington 
with a member of his Cabinet, and he got out of the carriage to 
turn a tumblebug on his feet that was unfortunately on his back. 
Some one said, ‘‘ Mr. Lincoln, you have gone to a good deal of 
trouble for that little creature.’’ He replied, ‘‘I want to give 
him an even chance with all the other bugs of hisclass.’’ He did 
not want toannex him. [Laughter.] He did not want to put 
our flag over him. He simply did with the bug what we are do- 
ing in Cuba. We put Cuba on her feet and say. ‘* God bless you, 
the baby Republic; work out your own salvation. We can not 
teach you government any more than we can teach you to swim 
by writing essays. You must practice, and out of your practice 
will come perfection.”’ 

To-day what is our situation? Weare paying the debt under 
the law of compensation. We boasted of the wealth piled up 
with the unrequited toil of the slave, and yet the first touch of his 
black foot as a slave was a curse to our country. Mr. Lincoln 
said at Gettysburg, ‘‘If this must continue until all of the wealth 
piled up by the unrequited toil of the slave is dispersed, until 
every drop of blood down by the lash shall be repaid by one 
drawn by the sword, truly we must say the judgments of the Lord 
are true and righteous altogether.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. JONES of Arkansas, of the joint com- 
mittee who were appointed to wait upon the President of the 
United States and inform him that Congress was ready to adjourn, 
appeared at the bar of the Senate. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
suspend for one moment? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 


Will the Senator from Illinois 
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of the two Houses have waited upon the President and informed 
hin that the work of the session iscompleted unless he may have 
some further communication to make. In response, the Presi- 
dent said to us that he had no furthey communication to make, 
and he added that if it was in order—he did not know whether it 
was or not—he would like to say that he congratulated the two 
Houses of Congress upon the admirable work performed during 
this session. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I see the time has arrived when 
other matters are to take place here in this Chamber. I wish 
to apologize in a way to the Senate particularly for taking this hour, 
but the Senate will bear me out that during this session I have not 
taken time upon this or any other measure. If I have offended 
by fighting for what seems to me to be the old Republican prin- 
ciples, I hope you will find it in your heart to forgive me. 

My father taught me that every man is entitled to his liberty 
and that the color of his skin or his religion has nothing to do 
with it. Ihad great reverence for him. I never saw tears in his 
eyes but. once, and that was upon the death of Mr. Lincoln. 
That has been born withinme; you can not getitout. I hope that 
you will greatly bear with me just this one minute when I say to 
you, do the fair thing bythe Filipinos. Those ple are entitled 
to their homes. They are just as much entitled to govern them- 
selves as we are. Mr. President, I am done. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, as strong as the temptation 
would be to have something to say in reply to the Senator from 
Illinois, I prefer to have a vote on the bill, and I demand a vote. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I left out the very best part of 
my speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. I make the point of order that the Senator from 
Dllinois having addressed the Senate and having yielded the floor 
he is not entitled to resume it again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged, under 
the rules, to recognize him in his own right. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I will at least force him to speak this 
session out. 

Mr. MASON. Well, the Senator from Texas can force me to 
no more pleasing duty. Like the distinguished Senator, I love to 
hear the sound of my own voice. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, oe this question—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mli- 
nois yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. I object to the Senator from Mlinois yielding to 
anybody. It can not be done except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I then ask unanimous consent that the 
Senator from Illinois may yield in order that I may present a 
resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator has to ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate before he can yield to anybody, because under the 
rules of the Senate a Senator can not yield without unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perrus in the chair). The 
Chair is of a different opinion. 


THANKS TO THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it affords me sincere pleas- 
ure to present to the Senate and to ask the present consideration 
of a resolution of thanks to our President pro tempore for the 
uniform courtesy, impartiality, ability, and dignity with which 
he has presided over the deliberations of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the res- 
olution. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby tendered to the Hon. 
Wu.uiaM P. Fxye, President pro tempore of the Senate, for the courteous, 
dignified, and able manner with which he has presided over its deliberations 
during the present session. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Presidcnt, I desire heartily to approve this 
resolution, and I desire to say that one of the reasons why I ap- 
prove it is that the President of the Senate, in a case relating to 
my occupancy of the floor, decided distinctly and itively dif- 
ferent from what the present occupant of the chair has just 
decided. ome 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolution offered by the Senator from Missouri. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. [Applause on the 
floor and in the galleries. ] 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The hour of 12 o’clock m. having arrived, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore said: Senators, I appreciate 
highly this expression of your confidence. I can only hope that 
in some aol as your Presi Officer I may have merited it. 
May God’s benediction abide with you all. Your Presiding Offi- 
cer declares the Senate adjourned sine die. 
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[Continuation of legislative day of February 26, 1903.] 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order by the 
Speaker at 10 o’clock a. m. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point that there is no _—— present. 
pe 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. 


aker, I move a call of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee makes the 
point of no quorum, whereupon the gentleman from New York 
moves a call of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. And on that motion the gentleman from New 
York calls for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 17, nays 140, 
answered “‘ present’’ 55, not voting 138; as follows: 


Billmeyer, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Davis, Fla. 
Finley, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Allen, Me, 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Blakeney, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 


Burke, S. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Dalzell, 


, 
Dovener, 


Adamson, 
Bartlett, 
Belmont, 
Bishop, 
Breazeale 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Clayton, 
Cowherd, 
Curtis, 
Fleming, 


Alexander, 
i Ky. 


Bankhead, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 


Brantley, 
Bristow, 


YEAS—17. 
Gordon. McAndrews, 
Green, Pa. Mahoney, 
Lamb, Richardson, Ala, 
Livingston, Robinson, Ind. 
Lloyd, Sheppard, 
NAYS—140. 
Draper Jackson, Md. 
a 
wight, ones, 
Eddy, © Joy, 
Elliott, Ketcham, 
Emerson, Knapp, 
sh, Kyle, 
Evans, Lacey, 
Fletcher, Landis 
ordney, Lewis, Pa. 
Oss Littauer, 
Fowler, Long, 
Gaines, W. Va. Loud, 
Gardner, Mich. Loudenslager, 
Gardner, N. J. Lovering, 
Gibson, McCall, 
Gill, Mann, 
Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, 
Gillett, Mass. Martin, 
Graff, Mercer, 
Greene, Mass. Miller, 
Grosvenor, Minor, 
Hamilton, Moody, 
Haskins, Moon, 
Hemenway, Morgan, 
Henry, Conn. Morris, 
Hepburn, Mudd, 
Hildebrant, Needham, 
Hitt, Nevin, 
Holliday, Olmsted, 
Hopkins, Otjen, 
Howell, Overstreet, 
ages, Parker, 
Hull, Payne, 
Irwin, Pearre, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—55. 
Flood, Miers, Ind. 
Grow, Neville, 
Hay, Padgett, 
Howard, Prince, 
Johnson, Randell, Tex. 
Jones, Va. ell, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhea, 
Kluttz, Rixey, 
Lester, Robb, 
Lindsay, Russell, 
McClellan, Selby, 
McRae, Shackleford, 
Maddox, Sherman, 
Metcalf, Sims, 

NOT VOTING—138., 
Cushman, Griggs, 
Dahle, Hanbury, 
Darragh, Haugen. 
Davey, La. Heatwole, 
Davidson, Hedge, 
Dayton, Henry, Miss, 
De Armond, Henry, Tex. 
Dinsmore, 1 
Dougherty, Hooker, 
Douglas, Jack, 

Edwa Jackson, Kans, 
Feely, Jett, 
Fitzgerald, Kahn, 
Kehoe, 

Foerderer, ern, 
Foster, Kitchin, Claude 
Foster, Vt. leberg, 
Fox, Knox, 
Gaines, Tenn ter, 
Giben” Mass. — 

wrence, 
G Lessler, 
Gsan dgle, 

og 

Graham, rittchela, 
Griffith, McCleary, 


White, 
Williams, Ill, 


Sperry, 
aerenk. Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thompson, 
Tirrell, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wagoner, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 


Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Swanson, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Underwood, 
Wadsworth, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson. 


Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn, 
Pierce, 
Pou, 

ys 


Re 

Richardson, Tenn. 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 


Rucker, 
Ruppert, 
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n, Southwick, Thayer, Weeks, 
Scarborough, oper . Thomas, N.C. Wheeler, 
Shafroth, Steele, Tompkins, N.Y. Wiley, 
Shallenberger, Stewart, N. J. a Ohio W 
Skiles, Sulzer, Trimble, Wooten, 
Small, Swann, Vandiver Zenor, 
Smith, Ky. Talbert, Van Voorhis, 

Smith, Wm. Alden Tate, Watson, 


So a call of the House was refused. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

. CURTIS with Mr. BurGEss, 

. CoomBs with Mr. Davry of Louisiana. 

. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. RicHarpson of Ala- 


bama. 
Mr. CANNON assumed the chair amid loud general applause. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


VOTE OF THANKS TO THE SPEAKER. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York 
offers the resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the thanks of this House are presented to the Hon. DAvip 
B. HENDERSON, 8 er of the House of Representatives, for the able, im- 
partial, and dignified manner in which he has presided over its deliberations 
and performed the arduous and important duties of the Chair during the 
present term of Congress. 

few —— on the Republican side. 

e SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York 
is recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr.Speaker, I feel it a high honor and privilege 
to be permitted to offer this resolution to the retiring Speaker of 
the House of Representatives; and it is not the first time, Mr. 
Speaker, that this resolution has been offered by a member of the 


majority party, although similar resolutions have been offered 
an by every Congress, commencing with the first Con- 
gress, in our history. There are numerous cases, Mr. S ae 

i there 


in which the resolution has met with opposition, in whic 
have been votes in opposition, and in Which a member in sym- 
pathy politically with the majority has offered this resolution. In 
the Fifth Congress such a precedent occurred, when Speaker Day- 
ton was retiring; in the Sixth Congress, as to Speaker Sedgwick; 
in the Tenth Congress, as to Speaker Varnum; in the Twelfth 
Congress, when that man who has illuminated the history of his 
country, Henry Clay, was retiring from the Speaker’s office. 
[Applause.] Again in the Twentieth, when Speaker Stevenson 
retired; again in the Twenty-fifth Congress, when James K. Polk 
laid down the gavel, still he was refused a unanimous vote of thanks 
from that Congress. In the Twenty-seventh Congress, Speaker 
White; in the Thirtieth Congress, that noted Speaker in history, 
Speaker Winthrop, of Massachusetts; in the Thirty-second and 
Thirty-third, Speaker Boyd; in the Thirty-fourth, Speaker Banks; 
in the Thirty-fifth Congress, Speaker Orr; in the Thirty-sixth 
Congress, Speaker Pennington; in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
Speaker Keifer; in the Fifty-first Congress, that great Speaker, 
that great statesman, that man who, recently called from the 
scenes of life, is mourned by the nation, Thomas B. Reed [loud 
applause], was refused this recognition. And sowe are not with- 
out precedent. The House honors itself by honoring the office of 
the Speaker of the House—the great office of Speaker of the House— 
by passing such a resolution as this. And, of the long line of 
Speakers, ring in mind the history of each of his ee tegen 
what Speaker is more entitled to this recognition, as he lays down 
the insignia of his office, for his impartiality, for his readiness to 
recognize the opposition and the members of the opposition, as 
well as the members of his own party, for the dignity with which 
he has conducted the affairs of his office, for his high character in 
that, office than Davin B. Henperson? [Prolonged applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CANNON). 
from New York demands the previous question. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Gpenber, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question of ordering the yeas and nays was taken. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Twenty-one members have arisen 
to demand the yeas and nays. Necessary to call the yeas and 
nays, 42. The yeas and nays are refused. [Applause on the Re- 
= lican side.] ‘The question now is on agreeing to the resolu- 
on. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Seventeen gentlemen have arisen. 
Forty-two is necessary to demand the yeas and nays. The yeas 


The gentleman 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I return without approval House bill 14051, entitled “An act granting the 
consent of Congress to N.F. Thompson and associates to erect a dam and 
construct a power station at Muscle Shoals, Alabama.” 

The recent development of the application of water power to the produc- 
tion of electricity available for use at considerable distances has revealed an 
element of substantial value in streams which the Government is or is liable 
to be called upon to improve for purposes of navigation, and this value, in my 
judgment, should be properly utilized to defray the cost of the improve- 
ment. erever the Government constructs a dam and lock for the pur- 
pose of navigation there is a waterfall of t value. It does not seem right 
or just that this element of local value should be given awa 
dividuals of the vicinage, and at the same time the people of 
try should be taxed for the local improvement. 

It seems clear that justice to the taxpayers of the country demands that 
when the Government is or may be called upon to improve a stream the 
improvement should be made to pay for itself, so far as practicable. Iam 
advised that at another —_ on the same river to which this bill refers there 
is an authorized project for improvement by the Government at a cost of 
over $800,000, and that ai offer has been made by a responsible citizen to do 
the entire work without expense to the Government provided he can be 
authorized to use the water power. I think it is desirable that the entire 
subject of nting privile of the kind referred to in this bill should be 
considered in a comprehensive way and that a general policy appropriate to 
the new conditions caused by the advance in electrical science should be 
adop under which these valuable rights will not be practically given 
away, but will bed of after full competition in such a way as shall best 


conserve the public interests. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE Hovuse, March 3, 1903. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Con: is hereby given to N. F. 
Thompson, J. W. Johnson, J. E. Thompson, and Scott Dibert, for themselves, 
associates, or assigns, to construct a dam or dams in the Tennessee River at 
such points as oa may elect, between the western line of section 6, town- 
ship 3, range 9, and the mouth of Town Creek in northern portion of Law- 
rence County, Ala., along the southern bank of said river, for the purpose of 
erecting and operating power stations, and to maintain inlet and outlet races 
or canals and to make such other improvements as may be necessary for the 
development of water power and transmission of the same: Provided, That 
the constructions hereby authorized do not in any way interfere with the 
Muscle Shoals Canal, or with navigation of said river: Provided further, That 
until the plans and location of the work herein authorized, so far as they af- 
fect the interests of navigation, have been ces by the Secretary of 
War, the improvements shall not be commenced or built, and the Secretary 
of War is authorized and directed to fix reasonable charges for use of said 
power. 

Sec. 2. That unless the work herein authorized shall be commenced within 


to private in- 
e whole coun- 


The Clerk will report the bill. 


one year and completed within three years from date hereof the privileges 
hereby granted shall cease and determine. 

Src. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or to repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and I will yield 
three minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. RichHarpson}. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the gentleman proceeds, 
the Chair desires to submit a matter for unanimous consent. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livinaston]}. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, repre- 
senting the majority,and myself, representing the minority, may 
have the privilege of printing a financial statement within the 
next two days in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent that the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livine- 
STON], at the head of the minority upon that committee, may 
print the usual statement of appropriations within the next two 
days in the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] moves to refer 
this message and the accompanying bill to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. RIcHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker,I wish to make 
a parliamentary inquiry; whether it is not admissible to make a 
motion that this bill be put on its passage, notwithstanding the 
veto of the President. 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to refer takes prece- 
ence. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I could not 
hear the reasons that the President gave for vetoing—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Before the gentleman proceeds, I will modify 
my motion and substitute the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce for the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has a right to 
modify his motion. The question is now on referring the veto 
message to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now yield to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, Mr. Speaker, amidst the 
confusion in the House I was utterly unable to hear the reasons 


and —_ are refused. The ayes have it, and the resolution is | given by the Chief Executive for his disapproval of this small lo- 
. [Applause on the Republican side. } 


adop 


cal act, which certainly guards and protects the interests of the 
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Government as much as any bill of this character that ever passed 
this House. As an evidence of that, Mr. Speaker, I desire to read 
what the Chief Engineer of the United States Army, General Gil- 
lespie, says about it: 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, May 10, 1902. 

Srr: I have the honor to return herewith a letter, dated the 30th ultimo, 
from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the House of 
Representatives, inclosing for the views of the War Department thereon 
H. R. 14051, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, “A bill granting to N. F. 
Thompson and associates the right to erect a dam and construct power sta- 
tion at Muscle Shoals, Alabama,” and in reply to its reference to this office, 
I beg to recommend certain amendments to the bill, which are indicated on 
a copy of the same herewith submitted. 


The Chief Engineer of the United States Army proceeds to 
state the only objection that could possibly be urged «gainst the 
bill; and in accordance with his suggestion the bill was amended 
so as to obviate that objection. He says further: 

As thus amended, I know of no objection to the passage of the bill by Con- 
gress, so far as the interests of navigation are cuncerned. 

Attention is invited to the fact, however, that by an act saproess March 
8, 1889. which is still in full force and effect, Congress granted to the Muscle 
Shoals Power Company a privilege similar to the one embraced in the bill 
under consideration. 

Very respectively, your obedient servant, 


G. L. GILLESPIE, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 
Hon. Epruv Roor, 
' Secretary of War. 

This bill simply proposes to grant to N. F. Thompson and as- 
sociates the consent of Congress for themselves and associates to 
construct adam or dams at certain points on the Tennessee River. | 
Lam as much opposed as anyone on this floor to the grant by the 
Grovernment of the exclusive right to any company or class of 
men to enjoy a certain franchise. This bill does not pretend to | 
carry anexclusive franchise. The same privilege granted by this | 
hill is open to the world. It requires that the work must com- | 
mence in one year after the passage of the law and be finished in | 


three, or the franchise will be forfeited. 

This power company, exercising the franchise granted to N. F. 
Thompson and his associates, is to be located at a part of the 
Tennessee River where it can not possibly interfere with navi- 
gation. The Tennessee Valley, is growing and increasing in a | 
manner unsurpassed by any section of the American Union. The 
promoters associated in this matter, without intending to inter- 
fere with the rights of navigation in any way, propose simply to 
establish a power there by which (the water power and the trans- 
mission of the same) they will transmit light to different cities, 
and also run cotton factories and power stations. Why the Presi- 
dent of the United States should have been induced or persuaded | 
in any way to disapprove a local bill of this character, to which | 
the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army says there is no 
objection whatever, I can not understand. 

Under these conditions and circumstances I think it right, Mr. 
Speaker, for me to present these views. We have been engaged 
ina contesi here for several days; but 1 haveseen no local bill that | 
has been brought up that has not received, under a suspension of | 
the rules, a two-thirds vote. As I havesaid, I could not hearread 
the reasons stated by the President for vetoing this local bill. I 
never heard of the veto until yesterday; and I confess I am sur- | 
prised. I should have been glad to meet the reasons assigned for 
interposing this veto. 

Why. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in this measure except that 
which has been granted repeatedly during this session on this | 
floor. The Government is amply protected in this bill by the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided. That the constructions hereby authorized do not in any way in- 
terfere with the Muscle Shoals Canal, or with navigation of said river: Pro- 
vided further, That until the plans and location of the work herein author- 
ized, so far as they affect the interests of navigation, have been approved by 
the Secretary of War, the improvements shall not be commenced or built, 
and the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to fix reasonable charges 
for use of said power. 

If it be a valuable franchise, then the Secretary of War will as- 
certain that fact and act accordingly, because he is ‘‘ authorized | 
and directed to fix reasonable charges for the use of said power.”’ | 
There certainly should be no trouble on that line. The right pro- 
vided does not interfere with navigation. If it is valuable the | 
Government will charge for it. 

How could the Government be better safeguarded and protected 
than by leaving the determination of this matter in the hands of | 
the Secretary of War. 

I am very much obliged to the distinguished gentleman from | 
New York [Mr. Payng] for giving me the time that he has | 





granted. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman froin Ohio 
[Mr. Burton}. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the veto of the 
President is right; and I do not abandon the hope that the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpsoNn} will himself come to | 


the same conclusion when he has carefully examined this veto 
message. The message is sufficient in itself, and needs no addi- 
tional argument from me or from anyone else. It is aimed ata 
vicious practice, which has been illustrated, not one hundred 
times, as the gentleman Alabama states, but perhaps ten or 
twelve times, by legislation enacved by Congress. You can not 
say this is a mere local measure. Such a bill as this fixes a prece- 
dent for the use of water power on every navigable stream in the 
United States. 

What does it do? It says that in a stretch of the Tennessee 
River, where there is water power which, under the present 
development in the utilization of power of this nature, is worth 
millions of dollars, three-or four individuals named in this bill 
shall have the sole and only right to utilize that privilege. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 


| man yield? 


Mr. BURTON. It says in effect that no other citizen of Ten- 
nessee, no other citizen of the United States in that locality can 
enter there and utilize that power. 

on SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio 

ield? 
Pate. BURTON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is it not a fact that in this 
very bill, as to the value of the rights that may be granted, the 
Secretary of War is allowed to make such charges as he may 
think right and proper? 

Mr. BURTON. 1 will answer that question in the gentleman's 
own words in some remarks made in this House last June. He 
then - it was expected that those charges would be only 
nominal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And, Mr. Speaker, allow 
me to say in that respect that in that matter I have been greatly 
disappointed, and the Government has not accepted the views that 
I then entertained that those charges would be nominal. There 
is the trouble. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I yielded simply for a question. 
The injury done by legislation of this kind is twofold. In the 
first place it gives away a privilege of the greatest value and fixes 
a precedent by which the Government, after making expensive 
public works in rivers, constructing locks and dams or otherwise, 
absolutely barters away for nothing that which is of greater 
value than the cost of the works themselves. In the next place 
it means that no one shall enjoy that privilege except he comes 
here and passes a bill through Congress, thereby throwing the 
doors wide open for favoritism and monopoly. If this bill is 
analyzed and its full effect is considered it seems to me that any 
gentleman whoadvocates such a proposition will have difficulty in 
explaining to his constituents why he is willing to select one in- 
dividual or a coterieof individuals, a company or a corporation, to 
give to him orthem alone so greatan advantage. This House has 
occasion for congratulation that the President by the veto ax has 
put his seal of disapproval upon measures of this kind. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker. the remarks of 
the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, chairman of the Rivers 
and Harbors Committee, are very singular, at least in one respect. 
He gives no reasons whatsoever, either as given by the President 
or himself, why this bill should have be n vetoed; and I call the 
attention of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] 
to the fact that a similar bill granting a like power to the Muscle 
Shoals Company, located about the same place, passed with the 
approval of the distinguished gentleman and of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors in the Fifty-fifth Congress, and also an act 
that I recently had amended by extension of time involving ex- 
actly the same principle, and there was no objection made then 
by the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, came from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, which inquired into the facts. The gen- 
tlemen constituting that committee know well what the facts 
are, and by unanimous vote sent the bill to this House. But that 


| committee has been overruled. After a committee of that im- 


portance has investigated the facts and by unanimous report sent 
the bill to Congress, are we to be expected now to stop here sim- 
ply because the President, under some influence, by the operation 
of some power, has been induced to veto this little local bill? It 


| is the same kind of a bill that we have passed many times before, 


and there is no man who can tell what reasons the President has 
given for vetoing this bill, nota man. We are not expected just 


| simply because it comes in here with an Executive veto to indorse 


it and approve it unless we think it is right to do so. ‘ 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker. I demand the previous question. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And upon that, Mr. Speaker, 
I ask the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 85, 
answered “‘ present’ 10, not voting 97; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 


Barney, 
Bartholdt, 


Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Brown 
Brownlow 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler. 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Casse 
Connell, 


Davidson, 


Adamson, 
Bankhead, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Billmeyer, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Coc 
Cooney, 
Cowherd, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 


Burgess, 
Foster, Vt. 
Glass 


. 


Allen, Ky. 
Ball, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
a, 
Blakeney, 
Brantley, 
Bristow, 
Bull, 
Burk, Pa, 
Burkett, 
Burnett, 
Conry, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Cu 


Dakie, . 
Davey La. 
ra rds, 
wa 
Fletcher, 
Foerderer, 


YEAS—158. 
Dayton, Hull, 
Deemer, Irwin, 
Dick, Jack, 
Douglas, Jackson, Md. 
Dovener, Jenkins, 
Draper, Jones, Wash. 
Dwight, Ketcham, 
Eddy, Knapp, 
Elliott, Kyle, 
Emerson, aoe. 
Esch, Landis, 
Evans, Lawrence, 
Finley, Lewis, Pa. 
Fordney, Littauer, 
Gardner, Mass. Littlefield, 
Gardner, Mich. Long, 
Gardner, N. J. Loudenslager, 
Gibson, Lovering, 
Gill, McCall, 
Gillet, N. Y. McLachlan, 
Gillett, Mass. Mahon, 
Grabs Marshall, 
m ars 
Greene, ‘Mass. Martin, 
Grosvenor, Mercer, 
Hamilton, Miller, 
Hanbury, Minor, 
Haskins, Mondell, 
Haugen oody, 
Heatwole, ee 
edge, organ, 
Hemenway, Morris, 
Henry, Conn. oss, 
Hepburn, Mudd, 
Hildebrant, Olmsted, 
Hitt, Otjen, 
Holliday, Overstreet, 
Hopkins, Parker, 
Howell, Patterson, Pa. 
Hughes, Payne, 
NAYS—85. 
Feely, McRae, 
Fitzgerald, Maddox, 
Flanagan, Mahoney, 
Fleming, Maynard, 
Flood, Mickey, 
Goldfogle, Miers, Ind. 
Gooch, Mutchler, 
Gordon, Néwlands, 
Griggs, Pierce 
Jackson, Kans. Randell, Tex. 
Kehoe, hea, 
K‘tchin, Claude Richardson, Ala. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Richardson, Tenn. 
Kluttz, Rixey, 
Lamb, Robinson, Ind. 
Lester, Rucker, 
Lewis, Ga. Russell, 
Little, Ryan, 
Lloyd, Selby, 
McAndrews, Shackleford, ” 
McClellan, Shallenberger, 
McLain, Sheppard, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—10. 
Grow, Metcalf, 
Howard, Prince, 
Loud, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—9%. 
Foss, Lessler, 
Foster, Tl. Lever, 
Fowler, Lindsay, 
Fox, Livingston, 
Gaines, Tenn. McCleary, 
Gaines, W. Va. McCulloch, 
Gilbert, McDermott, 
Glenn, Meyer, La. 
Green, Pa. Morrell, 
Griffith, Naphen, 
Hay, Needham, 
Henry, Miss. Neville, 
Henry, Tex. Nevin, 
Hill Norton, 
Hooker, Padgett, 
Jett, Palmer, 
Johnson, Patterson, Tenn, 
Jones, Va. Poss 
oy, gsley 
is Ransdell, La 
Kern, Reid, 
Kleberg, Robb, 
Knox, Robertson, La. 
Lassiter, Robinson, Nebr. 
Latimer, Ruppert, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pair: 


On this vote: 


Mr. Woops with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] to refer the 


m 


essage, wi 
Interstate and 
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Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 


Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard 
Southwick, 


Sperry, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wagoner, 
Warner. 
Warnock, 
Weeks. 
Wright, 
Young. 


Sims, 
eereet, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Spight, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 
ae 
ompson, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Wanger, 
White, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


Wadsworth. 


Scarborough, 
Scott. 


out, 
Shafroth, 
Shelden, 
Skiles, 
ema 

rkman, 
Stark, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Swann 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Taylor,Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C. 
Seeeaias, Ohio 


the accompanying papers, to the Committee on 
Foreign Commerce, 


The question being taken, Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama de- 
manded a division. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 200, nays 64, 
answering “ present ’’ 6, not voting 80; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 


Billmeyer, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 


Cassel, 
Cassingham, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 


Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 
Dayton, 


Adamson 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 


Burgess, 
Mann, 


Allen, Ky. 
Ball, 

Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Bingham, 
Brandegee, 


Brantley, 
Bull, 


Fletcher, 
Foster, Il. 
Fox, 


YEAS—200. 
Deemer, Holliday, 
Dick, Hopkins, 
Douglas, Howell, 
Dovener, —— 
Draper Hull, 
Driscoll, Irwin, 
Dwight, Jack, 
Eddy, Jackson, Md, 
Elliott, Jenkin: 
Emerson, Jones, Wash. 
Esch, Joy, 
Evans, Ketcham, 
Feely, Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Finley, Knapp, 
Fitzgerald, Kyle, 
Flanagan, Lacey, 
Flood, Landis, 
Foerderer, Latimer, 
Fordney, Lawrence, 
Foss, Lewis, Pa. 
Foster, Vt. Littlefield, 
Fowler, Lloyd, 
Gaines, W. Va. Long, 
Gardner, Mass. Lovering, 
Gardner, Mich. McAndrews, 
Gibson, McCall, 
Gill, McCleary, 
Gillet, N. Y. McClellan, 
Gillett, Mass. McLachlan, 
Glass, Mahon, 
Goldfogle, Mahoney, 
Gordon, Marshal 
Graff, Martin, 
Graham, Mercer, 
Greene, Mass. Miller, 
Griggs, Minor, 
Grosvenor, Mondell, 
Grow, Morgan, 
Hamilton, Morrell, 
Hanbury, Morris, 
Haskins, Moss, 
Haugen, Mudd, 
Hay, Naphen, 
Heatwole, Needham, 
Hedge, Nevin, 
Hemenway, Olmsted, 
Hepburn, Otjen, 
Hildebrant, Overstreet, 
Hill, Palmer, 
Hitt, Parker, 

NAYS—64. 
Dinsmore, Little, 
Dougherty, Livingston, 
Tieng, McCulloch, 
Gaines, Tenn. McLain, 
Gooch, McRae, 
Green, Pa. Maddox, 
Griffith Maynard, 
Howard, Mickey, 
Jackson, Kans. Miers, Ind. 
Jones, Va. Pierce, 
Kehoe, Pou, 
Kitchin, Claude Randell, Tex. 
Kluttz, Ransdell, La. 
Lester, Rhea, 
Lewis, Ga. Richardson, Ala. 
Lindsay, Rucker, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—6. 


Metcalf, 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Sims, 


NOT VOTING—80. 


Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, 
Glenn, 

Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Miss, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hooker, 

Jett, 


Kahn, 
Kern, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Lamb, 
Lassiter, 
Lessler, 
Lever, 


McDermott, 
Meyer, La. 
Moody, 

Moon, 
Mutchler, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Padgett, 
Patterson, Pa. 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pearre, 
sores, Me, 

ey, 
Reid, 
Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, tnd. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ruppert, 


So the motion to refer was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Payne, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Mass, 
Prince, 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Rixey, 
Roberts, 
Scott, 

Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Showalter, 
Sible T, 

Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Southard, 
Sperry, 
Stark, 

Steele, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Swann, 

Tate, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Williams, 111. 
Wright, 
Young, 

Zenor, 


Russell, 

Ryan, 
Sheppard, 
Slayden, 
Smith, Ky. 
Spight, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thompson, 
Trimbie, 
Underwood, 
White, 
Williams, Miss, 


Wadsworth, 


Scarborough, 
Schirm, 
Shafroth, 
Sherman, 
Skiles, 

Small, 

Snook, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Talbert, 
Thayer, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Vandiver, 
Wagoner, 
Wheeler, 
Wiley, 
Wilson, 
Woods, 
Wooten. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the following reso- 


lution: 


Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be a 
join a similar committee appointed by the House o 


Re 


nted by the Chair to 
presentatives to wait 
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upon the President of the United Statesand inform him that the two Houses 
have completed the business of the present session and are ready to adjourn, 
unless he may have some other communication to make to them. 
And that in compliance with the foregoing the President pro tempore ap- 
inted as said committee on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON and Mr. 
ones of Arkansas. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON PRESIDENT, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
committee of three be appointed to join the committee appointed 
by the Senate to wait on the President. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent that a committee of three be appointed 
by the Speaker to join the committee appointed by the Senate to 
wait upon the President. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. The Chair appoints the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Paynes, the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR, 
and the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 7 

H. R. 17493. An act making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 15155. Anact to refund the amount of duties paid on mer- 
chandise brought into the United States from Porto Rico between 
April 11, 1899, and May 1, 1900,and alsoon merchandise brought 
into the United States from the Philippine Islands between April 
11, 1899, and March 8, 1902, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 3420. An act granting a pension to Anna O. Brush; 

H. R. 11340. An act for the relief of McClure & Willbanks; 

H. R. 16881. An act to authorize the court of county commis- 
sioners of Geneva County, Ala., to construct a bridge across the 
Choctawhatchee River in Geneva County, Ala.; and 

H. R. 17288. Anactmaking appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 6762. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Lawrence Reed; and 

S. 3522. An act to increase the pension of Mexican war sur- 
vivors to $12 per month. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions | 


were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. R. 169. A joint resolution providing for the placing of bronze 
tablets on the custom-house and post-office building in Savannah, 
Ga.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 7390. An act to ratify and amend an agreement with the 


Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud Reservation in South Da- | 


kota, and making appropriation and provision to carry the same 
into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 7368, An act to incorporate the American National Institute 
(Prix de Paris) at Paris, France—to the Committee on the Library. 

S. 7283. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to permit the 
Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets in 
the city of Washington,” approved May 19, 1896—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 7445. An act to provide for the appointment of a district 
judge for the western judicial district of South Carolina, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 7285. An act authorizing, empowering, and directing the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to establish in the State of 
Florida, on the Gulf of Mexico, a station for the investigation of 
problems connected with the marine-fishery interests of the re- 
gion—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

S. 6599. An act to provide a government for the island Guam, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

S. 7054. An act to provide a government for the island of Tu- 
tuila, and the islands adjacent thereto, within the jurisdiction of 
the United States—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

S. 3850. An act in regard to a monumental column to commem- 
orate the battle of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000 therefor— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

S. 7351. An act to authorize the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 

ny to construct and maintain a bri across the Allegheny 

iver, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 7392. An act to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a dam across the Kansas River within the counties of Shawnee 
and Wabaunsee, in the State of Kansas—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 7407. An act to authorize the Donora Southern Railroad 
Company, a corporation organized and existing under the laws of 
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the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain 
a bridge across the Monongahela River in the State of Penn- 
sylvania—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

S. R. 170. Joint resolution for the transfer of the authority, 
power, and jurisdiction conferred upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury by the act ‘‘to regulate the immigration of aliens into the 
United States ’’ to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 7337. An act to amend the act of December 21, 1898, entitled 
‘‘An act to amend the laws relating to American seamen, for the 
protection of such seamen, and to promote commerce,’’ in respect 
to allotments—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to uoguent the House of Represent- 
atives to return to the Senate its message of February, 28, 1903, — 
the House of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 16770 
— United States courts at Duncan, Marietta, and Comanche, 
nd. T.— 

to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Represent- 
atives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 16775) establishing Uni States 
courts at Duncan, Marietta, and Comanche, Ind, T.— 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Represent- 
atives to return to the Senate bill (S. 6339) to confirm certain forest-lien se- 
lections made under the act approved June 4, 1897 (30 Stats., 36)— 


to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that bills of .ue follow- 
ing numbers and titles were received and not approved by the 
President: 

On March 4, 1903: 

H. R. 2199. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jonas Albert; 

H. R. 5907. An act granting a pension to David S. Taylor; 

H. R. 15573. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 

H. R. 16361. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


| Chancellor; and 


H. R. 16445. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke 
Madden, alias John E. McDonald. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 15802. An act for the relief of certain homestead settlers 
in the State of Alabama; 

H. R. 17085. An act to effectuate the provisions of the addi- 
tional act of the international convention for the protection of 
industrial property; 

H. R. 17202. An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 17026. An act granting a pension to Jerome W. Turner; 

H. R. 1488. An act for the relief of T. A. Woodress; 

H. R. 12199. An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into 
the United States; 

H. R. 14758, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Talbott; 

H. R. 17288. Anact making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 16881. An act to authorize the court of county commis- 
sioners of Geneva County, Ala., to construct a bridge across the 
Choctawhatchee River in Geneva County, Ala.; 

H. R. 3420. An act granting a pension to Anna O. Brush; 

H. R. 11340. An act for the relief of McClure & Wilibanks; 

H. R. 15155. An act to refund the amount of duties paid on 
merchandise brought into the United States from Porto Rico be- 
tween April 11, 1899, and May 1, 1900, and also on merchandise 
brought into the United States from the Philippine Islands be- 
tween April 11, 1899, and March 8, 1902, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 13075. An act to amend section 3 of the ‘ act further to 
prevent counterfeiting or manufacturing of dies, tools, or other 
implements used in manufacturing,’’ etc., approved February 10, 
1891; 

H. R. 15799. An act to confirm the name of Seward square for 
the space formed by the intersection of C street south and Penn- 
sylvania and North Carolina avenues, District of Columbia; 

H. R. 5357. An act for the relief of William Leech; and 

H. R. 7659. An act to amend section 1 of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, and for other purposes.” 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Barnzs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

942, An act granting a pension to John R. Dougherty; 
962. An act granting a pension to Rodney W. Anderson; 
1016, An act granting a pension to Charles 8. F. Hilton: 
1238. An act granting a pension to Margaret A. Stuart; 
2616. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Goodrich; 
2911. An act granting a pension to Charles M. Walker; 
2918, An act granting a pension to Catharine A. Sawdy; 
3026. An act granting a pension to Martha J. Bishop; 
8207. An act granting a pension to Johanna Buse; 

3261. An act granting a pension to George R. Grubaugh; 
4501. An act granting a pension to Sarah D. Lightfoot; 
4723. An act granting a pension to George A. Liston; 
4734. An act granting a pension to Deborah J. Fogle; 
4925. An act granting a pension to Joel Thomason; 

4952. An act granting a pension to Abner D. Rutherford; 
5586. An act granting a pension to Oliver W. Newton; 
6656. An uct granting a pension to Samantha Yant; 
6969. An act granting a pension to Bisa C. Morrill; 

7367. An act granting a pension to Ellen D. Campbell; 
7710. An act granting a pension to Margaret Scanlon; 
7844, An act granting a pension to Alonzo Pendland; 
8005. An act granting a pension to Samantha A. New- 


8061. 
8244, 
9237. 
9274. 
10505. 
10506. 
10760. 
11388, 
11546. 
1 1682. 


* 11958. 
. 12090. 
. 12611. 
. 13485. 


od; 

. 13612. 
. 18701. 
13711. 
13719. 
18881. 
14091. 
14813, 
14938. 
15443. 
15636. 

15842. 
15873 

15962. 
Mathews; 

H. R. 16077. An act granting a pension to Leighton M. Perveil, 
alias Charles H. Hunt; 
16275. An act granting a pension to Isaac B. Price; 
16291. An act granting a pension to Leban McGahan; 
16309. An act granting a pension to Samuel H. Montanye; 
16344. An act granting a pension to Lucinda Lawrence; 
16391. An act granting a pension to Ella F. Shandrew; 
16476. An act granting a pension to Catherine Rayel; 
16697, An act granting a pension to Ellen Johnson; 
16752. An act granting a pension to Anton Sauthoff; 
16859. An act granting a pension to Florence M. Stout; | 
17043. An act granting a pension to Martha Maddox; 
17093. An act granting a pension to Caroline Schaefer; 
17138. An act granting a pension to Kathinka Sichel; 
17233. An act granting a pension to John Haynes; 
17305. An act granting a pension to Philander H. Graves; 
17306. An act granting a pension to Catherine McGuinn; 
304, An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
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An act granting a pension to Frances E. Wild; 

An act granting a pension to Bridget Logan; 

An act granting a pension to John Wallace; 

An act granting a pension to Jessie V. Cluxton; 
An act granting a pension to Mabel A. Woolsey; | 
An act granting a pension to Frances E. Luse; 
An act granting a pension to Wallace L. Scott; 
An act granting a pension to William Vogan; 
An act granting a pension to Edward Bryan; 
An act granting a pension to Mary E. Winter- 
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An act granting a pension to Henry H. Windes; 

An act granting a pension to Arvilla N. Stocker; 
An act granting a pension to AlexanderJ. Thomson; | 
An act granting a pension to Louisa J osephine 
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An act granting a pension to Margaret Bell; 

An act granting a pension to Theodore Buri; 

An act granting a pension to Simon M. Yates; 

An act granting a pension to Nancy McGuire; 
An act granting a pension to William M. Wilson; 
An act granting a pension to Charles A. Warrick; | 
An act granting a pension to William Mennecke; 
An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Wilson; | 
An act granting a pension to Wudora Wells; 
An act granting a pension to Matilda Tunison; 
An act granting a pension to Mary H. Talcott; 
An act granting a pension to Minerva Murphy; 
An act granting a pension to Catharine T. R. | 
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H, R. 700. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Slawson; 

H. R. 838. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Van Deusen; 

H. R. 1062, An act granting an increase of pension to Elias P. 
Stearns; 

H. R. 1087. An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
W. Lincoln; 

H. R. 1257. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Campbell; 


H., R. 1274. 
Fleming; 

H. BR. 8 429, 
Merritt; 

vide 1637. 
Sr Re e264, 
H. Higgins; 

H. R. 2787, 
S. Ribble; 

H. R. 28138. 
Hawkins; 

H. BR. 3681, 
A. Wilson; 

H. R. 3752. 
Pickard; 


H. R. 4553. 
S. Mitchell; 

H. R. 4632. 
P. Rhodes; 

H. R. 4740. 
Wallace; 

H. R. 5010. 
Pace; 

. R. 5281. 

Mahan; 

H. R. 5446. 
Travis; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to James E, 
An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 


An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 


H. R. 5762. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. T. Hostetler; 


R. 5876. 


| Richards; 


H. R. 5960. 
Johnson; 

H. R. 5982. 
B. Knapp; 

H. R. 6065. 
| Garland; 

H. R. 6101. 


E. McQuiddy; 
. Anact granting an increase of pension to Cather- 


H. R. 6127 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob E. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lambert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Christine 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 


ine P. McLorinen; 
H. R. 6189. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 


Potts: 

H. R. 6442. 
Gifford; 

H. R. 6470. 


| H. King; 


H. R. 6498. 
Whitman: 

H. R. 6593. 
Graham: 

H. R. 6617. 


| Cool: 


. 6719. 


. 7312, 


sie 7510. 
M. Gammon; 
H. R. 7708. 


| Fallon; 


H. R. 7736. 
W. Allen; 
H. R. 7760. 


| Graham; 


H. R. 7882. 
Lister; 

H. R. 8023. 
Downing: 

H. R. 8085. 
Wardwell; 

H. R. 8165. 
Peck; 

H. R. 8187. 
T. Moore; 


H. R. 9799. 


Murphy; 
H. R. 9912. 
Smith; 


. 7308, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E, 
An act granting an increase of pension to Shepherd 
An act granting an increase of pension to John A, 
An act granting an increase of pension to Harry L. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to David K, 
An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar M, 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


An act granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
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“ H. Wie: 10691. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
an 

H. R. 10869, An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
K. Strayer; 

H. R. 10922, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Feldhausen; 

H. R. 11020. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Alsbach:; 

H. R. 11075. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
J. Hart; 
a eo An act granting an increase of pension to John 

’. Copley; 

H. R. 11189. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
M. Gilbert; 

H. R. 11371. An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 
nand Heiskell; 

H. R. 11428. An act granting an increase of pension to Plum- 
mer Lewis; 
ae R. 11616. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

arris; 

H. R. 11625. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der H. Taylor; 

H. R. 11701. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Wright; 

B. R- 11739. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
N. Northway; 

H. R. 11833. An act granting an increase of pension to Albanis 
L. Anderson; 
ki H. R. 12021. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 
vewis; 

H. R. 12322. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Wilcox; 

a | R. 12382. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
nds; 
ee R. 12492. An act granting an increase of pension to Callie 

est; 
. R. 12602. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
Burke; 

H. R. 12638. 
W. Day 

H. R ‘12822, An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O. Sullivan; 

H. R. 13046. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Ludlum; 


H. R. 13323. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary | 
H. R. 13634. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen | 


Olivia Leckie; 


H. R. 13718. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca | 


Randolph; 
H. R. 13723. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
C. Jackson; 


H. R. 13772. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus | 


L. Vermillion; 


H. R. 13793. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon | 


A. Alexander; 


H. R. 13945. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward | 


T. Durant; 


H. R. 14027. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 


J. Winfrey; 

H. R. 14160 
Holmes; 

H. R. 14217. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Smith; 

H. R. 14235. An act granting an increase of pension to George | 


hite; 

H. R. 14236. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Chatfield; 

H. R. 14263. An act granting an increase of pension to Freder- 
ick Journal; 

H. R. 14361. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
N. Alexander; 

H. R. 14439. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


H. R. 14448. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Cartmill; 

H. R. 14929. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Keen; 

H. R. 14980. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Houseal; 

H. R. 15387. An act granting an increase of pension to Lott 
Van Nordstrand; 

H. R. 15403. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
C. Norton; 

H. R. 15404. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. Hattery; 


An act granting an increase of pension to John | 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira J.S. | 


H. R. 15481. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Simpson; 
H. R. 15440. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Fullerton; 
H. R. 15466. An act granting an increase of pension to John H, 
Robson; 
H. R. 15528. An act granting an increase of pension to John C, 
Williams; 
H. R. 15533. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. France; 
H. R. 15558. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Baldwin; 
hae 15611. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
ei 
H. R. 15618. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Boughton; 
H. R. 15619. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Strong, alias William Clark; 
H. R. 15629. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Tattersall; 
H. R. 15645. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilson 
French; 
e H. R. 15665. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
arr; 
H. R. 15688. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin Williams; 
H. R. 15696. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
V. Wells; 
H. R. 15721. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter 
A. Porter; 
H. R. 15730. An act granting an increase of pension to Hans A. 
Grove; 
H. R. 157 
Whitlock; 
H. R. 15793. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Skinner; 
me R. 15812. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucien 
. Love; 
a H. R. 15843. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis W. 
owe; 
H. R. 15894. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
P. Everett; 
H. R. 15906. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
| Grennue; 
H. R. 15915. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
| Stafford; 
H. R. 15964. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
| Murphy; 
H. R. 16000. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Amadon; 
H. R. 16048. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Graham; 
H. R. 16201. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeffrey 
| Hufford; 
H. R. 16212. An act granting an increase of pension to Sanders 
| W. Johnston; 
H. R. 16314. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
| §. Howarth: 
H. R. 16353. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
| F. Ritchie; 
. H. R. 16364. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
arney; 
H. R. 16368. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. 
Hutchinson; 
H. R. 16374. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
| S. Bowden; 
H. R. 16381. An act granting an increase of pension to Lymus 
Wallace; 
| ae R. “16419, An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. R. "16428. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza B. 


. An act granting an increase of pension to William 





H. R. 16538. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. R. 16667. An act granting an increase of pension to Leroy 


ss R. 16714. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. F. Gilmore; 
H. R. 16717. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Thompson; 
. je oe 16755. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
er; 
= — 16756. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


eR R. 16784, Anact granting an increase of pension to Michael 
owe; 
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H. R. 16857. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
W. Kile 

H. R. 116858. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Foster; 

H. vd _— An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Tri 

H. R 16989. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der T. Sullinger, alias Alexander Patillo; 

H. R. 17090. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
T. Price; 

H. R. 17094. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus L. Kidder; 

H. R. 17101. An act granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
Glazer; 

H. R. 17110. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


ox : 

H. R. Yr119. Anact granting an increase of pension to James 
Flanagan; 

H. - 17120. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Shira 

H. "R. 17179. An act granting an increase of pension to Christo- 

her G. Divers; 

H. R. 17234. An act granting an increase of pension to David 


Flynn; 

H. R.17296. An act granting an increase of pension to Newton 
Thayer; 

H. R. 17297. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


. Fox 

H. R. ‘17208. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara 
E. Smith; 

H. R. 17303. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham W. Huffman 
= H. R. 659. An a granting an increase of pension to Winfield 

ierce; 

H. R. 1272, An act granting anincrease of pension to Joseph 8. 
Chilcoat; 

Hi. R. 2987. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Rittenhouse; 

H. R. 8218. An act granting an increase of pension to Belle L. 
Spaulding; 

H. R. 3365, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Pensinger; 
or R. 3353. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 

ehn; 


H. R. 6724, An act granting an increase of pension to Julius | 


Stilwell; 
H. R. 6876. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Faught; 
= . R, 7483. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron C. 
napp; 
m... R. 7895. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
owen; 
a H. R. 8149, An act granting an increase of pension to James B. 
fartin; 
H. R. 8314. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Kauffman; 
H. R. 8711. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Crawford; 
. aa R. 8812. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
tat 
= R. 9154. An act granting an increase of pension to Lillie V. 


H. R. 9491. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. | 


Brattain: 
H. R. 9570. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac | 
Gabrion; 
m... R. 12841. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
ing: 
oon = 18004. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter B. 
uc 
, H. Pra 13316. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin | 
Olcott; 
H. R. 13705. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary | 
Ann Garrison; 
H. R. 14475. An act granting an increase of pension to David | 
E. Lawton; 
7 me =< 14788. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank | 
ills; 
H. R. 15088, An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy T. 
Churchill; 
=e 15186. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac J. 
ichols; 
H. R. 15362. An act granting an increase of pension to Grace 
Harrington; 
H. R. 15422. An act granting an increase of peysion to John 
Mosgrove; 


H. R. 15423. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
B. Morehouse; 

H. R. 15674. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. T. McPherson; 

H. R. 15733. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 


G. Cole; 
H. R. 15735. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Wheeler; 
H. R. 15746, An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
R. Lucas; 
= he 16073. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
mith; 
H. R. 16210. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Collahan; 
H. R. 16313. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Davenport, alias Dexter Davis; 
H. R. 16351. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin 
P. Merrell; 
H. R. 16696. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeling 
H. Amick; 
H. R. 16754, Anact granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Hughes; 
H. R. 16785. An act granting an increase of pension to Collins 
W. Wight; 
H. R. 16786. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Sautter; 
H. R. 16787. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
G. Hanscom; 
H. R. 16856. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Burke; 
H. R. 16996. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bougher; 
H. R. 10175. An act granting a pension to Mary R. Bayly, for- 
wnerly Mary S. Reddick; 
H. R. 12771. An act granting a pension to William Kenny; 
H. R. 7361. An act for the relief of C. W. Colehour; 


H. R. 12098. An act to amend section 1 of the act of Congress 
approved May 14, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act extending the homestead 
laws and providing fora right of way for railroads in the district 
of Alaska;”’ 

H. R. 15248. An act to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint Kensey J. Hampton captain and quartermaster 
in the Army; 

H. R. 17046. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
| procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 16138. An act granting the right of way to the Kenova 
| and Big Sandy Railroad Company through the Government lands 
| at Lock No. 2, Big Sandy River, and at Lock No. 3, Big Sandy 
River, both in Wayne County, W. Va.; 

H. R. 16573. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across St. Francis River at or near the town of St. Francis, Ark.; 

H. R. 16352. An act to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting 
/ an increase of pension to Mary La Tourette Stotsenburg,”’ ap- 
| proved June 2, 1900; 

H. R. 8186. An act for the relief of John D. Chadwick; 

| H.R. 16910. An act making appropriations for the Department 

| of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904; 

H. R. 16990. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

| 1904, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 17026. An act granting a pension to Jerome W. Turner; 

H. R. 14758. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Talbott; 

4 H. R. 15802. An act for the relief of certain homestead settlers 
| in the State of Alabama; 

H. R. 1488. An act for the relief of T. A. Woodress; 

H. R. 17085. An act to effectuate the provisions of the additional 

act of the international convention for the protection of industrial 
property; 
| H.R. 12199, An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into 

the United States; 

H. R. 17202. An act making appropriations for sundry expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and 

| for other purposes; 

H. R. 17493. Anact making appropriations to supply deficiencies 

| in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 16881. An act to authorize the court of county commis- 
sioners of Geneva County, Ala., to construct a bridge across the 
Choctawhatchee River, in Geneva County, Ala.: 

H. R. 3420. An act granting a pension to Anna O. Brush; 

H. R. 11340. An act for the relief of McClure and Willbanks; 

H. R. 15155. An act to refund the amount of duties paid on 
merchandise brought into the United States from Porto Rico 
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between April 11, 1899, and May 1, 1900, and also on merchandise | cured obedience; recognition when order was demanded. Know- 
brought into the United States from the Philippine Islands be- | ing how excited we are at times, that is a pleasant recollection 
tween April 11, 1899, and March 8, 1902, and for other purposes; | to me. 
H. R. 17288. An act making appropriations for the naval serv- Now, gentlemen, if I know my feelings toward this body of men, 
tce for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes; | I know that I shall carry with me through life the image of this 
H. R. 7659. An act to amend section 1 of an act entitled ‘‘An | hour, with its generous approval and treatment of me this morn- 
act to amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the | ing. I shall carry every one of your faces in my memory, and I 


United States, and for other purposes;”’ shall never cease to feel an interest in this great body, which 
H. R. 13075. An act to~ vend section 8 of the “‘Act further to | stands so near to the happiness of my countrymen. And now, I 

prevent counterfeiting oi .sanufacturing dies, tools, or other im- | bid you good-bye. [Prolonged applause, every member rising in 

plements used in manufacturing, etc.,”” approved February 10, | his place. | 

1891; ; ct And now, in pursuance of the Constitution, I declare the Fifty- 

H. R. 5357. An act for the relief of William Leech; and seventh Congress adjourned sine die. 

H. R. 15799. An act to confirm the name of Seward square for 
the space formed by the intersection of C street south and Pennsyl- 
vania and North Carolina avenues, District of Columbia. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

_The SPEAKER resumed the chair amid loud and long-con-| Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
tinued applause on both sides of the House. munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. ey P the President. t iti rtf th 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed by the 7 pr rcramne. peep Pra ReSnitr ens scm Renmennpane  xar Vedi Sac os a 
House to join a similar committee on the part of the Senate to oe of War showing expenditures made from the Speropese- 
a ; 7: m ; -_. | tion for ‘‘ Barracks and quarters, Philippine Islands, 1903 ’’—to 
wait upon the President of the United States and inform him the C erase A ‘ati annette ® inted 
that the two Houses had completed their business and to inquire ee 8 eee Wath ype 
| 
| 
| 





r : Pas S A message from the President, returning without approval 
whether he had any further communication to make, have per- age x : Sit ; 
formed that duty,and the President replies that he has no further Hou er bill No. 14051, entitled An act granting the a sent of 
communication to make; and if it should be in order, and he does | COPStTess to N. F. Thompson and associates to erect a dam and 
not know whether it is in order or not, he desires to congratulate construct @ power station at Muscle Shoals, ge an to the 
the two Houses of Congress upon the valuable work they have ae ay on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to 
performed. [Loud applause. ] —— 


NEW OFFICE BUILDING. 


eae SPEAKER. The Chair makes the following announce- RESOLUTIONS. 
The Clerk read as follows: Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
The Coramission to construct the new office building, Mr. J. G. Cannon, | ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
Mr. W. P. HepBuRN, Mr. J. D. RICHARDSON. _ the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
VOTE OF THANKS TO SPEAKER. | as follows: rs 
‘AKT y p Mr. EV ANS, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the House of Representatives | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 958) for the re- 
_— exh os ae ce ae reninatetie tel | lief of the Mission of St. James,in the State of Washington, 
paged, That the thanks of this House are presented to the Hon.DAavr> | reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
partial, and dignified manner in which he has presided over its deliberations | (No. 3918); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
and performed the arduous and important duties of the chair during the | mittee of the Whole House on the State of the Union. 
present term of Congress. Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Militia, to which was re- 
{Loud general applause. ] ; | ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 17058) to provide for a mi- 
The SPEAKER. Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, | litia veteran reserve, and for other purposes, reported the same 
an age spent under this Dome must give opportunity for forming | without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3919); which 
many and strong ties. Constituted as I have been from child- | said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
hood ,friendship is an essential — of — ae applause) ; 
and whether on the floor or in the Chair ve found a bountiful | ” 
supply in this Hall, [Applause.] I have seen beautiful andin-| PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
structive things on this floor—sharp, able, feeling debate; and INTRODUCED. 
debate, gentlemen, is the foundation and sustaining power of | Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
American liberty. [Applause.] But I have seen another beauti- | of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
fulthing. When the flag was raised in war I have seen both sides | follows: 
of this Chamber, as one man, put $50,000,000 into the handsof| By Mr. WEEKS (by request): A resolution (H. J. Res. 283) 
the Chief Magistrate and say, ‘‘ Lead on,” without a dissenting | providing for the erection of a statue of John Brown, of Osa- 
voice. [Applause.] I say that from that hour I have believed | watomie, Kans., in thecity of Richmond, in the State of Virginia— 
that there was no future moment when disintegration could come | to the Committee on the Library. 
to this Republic. ares fot ——: I saw - pou men 
from every State in the Union touching elbow to elbow and rush- | 
ing into the ranks of war, there was absolute confirmation of that | PETITIONS, ETC. 
belief. [Applause.] Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
I have no fears for the future of my country. Let no one be were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
disturbed by the battles on this floor. As I said, they are guaran- By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of Good Will Lodge, No. 106, 
ties of freedom, and I approve of them. At times there may be | Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Allegheny, Pa., in favor of 
scars left, but they are not scars that leave a permanent cripple, | the passage of the Foraker safety-appliance bill-—to the Committee 
but scars that leave the soul and the manhood without a danger- | on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. We 
ous wound. For one, go where I may from this Hall, I shall carry By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Eugene Divinity School, Eugene, 
with mein my heart an affectionate recollection of the friends | Oreg., for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating 
that I have met here, and I do not know of one enemy. [Ap- | liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Alco- 
plause.] holic Liquor Traffic. : 
Whenever I meet any member of this body in the future I shall Also, memorial of legislative assembly of Oregon, urging the 
feel that I meet a legislative comrade, and I know that he will —— of the Columbia River—to the Committee on Rivers 
meet a friend. [Applause.] and Harbors. ws 
I am not going to give counsel to this body further than to say By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Petition of J. 8. Van Alstyne, of 
that there is nothing more precious than this Government for us | Wyandotte, asking for the erection of a public building in Wyan- 
to fight for. Preserve that if you lose your life. It is more valu- | dotte, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
able than anything that can be named. Go on with the rough- By Mr. TOMPKINS of New York: Petition of citizens of 
and-tumble battles of legislation, but keep your eye on that flag | Bloomingburg and Burlingham, N. Y., protesting against the 
which God asks us to die for. [Applause. enactment of a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
When I took this chair I asked the support of this House to aid | Office and Post-Roads. _ : ; 
me in performing the duties of this high office you conferred upon | By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Central Labor Union of Philadel- 
me. That gavel in my hand has never been defied by either side | phia, Pa., protesting against House bill 9685, known as the sail- 
of this Chamber. It is a pleasure to say that. It has always se- ! ors’ bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marineand Fisheries. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
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